
           

*AMENDED (9/4/12, 3:00 PM)  
AGENDA 

ORO VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL
REGULAR SESSION
SEPTEMBER 5, 2012

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
     •   Spotlight on Youth

 

DEPARTMENT REPORTS
 

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

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

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS
 

1. Public Safety Providers Quarterly Report
 

2. Library Customer Feedback Forms
 

3. Customer Feedback Letter (DIS & Legal)
 

4. Library & IT Recognition Letter
 

5. DIS Customer Feedback
 

6. Letter of Thanks to Development & Infrastructure Services Department
 

7. 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.



 

PRESENTATIONS
 

1. Proclamation - National Preparedness Month
 

2. * Presentation by U.S. Representative Ron Barber (Removed from agenda on 9/4/12 at 3:00
PM - Unable to attend)

 

3. Presentation Unveiling the Oro Valley Aquatic Center Brand/Logo by Allison Cooper, Director of
Marketing for the Metropolitan Tucson Convention & Visitors Bureau

 

CONSENT AGENDA 
(Consideration and/or possible action)

 

A. Minutes - June 6, 2012
 

B. Fiscal Year 2011/12 Financial Update through May 2012
 

C. Fiscal Year 2011/12 Financial Update Through June 2012 (Year-End)
 

D. Tucson Regional Economic Opportunities, Inc. Quarterly Report: April 1, 2012 - June 30, 2012
 

E. Metropolitan Tucson Convention and Visitors Bureau Quarterly Report: April 1, 2012 - June 30,
2012

 

F. Police Department Statistics - May and June 2012
 

G. Resolution No. R(12)-46, Authorizing and approving a Multi-Agency Agreement for Cooperative
Use of Northwest Fire District's Training Center Facility

 

H. Resolution No. (R)12-47, Authorizing and approving a grant contract between the Oro Valley
Police Department and the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (G.O.H.S.) for funding
of overtime and employee related expenses to enhance DUI enforcement in the Town of Oro
Valley

 

I. Resolution No. (R)12-48, Authorizing and approving a grant contract between the Oro Valley
Police Department and the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (G.O.H.S.) for funding capital
outlay to purchase equipment to enhance the Special Traffic Enforcement Program (STEP) for
speed enforcement in the Town of Oro Valley

 

J. Resolution No. (R)12-49, Authorizing and approving a grant contract between the Oro Valley
Police Department and the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (G.O.H.S.) for
funding equipment to enhance and support Traffic Records/Data collection in the Town of Oro
Valley

 

K. Resolution No. (R)12-50, Authorizing and approving a task force agreement between the Drug
Enforcement Administration ("DEA") and the Town of Oro Valley ("Town") for the participation of
two Oro Valley police officers in the Tucson Task Force Group One with one position detailed
to Tucson HIDTA Task Force Group.

 

L. Resolution No. (R)12-51, Authorizing and approving a task force agreement between the Drug
Enforcement Administration ("DEA") and the Town of Oro Valley ("Town") for the participation
of one Oro Valley police officer in the Tucson Task Force Group Two.

 



M. Request for approval of a two year extension of the Master Development Plan and Phase 1 & 2
Development Plan for Miller Ranch, from July 21, 2012 to July 21, 2014 for property located on
the northwest corner of Tangerine Road and La Canada Drive

 

N. Request to grade within the designated hillsides of Lot 404, Stone Canyon VII, Rancho Vistoso,
Neighborhood 6

 

REGULAR AGENDA
 

1. PUBLIC HEARING - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN APPLICATION
FOR A PERSON AND LOCATION TRANSFER OF A SERIES 9 (LIQUOR STORE) LIQUOR
LICENSE FOR WAL-MART SUPERCENTER #3379 LOCATED AT 2150 EAST TANGERINE
ROAD

 

2. PUBLIC HEARING - ORDINANCE NO. (O)12-10, ESTABLISHING A HOME DETENTION
PROGRAM PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 9-499.07 FOR PERSONS SENTENCED FOR
DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF ALCOHOL OR DRUGS

 

3. AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 22 AND CHAPTER 27 OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE
REVISED 

 

a. RESOLUTION NO. (R)12-52, DECLARING AS A PUBLIC RECORD THAT CERTAIN
DOCUMENT ENTITLED CHAPTER 22, AND CHAPTER 27 OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING
CODE REVISED, ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT "A" AND FILED WITH THE TOWN
CLERK

 

b. PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE (O)12-11, AMENDING THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE
REVISED, CHAPTER 22, REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCEDURES, SECTION 22.9,
DESIGN REVIEW, SECTION 22.10, GRADING PERMIT PROCEDURES AND CHAPTER 27,
GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, SECTION 27.7, OFF STREET PARKING

 

4. PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE NO. (O)12-12, AMENDING THE ORO VALLEY ZONING
CODE REVISED, CHAPTER 28, SIGNS, BY ADDING NEW SUBSECTION 28.2.D.3. “ALL
OTHER SIGN VIOLATIONS; 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.

 

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

 

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

 

ADJOURNMENT
 



POSTED:  8/29/12 at 5:00 PM by tlg 
AMENDED AGENDA POSTED:  9/4/12 at 3:00 PM by ms

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 office of the Town Clerk 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 Mayor.

 

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

 

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

 

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

Thank you for your cooperation.
 

 

 

 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   1.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Submitted By: Arinda Asper, Town Manager's
Office

Information
Subject
Public Safety Providers Quarterly Report

Attachments
Public Safety Providers Quarterly Report





















   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   2.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Submitted By: Arinda Asper, Town Manager's
Office

Information
Subject
Library Customer Feedback Forms

Attachments
Library Customer Feedback Forms







   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   3.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Submitted By: Arinda Asper, Town Manager's
Office

Information
Subject
Customer Feedback Letter (DIS & Legal)

Attachments
DIS Customer Feedback Letter





   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   4.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Submitted By: Arinda Asper, Town Manager's
Office

Information
Subject
Library & IT Recognition Letter

Attachments
Library & IT Recognition Letter





   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   5.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Submitted By: Arinda Asper, Town Manager's
Office

Information
Subject
DIS Customer Feedback

Attachments
DIS Customer Feedback 





   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   6.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Submitted By: Julie Bower, Town Clerk's Office

Information
Subject
Letter of Thanks to Development & Infrastructure Services Department

Attachments
Letter of Thanks



 
From: Wayne Potter  

Sent: Friday, July 13, 2012 8:11 AM 
To: Keesler, Paul 

Subject: RE: Hohokam Mesa 
 
Dear Paul, 
 
I wanted to personally thank you for all your help over the last several years on this project.  It’s not 
often that I come across jurisdiction’s that go out of their way to assist on complicated issues 
surrounding a project such as Hohokam Mesa.  I found the Town of Oro Valley a pleasure to work with 
and in particular your efforts and communication. Thank you. 
 
Respectfully, 
 

 
________________________________________________________ 
G. Wayne Potter | Vice President | Novastar Development, Inc. 
18215 72nd Ave. South, Kent, Washington  98032 
(425) 656 – 7435 Direct |  (206) 255-7106 Cell 
 

 
 
 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   7.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Submitted By: Catherine Hendrix, Police
Department

Information
Subject
Police Department Appreciation Letters

Attachments
PD Appreciation Letters











   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   1.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Proclamation

Information
Subject
Proclamation - National Preparedness Month

Summary

Attachments
Proclamation



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

NATIONAL PREPAREDNESS MONTH 
SEPTEMBER 2012 

 
 

WHEREAS, “National Preparedness Month” creates an important opportunity for every resident 
of Oro Valley to prepare their homes, businesses and communities for any type of emergency 
including natural disasters and potential terrorist attacks; and 
 
WHEREAS, investing in the preparedness of ourselves, our families, businesses and 
communities can reduce fatalities and economic devastation in our communities and in our 
nation; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Federal Emergency Management Agency’s Ready Campaign, Citizen Corps and 
other federal, state, local, tribal, territorial, private, and volunteer agencies are working to increase 
public activities in preparing for emergencies and to educate individuals on how to take action; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, emergency preparedness is the responsibility of every citizen of Oro Valley and all 
citizens are urged to make preparedness a priority and work together, as a team, to ensure that 
individuals, families and  communities are prepared for disasters and emergencies of any type; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, all citizens of Oro Valley are encouraged to participate in citizen preparedness 
activities and asked to review the Ready Campaign’s web sites at Ready.gov or Listo.gov (in 
Spanish) and become more prepared. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, I, Dr. Satish I. Hiremath, Mayor of the Town of Oro Valley, Arizona, hereby 
proclaim September, 2012 as NATIONAL PREPAREDNESS MONTH, and encourages all 
citizens and businesses to develop their own emergency preparedness plan and work together 
toward creating a more prepared society. 

 
Dated this 5th day of September, 2012. 
       
                ATTEST: 
 
 
 
__________________________                ________________________ 
Dr. Satish I. Hiremath, Mayor                Julie K. Bower, Town Clerk 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   2.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Presentation by U.S, Representative Ron Barber

Information
Subject
Presentation by U.S. Representative Ron Barber

Summary
 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   3.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Town Manager's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
Presentation Unveiling the Oro Valley Aquatic Center Brand/Logo by Allison Cooper, Director of
Marketing for the Metropolitan Tucson Convention & Visitors Bureau

RECOMMENDATION:
Information only.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
For the past several months, staff has collaborated with the Metropolitan Tucson Convention and Visitors
Bureau (MTCVB) Marketing and Advertising Department and Tucson Sports to develop a brand/logo for
the Oro Valley Aquatic Center.  The scope of work is outside the Financial Participation Agreement (FPA)
between the Town and MTCVB.  The purpose of tonight's meeting is to unveil the brand/logo for the Oro
Valley Aquatic Center.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
N/A



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   A.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Town Clerk's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
Minutes - June 6, 2012

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 June 6, 2012 minutes.

Attachments
6/6/12 DRAFT Minutes
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MINUTES  
ORO VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL  

REGULAR SESSION  
June 6, 2012  

ORO VALLEY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
11000 N. LA CAÑADA DRIVE  

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

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

 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
 
Mayor Hiremath led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
UPCOMING MEETING ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
Communications Administrator Misti Nowak announced the upcoming Town 
meetings. 
 
SWEARING IN OF NEW COUNCILMEMBERS WITH TERMS EFFECTIVE 
JUNE 6, 2012 TO JUNE 8, 2016  
 
Town Clerk Julie Bower swore in Councilmember Bill Garner and 
Councilmember Mike Zinkin with terms effective June 6, 2012 to June 8, 2016. 
 
Councilmember Brendan Burns was sworn in earlier so that he could attend the 
meeting via telephone. 
 
Mayor Hiremath recessed the meeting at 6:04 p.m. 
 
Mayor Hiremath reconvened the meeting at 6:14 p.m. 
 
 
 

http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121906
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121907
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121908
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121909
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121911
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121911
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ROLL CALL  
 
PRESENT:  Satish Hiremath, Mayor  

Lou Waters, Vice Mayor  
Brendan Burns, Councilmember (via telephone) 
Bill Garner, Councilmember  
Joe Hornat, Councilmember  
Mary Snider, Councilmember  
Mike Zinkin, Councilmember  

 
COUNCIL REPORTS  
 
No reports were received. 
 
DEPARTMENT REPORTS  
 
Town Manager Greg Caton announced that due to the extremely dry conditions, 
the Town had reenacted an ordinance, effective June 15th, which prohibited the 
use of consumer fireworks. 
 
Town Clerk Julie Bower announced that there was new artwork on display in the 
Council chambers by artist Tom Ventura. 
 
Deputy Chief Larry Stevens reported that Chief Sharp had the pleasure of 
hosting the mid-year meeting of the International Association of the Chiefs of 
Police Highway Safety Committee at the Hilton El Conquistador.  The conference 
focused on how to make the highway system as safe as possible.   
 
Deputy Chief Stevens reported that a man went missing from Sun City on 
Saturday and a reverse 9-1-1 phone call was initiated to help find the individual.  
Another reverse 9-1-1 call was placed early Sunday morning which helped to 
successfully locate the individual who was missing for 24 hours. 
 
Economic Development Manager Amanda Jacobs reported that the Shop Oro 
Valley Summer campaign was launched on Friday, June 1st.  Receipts 
totaling $25 or more from any Oro Valley business could be submitted at the 
Administration building for weekly prize drawings.  The campaign runs through 
July 31st. 
 
ORDER OF BUSINESS  
 
Mayor Hiremath reviewed the order of business and stated that the agenda 
would stand as posted. 
 
INFORMATIONAL ITEMS  
 

http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121917
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121918
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121919
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=122040
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121924
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1. Amphitheater Governing Board Commendation to the Town of Oro Valley 
and Oro Valley Police Department 

 
2. Police Department Appreciation Letter  

 
Councilmember Snider thanked the Oro Valley Police Department for putting 
together an excellent annual report. 
 
3. Letter of thanks to Development & Infrastructure Services Department  

 
Councilmember Hornat thanked Development and Infrastructure Services 
Department Director Paul Keesler and the DIS staff for the great service that they 
provide to the community.  
 
CALL TO AUDIENCE  
 
Oro Valley resident Del Balston spoke about the effectiveness of the Oro Valley 
Police Department and posse members and urged Council not to conduct a 
management study of the Police Department. 
 
Oro Valley resident Richard Tracy Sr. spoke about a letter to the editor that he 
had previously written. 
 
Oro Valley resident Donald Bristow spoke about various code violations at local 
businesses and urged Council and staff to act upon them quickly in order 
to guarantee the safety of residents. 
 
Oro Valley resident Debra Arrett spoke about the renaming of Sun City to Sun 
City Oro Valley.  She urged Council not to perform a management study of the 
Oro Valley Police Department because she was concerned with the cost of the 
study and didn't want to see any type of reduced services. 
 
Oro Valley resident Ralph Kayser was concerned with the recent Tucson 
Regional Economic Opportunities (TREO) sponsored Leadership Exchange 
meeting held in San Diego, California and wanted to know who paid for the trip 
and what the benefit to the town was. 
 
Oro Valley resident Cheryl Rodriguez was concerned with improper parking at a 
job site in Rancho Vistoso near La Canada Drive and Moore Road because 
school buses could not get through to drop off students at their designated bus 
stop. 
 
Oro Valley resident Stan Winetrobe agreed that the Oro Valley Police 
Department was operating effectively and saw no need for a management study. 
 
PRESENTATIONS 

http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121927
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121929
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121933
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121934
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121936
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121937
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121939
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121941
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121943
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121945
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121947
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1. Proclamation - Ventana Medical Systems Day  

 
Mayor Hiremath proclaimed June 7, 2012 as Ventana Medical Systems Day. 
 
2. Presentation from Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) regarding 

Oracle Road noise walls and other issues 

 
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) Project Manager Robin Raine 
gave an overview of the following Oracle Road projects/issues: 
 
-Project area 
-Wildlife crossings 
-Sound barrier walls 
 
The purpose of the project was to: 
 
-Improve traffic capacity 
-Improve traffic movement and access 
-Enhance safety 
-Meet current design standards 
 
The project design phase was anticipated to take place from 2011 to 2013 and 
the construction phase was anticipated to take place from fall 2013 to fall 2015. 
  
The proposed project improvements would consist of the following: 
 
-Widen roadway 
-Improve drainage 
-Retaining walls and sound barrier walls 
-Replace shared-use path 
 
CONSENT AGENDA  
 
Councilmember Zinkin requested that item (C) be removed from the Consent 
Agenda for discussion.  
 
A. Minutes - November 2, 2011, April 11 and May 16, 2012 
 
B. Cancellation of the July 18, 2012 Regular Session Town Council Meeting 
 
D. Appointment of Vice Mayor Waters and Councilmember Snider to a Council 

Subcommittee on Arts and Culture 
 
E. Resolution (R)12-30 Authorizing and Approving the First Amendment to the 

Intergovernmental Agreement between the Town of Oro Valley and the 
Town of Marana for Reciprocal Hearing Officer Services under Arizona 

http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121948
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121950
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121950
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121953


 

6/6/12 Minutes, Town Council Regular Session             5 

Revised Statutes section 9-500.12 
 
F. Resolution No. (R)12-31, authorizing and approving the naming of a 

currently unnamed wash located at Lambert Lane, west of Congressional 
Way, extending through the Villages at La Cañada and ending at the 
confluence of the Canyon del Oro Wash as the “KC Carter Wash” 

 
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Garner to approve Consent Agenda items A-B and D-F.  
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
C. Tucson Regional Economic Opportunities, Inc. Quarterly Report: 

January 1, 2012 - March 31, 2012  

 
Councilmember Zinkin wanted future reports to show what the potential benefits 
would be to the Town from the various projects. 
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Zinkin and seconded by Vice 
Mayor Waters to approve item (C).  
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
REGULAR AGENDA  
 
1. REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A PAD EXEMPTION AND MASTER 

SIGN PROGRAM FOR ROONEY RANCH AREA D, LOCATED ON THE 
WEST SIDE OF ORACLE ROAD BETWEEN FIRST AVENUE AND 
PUSCH VIEW LANE 

 
Senior Planner Matt Michels gave an overview of the item and outlined the 
location of Rooney Ranch PAD Area D.  He outlined the request for approval of a 
new Master Sign Program for Rooney Ranch Area D and discussed the following 
elements of the proposed Master Sign Program: 
 
-Standards for wall, monument, traffic, pedestrian and directional signs 
-New design standards for monument signs 
-Revised color palette for wall sign text 
-New MSP would permit halo-illuminated, internally illuminated or a combination 
of any palette color 
 
Applicant Mark Jones stated that the signage was inconsistent throughout the 
development and that the signs had experienced a great deal of wear and tear 
over the years.  He had an issue with Condition of Approval #7 which stipulated 
that all sign areas shall meet Oro Valley Zoning Code standards because the 

http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121959
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121959
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121975
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121975
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121975
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121975
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current Code only allowed 300 sq. ft. but certain businesses, such as Target, 
received previous permission to use a 500 sq. ft. sign or less. 
 
Robert Austin, Representative of the Rooney Ranch Center, stated that 
Condition of Approval #7 could potentially create legal troubles with the existing 
anchor tenants since there were contractual obligations in place as to what was 
or wasn’t allowed for signage. 
 
The following individual spoke in opposition to item 1. 
  

-Oro Valley resident Bill Adler 
  
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to approve the PAD exemption for Rooney Ranch Area D 
sign guidelines subject to the conditions in Attachment 1 with the provision that 
the existing signs be grandfathered that may fall outside the current zoning 
allowance and to set aside the approval of the marque until such a time that a 
theatre would come into the PAD and to exempt the anchor tenants from 
Condition #7 and further MOVE to approve the Master Sign Program. 
 
Attachment 1 
CDRB Recommended Conditions of Approval 
Rooney Ranch Area D 
Request for Approval of PAD Exemption/Master Sign Program 
OV311-06, OV312-001 
 
1. The Master Sign Program shall not become effective unless the proposed 
PAD Exemption for Rooney Ranch Area D is approved.  
 
2. On page 4 of the Master Sign Program, 1.D. should be revised to read: "No 
signage will be allowed on the rear of Anchor, Major, and Minor Buildings."  
 
3. On page 3, "B" shall be removed from the title and from the first paragraph 
text.  
 
4. On page 4, the phrase "Freestanding Signage" in the first heading should be 
removed. 
 
5. On page 5, the first paragraph is repeated; one should be removed. 
 
6. On page D-5a, "Anchor Tenant – Color," the phrase "Commercial color 
specifications to be provided" should be deleted. 
 
7. All sign areas shall meet Oro Valley Zoning Code standards.  
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
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Mayor Hiremath recessed the meeting at 8:15 p.m. 
 
Mayor Hiremath reconvened the meeting at 8:24 p.m. 
 
2. PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE NO. (O)12-08, AMENDING THE ORO 

VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, CHAPTER 23, ZONING DISTRICTS, 
SECTION 23.6, PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR 
SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS  

 
Principal Planner Chad Daines gave an overview of the item and outlined the 
following: 
 
-Definition of an accessory building 
-Proposed amendment 
     -Applies to R1-72 and R1-144 
 
Mr. Daines clarified that the proposed amendment would: 
 
-Allow reasonable use of property on very large lot areas 
-Provide adequate protections for adjacent areas  
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
The following individual spoke in favor of item 2. 
 
 -Oro Valley resident Gil Alexander 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing.  
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Zinkin to approve Ordinance No. (O)12-08, amending the Oro 
Valley Zoning Code Revised, Chapter 23, Zoning Districts, Section 23.6, 
Property Development Standards for Single-Family Residential Districts to apply 
only to the R1-144 district.  
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
3. SECTION 22.2 OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED AND 

THE GENERAL PLAN RELATIVE TO GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS 
 
a. RESOLUTION NO. (R)12-32, DECLARING AS A PUBLIC RECORD 

THAT CERTAIN DOCUMENT ENTITLED CHAPTER 22, REVIEW AND 
APPROVAL PROCEDURES, SECTION 22.2, GENERAL PLAN 
AMENDMENT PROCEDURES, ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT “A” 
AND FILED WITH THE TOWN CLERK 

 

http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121983
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121983
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121983
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121983
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121990
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121990
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121990
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121990
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121990
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MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Hornat and seconded by Vice 
Mayor Waters to approve Resolution No. (R)12-32, declaring as a public record 
that certain document entitled Chapter 22, Review and Approval Procedures, 
Section 22.2, General Plan Amendment Procedures.  
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
b. PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE NO. (O)12-09, AND RESOLUTION NO. 

(R)12-33, AMENDING SECTION 22.2 OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING 
CODE REVISED AND THE GENERAL PLAN TO UPDATE 
PROCEDURES RELATIVE TO GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENTS  

 
Principal Planner Chad Daines gave an overview of the item and outlined the 
following main components: 
 
-Timing of neighborhood meetings 
-Major Amendment Acreage Threshold 
-Inconsistencies between the Zoning Code and General Plan 
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
The following individuals spoke in opposition to item 3. 
 
 -Oro Valley resident John Musolf 
 -Oro Valley resident Shirl Lamonna 
 -Oro Valley resident Bill Adler 
 
The following individual spoke in favor of item 3. 
 

-Oro Valley resident Gil Alexander 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Zinkin and seconded by 
Councilmember Snider to continue item 3b to no date certain.  
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
4. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING APPOINTMENT 

OF COUNCIL LIAISON TO THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT (BOA) FOR 
FISCAL YEAR 2012/2013 

 
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Hornat and seconded by Vice 
Mayor Waters to appoint Councilmember Zinkin as the liaison to the Board of 
Adjustment for fiscal year 2012/13.  
 

http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121993
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121993
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121993
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=121993
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=122002
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=122002
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=122002
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MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS  
 
Councilmember Garner requested a future agenda item to discuss the Sign Code 
violation schedule, seconded by Councilmember Zinkin. 
 
Councilmember Zinkin requested a future agenda item for September for 
discussion and possible action to lower the utility tax 1/2 of 1%, seconded by 
Councilmember Garner. 
 
Councilmember Burns requested a future agenda item to examine a bicycle 
library for the Town, seconded by Councilmember Snider. 
 
Councilmember Zinkin requested a future agenda item prior to November for 
discussion and possible action to look at the ramifications of a tax holiday for 
businesses, seconded by Councilmember Garner. 
 
CALL TO AUDIENCE  
 
No comments were received. 
 
ADJOURNMENT  
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Vice Mayor Waters and seconded by 
Councilmember Snider to adjourn the meeting at 9:36 p.m.  
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
    Prepared by: 
 
    _______________________ 
    Michael Standish, CMC 
    Deputy Town Clerk 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the 
minutes of the regular session of the Town of Oro Valley Council of Oro Valley, 
Arizona held on the 6th day of June 2012.  I further certify that the meeting was 
duly called and held and that a quorum was present. 
 
Dated this ____ day of ______________, 2012. 
 
_________________________ 
Julie K. Bower, MMC 
Town Clerk 

http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=122030
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=122035
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1519&meta_id=122037


   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   B.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Information
SUBJECT:
Fiscal Year 2011/12 Financial Update through May 2012

RECOMMENDATION:
This report is for information only.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
General Fund

Attachment A shows General Fund revenues and expenditures through May, as well as year-end
estimates for each category.  Through May, revenue collections,  including Transfers In from the Bed
Tax Fund, totaled $22,505,438.  Expenditures, including Transfers Out, totaled $21,811,791.

The estimated year-end projections in the General Fund are as follows:

Revenues                         $24,806,781

Less:
Expenditures                     (24,860,930)

Plus:
Other Financing Sources           66,451

Estimated Increase
In Fund Balance                       $12,302

General Fund Revenues and Other Financing Sources

• Revenues (excluding Transfers In from the Bed Tax Fund) through May total $22,316,225, which
represents 89.2% of the budgeted FY 11/12 revenues.
• Revenues are estimated to come in 0.8% under budget at this point.  This is due primarily to budgeted
federal grant revenues that will not be received.  The corresponding expenditures for these grant funds
have also been removed from the year-end estimates.  In addition, revenues from construction sales
taxes and utility sales taxes are estimated to come in slightly under budget at year-end.

General Fund Major Revenue Categories

Local Sales Tax



• Fiscal year-to-date General Fund collections are $10,834,064 (7.8%, or $787,000 higher than FY 10/11
through May).
• Total collections are estimated to come in 3.0% below budget.
• Retail collections are up 4.5% over last year and are expected to come in over budget.
• Restaurant and bar collections are up 6.5% over last year and are also expected to come in over
budget.
• Although utility tax collections are up 70.1% over last year, they are trending below budget and are
expected to come in at approximately $2.4 million, versus a budget of $2.67 million.
• Construction sales tax collections are down 0.1% over last year and are expected to come in at
$1,447,000, or approximately $385,000 below the budget of $1,833,000.

State-Shared Revenues

• Income Tax – fiscal year-to-date is $3,172,900 (9.8% decrease from FY 10/11 through May)
• Sales Tax – fiscal year-to-date is $2,917,381 (6.4% increase from FY 10/11 through May)
• Vehicle License Tax – fiscal year-to-date is $1,425,029 (4.3% increase from FY 10/11 through May)

General Fund Expenditures

• Expenditures through May total $21,626,551, which represents 82.9% of the budgeted FY 11/12
expenditures.
• Expenditures are estimated to come in under budget by about $1,229,662, or by about 4.7%.
• Year-end projections have been reduced by approximately $298,000 for federal grants that will not be
received and spent.
• The adopted FY 11/12 budget included budgeted vacancy savings of approximately $154,000.  Total
actual vacancy savings for the year is estimated at $777,000, thereby exceeding the budgeted
amount by approximately $623,000. 

Please see Attachment A for additional detail on the General Fund and Attachments B and C for
additional detail on the Highway Fund and Bed Tax Fund.  Please see Attachment D for estimated
vacancy savings and Attachment E for a fiscal year-to-date consolidated summary of all Town funds.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
N/A

Attachments
Attachment A - General Fund
Attachment B - Highway Fund
Attachment C - Bed Tax Fund
Attachment D - Vacancy Savings Report
Attachment E - Summary All Funds



ATTACHMENT A

          May YTD Financial Status      FY 2011/2012

General Fund
% Budget Completion through May  ---  92.0%

% Actuals  YE $ Variance YE % Variance

to Budget  to Budget to Budget

REVENUES:

LOCAL SALES TAX                10,834,064    12,401,316           87.4% 12,034,527   (366,789)          -3.0%

LICENSES & PERMITS                 1,038,846      1,126,894             92.2% 1,138,495     11,601             1.0%

FEDERAL GRANTS                     402,523        805,533                50.0% 461,570        (343,963)          -42.7%

STATE GRANTS                       475,123        288,500                164.7% 631,165        342,665           118.8%

STATE/COUNTY SHARED                7,515,310      8,187,264             91.8% 8,187,264     -                   0.0%

OTHER INTERGOVERNMENTAL            471,421        591,160                79.7% 591,160        -                   0.0%

CHARGES FOR SERVICES               1,109,008      1,237,851             89.6% 1,222,051     (15,800)            -1.3%

FINES                              184,908        190,000                97.3% 200,548        10,548             5.6%

INTEREST INCOME                    101,762        22,000                  462.6% 125,000        103,000           468.2%

MISCELLANEOUS                      183,259        157,500                116.4% 215,001        57,501             36.5%

TOTAL REVENUES 22,316,225    25,008,018           89.2% 24,806,781   (201,237)          -0.8%

% Actuals  YE $ Variance YE % Variance
to Budget  to Budget to Budget

EXPENDITURES:

COUNCIL 188,050        220,573                85.3% 217,174        (3,399)              -1.5%

CLERK 353,859        456,089                77.6% 435,263        (20,826)            -4.6%

MANAGER 588,804        877,167                67.1% 706,728        (170,439)          -19.4%

HUMAN RESOURCES 413,379        482,649                85.6% 481,280        (1,369)              -0.3%

FINANCE 610,651        722,199                84.6% 705,835        (16,364)            -2.3%

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 981,861        1,235,704             79.5% 1,220,693     (15,011)            -1.2%

GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 1,542,685      2,141,767             72.0% 1,749,849     (391,918)          -18.3%

LEGAL 675,207        841,832                80.2% 786,998        (54,834)            -6.5%

COURT 605,429        781,625                77.5% 740,616        (41,009)            -5.2%

DEV & INFRASTRUCTURE SVCS 2,532,934      3,340,679             75.8% 3,063,468     (277,211)          -8.3%

PARKS, REC, LIBRARY, & CULT RSCS 2,650,251      2,876,702             92.1% 2,973,814     97,112             3.4%
POLICE 10,483,444    12,113,606           86.5% 11,779,212   (334,394)          -2.8%

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 21,626,551    26,090,592           82.9% 24,860,930   (1,229,662)       -4.7%

EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES 689,673        (1,082,574)            (54,149)         1,028,425        

OVER EXPENDITURES

TRANSFERS IN

Bed Tax Fund - Gen Fund Allocation 60,000          675,000                8.9% 60,000          (615,000)          -91.1%

Bed Tax Fund - Transit Subsidy 129,213        450,926                28.7% 258,426        (192,500)          -42.7%

TRANSFERS OUT

Rec In Lieu Fee Fund (185,240)       -                        0.0% (185,240)       (185,240)          0.0%
Debt Service Fund -                (223,352)               0.0% (66,735)         156,617           -70.1%

TOTAL OTHER FINANCING 3,973            902,574                0.4% 66,451          (836,123)          -92.6%

SOURCES (USES)

CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE 693,646        (180,000)               12,302          192,302           

BEGINNING FUND BALANCE 

Assigned - CARF Carryforward 178,056               178,056        -                  

Assigned - Comp. Absences & Unemploy Resrv 1,591,277             1,591,277     -                  

Unassigned 9,237,805             9,237,805     -                  

TOTAL BEGINNING FUND BALANCE 11,007,138           11,007,138   -                  

ENDING FUND BALANCE **

Assigned - CARF Carryforward -                       -               -                  

Assigned - Comp. Absences & Unemploy Resrv 1,591,277             1,591,277     -                  

Unassigned 9,235,861             9,428,163     192,302           

TOTAL ENDING FUND BALANCE ** 10,827,138           11,019,440   192,302           

* Year-end estimates are subject to further revision

** Ending Fund balance amounts are estimates and are subject to further revision

 Year End 

Estimate * 

Budget
 Year End 

Estimate * 

 Actuals 

thru 5/2012 

 Actuals 

thru 5/2012 

Budget
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ATTACHMENT B

          May YTD Financial Status       FY 2011/2012

% Budget Completion through May  ---  92.0%

 Actuals 
thru 5/2012 

Budget
 % Actuals 
to Budget 

 Year End 
Estimate * 

 YE $ Variance
to Budget 

YE % Variance 
to Budget

REVENUES:

LOCAL SALES TAX                268,378        367,400        73.0% 290,093       (77,307)            -21.0%

LICENSES & PERMITS                 41,444          42,000          98.7% 47,514         5,514                13.1%

STATE GRANTS 162,016        487,000        33.3% 286,710       (200,290)          -41.1%

STATE/COUNTY SHARED                2,162,526     2,376,464     91.0% 2,376,464    -                   0.0%

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 13,750          15,000          91.7% 15,000         -                   0.0%

INTEREST INCOME                    5,653            10,700          52.8% 10,810         110                   1.0%

MISCELLANEOUS                      25,173          10,000          251.7% 25,174         15,174             151.7%

TOTAL REVENUES 2,678,941     3,308,564     81.0% 3,051,765    (256,799)          -7.8%

 Actuals 
thru 5/2012 

Budget
 % Actuals 
to Budget 

 Year End 
Estimate * 

 YE $ Variance
to Budget 

YE % Variance 
to Budget

EXPENDITURES:

ADMINISTRATION 530,549        669,143        79.3% 630,708       (38,435)            -5.7%

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING 1,271,680     1,799,590     70.7% 1,762,962    (36,628)            -2.0%

PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT 98,934          175,336        56.4% 112,273       (63,063)            -36.0%

STREET MAINTENANCE 621,082        840,753        73.9% 740,425       (100,328)          -11.9%

TRAFFIC ENGINEERING 407,023        608,455        66.9% 581,795       (26,660)            -4.4%

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 2,929,268     4,093,277     71.6% 3,828,163    (265,114)          -6.5%

EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES (250,327)       (784,713)       (776,398)     8,315                

OVER EXPENDITURES

TRANSFERS IN -                -                0.0% -               -                   0.0%

TRANSFERS OUT

Twnwide Road Impact Fund - Lambert Ln -                (400,000)       0.0% -               400,000           -100.0%

TOTAL OTHER FINANCING -                (400,000)       0.0% -               400,000           -100.0%

SOURCES (USES)

CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE (250,327)       (1,184,713)    (776,398)     408,315           

BEGINNING FUND BALANCE 

Restricted 3,654,948     3,654,948   -                   

TOTAL BEGINNING FUND BALANCE 3,654,948     3,654,948   -                   

ENDING FUND BALANCE **

Restricted 2,470,235     2,878,550   408,315           

TOTAL ENDING FUND BALANCE ** 2,470,235     2,878,550   408,315           

* Year-end estimates are subject to further revision

** Ending Fund balance amounts are estimates and are subject to further revision 

Highway Fund
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ATTACHMENT C

           May YTD Financial Status

% Budget Completion through May  ---  92.0%

% Actuals  YE $ Variance YE % Variance

to Budget  to Budget to Budget

REVENUES:

BED TAXES 707,403         899,626        78.6% 788,438        (111,188)           -12.4%

INTEREST INCOME                    6,500             1,800            361.1% 7,550            5,750                319.4%

TOTAL REVENUES 713,903         901,426        79.2% 795,988        (105,438)           -11.7%

% Actuals  YE $ Variance YE % Variance
to Budget  to Budget to Budget

EXPENDITURES:

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 163,762         235,981        69.4% 230,876        (5,105)               -2.2%

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 163,762         235,981        69.4% 230,876        (5,105)               -2.2%

EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES 550,140         665,445        565,112        (100,333)           

OVER EXPENDITURES

TRANSFERS IN -                -               0.0% -                -                    0.0%

TRANSFERS OUT

General Fund Allocation (60,000)         (675,000)      8.9% (60,000)         615,000            -91.1%

Fund Balance to Aquatics Ctr Proj Fund (500,000)       -               0.0% (500,000)       (500,000)           0.0%

Transit Subsidy - General Fund (129,213)       (450,926)      28.7% (258,426)       192,500            -42.7%

TOTAL OTHER FINANCING (689,213)       (1,125,926)   61.2% (818,426)       307,500            -27.3%

SOURCES (USES)

CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE (139,073)       (460,481)      (253,314)       207,167            

BEGINNING FUND BALANCE

Committed 840,704       840,704        -                   

TOTAL BEGINNING FUND BALANCE 840,704       840,704        -                   

ENDING FUND BALANCE **

Committed 380,223       587,390        207,167           

TOTAL ENDING FUND BALANCE ** 380,223       587,390        207,167           

* Year-end estimates are subject to further revision

** Ending Fund balance amounts are estimates and are subject to further revision

FY 2011/2012

 Year End 
Estimate * 

Budget
 Year End 
Estimate * 

Bed Tax Fund

Budget
 Actuals 

thru 5/2012 

 Actuals 
thru 5/2012 
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ATTACHMENT D

Estimated

Vacant FY 11/12 

Fund FTEs Savings

General Fund 8.40 777,634             

Less Budgeted Vacancy Savings (154,356)           

Net General Fund 623,278             

Highway Fund 3.00 136,514             

Less Budgeted Vacancy Savings (20,922)             

Net Highway Fund 115,592             

Water Utility Fund – 15,567               

Less Budgeted Vacancy Savings (25,599)             

Net Water Utility Fund (10,032)              

Stormwater Utility Fund 0.25 21,499               

FY 11/12 Town Vacancy Report

as of May 31, 2012
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CONSOLIDATED YEAR-TO-DATE FINANCIAL REPORT THROUGH MAY 31, 2012 ATTACHMENT E

Actual FY 11/12 Capital Leases/ Left in Accounts

Begin Bal. Transfer Out Thru May, 2012

General Fund - Unassigned 9,237,805          22,316,225       352,676         22,668,901       197,836              16,796,449       4,505,045      245,753         66,708          -                    21,811,791       10,094,914          

General Fund - Assigned 1,769,333          1,769,333            

Highway Fund - Restricted 3,654,948          2,678,941         -                     2,678,941         -                         1,643,289         487,013         793,766         5,200            -                    2,929,267         3,404,621            

Seizure & Forfeiture - State 168,592             333,203            -                     333,203            -                         -                        21,256           5,816             -                    -                    27,072              474,723               

Seizure & Forfeiture - Justice 457,506             201,170            -                     201,170            -                         -                        71,192           66,137           -                    -                    137,329            521,348               

Bed Tax Fund - Committed 840,704             713,903            -                     713,903            852,676              12                     163,752         -                     -                    -                    1,016,440         538,167               

RTA Fund -                         -                       -                     -                        -                        119                -                     -                    -                    119                   (119)                    

Impound Fee Fund -                         34,340              -                     34,340              40,857              -                     -                     -                    -                    40,857              (6,517)                 

Municipal Debt Service Fund 1,501,084          245,616            -                     245,616            -                        4,683             -                     -                    619,518         624,202            1,122,499            

Oracle Road Debt Service Fund 4,987                 333,723            -                     333,723            -                        2,470             -                     -                    302,789         305,259            33,452                 

Alternative Water Resources Dev Impact Fee Fund 1,509,166          2,589,849         -                     2,589,849         100,000              -                        160,738         547,920         1,748            323,234         1,133,641         2,965,374            

Potable Water System Dev Impact Fee Fund 7,295,885          451,567            -                     451,567            -                         -                        -                     505,946         1,748            159,923         667,617            7,079,835            

Townwide Roadway Development Impact Fee Fund 2,496,546          2,942,172         -                     2,942,172         -                         -                        -                     3,727,190      -                    115,467         3,842,657         1,596,062            

Parks & Recreation Impact Fee Fund 323,843             94,780              -                     94,780              -                         -                        -                     -                     1,748            -                    1,748                416,875               

Library Impact Fee Fund 83,211               26,621              -                     26,621              -                         -                        -                     -                     1,748            -                    1,748                108,084               

Police Impact Fee Fund 73,379               28,007              -                     28,007              -                         -                        -                     -                     1,748            -                    1,748                99,638                 

General Government Impact Fee Fund 105,587             19,448              -                     19,448              -                         -                        -                     -                     5,073            -                    5,073                119,961               

Naranja Park Fund 258,822             -                       -                     -                        -                         -                        -                     -                     -                    -                    -                       258,822               

Aquatic Center Project Fund -                         800                   500,000         500,800            -                         -                        8                    812                -                    -                    820                   499,980               

Recreation In-Lieu Fee Fund -                         835                   185,240         186,075            -                         -                        -                     18,190           -                    -                    18,190              167,885               

Water Utility 10,263,748        10,198,080       100,000         10,298,080       -                         2,142,941         3,365,393      2,728,128      6,900            709,605         8,952,966         11,608,862          

Stormwater Utility 368,172             661,239            -                     661,239            1,781                  223,562            204,043         144,823         600               -                    574,809            454,602               

Fleet Maintenance Fund -                         399,915            -                     399,915            -                         71,883              371,596         -                     -                    -                    443,479            (43,564)               

Total 40,413,318    44,270,436  1,137,916  45,408,352   1,152,293      20,918,993   9,357,308  8,784,479  93,224      2,230,535  42,536,832  43,284,838     

Fund Revenue Transfer In Total In Debt Service Total OutPersonnel O&M Capital Contingency
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Town Council Regular Session Item #   C.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Information
SUBJECT:
Fiscal Year 2011/12 Financial Update Through June 2012 (Year-End)

RECOMMENDATION:
For informational purposes only.  Staff will provide a brief year-end overview of FY 2011/12 budget
highlights.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
Attached hereto are the preliminary, unaudited year-end 2011/12 financial reports for the General Fund,
Highway Fund and Bed Tax Fund through June 2012.

In the General Fund, total actual revenues for the year came in over budget by $38,228, or 0.2%. 
Expenditures for the year were under budget by almost $1.3 million, or 4.8%.  Amounts transferred into
the General Fund from the Bed Tax Fund totaled  318,426, and amounts transferred out of the General
Fund into the Recreation In Lieu Fee Fund totaled $185,240.  Overall, the General Fund ended the year
with a surplus, or increase in fund balance, of $353,755.  The estimated year-end fund balance in the
General Fund is $11.4 million.

In the Highway Fund, total actual revenues for the year came in under budget by $182,610, or 5.5%. 
Expenditures for the year were under budget by almost $330,000, or 8.1%.  Overall, the Highway Fund
ended the year with a decrease in fund balance of almost $638,000.  This is significantly less than the
budgeted decrease in fund balance of almost $1.2 million.  The estimated year-end fund balance in the
Highway Fund is $3.0 million.

In the Bed Tax Fund, total actual revenues for the year came in under budget by $99,158, or 11%. 
Expenditures for the year were under budget by approximately $34,000, or 14.6%.  Transfers out of the
Bed Tax Fund to the General Fund and to the Aquatics Center Project Fund totaled just over $818,000. 
Overall, the Bed Tax Fund ended the year with a decrease in fund balance of almost $218,000.  This is
significantly less than the  budgeted decrease in fund balance of just over $460,000.  The estimated
year-end fund balance in the Bed Tax Fund is $623,000.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
GENERAL FUND RECAP



GENERAL FUND RECAP

General Fund actual revenues totaled $25,046,246 for the fiscal year, compared with a budget amount of
$25,008,018.  Local Sales Taxes and Federal Grants revenue came in below budget.  This was offset,
however, by State Grants and Interest Income coming in over budget.  The State Grants revenue
category included reimbursement revenues from the Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) to fund
expanded Transit operations.  Overall, General Fund revenue collections came in 0.2% over the adopted
budget amount.  Additional information regarding local sales tax collections for the year is provided
below:

Retail tax collections totaled $4.9 million for the fiscal year, up 4.3%, or $205,000, over last fiscal
year.
Restaurant and bar tax collections totaled almost $1.1 million for the fiscal year, up 3.8%, or
$39,000, over last fiscal year.
Total construction tax collections, which is allocated between the General Fund and Highway Fund,
totaled $1.8 million for the fiscal year.  These collections are up 2.8%, or $50,000, over last fiscal
year.
Utility tax collections totaled $2.3 million for the fiscal year, up 72%, or $1.0 million over last fiscal
year due to the increase in the tax rate in this category.

General Fund fiscal year expenditures totaled $24,825,678, or $1.3 million under the budgeted amount of
$26,090,592.  The FY 11/12 adopted budget included budgeted vacancy savings of approximately
$154,000.  Actual vacancy savings for the year totaled just over $807,000, thereby exceeding the
expected estimate of $154,000 by $653,000.  

In addition to vacancy savings, departmental operations and maintenance (O&M) savings totaled
approximately $600,000.  A significant portion of the operations and maintenance savings is attributed to
not spending the $410,000 budgeted capacity to rebate permit fees back to Roche Ventana due to their
delayed expansion.  These amounts were also not received on the revenue side under commercial
building permit revenue, however, an increase in residential building permit revenue somewhat offset
this shortfall.

HIGHWAY FUND RECAP

The largest revenue source in the Highway Fund, Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) gas taxes,
totaled $2,418,605, or approximately $42,000 over the budgeted amount of $2,376,464.  All division
expenditures in the Highway Fund came in under budget, with the pavement preservation program
spending coming in at $1,143,000, just under the adopted budget amount of $1.2 million.

BED TAX FUND RECAP

Bed tax collections for the fiscal year totaled $794,718, down approximately $35,000, or 4.2%, from last
year.  The budget included a $675,000 transfer of bed tax funds to subsidize the General Fund.  Of this
amount, only $60,000 was actually transferred due to the significant vacancy savings that occurred in the
General Fund during the fiscal year.  At year end, the fund balance in the Bed Tax Fund totaled
approximately $623,000.  Of this amount, the additional $300,000 authorized by the Town Council at the
June 20, 2012 Council meeting for the Aquatics Center Project will be transferred to the Aquatics Center
Project Fund in July, leaving approximately $323,000 remaining in the Bed Tax Fund balance.

Please see Attachment A for additional detail on the General Fund and Attachments B and C for
additional detail on the Highway Fund and Bed Tax Fund.  Please see Attachment D for annual vacancy
savings and Attachment E for a consolidated summary of all Town funds.

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A



N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
For Information Only.

Attachments
General Fund
Highway Fund
Bed Tax Fund
Vacancy Savings Report
Summary All Funds



ATTACHMENT A

          June YTD Financial Status      FY 2011/2012

General Fund
% Budget Completion through June  ---  100.0%

% Actuals  YE $ Variance YE % Variance

to Budget  to Budget to Budget

REVENUES:

LOCAL SALES TAX                12,182,010    12,401,316           98.2% 12,182,010   (219,306)          -1.8%

LICENSES & PERMITS                 1,138,348      1,126,894             101.0% 1,138,348     11,454             1.0%

FEDERAL GRANTS                     468,823        805,533                58.2% 468,823        (336,710)          -41.8%

STATE GRANTS                       710,446        288,500                246.3% 710,446        421,946           146.3%

STATE/COUNTY SHARED                8,145,064      8,187,264             99.5% 8,145,064     (42,200)            -0.5%

OTHER INTERGOVERNMENTAL            604,589        591,160                102.3% 604,589        13,429             2.3%

CHARGES FOR SERVICES               1,222,064      1,237,851             98.7% 1,222,064     (15,787)            -1.3%

FINES                              200,672        190,000                105.6% 200,672        10,672             5.6%

INTEREST INCOME                    159,184        22,000                  723.6% 159,184        137,184           623.6%

MISCELLANEOUS                      215,046        157,500                136.5% 215,046        57,546             36.5%

TOTAL REVENUES 25,046,246    25,008,018           100.2% 25,046,246   38,228             0.2%

% Actuals  YE $ Variance YE % Variance
to Budget  to Budget to Budget

EXPENDITURES:

COUNCIL 198,857        220,573                90.2% 198,857        (21,716)            -9.8%

CLERK 408,628        456,089                89.6% 408,628        (47,461)            -10.4%

MANAGER 693,923        877,167                79.1% 693,923        (183,244)          -20.9%

HUMAN RESOURCES 466,611        482,649                96.7% 466,611        (16,038)            -3.3%

FINANCE 708,721        722,199                98.1% 708,721        (13,478)            -1.9%

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 1,182,390      1,235,704             95.7% 1,182,390     (53,314)            -4.3%

GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 1,783,245      2,141,767             83.3% 1,783,245     (358,522)          -16.7%

LEGAL 767,989        841,832                91.2% 767,989        (73,843)            -8.8%

COURT 691,869        781,625                88.5% 691,869        (89,756)            -11.5%

DEV & INFRASTRUCTURE SVCS 2,934,535      3,340,679             87.8% 2,934,535     (406,144)          -12.2%

PARKS, REC, LIBRARY, & CULT RSCS 3,007,975      2,876,702             104.6% 3,007,975     131,273           4.6%
POLICE 11,980,935    12,113,606           98.9% 11,980,935   (132,671)          -1.1%

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 24,825,678    26,090,592           95.2% 24,825,678   (1,264,914)       -4.8%

EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES 220,569        (1,082,574)            220,569        1,303,142        

OVER EXPENDITURES

TRANSFERS IN

Bed Tax Fund - Gen Fund Allocation 60,000          675,000                8.9% 60,000          (615,000)          -91.1%

Bed Tax Fund - Transit Subsidy 258,426        450,926                57.3% 258,426        (192,500)          -42.7%

TRANSFERS OUT

Rec In Lieu Fee Fund (185,240)       -                        0.0% (185,240)       (185,240)          0.0%
Debt Service Fund -                (223,352)               0.0% -                223,352           -100.0%

TOTAL OTHER FINANCING 133,186        902,574                14.8% 133,186        (769,388)          -85.2%

SOURCES (USES)

CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE 353,755        (180,000)               353,755        533,754           

BEGINNING FUND BALANCE 

Assigned - CARF Carryforward 178,056               178,056        -                  

Assigned - Comp. Absences & Unemploy Resrv 1,591,277             1,591,277     -                  

Unassigned 9,237,805             9,237,805     -                  

TOTAL BEGINNING FUND BALANCE 11,007,138           11,007,138   -                  

ENDING FUND BALANCE **

Assigned - CARF Carryforward -                       -               -                  

Assigned - Comp. Absences & Unemploy Resrv 1,591,277             1,591,277     -                  

Unassigned 9,235,861             9,769,616     533,755           

TOTAL ENDING FUND BALANCE ** 10,827,138           11,360,893   533,755           

* Year-end estimates are subject to further revision

** Ending Fund balance amounts are estimates and are subject to further revision

 Year End 

Estimate * 

Budget
 Year End 

Estimate * 

 Actuals 

thru 6/2012 

 Actuals 

thru 6/2012 

Budget
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ATTACHMENT B

          June YTD Financial Status       FY 2011/2012

% Budget Completion through June  ---  100.0%

 Actuals 
thru 6/2012 

Budget
 % Actuals 
to Budget 

 Year End 
Estimate * 

 YE $ Variance
to Budget 

YE % Variance 
to Budget

REVENUES:

LOCAL SALES TAX                348,378        367,400        94.8% 348,378       (19,022)            -5.2%

LICENSES & PERMITS                 47,514          42,000          113.1% 47,514         5,514                13.1%

STATE GRANTS 260,474        487,000        53.5% 260,474       (226,526)          -46.5%

STATE/COUNTY SHARED                2,418,605     2,376,464     101.8% 2,418,605    42,141             1.8%

CHARGES FOR SERVICES 15,000          15,000          100.0% 15,000         -                   0.0%

INTEREST INCOME                    10,810          10,700          101.0% 10,810         110                   1.0%

MISCELLANEOUS                      25,173          10,000          251.7% 25,173         15,173             151.7%

TOTAL REVENUES 3,125,954     3,308,564     94.5% 3,125,954    (182,610)          -5.5%

 Actuals 
thru 6/2012 

Budget
 % Actuals 
to Budget 

 Year End 
Estimate * 

 YE $ Variance
to Budget 

YE % Variance 
to Budget

EXPENDITURES:

ADMINISTRATION 590,682        669,143        88.3% 590,682       (78,461)            -11.7%

TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING 1,698,761     1,799,590     94.4% 1,698,761    (100,829)          -5.6%

PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT 113,687        175,336        64.8% 113,687       (61,649)            -35.2%

STREET MAINTENANCE 803,015        840,753        95.5% 803,015       (37,738)            -4.5%

TRAFFIC ENGINEERING 557,326        608,455        91.6% 557,326       (51,129)            -8.4%

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 3,763,471     4,093,277     91.9% 3,763,471    (329,806)          -8.1%

EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES (637,517)       (784,713)       (637,517)     147,196           

OVER EXPENDITURES

TRANSFERS IN -                -                0.0% -               -                   0.0%

TRANSFERS OUT

Twnwide Road Impact Fund - Lambert Ln -                (400,000)       0.0% -               400,000           -100.0%

TOTAL OTHER FINANCING -                (400,000)       0.0% -               400,000           -100.0%

SOURCES (USES)

CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE (637,517)       (1,184,713)    (637,517)     547,196           

BEGINNING FUND BALANCE 

Restricted 3,654,948     3,654,948   -                   

TOTAL BEGINNING FUND BALANCE 3,654,948     3,654,948   -                   

ENDING FUND BALANCE **

Restricted 2,470,235     3,017,431   547,196           

TOTAL ENDING FUND BALANCE ** 2,470,235     3,017,431   547,196           

* Year-end estimates are subject to further revision

** Ending Fund balance amounts are estimates and are subject to further revision 

Highway Fund
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ATTACHMENT C

           June YTD Financial Status

% Budget Completion through June  ---  100.0%

% Actuals  YE $ Variance YE % Variance

to Budget  to Budget to Budget

REVENUES:

BED TAXES 794,718         899,626        88.3% 794,718        (104,908)           -11.7%

INTEREST INCOME                    7,550             1,800            419.5% 7,550            5,750                319.5%

TOTAL REVENUES 802,268         901,426        89.0% 802,268        (99,158)             -11.0%

% Actuals  YE $ Variance YE % Variance
to Budget  to Budget to Budget

EXPENDITURES:

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 201,629         235,981        85.4% 201,629        (34,352)             -14.6%

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 201,629         235,981        85.4% 201,629        (34,352)             -14.6%

EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES 600,640         665,445        600,640        (64,805)             

OVER EXPENDITURES

TRANSFERS IN -                -               0.0% -                -                    0.0%

TRANSFERS OUT

General Fund Allocation (60,000)         (675,000)      8.9% (60,000)         615,000            -91.1%

Fund Balance to Aquatics Ctr Proj Fund (500,000)       -               0.0% (500,000)       (500,000)           0.0%

Transit Subsidy - General Fund (258,426)       (450,926)      57.3% (258,426)       192,500            -42.7%

TOTAL OTHER FINANCING (818,426)       (1,125,926)   72.7% (818,426)       307,500            -27.3%

SOURCES (USES)

CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE (217,786)       (460,481)      (217,786)       242,695            

BEGINNING FUND BALANCE

Committed 840,704       840,704        -                   

TOTAL BEGINNING FUND BALANCE 840,704       840,704        -                   

ENDING FUND BALANCE **

Committed 380,223       622,918        242,695           

TOTAL ENDING FUND BALANCE ** 380,223       622,918        242,695           

* Year-end estimates are subject to further revision

** Ending Fund balance amounts are estimates and are subject to further revision

Bed Tax Fund

Budget
 Actuals 

thru 6/2012 

 Actuals 
thru 6/2012 

FY 2011/2012

 Year End 
Estimate * 

Budget
 Year End 
Estimate * 
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ATTACHMENT D

Estimated

Vacant FY 11/12 

Fund FTEs Savings

General Fund 8.40 807,622             

Less Budgeted Vacancy Savings (154,356)           

Net General Fund 653,266             

Highway Fund 3.00 132,067             

Less Budgeted Vacancy Savings (20,922)             

Net Highway Fund 111,145             

Water Utility Fund – 15,567               

Less Budgeted Vacancy Savings (25,599)             

Net Water Utility Fund (10,032)              

Stormwater Utility Fund 0.25 21,499               

FY 11/12 Town Vacancy Report

as of June 30, 2012
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CONSOLIDATED YEAR-TO-DATE FINANCIAL REPORT THROUGH JUNE 30, 2012 ATTACHMENT E

Actual FY 11/12 Capital Leases/ Left in Accounts

Begin Bal. Transfer Out Thru June, 2012

General Fund - Unassigned 9,237,805           25,046,246        318,426          25,364,672        198,154              19,108,613        5,189,796          447,916             66,708           -                      25,011,188        9,591,289            

General Fund - Assigned 1,769,333           1,769,333            

Highway Fund - Restricted 3,654,948           3,125,954          -                      3,125,954          -                          1,866,040          747,587             1,144,643          5,200             -                      3,763,471          3,017,431            

Seizure & Forfeiture - State 168,592              341,054             -                      341,054             -                          -                        39,647               5,816                 -                    -                      45,463               464,183               

Seizure & Forfeiture - Justice 457,506              328,095             -                      328,095             -                          -                        79,330               93,382               -                    -                      172,712             612,889               

Bed Tax Fund - Committed 840,704              802,268             -                      802,268             818,426              13                      201,616             -                        -                    -                      1,020,055          622,918               

RTA Fund -                          -                        -                      -                        -                        -                        -                        -                    -                      -                        -                           

Impound Fee Fund -                          37,040               -                      37,040               37,056               -                        -                        -                    -                      37,056               (16)                       

Municipal Debt Service Fund 1,501,084           287,896             -                      287,896             -                        4,729                 -                        -                    619,518          624,247             1,164,733            

Oracle Road Debt Service Fund 4,987                  366,027             -                      366,027             -                        2,720                 -                        -                    364,703          367,423             3,592                   

Alternative Water Resources Dev Impact Fee Fund 1,509,166           2,916,696          -                      2,916,696          100,000              -                        163,133             547,920             1,748             323,234          1,136,036          3,289,826            

Potable Water System Dev Impact Fee Fund 7,295,885           468,229             -                      468,229             -                          -                        -                        505,946             1,748             159,923          667,617             7,096,497            

Townwide Roadway Development Impact Fee Fund 2,496,546           4,734,302          -                      4,734,302          -                          -                        -                        4,886,385          -                    115,467          5,001,852          2,228,996            

Parks & Recreation Impact Fee Fund 323,843              9,959                 -                      9,959                 -                          -                        -                        309,901             1,748             -                      311,649             22,153                 

Library Impact Fee Fund 83,211                28,729               -                      28,729               -                          -                        -                        -                        1,748             -                      1,748                 110,192               

Police Impact Fee Fund 73,379                30,698               -                      30,698               -                          -                        -                        -                        1,748             -                      1,748                 102,329               

General Government Impact Fee Fund 105,587              19,480               -                      19,480               -                          -                        -                        -                        5,073             -                      5,073                 119,993               

Naranja Park Fund 258,822              -                        -                      -                        -                          -                        -                        -                        -                    -                      -                        258,822               

Aquatic Center Project Fund -                          5,550                 3,193,835       3,199,385          -                          -                        75,890               1,162                 -                    -                      77,052               3,122,332            

Recreation In-Lieu Fee Fund -                          835                    185,240          186,075             -                          -                        -                        31,183               -                    -                      31,183               154,892               

Water Utility 10,263,748         11,768,735        100,000          11,868,735        -                          2,445,315          4,010,407          3,600,815          6,900             709,605          10,773,042        11,359,441          

Stormwater Utility 368,172              716,938             -                      716,938             1,781                  255,362             236,828             171,387             600                -                      665,957             419,153               

Fleet Maintenance Fund -                          436,271             -                      436,271             -                          81,546               354,725             -                        -                    -                      436,271             -                           

Total 40,413,318    51,471,003   3,797,501  55,268,503   1,118,360      23,793,945   11,106,410   11,746,455   93,224      2,292,449  50,150,843   45,530,979     

Fund Revenue
Other Fin 

Sources/Tfrs
Total In Debt Service Total OutPersonnel O&M Capital Contingency
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Town Council Regular Session Item #   D.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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, 2012 - June 30, 2012

RECOMMENDATION:
This report is for information only.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The 2011/12 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 report
satisfies the FPA requirement for the fourth quarter of FY 11/12.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
The FY 11/12 FPA between the Town of Oro Valley and TREO is $41,011.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
This report is for information only.

Attachments
TREO FPA
TREO Fourth Quarter Report

















 
Oro Valley Report 

Activity for the Period 
April 1, 2012-June 30, 2012 

 
1) Facilitate High Wage Job Creation and Capital Investment  

 
Strategies: 

Attend 2 sales mission/ trade shows related to the bioscience and/or the 
aerospace defense industry.   
 

Sun Corridor Partnership – The Sun Corridor Partnership has 
completed one full year and the five partners (TREO, GPEC, Yuma, 
Flagstaff and Pinal County) have all agreed to continue the 
California-based effort for another year.  Last year’s effort resulted in 
over 20 Bona Fide leads and over 200 contacts with California 
companies looking to expand or relocate.  This year’s Service 
Agreement calls for an increased number of leads, forums and 
conferences attended and coordination with the Arizona Commerce 
Authority as they open two offices in Santa Monica and the Bay 
Area. 

 
San Diego Sales Mission – TREO led a sales mission to San Diego 
with our Sun Corridor contractor in May.  TREO met with 
companies, an incubator, the San Diego Regional Economic 
Development Corporation and attended BIOCOM, an event 
featuring over 30 biomedical companies. Companies met with 
include D&K Engineering, ImpediMed, Biomedical Systems, and 
OncoSec and continued discussions concerning the advantages of 
the Tucson market are ongoing. The incubator we met with is 
EvoNexus, an incubator that works with industry leaders to provide 
no cost space to start ups that pass a juried evaluation and are close 
to actual product development. 

 
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.  

 
Project Surge/ Graybar  
Project Type: Expansion  
Industry Sector: Alternate Energy (Electronic Components) 

  
Graybar is a local electronics distribution company that expanded 
its operations in Tucson. The capital investment is estimated to be 



$7 million and the company is expected to hire 40 additional 
employees.   

 
Project Life 
Project Type: Expansion and Retention  
Industry Sector: Other 

 
Project Life is a Fortune 100 financial services company considering 
a move out of the market. In an effort to retain this company, TREO 
is assisting with workforce training programs and other support. 
This project would retain 60 jobs. This is a direct lead.  

 
2) National / International Marketing of Region 
 

Strategies: 
Host 2 site selectors regionally, including presentation of Oro Valley. 

 
Project Arch: 
Project Type: Attraction 
Industry Sector: Bioscience 

 
Project Arch is an early stage medical device firm considering a 
relocation to Tucson. The company is expected to initially hire 30 
employees, ramping up to potentially 400 by their eighth year. 
Capital investment is in excess of $10M over the projects first 10 
years. TREO led a proposal presentation to the client attended by 
officials from Pima County, City of Tucson and Oro Valley. This is a 
direct lead. 

 
Communicate with Oro Valley on TREO initiatives via the “Monday Memo” 
and monthly meetings with the Economic Development Manager. 

 
Monthly meeting held on 04/03 between David Welsh and Amanda 
Jacobs  
Monthly meeting held on 05/08 between David Welsh and Amanda 
Jacobs 
Monthly meeting held on 06/05 between David Welsh and Amanda 
Jacobs 
Regional Agreement FY 12/13 Update with Public Sector partners 
held on 06/13 
 
Monday Memos and other communications went out on:  

 04/12 Arizona Aerospace and Defense Forum Invitation 
04/30 Business Development News 
05/22 New TREO Media Partnership 
05/30 Statement regarding San Diego Leadership Trip 



07/03 Ventana in the News, Business Development Update, New 
Ranking and More  

 
Continue national public relations outreach to position Tucson Region as a 
business center by conducting 2 press trips, one out-bound and one in-
bound. 

 
Achieved the target goal of 3.5 million earned media impressions 
through national business publications, economic development 
trade magazines, newsletters, online blogs and web sites reaching 
key relocation decision makers, business executives and site 
selectors (137 articles and appearances).  

 
Continued strong national outreach efforts through the quarterly 
site selector newsletter “Select Tucson” (distributed to over 2,500 
site selectors nationwide), new collateral and refreshed TREO web 
site with updated data, news and regional messaging (over 4,500 
visitors/month). 

 
3) Advocacy on Competitiveness Issues 

 
Update the regional Economic Blueprint and appoint one Town official to 
participate on the Steering Committee 
 

TREO Board decided not to update the Economic Blueprint this 
year and to have TREO staff focus on business retention and 
attraction efforts 

 
TREO will pay for one Town official’s participation in any Leadership 
Exchange Trip conducted in FY 11-12. 

 
Leadership Exchange Trip - Led a delegation of business and 
community leaders to San Diego, to learn about entrepreneurship, 
biosciences success and border challenges and opportunities. 

 
UAS Industry Survey –  TREO conducted an online survey 
to determine the future need for a UAS training site among 
organizations in Southern Arizona that will use such a 
facility for civil and commercial applications.  Organizations 
contacted included Arete, Ascent MRO, Advanced Ceramics 
Manufacturing, Sargent Aerospace, Raytheon Missile 
Systems, US Border Patrol, US Customs and Border 
Protection, Tucson Police Department and many more.  
Questions included how a UAS test range will help the 
business meet its plans, whether the company has used UAS 
test ranges in the past, and what the expectations for a local 
UAS test site are. The Arizona Commerce Authority has 



asked all ED groups across the state to research those 
questions 

 
TAA Air Service Committee – TREO has been working with the 
Tucson Airport Authority, Tucson Metro Chamber and the 
Metropolitan Tucson Convention & Visitors Bureau to identify 
incentives, programs and methods to increase air service to Tucson.  
Increased service will assist our efforts to attract and expand 
companies as discussions with site selectors indicate a deficiency in 
non-stop routes to commerce hubs.  TREO led efforts to craft and 
disseminate a survey targeted to small and large businesses in the 
region to garner their travel patterns.  Surveys were completed in 
June and results will be taken to airlines with the ultimate goal of 
increased routes to TIA. 

 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   E.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Town Manager's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
Metropolitan Tucson Convention and Visitors Bureau Quarterly Report: April 1, 2012 - June 30, 2012

RECOMMENDATION:
This report is for information only.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The 2011/12 Financial Participation Agreement (FPA) between the Town of Oro Valley and the
Metropolitan Tucson Convention and Visitors Bureau (MTCVB) stipulates that a quarterly report be
compiled by MTCVB and submitted to the Economic Development Division and Town Council. The
enclosed report satisfies the FPA requirement for the fourth quarter of FY 11/12.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
The FY 2011/12 FPA between the Town of Oro Valley and MTCVB is 1/2 of 1% of annual bed tax
collections up to $74,970.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
N/A

Attachments
MTCVB FPA
MTCVB 4th Quarter Report

































   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   F.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Submitted By: Catherine Hendrix, Police
Department

Information
SUBJECT:
Police Department Statistics - May and June 2012

Attachments
OVPD Statistics 05-2012
OVPD Statistics 06-2012



2012 TOTAL JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

Total Calls 7007 1393 1281 1399 1395 1539

Commercial Veh Enforcement 140 45 59 6 17 13

Residential Burglaries**** 27 7 1 6 6 7

Non-Residential Burglaries**** 7 1 2 1 1 2

All Burglary Attempts**** 3 0 1 1 0 1

Thefts 246 52 40 54 52 48

Vehicle Thefts**** 17 3 3 2 1 8

Recovered Stolen Vehicles**** 4 1 1 2 0 0

Attempted Vehicle Thefts**** 4 0 3 0 1 0

DUI 77 12 14 17 12 22

Liquor Laws 15 0 2 4 5 4

Drug Offenses 68 9 20 16 16 7

Homicides 1 0 1 0 0 0

Robbery 1 0 0 1 0 0

Assault 56 11 11 8 5 21

Total Arrests 663 105 142 138 138 140

Assigned Cases 282 60 59 66 35 62

Alarms (Residential) 309 42 59 62 55 91

Alarms (Business) 197 44 34 27 47 45

K9 Searches 383 40 22 19 296 6

First Aid Calls 1101 203 218 234 224 222

Fatal Accidents*** 2 1 0 0 1 0

Accidents 199 40 38 41 47 33

Citations (Traffic)** 1308 370 419 220 299 **

Warnings 1983 417 431 271 401 463

Repair Orders 205 51 39 21 41 53

Public Assists* 749 193 130 153 192 81

Reserve Man Hours 28 0 0 0 0 28

Dark House Checks* 6850 1431 1296 980 1201 1942

Drug Task Force Arrest 7 3 2 0 0 2

CVAP Dark House Cks 2817 437 349 297 480 1254

CVAP Public Assists 368 89 63 76 65 75

CVAP Total Hours 6569.5 1492.5 1143.5 1465 1239.5 1229

Arrest totals updated 6/25/12.  Drug Task Force Arrests adjusted 6/29/12. Some March citation counts adjusted. 

*  Total Includes CVAP.  CVAP hours adjusted after an audit found discrepancies. 
**  Traffic data delayed 30 days due to data entry backlog
*** As of 1/1/12, Fatal Accidents counted as a category separate of Accidents
**** As of August 2010, Burglary Attempts and Non‐Residential Burglaries/Vehicle Theft Attempts and Stolen Vehicle Recoveries have been separated from total counts
Based on further investigation, actual classifications may change resulting in small variances of case counts. Arrest totals are subject to increase monthly.

ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT POLICE ACTIVITY SUMMARY



Jan-May Jan-May Jan-May May May May
2010 2011 2012 2010 2011 2012

Total Calls 7182 7012 7007 1635 1391 1539
Commercial Veh Enforcement 74 99 140 5 25 13
Residential Burglaries 22 27 27 2 5 7
Non-Residential Burglaries**** 11 7 7 2 2 2
All Burglary Attempts**** 3 6 3 2 1 1
Thefts 250 249 246 69 52 48
Vehicle Thefts 12 14 17 4 1 8
Recovered Stolen Vehicles**** 3 2 4 1 0 0
Attempted Vehicle Theft**** 4 1 4 2 0 0
DUI 106 73 77 22 20 22
Liquor Laws 24 23 15 7 7 4
Drug Offenses 84 82 68 22 14 7
Homicides 0 0 1 0 0 0
Robbery 2 3 1 1 1 0
Assault 51 59 56 13 8 21
Total Arrests*** 927 861 663 217 177 140
Assigned Cases 310 333 282 64 50 62
Alarms (Residential) 323 304 309 69 72 91
Alarms (Business) 217 159 197 46 35 45
K9 Searches 105 91 383 18 16 6
First Aid Calls 988 1102 1101 212 218 222
Fatal Accidents 0 0 2 0 0 0
Accidents*** 215 215 199 43 35 33
Citations (Traffic)** 2829 1605 ** 609 309 **
Warnings 2783 1939 1983 491 447 463
Repair Orders 618 340 205 78 73 53
Public Assists* 1064 821 749 196 182 81
Reserve Man Hours 722.5 0 28 140 0 28
Dark House Checks* 4893 6049 6850 1729 1565 1942
Drug Task Force Arrest 65 54 7 5 2 2

CVAP Dark House Cks 2883 2505 2817 1354 945 1254
CVAP Public Assists 444 331 368 96 82 75
CVAP Total Hours 7312.5 6194.5 6569.5 1468 1095 1229

Drug Task Force Arrests adjusted 06/29/12

* Totals include CVAP  

*** As of 1/1/12, Fatal Accidents counted as a category separate of Accidents
**** As of August 2010, Burglary Attempts and Non-Residential Burglaries/Vehicle Theft Attempts have and Stolen Vehicle Recoveries have been 
separated from total counts

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



ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT
MONTHLY BREAKDOWN OF CITATIONS BY VIOLATION

Citations 2012 TOTAL JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

TOWN CODE 138 34 39 34 31

SIZE, WEIGHT, LOAD 1 0 0 1 0

INSURANCE VIOLATION 286 85 84 45 72

REGISTRATION VIOLATION 120 34 39 20 27

DRIVERS LICENSE VIOLATION 100 20 37 16 27

DUI 65 12 14 17 22

RECKLESS/AGGRESSIVE DRIVING 5 2 2 1 0

SPEEDING 548 159 187 82 120

LANE VIOLATIONS 54 16 15 7 16

RED LIGHT 25 8 2 6 9

STOP SIGN 11 2 7 0 2

FAILURE TO YIELD 39 16 5 7 11

SEATBELT VIOLATION 32 4 17 10 1

CHILD RESTRAINT 3 0 0 1 2

EQUIPMENT VIOLATIONS 8 1 2 0 5

PARKING 2 0 1 1 0

LITTERING 4 1 1 1 1

OTHER CITATIONS 27 10 6 5 6

Total Citations 1308 370 419 220 299

Based on further investigation and updating of information, actual classifications may change resulting in small variances in counts.
Some March citation numbers adjusted 

TITLE 28 VIOLATIONS

Citations 2012



# of calls % # of calls %

Dispatch Time < 1 minute 23 96% Dispatch Time < 2 minute 57 98%
                      > 1 minute 1 4%                      > 2 minute 1 2%
Travel Time    < 4 minutes 21 88% Travel Time     < 6 minutes 44 76%
                    > 4 minutes 3 13%                     > 6 minutes 14 24%

21 88% 48 83%
3 13% 10 17%

Total Calls Total Calls

# of calls % # of calls %

Dispatch Time < 5 minute 329 99% Dispatch Time < 10 minute 871 99%
                     > 5 minute 3 1% > 10 minute 13 1%
Travel Time    <10 minutes 307 92% Travel Time    < 20 minutes 869 98%

>10 minutes 25 8%                     > 20 minutes 15 2%

323 97% 874 99%
9 3% 10 1%

Total Calls Total Calls

ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT
May 2012

> 30 minutes

Total Response Time

Priority 4

< 8 minutes
> 8 minutes

58

Total Response Time

Priority 1

< 5 minutes
> 5 minutes

Priority 3

Total Response Time

24

Average Overall Response Time 3:09

Average Overall Response Time 6:48 Average Overall Response Time 6:59

Priority 2

884

Total Response Time
< 30 minutes

Average Overall Response Time 5:16

332

< 15 minutes
> 15 minutes



2012 TOTAL JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

Total Calls 8330 1393 1281 1399 1395 1539 1323

Commercial Veh Enforcement 148 45 59 6 17 13 8

Residential Burglaries**** 34 7 1 6 6 7 7

Non-Residential Burglaries**** 7 1 2 1 1 2 0

All Burglary Attempts**** 3 0 1 1 0 1 0

Thefts 285 52 40 54 52 48 39

Vehicle Thefts**** 21 3 3 2 1 8 4

Recovered Stolen Vehicles**** 5 1 1 2 0 0 1

Attempted Vehicle Thefts**** 4 0 3 0 1 0 0

DUI 100 12 14 17 12 22 23

Liquor Laws 17 0 2 4 5 4 2

Drug Offenses 76 9 20 16 16 7 8

Homicides 1 0 1 0 0 0 0

Robbery 1 0 0 1 0 0 0

Assault 67 11 11 8 5 21 11

Total Arrests 775 105 142 138 138 140 112

Assigned Cases 335 60 59 66 35 62 53

Alarms (Residential) 371 42 59 62 55 91 62

Alarms (Business) 248 44 34 27 47 45 51

K9 Searches 390 40 22 19 296 6 7

First Aid Calls 1306 203 218 234 224 222 205

Fatal Accidents*** 2 1 0 0 1 0 0

Accidents 226 40 38 41 47 33 27

Citations (Traffic)** 1739 370 419 220 299 431 **

Warnings 2316 417 431 271 401 463 333

Repair Orders 240 51 39 21 41 53 35

Public Assists* 983 193 130 153 192 81 234

Reserve Man Hours 101 0 0 0 0 28 73

Dark House Checks* 8568 1431 1296 980 1201 1942 1718

Drug Task Force Arrest 8 3 2 0 0 2 1

CVAP Dark House Cks 3913 437 349 297 480 1254 1096

CVAP Public Assists 551 89 63 76 65 75 183

CVAP Total Hours 7564 1492.5 1143.5 1465 1239.5 1229 994.5

ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT POLICE ACTIVITY SUMMARY

Based on further investigation, actual classifications may change resulting in small variances of case counts. Arrest totals are subject to increase monthly.
**** As of August 2010, Burglary Attempts and Non‐Residential Burglaries/Vehicle Theft Attempts and Stolen Vehicle Recoveries have been separated from total counts
*** As of 01/01/12, Fatal Accidents counted as a category separate of Accidents
**  Traffic data delayed 30 days due to data entry backlog
*  Total Includes CVAP.  CVAP hours adjusted after an audit found discrepancies. 
Arrest totals updated 06/25/12.  Drug Task Force Arrests adjusted 6/29/12. Some March citation counts adjusted. 



Jan-Jun Jan-Jun Jan-Jun June June June
2010 2011 2012 2010 2011 2012

Total Calls 8553 8280 8330 1371 1268 1323
Commercial Veh Enforcement 75 139 148 1 40 8
Residential Burglaries 26 33 34 4 6 7
Non-Residential Burglaries**** 14 12 7 3 5 0
All Burglary Attempts**** 4 6 3 1 0 0
Thefts 288 292 285 38 43 39
Vehicle Thefts 12 15 21 0 1 4
Recovered Stolen Vehicles**** 3 3 5 0 1 1
Attempted Vehicle Theft**** 4 1 4 0 0 0
DUI 122 89 100 16 16 23
Liquor Laws 25 28 17 1 5 2
Drug Offenses 95 92 76 11 10 8
Homicides 0 0 1 0 0 0
Robbery 2 5 1 0 2 0
Assault 56 70 67 5 11 11
Total Arrests*** 1071 1008 775 144 147 112
Assigned Cases 363 400 335 53 67 53
Alarms (Residential) 427 378 371 104 74 62
Alarms (Business) 258 187 248 41 28 51
K9 Searches 129 118 390 24 27 7
First Aid Calls 1185 1275 1306 197 173 205
Fatal Accidents 0 0 2 0 0 0
Accidents*** 253 255 226 38 40 27
Citations (Traffic)** 3306 1914 1739 477 309 **
Warnings 3275 2347 2316 492 408 333
Repair Orders 677 391 240 59 51 35
Public Assists* 1159 916 983 95 95 234
Reserve Man Hours 768.5 0 101 46 0 73
Dark House Checks* 6112 7496 8568 1219 1447 1718
Drug Task Force Arrest 76 55 8 11 1 1

CVAP Dark House Cks 3650 3331 3913 767 826 1096
CVAP Public Assists 483 362 551 39 31 183
CVAP Total Hours 8498.5 7049.5 7564 1186 855 994.5

Drug Task Force Arrests adjusted 06/29/12

*Totals include CVAP  

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

*** As of 01/01/12, Fatal Accidents counted as a category separate of Accidents
** Traffic data delayed 30 days due to data entry backlog



ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT
MONTHLY BREAKDOWN OF CITATIONS BY VIOLATION

Citations 2012 TOTAL JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

TOWN CODE 207 34 39 34 31 69

SIZE, WEIGHT, LOAD 1 0 0 1 0 0

INSURANCE VIOLATION 380 85 84 45 72 94

REGISTRATION VIOLATION 151 34 39 20 27 31

DRIVERS LICENSE VIOLATION 144 20 37 16 27 44

DUI 87 12 14 17 22 22

RECKLESS/AGGRESSIVE DRIVING 6 2 2 1 0 1

SPEEDING 741 159 187 82 120 193

LANE VIOLATIONS 72 16 15 7 16 18

RED LIGHT 31 8 2 6 9 6

STOP SIGN 14 2 7 0 2 3

FAILURE TO YIELD 44 16 5 7 11 5

SEATBELT VIOLATION 36 4 17 10 1 4

CHILD RESTRAINT 3 0 0 1 2 0

EQUIPMENT VIOLATIONS 9 1 2 0 5 1

PARKING 2 0 1 1 0 0

LITTERING 4 1 1 1 1 0

OTHER CITATIONS 36 10 6 5 6 9

Total Citations 1739 370 419 220 299 431

Some March citation numbers adjusted 

TITLE 28 VIOLATIONS

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

Citations 2012



# of calls % # of calls %

Dispatch Time < 1 minute 8 80% Dispatch Time < 2 minute 49 100%
                      > 1 minute 2 20%                      > 2 minute 0 0%
Travel Time    < 4 minutes 7 70% Travel Time     < 6 minutes 41 84%
                    > 4 minutes 3 30%                     > 6 minutes 8 16%

8 80% 44 90%
2 20% 5 10%

Total Calls Total Calls

# of calls % # of calls %

Dispatch Time < 5 minute 284 99% Dispatch Time < 10 minute 782 97%
                     > 5 minute 3 1% > 10 minute 23 3%
Travel Time    <10 minutes 263 92% Travel Time    < 20 minutes 795 99%

>10 minutes 24 8%                     > 20 minutes 10 1%

280 98% 793 99%
7 2% 12 1%

Total Calls Total Calls

ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT
June 2012

> 30 minutes

Total Response Time

Priority 4

< 8 minutes
> 8 minutes

49

Total Response Time

Priority 1

< 5 minutes
> 5 minutes

Priority 3

Total Response Time

10

Average Overall Response Time 3:55

Average Overall Response Time 6:30 Average Overall Response Time 7:15

Priority 2

805

Total Response Time
< 30 minutes

Average Overall Response Time 4:09

287

< 15 minutes
> 15 minutes



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   G.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Police Department

Information
SUBJECT:
Resolution No. R(12)-46, Authorizing and approving a Multi-Agency Agreement for Cooperative Use of
Northwest Fire District's Training Center Facility

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
Northwest Fire District Governing Board Resolution No. 2012-035 was approved on May 22,
2012; authorizing the execution of a Multi-Agency Agreement for Cooperative Use of Northwest Fire
District's training center facility ("Training Center").

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
Northwest Fire District has developed a modern training facility which can support numerous practical
and classroom training exercises and programs, and wishes to make its Training Center available to
other emergency response governmental entities.

Oro Valley Police Department qualifies as a Participating Agency, and wishes to make use of the
Training Center for a variety of training and exercise opportunities in order to improve levels of
preparedness and competency; as well as maintain mandatory certifications.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I move to (adopt, adopt with conditions, or deny) Resolution No. (R)12-46, Authorizing and approving a
Multi-Agency Agreement for Cooperative Use of Northwest Fire District's Training Center Facility

Attachments
Reso 12-46
Multi-Agency Agreement
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RESOLUTION NO. (R)12-46 
 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF 
ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING A 
MULTI-AGENCY AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE TOWN OF ORO 
VALLEY AND THE NORTHWEST FIRE DISTRICT FOR 
COOPERATIVE USE OF THE NORTHWEST FIRE DISTRICT’S 
TRAINING CENTER FACILITY 

 
WHEREAS, the Town of Oro Valley is a political subdivision of the State of Arizona vested with 
all associated rights, privileges and benefits and is entitled to the immunities and exemptions 
granted municipalities and political subdivisions under the Constitution and laws of the State of 
Arizona and the United States; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952, the Town of Oro Valley and the Northwest Fire 
District (“NWFD”) are authorized to enter into or renew agreements for joint and cooperative 
action with other public agencies; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town of Oro Valley is authorized to establish and maintain the Oro Valley 
Police Department, pursuant to A.R.S. § 9-240 (B)(12); and 
 
WHEREAS, the NWFD has developed a modern training facility (“Facility”) which can support 
numerous practical and classroom training exercises and programs and desires to make this 
Facility available to participating agencies to improve the level of preparedness and competency 
of emergency response entities in the region; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town desires to use the Facility for improving and maintaining the Town’s 
preparedness and competency of emergency response in the region; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the Town to enter into the Multi-Agency Agreement, 
attached hereto as “Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, in order to set forth 
the terms and conditions for using the Facility. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Oro 
Valley, Arizona, that the Multi-Agency Agreement, attached hereto as “Exhibit “A”, between 
the Town of Oro Valley and the Northwest Fire District for use of the Northwest Fire District’s 
Training Center Facility is hereby authorized and approved. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor and any other administrative officials of the 
Town of Oro Valley are hereby authorized to take such steps as are necessary to execute and 
implement the terms of the Agreement. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Oro Valley, Arizona, this 
5th day of September, 2012. 
 
       TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA 
 
 
 
              
       Dr. Satish I. Hiremath, Mayor 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
              
Julie K. Bower, Town Clerk    Tobin Rosen, Town Attorney 
 
Date:       Date:       



\\LEXICON\PacketPrinter\AGENDA\TC\Item05_G_Att1_Reso 12-46.doc 3 

EXHIBIT “A” 
 
 































   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   H.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Police Department

Information
SUBJECT:
Resolution No. (R)12-47, Authorizing and approving a grant contract between the Oro Valley Police
Department and the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (G.O.H.S.) for funding of overtime and
employee related expenses to enhance DUI enforcement in the Town of Oro Valley

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
Item 4. on the April 18, 2012 consent agenda provided information advising the Council of the Police
Department's proposal to the Governor's Office of Highway Safety for funding under the 2013 federal
fiscal year guidelines.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
The Police Department received two (2) originals of Contract No. 2013-AL-002 on June 20, 2012 entitled
DUI Enforcement.  This contract awarded $35,000 in funding for Personnel Services and Employee
Related Expenses for DUI overtime deployments.

FISCAL IMPACT:
The approved FY 2012/2013 budget includes the capacity, in the appropriate category, for this award.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to adopt Resolution No. (R)12-47, Authorizing and approving a grant contract between the Oro
Valley Police Department and the Governor's Office of Highway Safety (G.O.H.S.) for funding personnel
services and employee related expenses to enhance DUI enforcement.

Attachments
Reso 12-47
GOHS Contract 2013-AL-002
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RESOLUTION NO. (R)12-47 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND 
APPROVING A GRANT CONTRACT BETWEEN THE TOWN OF 
ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT AND THE GOVERNOR’S 
OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY (G.O.H.S.) FOR FUNDING 
PERSONNEL SERVICES AND EQUIPMENT TO ENHANCE DUI 
ENFORCEMENT 
 
 

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, Highway Safety Funds are used to support State and community programs 
to reduce deaths and injuries on the highways.  Section 402 of the Highway Safety Act 
sets forth the minimum requirements with which each state’s highway safety program 
must comply, and provides a minimum level of funding for local programs each fiscal 
year; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town applied for and was granted a G.O.H.S. grant contract from 
Section 402 funds to fund personnel services and equipment to enhance DUI 
enforcement; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is in the interest of the Town of Oro Valley approve the G.O.H.S. grant 
contract, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, for the 
purposes of furthering public safety within the Town of Oro Valley. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town 
of Oro Valley, Arizona that, the Highway Safety Grant Contract between the 
Governor’s Office of Highway Safety and the Town of Oro Valley, attached hereto as 
Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, is hereby authorized and approved. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona, this 5th day of September, 2012. 
 
 
      TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA 
 
 
 
            
      Dr. Satish I. Hiremath, Mayor 
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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 #   I.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Police Department

Information
SUBJECT:
Resolution No. (R)12-48, Authorizing and approving a grant contract between the Oro Valley Police
Department and the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (G.O.H.S.) for funding capital outlay to
purchase equipment to enhance the Special Traffic Enforcement Program (STEP) for speed enforcement
in the Town of Oro Valley

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
Item 4. on the April 18, 2012 consent agenda provided information advising the Council of the Police
Department's proposal to the Governor's Office of Highway Safety for funding under the 2013 federal
fiscal year guidelines.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
The Police Department received two (2) originals of Contract No. 2013-PT-002 on June 20,
2012 entitled STEP (Speed) Equipment.  This contract awarded $7,000 in funding for the purchase of
two (2) Lidars to enhance and support STEP (Speed) enforcement in the town of Oro Valley.

FISCAL IMPACT:
The approved FY 2012/2013 budget includes the capacity, in the appropriate category, for this awarded
funds.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to adopt Resolution No. (R)12-48, Authorizing and approving a grant contract between the Oro
Valley Police Department and the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (G.O.H.S.) for funding capital
outlay to purchase equipment to enhance the Special Traffic Enforcement Program (STEP) for speed
enforcement in the Town of Oro Valley.

Attachments
Reso 12-48
GOHS Contract 2013-PT-002
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RESOLUTION NO. (R)12-48 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND 
APPROVING A GRANT CONTRACT BETWEEN THE TOWN OF 
ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT AND THE GOVERNOR’S 
OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY (G.O.H.S.) TO PURCHASE 
EQUIPMENT TO ENHANCE THE SPECIAL TRAFFIC 
ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM 
 
 

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, Highway Safety Funds are used to support State and community programs 
to reduce deaths and injuries on the highways.  Section 402 of the Highway Safety Act 
sets forth the minimum requirements with which each state’s highway safety program 
must comply, and provides a minimum level of funding for local programs each fiscal 
year; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town applied for and was granted a G.O.H.S. grant contract from 
Section 402 funds to purchase equipment to enhance the Special Traffic Enforcement 
Program; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is in the interest of the Town of Oro Valley approve the G.O.H.S. grant 
contract, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, for the 
purposes of furthering public safety within the Town of Oro Valley. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town 
of Oro Valley, Arizona that, the Highway Safety Grant Contract between the 
Governor’s Office of Highway Safety and the Town of Oro Valley, attached hereto as 
Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, is hereby authorized and approved. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona, this 5th day of September, 2012. 
 
 
      TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA 
 
 
 
            
      Dr. Satish I. Hiremath, Mayor 
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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 #   J.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Police Department

Information
SUBJECT:
Resolution No. (R)12-49, Authorizing and approving a grant contract between the Oro Valley Police
Department and the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (G.O.H.S.) for funding equipment to
enhance and support Traffic Records/Data collection in the Town of Oro Valley

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
Item 4. on the April 18, 2012 consent agenda provided information advising the Council of the Police
Department's proposal to the Governor's Office of Highway Safety for funding under the 2013 federal
fiscal year guidelines.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
The Police Department received two (2) originals of Contract No. 2013-TR-001 on June 20,
2012 entitled Traffic Records/Equipment.  This contract awarded $13,390 in funding for the purchase
of five (5) E-Ticket Systems to enhance and support Traffic Records/Data collection in the Town of Oro
Valley.

FISCAL IMPACT:
The approved FY 2012/2013 budget includes the capacity, in the appropriate category, for this awarded
funding.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to adopt Resolution No. (R)12-49, Authorizing and approving a grant contract between the Police
Department and the Governor's Office of Highway Safety (G.O.H.S.) for equipment to enhance and
support traffic records/data collection in the Town of Oro Valley

Attachments
Reso 12-49
GOHS Contract 2013-TR-001
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RESOLUTION NO. (R)12-49 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND 
APPROVING A GRANT CONTRACT BETWEEN THE TOWN OF 
ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT AND THE GOVERNOR’S 
OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY (G.O.H.S.) TO PURCHASE 
EQUIPMENT TO SUPPORT TRAFFIC RECORDS/DATA 
COLLECTION 
 
 

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, Highway Safety Funds are used to support State and community programs 
to reduce deaths and injuries on the highways.  Section 402 of the Highway Safety Act 
sets forth the minimum requirements with which each state’s highway safety program 
must comply, and provides a minimum level of funding for local programs each fiscal 
year; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town applied for and was granted a G.O.H.S. grant contract from 
Section 402 funds to purchase equipment to support Traffic Records/Data collection; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is in the interest of the Town of Oro Valley approve the G.O.H.S. grant 
contract, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, for the 
purposes of furthering public safety within the Town of Oro Valley. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town 
of Oro Valley, Arizona that, the Highway Safety Grant Contract between the 
Governor’s Office of Highway Safety and the Town of Oro Valley, attached hereto as 
Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, is hereby authorized and approved. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona, this 5th day of September, 2012. 
 
 
      TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA 
 
 
 
            
      Dr. Satish I. Hiremath, Mayor 
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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 #   K.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Police Department

Information
SUBJECT:
Resolution No. (R)12-50, Authorizing and approving a task force agreement between the Drug
Enforcement Administration ("DEA") and the Town of Oro Valley ("Town") for the participation of two Oro
Valley police officers in the Tucson Task Force Group One with one position detailed to Tucson HIDTA
Task Force Group.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

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

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
Resolution No. (R)12-38 was approved on June 20, 2012 authorizing HIDTA grant agreement
HT-12-2215 between the City of Tucson and the Town of Oro Valley, allowing the City of Tucson to serve
as the fiduciary to administer financial oversight for the Drug Enforcement Administration. A fully
executed grant contract is attached.

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

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

FISCAL IMPACT:
These positions are funded in the approved FY 2012/2013 budget, and allows the Town to continue to be
reimbursed by HIDTA grant funding.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (adopt, adopt with conditions, or deny) Resolution No. (R)12-50, Authorizing and approving a
task force agreement between the Drug Enforcement Administration ("DEA") and the Town of Oro Valley
("Town") for the participation of two Oro Valley police officers in the Tucson Task Force Group One with
one position detailed to Tucson HIDTA Task Force Group.



Attachments
Reso 12-50
IGA Task Force One
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RESOLUTION NO. (R)12-50 
 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING A 
TASK FORCE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE DRUG 
ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION (“DEA”) AND THE TOWN 
OF ORO VALLEY (“TOWN”) FOR THE PARTICIPATION OF 
TWO ORO VALLEY POLICE OFFICERS IN THE TUCSON TASK 
FORCE GROUP ONE WITH ONE POSITION DETAILED TO 
TUCSON HIDTA TASK FORCE GROUP. 
 
 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952, the Town is authorized to enter into agreements 
for joint and cooperative action to include the Agreement, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, 
with the DEA; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Town is authorized to establish and maintain the Oro Valley Police 
Department, pursuant to A.R.S. § 9-240 (B)(12); and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town wishes to enter into a Task Force Agreement with the DEA to 
assist the DEA in drug trafficking interdiction, gathering and reporting data relating to 
narcotics and dangerous drugs and undercover operations related illegal activity 
detrimental to the health and general welfare of the residents of the Town and the State of 
Arizona; and  
 
WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the Town to enter into the Task Force Agreement, 
attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, in order to set 
forth the terms and conditions to provide for the health, safety and welfare of the 
residents of the Town of Oro Valley and the State of Arizona. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town 
of Oro Valley, that: 
 
SECTION 1. The Task Force Agreement attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and 
incorporated herein by this reference, between the Drug Enforcement Administration and 
the Town of Oro Valley for participation of two Oro Valley Police Officers in the Tucson 
Task Force Group One with one position detailed to Tucson HIDTA Task Force Group is 
authorized and approved.  
 
SECTION 2. The Chief of Police and other administrative officials of the Town of Oro 
Valley are hereby authorized to take such steps as necessary to execute and implement 
the terms of the Agreement. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona this 5th day of September, 2012. 
   
 
 
       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” 



 
 

2013 Oro Valley PD TF 1. Task Force Agreement  1 

PROGRAM-FUNDED STATE AND LOCAL TASK FORCE AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
AND 

ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT 
 

This agreement is made this 30th day of September, 2012, between the United States Department 
of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration (hereinafter “DEA”), and Oro Valley Police 
Department (hereinafter “OVPD”).  The DEA is authorized to enter into this cooperative 
agreement concerning the use and abuse of controlled substances under the provisions of 21 
U.S.C. § 873. 

WHEREAS there is evidence that trafficking in narcotics and dangerous drugs exists throughout 
Arizona, and that such illegal activity has a substantial and detrimental effect on the health and 
general welfare of the people of the State of Arizona, the parties hereto agree to the following: 
 
1. The DEA Tucson Task Force Group 1 (one position detailed to Tucson HIDTA Task 
 Force Group) will perform the activities and duties described below: 
 

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

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

drugs; and, 
 
c. conduct undercover operations where appropriate and engage in other traditional 

methods of investigation in order that the Task Force’s activities will result in 
effective prosecution before the courts of the United States and the State of Arizona. 

 
2. To accomplish the objectives of the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 1 (one position 

detailed to Tucson HIDTA Task Force Group), the OVPD agrees to detail two (2) 
experienced Officers to the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 1 (one position detailed to 
DEA Tucson HIDTA Task Force Group), for a period of not less than two years.  During 
this period of assignment, the OVPD Officers will be under the direct supervision and 
control of DEA supervisory personnel assigned to the Task Force. 

 
3. The OVPD Officers assigned to the Task Force shall adhere to DEA policies and 

procedures.  Failure to adhere to DEA policies and procedures shall be grounds for 
dismissal from the Task Force. 

 
4. The OVPD Officers assigned to the Task Force shall be deputized as a Task Force 

Officers of DEA pursuant to 21 U.S.C. §878. 



 
 

2013 Oro Valley PD TF 1. Task Force Agreement  2 

 
5. To accomplish the objectives of the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 1 (one position 

detailed to Tucson HIDTA Task Force Group), the OVPD agrees to detail two (2) 
experienced Officers to the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 1 (one position detailed to 
DEA Tucson HIDTA Task Force Group).  DEA will assign four (4) Special Agents to the 
Task Force.  DEA will also, subject to the availability of annually appropriated funds or 
any continuing resolution thereof, provide necessary funds and equipment to support the 
activities of the DEA Special Agents and OVPD Officers assigned to the Task Force.  
This support will include:  office space, office supplies, travel funds, funds for the 
purchase of evidence and information, investigative equipment, training, and other 
support items. 

 
6. During the period of assignment to the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 1 (one position 

detailed to Tucson HIDTA Task Force Group), the OVPD agrees to detail two (2) 
experienced Officers to the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 1 (one position detailed to 
DEA Tucson HIDTA Task Force Group), the OVPD will remain responsible for 
establishing the salary and benefits, including overtime, of the OVPD Officers assigned 
to the Task Force, and for making all payments due them.  DEA will, subject to 
availability of funds, reimburse the OVPD for overtime payments made by it to the 
OVPD Officers assigned to the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 1 (one position detailed 
to Tucson HIDTA Task Force Group), the OVPD agrees to detail two (2) experienced 
Officers to the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 1 (one position detailed to DEA Tucson 
HIDTA Task Force Group), for overtime, up to a sum equivalent to 25 percent of the 
salary of a GS-12, Step 1, (RUS) Federal employee (currently $17,202.25).  Note: Task 
Force Officers Overtime shall not include any costs for benefits, such as retirement, 
FICA, and other expenses.” 

 
7. In no event will the OVPD charge any indirect cost rate to DEA for the administration or 

implementation of this agreement. 
 
8. The OVPD shall maintain on a current basis complete and accurate records and accounts 

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

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

the United States Department of Justice, the Comptroller General of the United States, 
and any of their duly authorized agents and representatives, any and all records, 
documents, accounts, invoices, receipts or expenditures relating to this agreement.  The 
OVPD shall maintain all such reports and records until all audits and examinations are 
completed and resolved, or for a period of three (3) after termination of this agreement, 
whichever is later. 

 
10. The OVPD shall comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Section 504 of the 

Rehabilitation Act of 1973, the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, and all 
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requirements imposed by or pursuant to the regulations of the United States Department 
of Justice implementing those laws, 28 C.F.R. Part 42, Subparts C, F, G, H, and I. 

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

 
12. When issuing statements, press releases, requests for proposals, bid solicitations, and 

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

 
13. The term of this agreement shall be effective from the date in paragraph number one (1) 

until September 30, 2013.  This agreement may be terminated by either party on thirty 
days’ advance written notice.  Billings for all outstanding obligations must be received by 
DEA within 90 days of the date of termination of this agreement.  DEA will be 
responsible only for obligations incurred by OVPD during the term of this agreement. 

 
 
 
For the Drug Enforcement Administration: 
 
 
________________________________________  Date ____________ 
DOUGLAS W. COLEMAN 
Special Agent in Charge 
 
 
 
For the Oro Valley Police Department: 
 
 
_______________________________________  Date ____________ 
DANIEL G. SHARP 
Chief of Police 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachments 
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PASSED and ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona, this _____ day of _____________, 2012. 
 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY: 
 
_______________________________________  Date ____________ 
Mayor 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________________________  Date: ___________ 
Town Attorney 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_______________________________________  Date: ___________ 
Town Clerk 
 
 
 
 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   L.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Police Department

Information
SUBJECT:
Resolution No. (R)12-51, Authorizing and approving a task force agreement between the Drug
Enforcement Administration ("DEA") and the Town of Oro Valley ("Town") for the participation of one Oro
Valley police officer in the Tucson Task Force Group Two.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
Request is being made to enter into an agreement with the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA) for
the participation of one Oro Valley police officer in the High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area (HIDTA) Pima
County High Intensity Task Force.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
Resolution No. (R)12-39 was approved on June 20, 2012 authorizing HIDTA grant agreement
HT-12-2222 between the City of Tucson and the Town of Oro Valley, allowing the City of Tucson to serve
as the fiduciary to administer financial oversight for the Drug Enforcement Administration.  A fully
executed grant contract is attached.

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

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

FISCAL IMPACT:
This position is funded in the approved FY 2012/2013 budget, and allows the Town to continue to be
reimbursed by HIDTA grant funding.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (adopt, adopt with conditions, or deny) Resolution No. (R)12-51, Authorizing and approving a
task force agreement between the Drug Enforcement Administration ("DEA") and the Town of Oro Valley
("Town") for the participation of one Oro Valley police officer in the Tucson Task Force Group Two.

Attachments



Reso 12-51
IGA Task Force Two
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RESOLUTION NO. (R)12-51 
 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING A 
TASK FORCE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE DRUG 
ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION (“DEA”) AND THE TOWN 
OF ORO VALLEY (“TOWN”) FOR THE PARTICIPATION OF 
ONE ORO VALLEY POLICE OFFICER IN THE TUCSON TASK 
FORCE GROUP TWO. 
 
 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952, the Town is authorized to enter into agreements 
for joint and cooperative action to include the Agreement, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, 
with the DEA; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Town is authorized to establish and maintain the Oro Valley Police 
Department, pursuant to A.R.S. § 9-240 (B)(12); and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town wishes to enter into a Task Force Agreement with the DEA to 
assist the DEA in drug trafficking interdiction, gathering and reporting data relating to 
narcotics and dangerous drugs and undercover operations related illegal activity 
detrimental to the health and general welfare of the residents of the Town and the State of 
Arizona; and  
 
WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the Town to enter into the Task Force Agreement, 
attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, in order to set 
forth the terms and conditions to provide for the health, safety and welfare of the 
residents of the Town of Oro Valley and the State of Arizona. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town 
of Oro Valley, that: 
 
SECTION 1. The Task Force Agreement attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and 
incorporated herein by this reference, between the Drug Enforcement Administration and 
the Town of Oro Valley for participation of one Oro Valley Police Officer in the Tucson 
Task Force Group Two is authorized and approved.  
 
SECTION 2. The Chief of Police and other administrative officials of the Town of Oro 
Valley are hereby authorized to take such steps as necessary to execute and implement 
the terms of the Agreement. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona this 5th day of September, 2012. 
   
 
 
       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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PROGRAM-FUNDED STATE AND LOCAL TASK FORCE AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
AND 

ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT 
 

This agreement is made this 30th day of September, 2012, between the United States Department 
of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration (hereinafter “DEA”), and Oro Valley Police 
Department (hereinafter “OVPD”).  The DEA is authorized to enter into this cooperative 
agreement concerning the use and abuse of controlled substances under the provisions of 21 
U.S.C. § 873. 

WHEREAS there is evidence that trafficking in narcotics and dangerous drugs exists throughout 
Arizona, and that such illegal activity has a substantial and detrimental effect on the health and 
general welfare of the people of the State of Arizona, the parties hereto agree to the following: 
 
1. The DEA Tucson Task Force Group 2 will perform the activities and duties described 
 below: 
 

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

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

drugs; and, 
 
c. conduct undercover operations where appropriate and engage in other traditional 

methods of investigation in order that the Task Force’s activities will result in 
effective prosecution before the courts of the United States and the State of Arizona. 

 
2. To accomplish the objectives of the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 2, the OVPD agrees 

to detail one (1) experienced Officer to the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 2, for a 
period of not less than two years.  During this period of assignment, the OVPD Officer 
will be under the direct supervision and control of DEA supervisory personnel assigned 
to the Task Force. 

 
3. The OVPD Officer assigned to the Task Force shall adhere to DEA policies and 

procedures.  Failure to adhere to DEA policies and procedures shall be grounds for 
dismissal from the Task Force. 

 
4. The OVPD Officer assigned to the Task Force shall be deputized as a Task Force Officer 

of DEA pursuant to 21 U.S.C. §878. 
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5. To accomplish the objectives of the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 2, the OVPD agrees 

to detail one (1) experienced Officer to the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 2.  DEA will 
assign three (3) Special Agents to the Task Force.  DEA will also, subject to the 
availability of annually appropriated funds or any continuing resolution thereof, provide 
necessary funds and equipment to support the activities of the DEA Special Agents and 
OVPD Officer assigned to the Task Force.  This support will include:  office space, office 
supplies, travel funds, funds for the purchase of evidence and information, investigative 
equipment, training, and other support items. 

 
6. During the period of assignment to the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 2, the OVPD 

agrees to detail one (1) experienced Officer to the DEA Tucson Task Force Group 2, the 
OVPD will remain responsible for establishing the salary and benefits, including 
overtime, of the OVPD Officer assigned to the Task Force, and for making all payments 
due them.  DEA will, subject to availability of funds, reimburse the OVPD for overtime 
payments made by it to the OVPD Officer assigned to the DEA Tucson Task Force 
Group 2, the OVPD agrees to detail one (1) experienced Officer to the DEA Tucson Task 
Force Group 2, for overtime, up to a sum equivalent to 25 percent of the salary of a GS-
12, Step 1, (RUS) Federal employee (currently $17,202.25).  Note: Task Force Officer 
Overtime shall not include any costs for benefits, such as retirement, FICA, and other 
expenses.” 

 
7. In no event will the OVPD charge any indirect cost rate to DEA for the administration or 

implementation of this agreement. 
 
8. The OVPD shall maintain on a current basis complete and accurate records and accounts 

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

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

the United States Department of Justice, the Comptroller General of the United States, 
and any of their duly authorized agents and representatives, any and all records, 
documents, accounts, invoices, receipts or expenditures relating to this agreement.  The 
OVPD shall maintain all such reports and records until all audits and examinations are 
completed and resolved, or for a period of three (3) after termination of this agreement, 
whichever is later. 

 
10. The OVPD shall comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Section 504 of the 

Rehabilitation Act of 1973, the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, and all 
requirements imposed by or pursuant to the regulations of the United States Department 
of Justice implementing those laws, 28 C.F.R. Part 42, Subparts C, F, G, H, and I. 
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11. The OVPD agrees that an authorized Officer or employee will execute and return to DEA 

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

 
12. When issuing statements, press releases, requests for proposals, bid solicitations, and 

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

 
13. The term of this agreement shall be effective from the date in paragraph number one (1) 

until September 30, 2013.  This agreement may be terminated by either party on thirty 
days’ advance written notice.  Billings for all outstanding obligations must be received by 
DEA within 90 days of the date of termination of this agreement.  DEA will be 
responsible only for obligations incurred by OVPD during the term of this agreement. 

 
 
 
For the Drug Enforcement Administration: 
 
 
________________________________________  Date ____________ 
DOUGLAS W. COLEMAN 
Special Agent in Charge 
 
 
 
For the Oro Valley Police Department: 
 
 
_______________________________________  Date ____________ 
DANIEL G. SHARP 
Chief of Police 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachments 
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PASSED and ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona, this _____ day of _____________, 2012. 
 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY: 
 
_______________________________________  Date ____________ 
Mayor 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________________________  Date: ___________ 
Town Attorney 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_______________________________________  Date: ___________ 
Town Clerk 
 
 
 
 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   M.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
Request for approval of a two year extension of the Master Development Plan and Phase 1 & 2
Development Plan for Miller Ranch, from July 21, 2012 to July 21, 2014 for property located on the
northwest corner of Tangerine Road and La Canada Drive

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval with a condition requiring that the development plans be revised as
necessary to meet current codes and ordinances at the time the project is developed.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The applicant has requested a two year extension of the Master Development Plan and Phase 1 & 2
Development Plan approval for the proposed commercial project with office, bank, and restaurant uses.
The Development Plans were originally approved by Town Council in 2010 and the project is planned to
be developed in five phases. To date, there has been no development of the site. The current approval
expired on July 21, 2012.  

The July 21, 2010, Town Council staff report and Development Plans are attached for your reference
(see Attachment 1).

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
Approvals to Date
October 2004:   General Plan Amendment approved by Town Council
February 2007:  Rezoning (R1-144 to C-1 and T-P) approved by Town Council
May 2010:        CUP for bank drive through (phase 1) approved by Town Council
July 2010:        Master Development Plan, Phase 1&2 Development Plan Approved

The Zoning Code states that the development plan shall expire and become null and void after two (2)
years if a building permit has not been issued.  An extension of the development approval of up to two
(2) years may be granted by the Town Council if the applicant files for the extension prior to expiration of
the approval. The applicant's request for an extension is attached (see Attachment 2).

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A



SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to approve the request for a two year extension of the Master Development Plan and Phase 1 &
2 Development Plan for Miller Ranch to July 21, 2014, subject to the condition that the development
plans shall be revised as necessary to meet current codes and ordinances at the time of development
plan submittal, finding that the request for time extension meets Zoning Code requirements.

OR

I MOVE to deny the request for approval of a two year extension of the Master Development Plan and
Phase 1 & 2 Development Plan for Miller Ranch to July 21, 2014, finding that
_______________________.

Attachments
Attachment 1 - July 21, 2010 TC Staff Report & Development Plans
Attachment 2 - Extension of Time Request



    Item #:  4.     
TC Regular Session
Date: 07/21/2010  

Submitted By: David Ronquillo, Planning and Zoning
Department: Planning and Zoning

Information
SUBJECT:
OV12-08-07 & 07A CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING A MASTER
DEVELOPMENT PLAN AND PHASE 1 AND 2 DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR THE MILLER RANCH
PROJECT, LOCATED ON THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LA CAÑADA DRIVE AND TANGERINE
ROAD.
Explanation: Desco Southwest, represented by Rick Engineering Company, requests approval of a
master development plan and phase 1 & 2 development plan for the Miller Ranch development.  

SUMMARY:
The project will consist of five phases with thirteen (13) buildings totaling 189,866 square feet. There are
two zoning designations on the site: C-1, Commercial and T-P, Technological Park.  Phases 1 and 2 will
include buildings 1 through 8 and will provide bank, restaurant and office related uses.  The remainder of
the site, Phases 3, 4 and 5, will provide an office park with primarily medical and professional office uses.

The project will be developed in phases; therefore, a master development plan was required.  In the
future, a separate development plan must be submitted for each subsequent phase and subject
to required Town approvals.  As part of this proposal, the applicant has submitted plans for Phases 1
and 2. 

Proposed Improvements

Vehicular parking, passenger drop off, and loading zones
Transit station and car pool spaces
Pedestrian and courtyard areas
Restoration of wash along the western edge of property
One access point off Tangerine Road, three access points off La Cañada, and a future connection
to the west (crossing the wash)
Building heights range from 20-34 feet with additional height as permitted for
architectural elements and elevator shafts

DISCUSSION:
The site is relatively flat and slopes gradually to the west (adjacent to the wash area).  A total of 13
buildings are proposed and vary in height.  Buildings 1 through 4 (25' high) and 7 and 8 (20' high) will be
single story; the remaining buildings will be two story and 34 foot high (Buildings 5, 6, 9 & 10) or 28
foot (Buildings 11 through 13).  The site is arranged in a manner to break up the building mass with the
parking distributed to the side and rear of the buildings.

This plan is in conformance with applicable General Plan policies, Oro Valley Zoning Code
requirements, and the Rezoning Condtions.

Site Conditions

Property is 20.97 acres
Zoning is C-1, Commercial District and T-P, Technological Park District
Site is vacant and undeveloped with the exception of several areas that have been previously



graded
Residential uses to the west (across the wash - zoning is R1-144), east (across La Cañada Drive
- zoning is       R1-36), south (across Tangerine Road - zoning is R1-7) and north (across Sunkist
Road - zoning is SR, Pima County)
Western boundary of property designated as “Significant Resource Area” in the General Plan

Approvals To Date 

October 2004: General Plan Amendment approved by Town Council
February 2007: Rezoning (R1-144 to C-1 and T-P) approved by Town Council
May 2010: Conditional use permit for the bank drive through area (phase 1) approved by Town
Council
May 2010: Master development plan, phase 1 and 2 development plan, master landscape plan
and phase 1 and 2 landscape plan approved by Development Review Board

Public Notification and Comment

All surrounding property owners were notified of the public meeting in accordance with Town
requirements.  Recently, there have been numerous neighbor concerns.  Please see Exhibit B regarding
the neighborhood meeting comments. Exhibit E inlcudes information on project chronology and
neighborhood meeting dates. 

Public Works Comments

Drainage:
Existing stormwater runoff drains across the site in a northeast to southwest direction.  The stormwater
is conveyed predominately by natural swales and overland sheet flow, ultimately discharging into an
existing wash that runs along the west side of the project.  The portion of existing wash that abutts the
property will be restored as a part of this project in accordance with the rezoning conditions to create a
natural riparian habitat to mimic the pre-disturbed condition. 

The post developed stormwater will be discharged and released from the project site in a way that
mimics existing conditions.  The on-site runoff will be conveyed across the site through a combination of
catch basins, curb openings, culverts, swales, constructed channels, and surface flow.  Eight detention
basins will attenuate the stormwater discharge so that there is no increase in peak flow or negative
impacts to the downstream areas.  First flush treatment is incorporated into this project and consists of
filter inserts placed within catch basins.  The first flush filters are designed to capture sediment, debris,
trash, oils, and grease from parking lots and access lanes.

In accordance with the rezoning conditions, restoration of the entire wash abutting the length of the west
property line will be a part of this project. 

Grading:
A Type 2 Grading Permit will be required to construct building pads, drainage structures, utilities, parking
lots, and any other structures requiring grading on the project site.  The grading represented within the
Master Development Plan and Phase 1 Development Plan conforms to the requirements of chapter 27.9
of the Town’s Zoning Code as well as the stipulations and development criteria of the Town’s
Subdivision Street Standards.

Traffic:
A Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) was created for this project to analyze the placement and dedicated turn
lane requirements for the access driveways to be constructed during Phases 1 and 2 of the project.  A
total of four access driveways will be constructed to help distribute internal traffic and create an
acceptable level of service for the project as a whole. 

Phase 1 will incorporate two access driveways; one along Tangerine Road and the second being the



southernmost entrance along La Cañada Boulevard.  A westbound deceleration/right-turn lane into the
development along Tangerine Road will be constructed as recommended by the TIA.  The southernmost
driveway along La Cañada Boulevard will be a controlled access intersection for right-in and right-out
traffic movements only. A Tangerine Corridor Overlay District arterial frontage tract reduction was
permitted for this driveway.  The location of the driveway and requested tract reduction were approved
by the Town Engineer in accordance with chapter 24.1 of the Town’s Zoning Code. 

Phase 2 will include a third driveway access, located near the middle of the project along La Cañada
Boulevard.  An existing median opening with left-turn pocket for access into the development already
exists at this location. This intersection will be a full access intersection with no additional improvements
recommended by the TIA. 

Future Phase 3 will incorporate a fourth driveway for access into the northern portion of the
development.  This northernmost driveway along La Cañada Boulevard will be a controlled access
intersection for right-in and right out traffic movements only. 

All the above mentioned improvements identified within the Master Development Plan and TIA shall be
the responsibility of the developer.  All improvements and construction within the public right-of-way shall
require a permit issued from the Town Engineer’s office.

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

CONCLUSION/RECOMMENDATION:
The Development Review Board recommended approval (6 - 0) on May 11, 2010.  The plan is
in conformance with applicable General Plan policies, OVZCR requirements and rezoning conditions.  

Staff recommends approval of this application subject to the conditions in Exhibit A.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
The Town Council may wish to consider one of the following suggested motions:

I move to [approve, approve with conditions, OR deny] OV12-08-07 & 07A, master development plan
and Phase 1 & 2 development plan for the Miller Ranch Development subject to the condition in Exhibit
A.

Attachments
Link: Exhibit A - Condtions
Link: Exhibit B - Project Chronology
Link: Exhibit C - Project Facts
Link: Exhibit D - Code vs. Proposed
Link: Exhibit E - Neighborhood Meeting Summary 
Link: Master Development Plan
Link: Development Plan Phase 1 & 2



 
 

Exhibit A 
OV1208-07 & 07A 

Miller Ranch Development 
July 21, 2010 

 
1. Revise the master development plan and phase 1 & 2 development plan to specify 

a maximum building height of 20 feet (single story) for buildings #7 and #8.  
Revise the general notes and all applicable sheets accordingly.  

 



Exhibit B 
OV1208-07 & 07A, Miller Ranch Development 

Project Chronology 
 
2004 - General Plan Amendment from RLDR to Commerce Park 
May 2004  Neighborhood meeting 
September 2004 Commission recommended approval 
October 2004   Town Council approved 
 
2006/07 - Rezoning from R1-144 to C-1 and T-P 
October 2006  Neighborhood meeting for rezoning  
December 2006 Applicant surveyed building heights for neighbors 
December 2006  Commission recommended approval 
January 2007  Applicant worked with neighbors on building heights 
February 2007  Town Council approval 
 
2008/09/10 - Master Development Plan and DP Phase 1 and 2 
June 2008 - First submittal (Pre-Application) 

 General site layout issues (access, parking, circulation etc)  
 Addressing rezoning conditions.  

 
September 2008 - Second Submittal (Formal Application) 

 Location of zoning boundary 
 Building setbacks 
 Comprehensive list of zoning code requirements relating to DP and LP   

 
December 2008 - Third Submittal 

 Relocation of northern most access 
 Building setbacks 
 Lot splitting/preliminary plat 
 Details of wash restoration plan 

 
March 2009 – Fourth Submittal 

 Rezoning of wash related to building setbacks 
 
December 2009 – Fifth Submittal 

 Conditional use permit for bank – new addition 
 Building setbacks 
 Discrepancy of building heights 

 
May 2010 – Sixth submittal 

 All zoning code items addressed – may proceed to DRB with conditions 
 DRB approval with technical conditions 

 
June 2010 – Two neighborhood meetings held 
 



 
2009 Rezoning from R1-144 (wash area only) to Open Space 
February 2009  Commission recommended approval  
April 2009  Town Council denied 
 
2010 Conditional Use Permit (bank drive through) 
April 2010   Commission recommended approval  
May 2010   Town Council approved 



Exhibit C 
OV1208-07 & 07A, Miller Ranch Development 

Project Fact Sheet 
 
Overview 

 20.97 acres - total site area 

 Zoning is C-1, Commercial (5.8 acres) and T-P, Technological Park (15.7 acres) 

 Uses proposed: retail, restaurant and bank within commercial area and 

medical/professional office uses within T-P area 

 13 buildings totaling 189,866 square feet 

 Development to be built in phases 

- Phase 1 (building 1-4) 

- Phase 2 (buildings 5-8) 

- Phase 3 (buildings 9-10) 

- Phase 4 (building 11) 

- Phase 5 (building 12 & 13)   

 Building floor area ratio: required is .30; proposed is .21 

 Maximum building heights per buildings: 

- Buildings #1 – #4: 25 ft. (architectural elements may be permitted up to 10 feet 

above this height) 

- Buildings #5, #6, #9 and #10: 34 ft. (including architecture elements)  

- Buildings #7 and #8: 20 ft. (34 ft. allowed per zoning code) 

- Buildings #11 – #13: 28 ft. (with the exception of architectural elements, which 

are allowed up to 32 ft. and appurtenances for the elevator shaft are allowed up to 

34 ft.) 

 The changes to the plan made in response to the neighborhood concerns were specified as 

part of the rezoning conditions and include: 

- Revision of C-1 building floor area ratio to what is allowed in T-P 

- Restricted building heights on the northern three buildings 

- Restrictions on permitted uses in the C-1 portion 

- Restoration of wash to provide buffer 

 



Miller Ranch Development OV1208-07 & 07A
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Exhibit D
Zoning Code Requirements Proposed Development

C-1 Commercial
Minimum Property Size 5 acres 5.89 acres

Yard Setbacks (feet)
Front      20' (where adjacent to a residential 

district, the front setback regulations 
of the residential district apply R1-

144 = 50')

70' setback - Building 1             
150' setback - Building 4

Side      50' or 3:1 (setback to building 
height) whichever is greater       
25' bldg height = 75' setback

   N/A (lot abuts T-P to north)

Rear      50' or 3:1 (setback to building 
height) whichever is greater       
25' bldg height = 75' setback

90' to west (abutting wash)

Maximum Building Height 25' or 2 stories plus architectural 
elements by no more than 10'

25' single story

Minimum Open Space 20% 20%
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 0.3 (Rezoning Condition increased 

to T-P allowed to .50 FAR = 128,264
s.f. bldg)

24,000 s.f. builidng = .09 FAR

Floor Area Limits < 60,000 s.f. per ea. business 9,000 sf is the largest building

Tangerine Corridor Overlay 25' tract (open space) 25'
No building over 25' height with 100' No building over 25'

T-P Technical Park
Minimum Property Size 3 acres 15.08 acres

Yard Setbacks (feet)
Front      3:1, 25' height bldg or less a 2:1 is 

permitted
 40' setback - Bldg 7 & 8            

100' setback - Bldg 9 - 13           
160' setback - Bldg 6

Side      50' or a 3:1 (setback to builidng 
height) whichever is greater

N/A (lot abuts C-1 to south)

Rear      50' or 3:1 whichever is greater 100' to west (abutting wash)
Maximum Building Height 34 ' (Rezoning condition requires 

the 3 northern bldg max 28' hieght 
with 34' for elevator shaft and up to 

32' for architectural features)

20' height - Bldg 7 & 8              
28' height - Bldg 11, 12 & 13         
34' height - Bldg 5, 6, 9 & 10 

Minimum Open Space 25% 25%
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 0.50 165,866 s.f. ttl building = 0.25 FAR

Retail Sales Allowed as an ancillary use directly 
related & contained within the 
structure of the primary use

N/A

Floor Area Limits < 5,000 gross floor area ancillary 
use

N/A

< 15,000 gross floor area of any one 
structure on lots less than 10 gross 

acres

N/A

Rezoning Condition
Wash Restoration (7.7 Ac) Required per rezoning condition Condition met/exceeded            

Providing 318 trees and 1,070 shrubs



Neighborhood Meetings Summary
Miller Ranch Development OV1208-07 & 07A

Exhibit E
NEIGHBORHOOD CONCERNS MITIGATION RESPONSE

1 Building height (request for storey poles). Rezoning conditions and setback requirements have 
already addressed building heights.  C-1 Zoning:  Buildings 
1-4 are 25' high (one story).  T-P Zoning:  Buildings 7 and 8 
are 20' high (one story).  Buildings 5, 6, 9, 10 are 34' (two 
stories) and Buildings 11-13 are 28'' (two stories) per 
rezoning conditions.  The applicant will provide poles on site 
prior to the council meeting.

2 Building massing.  Number of buildings have been significantly reduced from 
the initial concept, creating a greater expanse of view 
corridors between buildings.  Overall site Floor Area Ratio is 
.21 while code allows .50.

3 Types of permitted uses and compatibility 
with residential neighbors.

The rezoning conditions have further limited the uses 
allowed on the property and are specified as general notes 
on the development plan. 

4 They were originally promised a single story 
commercial development.

The Town has no record of such an agreement

5 Limit the amount of architectural elements. There is no design for the buildngs at this stage.  The 
design for the building will be submitted for review/approval 
to the Development Review Board. Architectural elements 
add to the visual aesthetics and overall interest of the 
buildings, rather than creating a plain box, in keeping with 
the Town's design guidelines.

6 Hours of operation for the center as well as 
deliveries and service vehicles.

The hours of the operations will depend on the business, 
which are not known at this time.  Deliveries and service 
vehicles will be directed to the western loop road where the 
loading areas and screened dumpster areas are contained.

7 Wildlife will be impacted. This project will actually enhance the wildlife of the area by 
restoring the wash on west side of property

8 Increased traffic. A traffic impact study was completed and reviewed and 
approved by the Town Engineer.  All safety concerns have 
been addressed.

9 Vehicle lights/glare shining to homes across 
La Canada.

There is a 500' to 900' distance to the homes to the east 
with a planted median and open space area between them.  
In addition, the applicant will work with Town to provide 
additional landscaping (if possible) within the La Canada 
right of way. 

10 Parking lot light pole height (request 12’ 
height).

Lighting will meet zoning code requirements, which includes 
shielded lights.  Applicant will balance site safety with 
minimizing pole height.

11 The homes to the east on Washbed Drive 
are lower in grade than the proposed site.

Tthe majority of development will be lower in grade, 
specifically northern portion.

12 No outside speakers (e.g. piped music). No outdoor speakers provided.

·         









































   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   N.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Requested by: David Williams Submitted By: Rosevelt Arellano
Development Infrastructure
Services

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
Request to grade within the designated hillsides of Lot 404, Stone Canyon VII, Rancho Vistoso,
Neighborhood 6

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The purpose of this request is to allow grading for a single-family residence within a designated hillside
area as shown in Attachment 1.  The proposal includes a trade-off to protect a larger area of steeper
slopes.  The proposed encroachment is permitted with Council approval by the Rancho Vistoso PAD. 
The proposed trade area is 2.5 times greater than the PAD requires. 

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
Section 1.3 of the Rancho Vistoso Planned Area Development (PAD) includes the regulatory provisions
for hillside developments.  These provisions are intended to protect the natural environment and
minimize hillside disturbances.  

Section 1.3.J (Attachment 2) of the Rancho Vistoso PAD allows encroachment into designated hillsides
with the following provisions:  

1. Minor encroachments of up to five (5%) percent of the gradable area are allowed with an even trade
area and the approval of a Type I Grading Permit. 

2. Minor encroachments of up to ten (10%) percent of the gradable area are allowed with an even trade
area and Town Council approval.  

Site Conditions 
• The terrain consists of mild and extreme slopes 
• Stone Canyon consists of 602 platted lots
• Lot size is 1.70 acres or 76,170 sq ft

Proposed Improvements 
• Construction of a custom home
• Total area encroachment into designated hillside = 3,373 sq ft or 9.2% 
• Required trade area = 3,373 sq ft
• Proposed trade area = 8,583 sq ft
• Applicant is proposing to trade a larger area than the minimum required



• Applicant is proposing to trade a larger area than the minimum required

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to approve the grading activity within the designated hillsides of Lot 404, Stone Canyon VII,
Rancho Vistoso, Neighborhood 6 subject to the following condition:

• The applicant shall submit a 24” x 36” drawing addressing staff review comments dated August 6,
2012. 

OR

I MOVE to deny the grading activity within the designated hillsides of Lot 404, Stone Canyon VII, Rancho
Vistoso, Neighborhood 6, finding that:

The proposal does not meet the provisions of Section 1.3 of the Rancho Vistoso PAD, specifically
____________________.

Attachments
Attachment 1
ATTACHMENT 2
ATTACHMENT 3
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Town Council Regular Session Item #   1.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Town Clerk's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN APPLICATION FOR A
PERSON AND LOCATION TRANSFER OF A SERIES 9 (LIQUOR STORE) LIQUOR LICENSE FOR
WAL-MART SUPERCENTER #3379 LOCATED AT 2150 EAST TANGERINE ROAD

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

1.  No protests to this license have been received.

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

3.  The Police Department has no objections to the approval of the Series 9 Liquor License.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
An application for a Person and Location Transfer has been submitted by Clare Abel for a Series 9
(Liquor Store) Liquor License for Wal-Mart Supercenter #3379 located at 2150 East Tangerine Road. 
Agent/owner Clare Abel has submitted all necessary paperwork to the Arizona Department of Liquor
Licenses and Control and to the Town of Oro Valley and has paid all related fees associated with
applying for the liquor license ($500 Application Processing Fee).

The Series 9 (liquor store) license is a "quota" license available only through the Liquor License Lottery or
for purchase on the open market. Once issued, this liquor license is transferable from person to person
and/or location to location within the same county and allows a spirituous liquor store retailer to sell all
types of spirituous liquors, only in the original unbroken package, to be taken away from the premises of
the retailer and consumed off the premises. A retailer with off-sale privileges may deliver spirituous liquor
off of the licensed premises in connection with a retail sale. Payment must be made no later than the time
of delivery. Series 9 (liquor store) licensees and applicants may apply for unlimited sampling privileges
by completing the Sampling Privileges form.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
In accordance with Section 4-201 of the Arizona Revised Statutes, the application was posted for 20
days on the premises of the applicant's property, ending August 6, 2012.  No protests were received
during this time period.  

Police Chief Daniel Sharp completed a standard background check on Wal-Mart Supercenter #3379 and
Owner/Agent Clare Abel and has no objection to the approval of the Series 9 (liquor Store) license.



Wal-Mart Supercenter #3379 currently has a Series 9 (liquor store) license.  Wal-Mart's agent, Clare
Abel, purchased an inactive Series 9 license from Basha's in connection with Basha's bankruptcy and
store closings.  Wal-Mart has been holding this license in an inactive status for use in an upcoming store
located in Pima County.  The State allows a liquor license to be inactive for a period of 3 years. 
Wal-Mart has been notified by the State that the 3-year time period is almost up and the license must
now be activated or it will revert back to the State.  

Wal-Mart is requesting that this inactive license be transfered to the existing Oro Valley Wal-Mart
Supercenter.  Once the transfer process is complete, the store's current license will be placed on an
inactive status  until it can be transferred to a new Wal-Mart store in Pima County sometime in the
future.  There will be no change to the products offered or the process to sell those products at the Oro
Valley Wal-Mart.  This is a procedural change that is necessary for Wal-Mart to preserve the liquor
license it purchased from Basha's.   

FISCAL IMPACT:
Per Ordinance No. (O)11-16, The Town of Oro Valley charges a $500 liquor license application
processing fee to cover the costs incurred by the Town to process the application.

Per Section 8-2-6 Schedule of the Oro Valley Town Code, Persons licensed by the State of Arizona to
deal in spirituous liquor within the town shall pay an annual license fee of $80.00 to the town.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (recommend, deny) approval of the request for a Person and Location Transfer to the Arizona
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control for a Series 9 Liquor License at Wal-Mart Supercenter #3379
located at 2150 E. Tangerine Road.

Attachments
Wal-Mart #3379 Series 09 Liquor License









   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   2.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Requested by: Tobin Rosen Submitted By: Carol Acheson, Legal
Department: Legal

Information
SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING - ORDINANCE NO. (O)12-10, ESTABLISHING A HOME DETENTION PROGRAM
PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 9-499.07 FOR PERSONS SENTENCED FOR DRIVING UNDER THE
INFLUENCE OF ALCOHOL OR DRUGS

RECOMMENDATION:
The Town Magistrate, the Town Attorney and the Town Prosecutor recommend approval. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
A.R.S. Section 9-499.07 authorizes cities or towns to establish home detention programs for eligible
sentenced prisoners subject to the approval of the presiding judge of the municipal court.  It is the
request of the Town Magistrate, the Town Attorney and the Town Prosecutor of Oro Valley that the Town
establish a home detention program for persons sentenced in the Oro Valley Magistrate Court for driving
under the influence of alcohol or drugs.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
Home detention programs present a practical alternative to incarceration where offenders are relatively
low level and do not present a significant risk to themselves or to the community and do not have a
pattern of violence in their behavior. Cases involving driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs
present a type of case that is suitable for home detention under certain circumstances. These are cases
that our Magistrate Court deals with on a regular basis.

Home detention also involves flexibility for the offenders that a normal period of incarceration lacks. This
may include the ability to make community restitution, and the ability to attend religious functions, medical
appointments or family matters such as funerals.

Electronic monitoring may be used to ensure that offenders are complying with the conditions of home
detention. 

The statute that allows for home detention programs also allows the appointment of a community
restitution work committee to determine and recommend appropriate community restitution programs for
home detention offenders. The proposed ordinance designates the Town Magistrate and the Town
Prosecutor as the community restitution work committee.

Because the statute requires a public hearing prior to the implementation of a home detention program,
this matter is noticed for a public hearing before the Council tonight.



FISCAL IMPACT:
In some cases, this program may result in a reduction of incarceration costs paid by the Town to the
County Sheriff. 

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I move to (approve or deny) Ordinance No. (O)12-10, establishing a home detention program pursuant to
A.R.S. Section 9-499.07 for persons sentenced in Oro Valley for driving under the influence of alcohol or
drugs.

Attachments
Ord 12-10
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ORDINANCE NO. (O)12-10   
 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, 
ESTABLISHING A HOME DETENTION PROGRAM PURSUANT TO 
A.R.S. SECTION 9-499.07 FOR PERSONS SENTENCED FOR DRIVING 
UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF ALCOHOL OR DRUGS; 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, A.R.S. Section 9-499.07 authorizes cities or towns to establish home detention 
programs for eligible sentenced prisoners subject to the approval of the presiding judge of the 
municipal court, and 
 
WHEREAS, home detention provides a practical alternative to incarceration in instances where 
the offenders are not a risk to themselves or to the community, and do not have a history of 
violent behavior; and 
 
WHEREAS, home detention may also include community restitution, electronic monitoring and 
provisions for offenders to attend religious functions, medical appointments or funerals, and 
 
WHEREAS, a city or town implementing a home detention program may appoint a community 
restitution work committee to recommend appropriate community restitution work projects for 
home detention prisoners, and 
 
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council have held the public hearing required by A.R.S. Section 9-
499.07(M) and find that a home detention program is necessary. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and the Council of the Town of Oro 
Valley, Arizona, that 
 
SECTION 1.  A home detention program is hereby established pursuant to A.R.S. Section 9-
499.07 for persons sentenced in the Oro Valley Magistrate Court for driving under the influence 
of alcohol or drugs, subject to the approval of the Town Magistrate of such a program 
 
SECTION 2.  The Magistrate Court is authorized and directed to recover all costs of the home 
detention program plus a fee of thirty dollars ($30.00) per month from each eligible home 
detention prisoner pursuant to A.R.S. Section 9-499.07 unless the Court determines the prisoner 
is indigent and then the Court may assess a lesser amount. 
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SECTION 3.  The Town Magistrate and the Town Prosecutor are hereby appointed as the 
community restitution work committee to recommend appropriate community restitution work 
projects for home detention prisoners. 
 
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 Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona this 5th day of September, 2012. 
 
      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:       
 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   3. a.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
RESOLUTION NO. (R)12-52, DECLARING AS A PUBLIC RECORD THAT CERTAIN DOCUMENT
ENTITLED CHAPTER 22, AND CHAPTER 27 OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED,
ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT "A" AND FILED WITH THE TOWN CLERK

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
This is a procedural item to declare Chapter 22 and Chapter 27 of the Oro Valley Zoning Code Revised
document a matter of public record.  The draft amendments to Chapter 22 and Chapter 27 of the Zoning
Code Revised are available for public inspection in the office of the Town Clerk.  If adopted, the final
version, as approved by Town Council, will be made available in the same manner.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
The proposed Resolution will become a public record upon adoption by Town Council.  The Town will
save on advertising costs since if the Town adopts this resolution, the Town will forgo publishing the
entire document (Attachment 2) in print form.  The adopted version will be published on the Town
website.

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

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (adopt or deny) Resolution No. (R)12-52, DECLARING AS A PUBLIC RECORD THAT
CERTAIN DOCUMENT ENTITLED CHAPTER 22, AND CHAPTER 27 OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING
CODE REVISED, ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT "A" AND FILED WITH THE TOWN CLERK.

Attachments
Reso 12-52
Exhibit "A"



\\LEXICON\PacketPrinter\AGENDA\TC\Item05_3_a_Att1_Reso 12-52.doc  Town of Oro Valley Attorney’s Office/ca/060612 

 
RESOLUTION NO. (R)12-52  

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, DECLARING AS A 
PUBLIC RECORD THAT CERTAIN DOCUMENT ENTITLED 
CHAPTER 22, REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCEDURES, 
SECTION 22.9, DESIGN REVIEW, SECTION 22.10, GRADING 
PERMIT PROCEDURES AND CHAPTER 27, GENERAL 
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, SECTION 27.7, OFF-STREET 
PARKING, 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 Chapter 22, Review and Approval 
Procedures, Section 22.9, Design Review, Section 22.10, Grading Permit Procedures and 
Chapter 27, General Development Standards, Section 27.7, Off-Street Parking, attached 
hereto as Exhibit “A”, 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 September, 2012. 
 
 
      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” 
 

Chapter 22 

REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCEDURES 

. . . 

Section 22.9 Design Review 

Design review entails a two (2) step process, Conceptual Design and Final 
Design. The Conceptual Design submittal consists of conceptual site plan; 
conceptual public art plan; and conceptual architectural design plan;   
CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN; NATIVE PLANT PRESERVATION, 
SALVAGE AND MITIGATION PLANS; 

Final design submittals include construction drawings (including final site plan 
based on the approved conceptual site plan; building plans; improvement plans; 
final public art plans; final architectural design submittal; native plant 
preservation, salvage and mitigation plans; and landscape, irrigation, water 
harvesting, and buffer yard plans and/or final plat). Final design submittals are 
subject to Town staff approval. 

A.    Applicability AUTHORITIES 

1.    Design Review Applicability AUTHORITIES 

a.   The Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) shall review all 
applications prescribed in Section 21.5.B.  THE CDRB SHALL 
HAVE THE AUTHORITIES GRANTED WITHIN THIS SECTION, 
AND ADDITIONAL AUTHORITIES AS MAY BE EXPRESSLY 
GRANTED IN OTHER SECTIONS OF THE ZONING CODE. 

b.   The Conceptual Design Review Board shall make 
recommendations to the Town Council regarding conceptual design 
submittals for all residential or non-residential development, 
conceptual non-residential architectural design, conceptual public 
art design, master sign programs, pad sign exemptions, and Tier II 
minor communications facilities entailing additional pole height and 
major communications facilities. 

c.   The Conceptual Design Review Board is authorized to approve, 
conditionally approve or disapprove Tier II minor communications 
facilities, major communications facilities (IN ADDITION TO THE 
REQUIRED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT), conceptual model 
home architecture, and sign criteria. CDRB decisions are subject to 
Town Council appeal in accordance with Section 21.5.B. The 
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CDRB shall base its decision on the Design Principles in 
subsection D of this section and the Design Standards within 
ADDENDUM A OF the Zoning Code. 

d.    Prohibition against Circumvention of Chapter 

i.  No person, firm, corporation or other legal entity shall sell or 
lease, or offer for sale or lease, any lot or parcel of land which 
is within a subdivision, as defined in Chapter 31, without first 
having recorded a plat thereof in accordance with the 
provisions of this Code. 

ii. No building permit shall be issued for construction on any lot or 
parcel of land that is not a part of a recorded subdivision plat or 
an approved minor land division until final design has been 
approved in accordance with subsection E of this section. 

e. TABLE OF AUTHORITIES:  THE FOLLOWING TABLE 
ESTABLISHES THE REVIEW, RECOMMENDATION AND 
APPROVAL AUTHORITIES OF STAFF, CDRB AND TOWN 
COUNCIL. 

 
TABLE 22-9 Table of Authorities 

 

Submittal Type 
Staff 

Authority 

Conceptual 
Design Review 
Board Authority 

Town Council 
Authority 

Conceptual Site Plan Review Recommendation  Final Decision  
Conceptual Architecture – 
Commercial Review Recommendation  Final Decision  
Conceptual Public Art Review Recommendation  Final Decision 
Conceptual Architecture - Model 
Homes Review Final Decision  Appeal  
Signs - Master Sign Program Review Recommendation  Final Decision  
Signs - Sign Criteria Review Final Decision  Appeal  
Signs - PAD Exemptions Review Recommendation  Final Decision  
Communication Facility - Major  Review Recommendation  Final Decision  
Communication Facility - Tier II                       
(No Additional Pole Height) Review Final Decision  Appeal  

Communication Facility - Tier II                       
(Additional Pole Height) Review Recommendation  Final Decision  

Grading Exception Review Recommendation Final Decision 
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B.    Preapplication Conference/Development Review Committee 

1.    Development REVIEW Committee (DRC) 

a.  The Development Committee DRC shall include the Planning and 
Zoning Administrator and/or the Town Engineer OR DESIGNEE’S 
and, at the discretion of the Town Council, additional members 
appointed by the Town Council DEVELOPMENT AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES DIRECTOR to serve on a regular 
or temporary basis. 

b.  The Development Committee DRC shall meet with the subdivider or 
developer during the pre-application conference and, as necessary, 
to carry out the provisions of this section. In this section, subdivider 
also means developer, if the sense so requires. 

2.    Stage I – Pre-application Conference; Purpose 

a.  The pre-application conference stage of subdivision or development 
planning comprises an investigatory period that precedes actual 
preparation of preliminary plans by the subdivider DEVELOPER. 
During this stage, the subdivider makes known his intentions to the 
Development Committee DRC and is advised of specific public 
objectives related to the subject tract and other details regarding 
platting procedures and requirements. The pre-application 
conference is recommended to all applications. Applicants shall 
notify staff in writing five (5) days prior to a project submittal 
deadline, if the preapplication conference is declined. 

b.  During this stage, it may be determined that a change in zoning 
would be required for the subject tract or a part thereof and, in such 
case, the subdivider DEVELOPER shall initiate the necessary 
rezoning application. 

c.   In carrying out the purpose of the pre-application stage, the 
subdivider DEVELOPER and the Development Committee DRC 
shall be responsible for the actions described in the following 
sections. 

3.    Actions by Subdivider or Developer 

The subdivider/developer may meet informally with the Development 
Committee DRC. AN APPLICATION SHALL BE SUBMITTED ten (10) 
working days prior to the pre-application conference. an application 
shall be submitted. 

4.    Actions by Development Review Committee (DRC) 



The Development Committee DRC shall discuss the proposal with the 
subdivider DEVELOPER and advise him/HER of procedural steps, 
design and improvement standards and general plat requirements. 
Depending upon the scope of the proposed development, the 
Development Committee DRC shall proceed with the following 
investigations REVIEWS: 

a.  Check existing zoning of the tract PROPERTY and make 
recommendations if a zoning change is necessary or desirable. 

b.  Determine if the land is covered by the Hillside Development 
regulations, Section 27.10 AND ADDENDUM I OF THE ZONING 
CODE, or is controlled by the Floodplain Management Code 
(Ordinance No. 44). 

c.  Inspect the site after the subdivider DEVELOPER has determined 
its relationship to major streets, utility systems and adjacent land 
uses and determine any unusual problems such as topography, 
utilities, flooding and geological hazards. 

d.   (Repealed by (O)11-15, 5/18/11) 

e.  Determine if certain lands may either not be subdivided due to 
adverse topography, periodic inundation, adverse soils, subsidence 
of the earth’s surface, high water table, lack of water or other 
natural or manmade hazards to life or property; or control the lot 
size, establish special grading and drainage requirements; and 
impose other regulations deemed reasonable and necessary for the 
public health, safety or general welfare on any lands to be 
subdivided affected by such characteristics. 

f. DETERMINE COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE CODES, 
POLICIES AND STANDARDS FOR DEVELOPMENT. 

5.    (Repealed by (O)11-15, 5/18/11) 

C.    Administrative Review of Minor Land Divisions 

1.    Purpose and Intent 

The purpose of this section is to establish a review process for land 
divisions, other than subdivisions, by which owners and prospective 
purchasers can be advised whether a proposed division of land 
complies with the Town regulations. This review is intended to: 

a.  Protect and promote the public health, safety, convenience, and 
welfare. 



b.  Assure that newly created lots are of sufficient size to meet the 
requirements of the applicable zoning classification. 

c.   Assure that all lots resulting from a minor land division will have 
adequate public street access. 

d.   Assure adequate easements are available for utility services. 

e.   Assure adequate access is available for emergency vehicles. 

2.    Application Submittal and Certification  

Prior to recording any minor land division, a property owner shall submit 
an application for minor land division to the Planning and Zoning 
Administrator (PZA). This application also constitutes the application for 
review by the Development Committee per subsection B of this section. 
This application shall be checked for completeness and, if incomplete, 
the submittal shall be rejected and the applicant notified within ten (10) 
working days of the date the application was received. 

3.    Review 

Determinations to accept or reject the minor land division are made on 
the following: 

a.  Whether the proposed minor land division constitutes a subdivision 
as defined in Chapter 31. 

b.  If the proposed land division does not constitute a subdivision, 
whether: 

i. The lots resulting from the proposed minor land division 
conform to the minimum lot size requirements for the zoning 
classification of the property. 

ii.  Adequate access is available to public street(s) from the 
proposed lot(s). 

iii. The location of any existing building on any lot resulting from 
the proposed land division complies with building setbacks 
for the applicable zone. 

iv. Provision of, and access to, public utilities can be 
accommodated. 

v.  Access for emergency vehicles can be accommodated. 

4.    Decision and Findings 
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a.  The applicant shall be notified in writing of the review decision and 
findings within twenty (20) working days after the minor land 
division application is filed. 

i.   If it is determined that the proposed minor land division 
complies with minimum requirements of this section, a letter 
of approval shall be issued to the applicant together with an 
approved copy of the minor land division. 

ii.  If it is determined that the proposed minor land division does 
not comply with minimum requirements of this section, a 
letter of denial shall be issued to the applicant. 

b.   Compliance with Town ordinances and regulations not reviewed as 
part of the minor land division review process will be determined at 
the time of application for building permits when more detailed 
information is provided on the proposed development of each lot. 

5.    Appeal 

The applicant may appeal the Planning and Zoning Administrator’s 
decision to the Board of Adjustment pursuant to Section 22.12. 

6.    Compliance 

No building permit or zoning compliance certificate shall be issued for 
development on any parcel that does not comply with the minor land 
division regulations of this section. 

C.    CONCEPTUAL AND FINAL DESIGN STAGES 

1.  THE PREPARATION, SUBMITTAL, REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF ALL  
DEVELOPMENTS AND SUBDIVISIONS LOCATED INSIDE THE LIMITS 
OF THE TOWN SHALL PROCEED THROUGH THE FOLLOWING 
PROGRESSIVE STAGES: 

A.   PRE-APPLICATION CONFERENCE AND DRC (SUBSECTION B 
OF THIS SECTION) 

B.   PUBLIC OUTREACH/NEIGHBORHOOD MEETINGS (SEE 
SECTION 22.15) 

C.  STAGE I: CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW (SUBSECTION D OF 
THIS SECTION). CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW SHALL 
INCLUDE CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN, CONCEPTUAL 
ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN, AND CONCEPTUAL PUBLIC ART, 
CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN, NATIVE PLANT 
PRESERVATION AND SALVAGE PLANS (SECTION 27.6). 
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D.  STAGE II: FINAL DESIGN (SUBSECTION E OF THIS SECTION) 
SHALL INCLUDE CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS, INCLUDING 
FINAL SITE PLAN, FINAL ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN, AND 
FINAL PUBLIC ART BASED ON APPROVED CONCEPTUAL 
DESIGN SUBMITTAL; BUILDING PLANS; IMPROVEMENT 
PLANS; LANDSCAPE, IRRIGATION AND BUFFER YARD PLANS; 
AND FINAL PLAT (SUBSECTION F OF THIS SECTION IF 
REQUIRED). 

E.  EXCEPTIONS: ALL MINOR LAND DIVISIONS REQUIRE STAGE I 
FOLLOWED BY ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW AND ACCEPTANCE 
PER SUBSECTION C OF THIS SECTION. 

D.    Conceptual Design Review 

1.    Conceptual Design Review APPLICABILITY 

a. Conceptual Design approval is required for all new residential and 
 non-residential projects in the Town, EXCEPT FOR 
INDIVIDUAL  DETACHED SINGLE-FAMILY CUSTOM HOMES OR 
AS  OTHERWISE SPECIFIED IN THIS CODE. The Conceptual 
Design  review stage of land development includes submittal, 
review, and  approval of the conceptual site plan, conceptual 
public art plan and  conceptual architectural design plan.  
RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISIONS DO NOT REQUIRE 
CONCEPTUAL PUBLIC ART. 

 

b. AMENDMENTS OR EXPANSIONS TO ATTACHED AND 
 DETACHED SINGLE-FAMILY DEVELOPMENTS WHICH 
 INVOLVE A NEW STREET OR  ADDITIONAL LOTS SHALL 
 REQUIRE CONCEPTUAL DESIGN APPROVAL. ALL OTHER 
 AMENDMENTS OR EXPANSIONS MAY BE APPROVED 
 ADMINISTRATIVELY BY STAFF. 

 

c. AMENDMENTS OR EXPANSIONS TO MULTI-FAMILY 
 DEVELOPMENTS WHICH INCREASE THE NUMBER OF UNITS 
 OR INCREASE PROJECT GROSS LAND AREA BY  MORE THAN 
 TWENTY FIVE  (25) PERCENT SHALL REQUIRE CONCEPTUAL 
 DESIGN APPROVAL. ALL OTHER AMENDMENTS OR 
 EXPANSIONS MAY BE APPROVED ADMINISTRATIVELY BY 
 STAFF. 

d. AMENDMENTS OR EXPANSIONS TO NON-RESIDENTIAL 
 PROJECTS WHICH INVOLVE ONE OR MORE OF THE 



 FOLLOWING SHALL REQUIRE CONCEPTUAL DESIGN 
 APPROVAL: 

 i. INCREASE IN THE PROJECT GROSS LAND AREA BY  
  MORE THAN TWENTY FIVE (25) PERCENT. 

 ii. INCREASE IN THE BUILDING GROSS FLOOR AREA BY  
  MORE THAN TWENTY FIVE (25) PERCENT. 

 iii. CHANGE IN PROJECT LAND USE FOR THE   
  ENTIRE PARCEL (E.G. CHANGING RETAIL    
  COMMERCIAL TO RELIGIOUS INSTITUTION). 

 iv. MAJOR ALTERATION TO CIRCULATION PATTERNS AS  
  DETERMINED BY THE TOWN ENGINEER AND THE  
  PLANNING AND ZONING ADMINISTRATOR. 

e. AMENDMENTS OR EXPANSIONS BELOW THE THRESHOLDS 
ESTABLISHED BY SECTION 22.9.D.1.D. CAN BE REQUIRED TO 
COMPLETE THE CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW PROCESS IF 
SIGNIFICANT COMPATIBILITY, TRAFFIC AND OTHER IMPACTS 
WILL RESULT ON ADJOINING PROPERTIES, AS DETERMINED 
BY THE PZA. 

2.    Contents 

a.  The Planning and Zoning Administrator, Building Official, and Town 
Engineer shall prescribe the form and content of applications and 
necessary accompanying data. The application shall be filed with 
the Planning and Zoning Administrator. 

b.    The Conceptual Design submittal shall consist of the following: 

i.  Conceptual site plan including general layout of all buildings, 
structures including refuse enclosures, site access and 
general circulation, parking and loading areas, drive-
through(s), buffer yards, setbacks, landscape, NATIVE 
PLANT PRESERVATION, SALVAGE AND MITIGATION 
PLANS, monument and entry sign locations, recreation 
locations, associated site and building data table. 

ii.  Conceptual architectural design plan, including overall 
building composition, facade design elements, vignettes of 
the following: entry, building and other structures, 
architectural features, building materials, preliminary building 
color palette, building cross-sections with floor elevation and 
heights (roof, parapet, screen, architectural features). Site 



cross-sections depicting overall topography in relation to 
neighboring property and existing grade line. 

iii. Conceptual public art plan including narrative, artist 
information and background, conceptual design, materials, 
color palette, location and other information required by 
Section 27.3.G. 

c.  Applications shall be made by the owner of the property or 
authorized agent. If the applicant is not the property owner, a 
notarized letter from the property owner authorizing the agent to act 
on behalf of the property owner. 

d.  Copies of the conceptual design review plans and required 
supporting data shall be prepared and filed in accordance with the 
requirements set by the Planning and Zoning Administrator. Copies 
of the conceptual site plan shall be reproduced in the form of blue 
line or black line prints on a white background. 

d.  The submittal shall be checked by the Planning and Zoning 
Administrator for completeness and adequacy and assigned a case 
number. If incomplete or otherwise inadequate, the submittal shall 
be RETURNED TO THE APPLICANT WITH DEFICIENCIES 
NOTED. rejected and the applicant notified within fourteen (14) 
calendar days of the date the plan was received. If rejected, this 
constitutes an original submittal.  

e.   To avoid delay in processing the application, the applicant shall 
provide all information essential to determine general code 
conformance and general acceptability of the proposed 
development. 

f.  Scheduling of the case for Conceptual Design Review Board 
meeting shall be dependent upon adequacy of information 
presented and completion of REVIEW. processing. The plans and 
required supporting data must be certified complete and acceptable 
no less than fifteen (15) business days prior to the Conceptual 
Design Review Board meeting at which the applicant desires to be 
heard. THE CASE SHALL BE SCHEDULED FOR THE FIRST 
AVAILABLE CDRB AGENDA. 

3.    Conceptual Design Review Process 

a.    Compliance with Zoning, Including Conditions of Rezoning. 

The development shall be designed to meet the specific 
requirements for the zoning district within which it is located. In the 
event that amendment of zoning is deemed necessary, the 
rezoning shall proceed according to the requirements of Section 



22.3 of this code. Any change in zoning required in relation to the 
conceptual site plan shall have been authorized APPROVED by the 
Town Council prior to approval of the conceptual site plan. 

b.  The Planning and Zoning Administrator shall distribute copies of the 
Conceptual Design review submittal, including the conceptual site 
plan, conceptual public art plan and conceptual architectural design 
plan, to the following review offices: 

i.  The Planning Division for compliance to public objectives, 
giving special attention to design principles as set forth in 
subsection D.5 of this section; applicable design standards 
within the zoning code; streets and thoroughfares as related 
to the Town streets and highway plans and to the 
neighborhood circulation; utility methods and systems; 
existing and proposed zoning and land use of the tract and 
its environs; and land required for schools, parks and other 
public facilities. 

ii.  The Town Engineer for review of the proposed street 
system; street plans and general compliance with Town 
street standards; tentative determination of street and 
drainage improvement and maintenance requirements; 
location of artwork for safety and visibility; and water and 
sewerage disposal proposals. 

iii. Police Chief for review of features of proposed development 
related to public safety and police protection. 

iv. Fire District for review of features of proposed development 
relating to public safety and fire protection. 

 v.  County Health Department and Pima County Wastewater 
Management Department for review of water and sewerage 
disposal proposal. 

vi.  Superintendent of the school district for their information. 

vii. Where the land abuts a State highway, to the Arizona 
Department of Transportation for recommendations 
regarding right-of-way and intersection design. 

viii. Appropriate utilities for preliminary review of conceptual 
design. 

ix.  Other agencies that may be affected. 

c.  The reviewing offices shall transmit their recommendations in 
writing to the Planning and Zoning Administrator. THE PZA SHALL 
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FORWARD REVIEW AGENCY CONCERNS TO THE CDRB AND 
TOWN COUNCIL. who shall present them to the Conceptual 
Design Review Board and the Town Council with his/her report. 

4.    Conceptual Design Approval Process 

a.  If the Planning and Zoning Administrator’s (PZA’s) report indicates 
that the requirements of this section have been met, the 
Conceptual Design Review Board will consider the conceptual 
design submittal at the next regular meeting. not less than fifteen 
(15) calendar days from the date of the PZA’s report. Upon 
consideration, the Conceptual Design Review Board shall forward 
the plans with its recommendations to the Town Council. 

b.  The Town Council shall consider the Conceptual Design submittal 
and Conceptual Design Review Board recommendations at its next 
regularly scheduled meeting. not less than ten (10) calendar days 
after said recommendations are forwarded. 

c.  The Town Council shall approve, disapprove or conditionally 
approve the Conceptual Design review submittal. The Town Clerk 
PZA shall record the Town Council’s action upon an official copy of 
the Conceptual Design submittal. DOCUMENTATION, INCLUDING 
ANY CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL, SHALL BE SENT TO THE 
APPLICANT. and shall return a copy of the action to each of the 
following: applicant, applicant’s engineer, applicant’s architect, 
applicant’s artist, Town Engineer, Planning and Zoning 
Administrator and private utility companies, together with any 
conditions for approval. 

di.  Findings and Conditions: THE CDRB AND TOWN COUNCIL MAY 
APPROVE, WITH OR WITHOUT CONDITIONS, AN 
APPLICATION IF THEY FIND THAT ALL PROVISIONS OF 
ORDINANCES OF THE TOWN HAVE BEEN COMPLIED WITH 
INCLUDING ALL PROVISIONS OF MASTER PLANS, THE 
ZONING CODE, PLANNED AREA DEVELOPMENTS, AND 
DEVELOPMENT POLICIES AND STANDARDS OF THE TOWN 
HAVE BEEN COMPLIED WITH. 

 

a)  For applications that the Town Council may approve in 
accordance with this section, specific findings are 
required. 

b)  The Town Council may approve, with or without 
conditions, an application if they find that: 



1)  All provisions of ordinances of the Town have been 
complied with  

2)  Where applicable, all provisions of master plans, the 
zoning code, planned area developments, and 
development policies and standards of the Town have 
been complied with. 

ec. The CDRB AND Town Council may impose such conditions as it 
may deem necessary in order to fully carry out the provisions and 
intent of this code. Violation of any such condition shall be a 
violation of this code and such violation shall render any 
SUBSEQUENT APPROVAL OR permit null and void. 

d)  If, in the opinion of the Town staff, the Conceptual Design 
Review Board or Town Council, a conceptual design 
submittal is determined to be deficient and is rejected after 
the conceptual site plan submittal was certified complete, 
then any resubmittal must be made at least fifteen (15) 
working days prior to the meeting at which the plan will be 
reconsidered. 

f. THE TOWN SHALL PROVIDE NOTICE OF CONCEPTUAL SITE 
PLANS TO ALL PROPERTY OWNERS WITHIN 600 FEET OF 
THE PROJECT BOUNDARY AS INDICATED IN THE RECORDS 
OF THE PIMA COUNTY ASSESSORS OFFICE PRIOR TO THE 
CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD AND TOWN 
COUNCIL MEETINGS. 

g. IF ANY PORTION OF A SUBDIVISION FALLS WITHIN THE 
REQUIRED NOTIFICATION AREA, THE ENTIRE SUBDIVISION 
(AS DEFINED BY SUBDIVISION NAME OR UNIT NUMBER) 
MAY BE REQUIRED TO BE NOTIFIED IF THE IMPACTS OF 
THE PROPOSAL WOULD HAVE IMPACTS AFFECTING THE 
ENTIRE SUBDIVISION OR NEIGHBORHOOD, AS 
DETERMINED BY THE PLANNING AND ZONING 
ADMINISTRATOR.  

5.    Conceptual Design Review Principles and Town Action 

Background: the following Design Principles are created as a PRIMARY 
GUIDANCE guide to inform STAFF, Conceptual Design Review Board 
AND TOWN COUNCIL ACTIONS decisions for Conceptual Design 
review. approval. Applicable principles are intended to provide a 
framework for assessment of the overall project design. 

The principles listed below are designed as tools to analyze the 
relationship of project characteristics (e.g., building placement, scale, 



massing, colors, materials, architectural style) to the surrounding area 
and are intended to require consideration of the project context area 
with the goal of enhancing the built and natural environment while 
mitigating project impacts on adjacent development. 

These Design Principles are not intended to require proposed new 
development to mirror or match adjacent development nor establish a 
finding for project denial based on differences between the proposed 
development and the surrounding area. It is important to note that 
dissimilar land uses will have dissimilar development standards and 
design elements. Transitional development standards should be 
employed to lessen the impact of the development on the surrounding 
area. 

a.    Conceptual Site Design 

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

 ii.  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. 

iii. 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. 

b.    Conceptual Architectural Design 

i.  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. 

ii.  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. 

iii. Facade 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 contributes to a building’s 
character. 

 iv. Signs: sign colors, design and placement shall be 
complementary and integral to the project’s architectural and 
site design themes. 

v. 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. 

vi. Communication Towers: wireless communication facilities 
shall be located in areas and designed in a manner which 
reduces the visual impact on the proposed project and 
surrounding area. 

c.  Conceptual Public Art Design 

Refer to Section 27.3 for public art design criteria and 
requirements. 

d.  The Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) shall forward 
recommendations to the Town Council for conceptual design 
applications as provided in subsection D.4.a of this section. The 
CDRB shall utilize the design principles in subsection D.5 of this 
section and the design standards within the zoning code in 
evaluating conceptual design review applications. 

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. 

i.  Additional procedures for conceptual architectural design 
review shall be in accordance with subsection D.5.b of this 
section. 

ii.  Signs and other matters that require CDRB review shall be 
 according to this section. 

5.  Findings and Conditions 
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1)  For applications that the CDRB may approve in accordance with 
Section 21.5.B, specific findings are required. 

a.  The CDRB may approve, with or without conditions, an application 
if they find that: 

i.  All provisions of ordinances of the Town have been complied 
 with. 

ii.  Where applicable, all provisions of the zoning code, planned    
 area developments, and development policies and standards 
 of the Town have been complied with. 

b.  Conditions may be imposed in order to fully carry out the provisions 
and intent of this code. Violation of any such condition shall be a 
violation of this code and such violation shall render any permit null 
and void. 

5.    Expiration of Approval 

a.  Conceptual Design approval shall expire and become null and void 
two (2) years from the date of approval if a building permit has not 
been issued unless a different time period is made a condition of 
CDRB approval or unless an extension has been granted. 

b.  An extension of any development approval may be granted by the 
Town Council if the applicant files for the extension prior to the 
approval becoming void and the Town Council determines the 
circumstances justify an extension. Extensions up to two (2) years 
may be granted.  TOWN COUNCIL MAY IMPOSE CONDITIONS 
ON EXTENSIONS TO REQUIRE CONFORMANCE TO ZONING 
CODES OR OTHER DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS ADOPTED 
SUBSEQUENT TO THE ORIGINAL APPROVAL. 

6.    Enforcement 

a.  The Planning and Zoning Administrator shall ensure that all matters 
approved pursuant to this section are undertaken and completed 
according to the approved conceptual design. 

b.  Prior to issuance of a building or sign permit the Building Official 
shall ascertain that the Town has approved plans which are in 
conformance with conceptual approval and the time limitations 
imposed by this code. No building permit shall be issued less than 
twenty (20) days after Town Council CDRB OR ADMINISTRATIVE 
approval in order to allow appeal or review as stated in subsection 
D.8 of this section. 

http://www.codepublishing.com/az/orovalley/ZoningCode/orovalley100/orovalley10021.html#21.5


c.  Town Engineer approval of grading and improvement plans is 
required prior to issuance of the grading permit. 

8.    Appeal and Town Council Review 

a.  The approval, with or without conditions, or denial by the CDRB or 
Town staff of an application shall be final unless, within twenty (20) 
days from the date of the CDRB’s OR STAFF’S decision, the 
applicant files an appeal in writing to the Town Council. Such 
appeal shall be in writing in care of the Town Clerk and shall 
indicate where, in the opinion of the appellant, the CDRB or Town 
staff was in error. The Town Clerk shall schedule the appeal for 
Town Council review and the Town Council, at its meeting, shall 
uphold, modify or overrule the decision of the CDRB OR STAFF. 
The decision of the Town Council shall be final. 

b.  The Town Council shall have the right and prerogative to initiate its 
own review of any decision of the CDRB or Town staff and shall 
uphold, modify or overrule said decision. Notice of Town Council-
initiated review of any decision of the CDRB or Town staff shall be 
given to the applicant by the Town Clerk within twenty (20) days 
after action upon the application in question or the decision of the 
CDRB. The decision of the Town Council shall be final. COUNCIL 
SHALL HAVE 20 DAYS TO INITIATE A REVIEW AND THE 
APPLICANT SHALL BE NOTIFIED.  

E.    Final Design Review 

1.    Final Design 

a.  The Final Design stage includes the review and approval of the 
Final Design, including the construction documents package 
composed of the following items: 

i.   Final site plan and associated reports based on the 
approved conceptual site plan; 

ii.  Building plans; 

iii.  Improvement plans; 

 iv. Final architectural design plan based on the approved 
conceptual architectural design plan; 

v.  Native plant preservation, salvage and mitigation plans; 

v.  Landscape, irrigation, buffer yard, and water harvesting 
 plans; 



vi. Final public art plan based on the approved conceptual 
public art plan; 

The aforementioned plans are subject to Town staff approval. To 
avoid delay in processing this application, the applicant shall 
provide all required information found on the Town’s submittal 
checklists. 

b.  Final Design submittals that comply with conceptual design 
approval may be approved by Town staff, subject to appeal to 
Town Council in accordance with subsection D.8 of this section. 

c.  All construction drawings must be stamped by a registered architect 
or engineer licensed in the State of Arizona. 

2.    Contents 

All plan and document submittals shall contain the necessary 
application and supporting data as specified by the Planning and Zoning 
Administrator, Town Engineer, and Town Building Official. 

3.    Final Design Review Submission 

The submittal shall be checked by the Planning and Zoning 
Administrator, Town Engineer, and Town Building Official for 
completeness. If incomplete, the submittal shall be RETURNED TO 
THE APPLICANT WITH DEFICIENCIES NOTED. rejected and the 
applicant notified within ten (10) working days of the date the submittal 
was received. If rejected, the next submittal constitutes an original 
submittal and resubmittal fees will be applicable. 

4.    Final Design Process 

a.  Copies of all construction documents listed in subsection E.1.a of 
this section shall be distributed to the following review offices: 

i.   Plan review Zoning for compliance to public objectives, 
giving special attention to conformance to the approved 
conceptual site plan, including design principles and 
standards as set forth in Section 22.9.D.5 26.2 AND 
ADDENDUM A OF THE ZONING CODE; design standards 
within the zoning code; native plant preservation, water 
harvesting, and landscaping requirements of Section 27.6. 

ii.  Plan review Engineering for review of the proposed street 
system; street plans and compliance with Town street 
standards; determination of street and drainage/hydrology 
improvement and maintenance requirements; location and 



type of landscaping, irrigation, and water harvesting methods 
and locations; and water and sewerage disposal proposals. 

iii.  Permitting Division for review of the building plans. 

iv  Oro Valley Water Utility for water plans. 

 v. Fire District for review of specific features of proposed 
development relating to fire protection. 

vi. County Health Department and Pima County Wastewater 
Management Department for review of water and sewerage 
and public health and welfare. 

vii. Where the land abuts a State highway, to the Arizona 
Department of Transportation for specific recommendations 
regarding right-of-way and intersection design. 

viii. Appropriate utilities for review. 

ix. Other agencies that may be affected. 

b.   The reviewing offices shall transmit their comments, conditions, 
and recommendations in writing to the Planning and Zoning 
Administrator, Town Building Official, and Town Engineer, who 
shall consider these recommendations in their decision for 
approval. 

c.  Information Regarding Sanitary Sewerage 

As a prerequisite of construction documents review, the applicant 
shall have informed the County Health Department and/or Pima 
County Wastewater Management Department of the proposed, 
tentative plans and learned the general requirements for sewage 
disposal as applied to the subject location. 

5.    Final Design Submittal Approval Process 

If all elements of the Final Design submittal meet all Town requirements 
of this section, the Planning and Zoning Administrator, Town Engineer, 
and Town Building Official shall MAY approve the Final Design 
submittal, which includes improvement plans; building plans; native 
plant preservation, salvage and mitigation plans; landscape, irrigation, 
buffer yard and water harvesting plans; and final site plan and 
associated reports, final architectural design plan, and final public art 
plan based on the approved conceptual plans. 

6.    Significance and Basis of Construction Documents Approval 



Construction documents approval constitutes authorization for the 
submittal of financial assurances and issuance of permits. Construction 
documents approval is based upon the following terms: 

a.  The conditions under which approval of the construction documents 
is granted will not be changed prior to the expiration date. 

b.  Approval shall expire if improvements have not been started within 
two (2) years of the date of approval of the conceptual FINAL 
Design submittal. A request to extend the time beyond two (2) 
years must be submitted in writing to the Town Council within two 
(2) years of the date of approval. Before such extension is granted, 
the Town Council shall review the existing financial assurances to 
ensure that the required improvements have been made. If the 
Conceptual Design submittal APPROVED FINAL DESIGN is 
abandoned, the Town will return the financial assurances less any 
expenses the Town has incurred. 

c.   Building plans are subject to the adopted expiration period of the 
Town Permitting Division. 

d.  When improvement plans have been completed and approved by 
the Town Engineer, financial assurances may be submitted to the 
Town as provided in Section 26.6. Earthwork and improvements 
may begin following approval and acceptance of the financial 
assurances and all grading permit checklist items, as determined 
by the Town Engineer. 

7.  The Planning and Zoning Administrator shall be permitted to approve 
MINOR changes to CDRB or Town Council approved CONCEPTUAL plans 
in order to avoid the delay of using the normal review process. Minor, 
common sense changes or alterations include those that: 

a.   Are reasonably similar to the approved plan; 

b.   Benefit the Town or the environment; 

c.   Are consistent with similarly situated property; 

d.   Do not significantly affect building or wall mass or streetscape; 

e.   Do not significantly affect final plats or final design, other than 
administrative changes; 

f.    Achieve the same intent as the approved conceptual design. 

F.    Final Plat 

1.    Final Plat 



a.  The Final Plat includes the Final Design of the subdivision and all 
other elements required by State statute and the subdivision 
requirements of Chapter 26. The Final Plat and plans shall be 
submitted by the subdivider for review and action by the Town 
Council. Final Plat approval is required before any improvements 
such as grading, sewers, water and paving can begin in a 
residential subdivision. 

b.  Final subdivision plats that comply with conceptual design approval 
shall be forwarded to Town Council for action. 

2.    Zoning Requirements 

The proposed use of the tract shall conform to the specific requirements 
for the zoning district within which it is located and any zoning 
amendment necessary shall have been authorized by the Town Council 
prior to filing of the final plat. 

3.    Utility Easements 

It is the responsibility of the subdivider to provide on the final plat, prior 
to plat recordation, such easements in such location and width as 
required for utility purposes. 

4.    Final Plat Preparation 

The Final Plat shall be prepared in accordance with the requirements of 
this section, State statute, and as specified by the Planning and Zoning 
Administrator and Town Engineer, and shall substantially conform to the 
approved Conceptual Design submittal. 

5.    Dedication in Final Plat DEDICATION 

A statement of dedication of all streets, alleys, crosswalks, drainage 
ways, pedestrian ways and easements for public use signed by the 
person holding title of record, by persons holding titles as vendees 
under land contract and by spouses of said parties, shall be included in 
the final plat. If lands dedicated are mortgaged, the mortgagee shall 
also sign the plat. Execution of dedication shall be acknowledged and 
certified by a notary public. 

6.    Required Certification 

The following certifications are required: 
a.  Certification by the registered civil engineer or registered land 

surveyor making sure that the plat is correct and accurate and that 
the monuments described in it have either been set or located as 
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described. All maps shall contain the seal of a registered civil 
engineer or land surveyor. 

b.  A floodplain statement prepared by the registrant. 

c.  Certification by the Town Clerk of the date the map was approved 
by the Town Council. 

d.  Certification of recordation by the County Recorder. 

7.    Final Plat Review and Approval Procedures 

The Planning and Zoning Administrator shall assemble the 
recommendations of the various reviewing offices and submit them with 
his/her report to the Town Council. The Town Council shall consider the 
Final Plat at the next regular meeting. not less than thirty (30) days after 
the date of approval of the improvement plans by the Town Engineer or 
as determined by the Planning and Zoning Administrator. 

a.  The Town Council shall consider the Final Plat at a regularly 
scheduled meeting, following approval of the improvement plans by 
the Town Engineer and acknowledgement by the Town Engineer 
that all assurances have been filed with the Town and shall be 
considered with the Final Plat. 

b.  If the Town Council rejects the plat for any reason whatsoever, the 
reason therefore shall be recorded in the minutes. BECOME PART 
OF THE OFFICIAL RECORD. 

c.  Upon approval of the final plat by the Town Council, the Clerk shall 
transcribe a certificate of approval upon the plat, first ensuring that 
the other required certifications pursuant to subsection F.6 of this 
section have been duly signed, that required easements for utility 
purposes have been included on the plat, that engineering plans 
have been approved by the Town Engineer and assurances have 
been accepted. 

d.  When the certificate of approval of the Town Council has been 
transcribed on the plat, the Clerk shall record the approved final 
plat in the Office of the Recorder of Pima County. 

G.    ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW OF MINOR LAND DIVISIONS 

1.    PURPOSE AND INTENT 

THE PURPOSE OF THIS SECTION IS TO ESTABLISH A REVIEW 
PROCESS FOR LAND DIVISIONS, OTHER THAN SUBDIVISIONS, BY 
WHICH OWNERS AND PROSPECTIVE PURCHASERS CAN BE 



ADVISED WHETHER A PROPOSED DIVISION OF LAND COMPLIES 
WITH THE TOWN REGULATIONS. THIS REVIEW IS INTENDED TO: 

A.  PROTECT AND PROMOTE THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, 
CONVENIENCE, AND WELFARE. 

B.  ASSURE THAT NEWLY CREATED LOTS ARE OF SUFFICIENT 
SIZE TO MEET THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE APPLICABLE 
ZONING CLASSIFICATION. 

C.   ASSURE THAT ALL LOTS RESULTING FROM A MINOR LAND 
DIVISION WILL HAVE ADEQUATE PUBLIC STREET ACCESS. 

D.   ASSURE ADEQUATE EASEMENTS ARE AVAILABLE FOR 
UTILITY SERVICES. 

E.   ASSURE ADEQUATE ACCESS IS AVAILABLE FOR 
EMERGENCY VEHICLES. 

2.    APPLICATION SUBMITTAL AND DECISION 

PRIOR TO RECORDING ANY MINOR LAND DIVISION, A PROPERTY 
OWNER SHALL SUBMIT AN APPLICATION FOR MINOR LAND 
DIVISION TO THE PLANNING AND ZONING ADMINISTRATOR 
(PZA). THIS APPLICATION ALSO CONSTITUTES THE APPLICATION 
FOR REVIEW BY THE DRC PER SUBSECTION B OF THIS SECTION. 
THIS APPLICATION SHALL BE CHECKED FOR COMPLETENESS 
AND, IF INCOMPLETE, THE SUBMITTAL SHALL BE RETURNED TO 
THE APPLICANT WITH DEFICIENCIES NOTED.  

3.    REVIEW 

CRITERIA TO EVALUATE THE MINOR LAND DIVISION INCLUDE:  

A.  WHETHER THE PROPOSED MINOR LAND DIVISION 
CONSTITUTES A SUBDIVISION AS DEFINED IN CHAPTER 31. 

B.  IF THE PROPOSED LAND DIVISION DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A 
SUBDIVISION, WHETHER: 

I. THE LOTS RESULTING FROM THE PROPOSED MINOR 
LAND DIVISION CONFORM TO THE MINIMUM LOT SIZE 
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE ZONING CLASSIFICATION 
OF THE PROPERTY. 

II.  ADEQUATE ACCESS IS AVAILABLE TO PUBLIC 
STREET(S) FROM THE PROPOSED LOT(S). 
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III. THE LOCATION OF ANY EXISTING BUILDING ON ANY 
LOT RESULTING FROM THE PROPOSED LAND 
DIVISION COMPLIES WITH BUILDING SETBACKS FOR 
THE APPLICABLE ZONE. 

IV. PROVISION OF, AND ACCESS TO, PUBLIC UTILITIES 
CAN BE ACCOMMODATED. 

V.  ACCESS FOR EMERGENCY VEHICLES CAN BE 
ACCOMMODATED. 

4.    DECISION AND FINDINGS 

A.  THE APPLICANT SHALL BE NOTIFIED IN WRITING OF THE 
REVIEW DECISION AND FINDINGS WITHIN TWENTY (20) 
WORKING DAYS AFTER THE MINOR LAND DIVISION 
APPLICATION IS FILED. 

I.   IF IT IS DETERMINED BY THE PLANNING AND ZONING 
ADMINISTRATOR (PZA) AND TOWN ENGINEER THAT 
THE PROPOSED MINOR LAND DIVISION COMPLIES 
WITH MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS OF THIS SECTION, A 
LETTER OF APPROVAL SHALL BE ISSUED TO THE 
APPLICANT TOGETHER WITH AN APPROVED COPY OF 
THE MINOR LAND DIVISION. 

II.  IF IT IS DETERMINED THAT THE PROPOSED MINOR 
LAND DIVISION DOES NOT COMPLY WITH MINIMUM 
REQUIREMENTS OF THIS SECTION, A LETTER OF 
DENIAL SHALL BE ISSUED TO THE APPLICANT. 

B.   COMPLIANCE WITH TOWN ORDINANCES AND REGULATIONS 
NOT REVIEWED AS PART OF THE MINOR LAND DIVISION 
REVIEW PROCESS WILL BE DETERMINED AT THE TIME OF 
APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMITS WHEN MORE 
DETAILED INFORMATION IS PROVIDED ON THE PROPOSED 
DEVELOPMENT OF EACH LOT. 

5.    APPEAL 

THE APPLICANT MAY APPEAL THE PLANNING AND ZONING 
ADMINISTRATOR’S DECISION TO THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 22.12. 

6.    COMPLIANCE 

NO BUILDING PERMIT OR ZONING COMPLIANCE CERTIFICATE 
SHALL BE ISSUED FOR DEVELOPMENT ON ANY PARCEL THAT 
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DOES NOT COMPLY WITH THE MINOR LAND DIVISION 
REGULATIONS OF THIS SECTION. 

 

G.    Conceptual and Final Design Stages 

1.  The preparation, submittal, review and approval of all minor land divisions, 
development and subdivisions located inside the limits of the Town shall 
proceed through the following progressive stages: 

a.   Pre-application conference (subsection B of this section) 

b.   Public outreach/neighborhood meetings (see Section 22.15) 

c.  Stage I: conceptual design review (subsection D of this section). 
Conceptual design review shall include conceptual site plan, 
conceptual architectural design plan, and conceptual public art plan 

d.  Stage II: final design (subsection E of this section) shall include 
construction documents, including final site plan, final architectural 
design plan, and final public art plan based on approved conceptual 
design submittal; building plans; improvement plans; landscape, 
irrigation and buffer yard plans; native plant preservation and 
salvage plans (Section 27.6); and final plat (subsection F of this 
section if required) 

2.    Exceptions to the progressive stages are as follows: 

a.  All minor land divisions require Stage I followed by administrative 
review and acceptance per subsection C of this section. 

b.  All subdivisions require Stages I and II. Note: residential 
subdivisions do not require conceptual public art plans. 

Section 22.10 Grading Permit Procedures 

. . . 

E.    Exceptions and Interpretation Review 

1.    Exceptions 

a.  Scope: An exception from a provision of this Grading Ordinance 
may be applied for, and may be granted by the Town COUNCIL, of 
Oro Valley Conceptual Design Review Board, when the intent of 
this ordinance can be met by other means and when strict 
application of these provisions could require unnecessary 
disturbance to the land, would create a hazard to adjacent property, 



would be materially detrimental to persons residing in the vicinity or 
would be materially detrimental to the public welfare in general.  

b.  Findings: Applications for Grading Exceptions shall address each of 
the below findings. The Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) 
will review AND PROVIDE RECOMMENDATION TO TOWN 
COUNCIL ON all applications for grading exceptions at scheduled 
public hearings. When reviewing requests for grading exceptions, 
the Conceptual Design Review Board AND TOWN COUNCIL shall 
consider each of the findings and address them in their 
deliberations. To grant an exception the Conceptual Design Review 
Board TOWN COUNCIL shall find that the request addresses the 
concerns of each finding and is in substantial compliance with the 
findings as a whole. 

i.   The exception meets the intent and purposes of this Code;  

ii.  Granting the exception constitutes the minimum to allow the 
 proposed improvement,  

iii. The conditions on the property are unique such that strict 
adherence to this ordinance would cause an unnecessary 
hardship which substantially limits the preservation and 
enjoyment of property rights; 

iv. The exception imposes conditions so as not to constitute a 
granting of special privilege; and 

v.  That the exception will not be materially detrimental to 
persons residing in the vicinity, to adjacent property, to the 
neighborhood or the public welfare in general. 

c.  Conditions: At the Conceptual Design Review Board’s TOWN 
COUNCIL’S discretion, conditions may be imposed on the 
exception that will: 

i.   Assure that the intent and purpose of this Chapter are met; 
and 

ii.  Provide adequately for the protection of surrounding property 
owners and residents; and 

iii. Provide mitigation of scarring and restore the site to a 
natural appearance in terms of contours and vegetation, 
where possible. 

d.  Application: The request for exceptions shall be made on a form 
provided by the Town. and may be heard within sixty (60) days. 
Hearing fees shall be required. 



e.  Review and notice: The Conceptual Design Review Board AND 
TOWN COUNCIL will hold a duly noticed public hearing on the 
exception request and notice of the hearing will be mailed to all 
property owners within three hundred (300) SIX HUNDRED (600) 
feet of the grading site prior to such hearing. 

f. IF ANY PORTION OF A SUBDIVISION FALLS WITHIN THE 
REQUIRED NOTIFICATION AREA, THE ENTIRE SUBDIVISION 
(AS DEFINED BY SUBDIVISION NAME OR UNIT NUMBER) 
MAY BE REQUIRED TO BE NOTIFIED IF THE IMPACTS OF 
THE PROPOSAL WOULD HAVE IMPACTS AFFECTING THE 
ENTIRE SUBDIVISION OR NEIGHBORHOOD, AS 
DETERMINED BY THE PLANNING AND ZONING 
ADMINISTRATOR.  

g.  A decision of the Conceptual Design Review Board may be 
appealed within twenty (20) days of the decision to the Mayor and 
Town Council. THE DECISION OF TOWN COUNCIL ON A 
GRADING EXCEPTION SHALL BE FINAL.  

2.    Requests for Interpretation 

a.  Scope: Upon request, the appropriate Town representative shall 
render an interpretation of the regulations of the Chapter. Should 
any person be aggrieved of said interpretation, a request for review 
of that interpretation may be made to the Conceptual Design 
Review Board. At a subsequent meeting, the Conceptual Design 
Review Board shall review the interpretation in the matter and 
render its decision, either to uphold the interpretation or to make a 
different interpretation of this Chapter. 

b.   The request for review of an interpretation shall cite: 

i.     The disputed interpretation; 

ii.     The words alleged to have been misinterpreted. 

c.   Application: The request shall be made on a form provided by the 
Planning and Zoning Department and will be heard within sixty (60) 
days. Hearing fees shall be required. 

d.   Review and notice: The Conceptual Design Review Board will hold 
a public hearing on the interpretation issue and notice of the 
hearing will be mailed to the applicant and ALL PROPERTY 
OWNERS WITHIN SIX HUNDRED (600) FEET OF THE GRADING 
SITE PRIOR TO SUCH HEARING. any other interested, affected 
party(ies), subject to the Planning and Zoning Administrator 
approval. 



. . . 

CHAPTER 27 

GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

. . . 

Section 27.7 Off-Street Parking 

C.    General Provisions 

1.    Parking Required for Uses Not Listed  

Required parking for uses not listed in this section shall be determined 
by the Planning and Zoning Administrator based on similar uses listed in 
this section. 

2.    Alternative Compliance 

Upon written request by the applicant, the Conceptual Design Review 
Board (CDRB) STAFF may approve an alternative parking ratio.  

a.   Review Criteria: To approve an alternative plan, the Conceptual 
Design Review Board STAFF must find that the proposed 
alternative plan accomplishes the purpose of this section equally 
well or better than the standards of this section. The Conceptual 
Design Review Board STAFF shall consider: 

i.   The number of employees occupying the building or land 
use and the number of expected customers or clients. 

ii.   The availability of nearby parking (if any). 

iii.  Purchased or leased parking spaces in a municipal or 
private parking lot meeting the requirements of the Town; trip 
reduction programs (if any). 

iv. Any other factors that may be unique to the applicant’s 
development request. 

v.  Continuity and convenient proximity for pedestrians between 
or among existing or future uses in the vicinity. 

vi. Visual and aesthetic impact along the public street by 
placing parking lots to the rear or alongside of buildings, to 
the maximum extent feasible. Visual and aesthetic impact of 
the surrounding neighborhood. 



vii. Impact on any facilities serving alternative modes of 
transportation. 

viii. Impact on natural areas or features. 

ix.  Maintenance of mobility-impaired parking ratios. 

. . . 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   3. b.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

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

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE (O)12-11, AMENDING THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED,
CHAPTER 22, REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCEDURES, SECTION 22.9, DESIGN REVIEW,
SECTION 22.10, GRADING PERMIT PROCEDURES AND CHAPTER 27, GENERAL DEVELOPMENT
STANDARDS, SECTION 27.7, OFF STREET PARKING

RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning & Zoning Commission recommends approval of the proposed amendment to Chapters 22
and 27 of the Zoning Code as provided in Attachment 1.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
In July 2011, comprehensive amendments to the Zoning Code regarding the streamlined Design Review
process and creation of the Conceptual Design Review Board were adopted. After working with these
new procedures over the past year, a number of areas have been identified that warrant amendment.
 Further, the approval body for Grading Exceptions would change from the CDRB to the Town Council.
 Following public hearing on the amendments, the Planning & Zoning Commission recommended
approval of the amendment as provided in Attachment 1.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
The request involves amendments to Chapter 22 and Chapter 27 of  the Zoning Code as provided in
Attachment 1 and summarized as follows:

Table of Authorities: For ease of understanding, a new Table 22-9 Table of Authorities has been
inserted summarizing review, recommendation and approval authorities of staff, the CDRB and Town
Council for development applications. 

Applicability – Amendments and Expansions: The current language requires Conceptual Design approval
for all new residential and non-residential projects within the Town, but does not contain provisions that
address expansion or change to existing developments. The amendment establishes thresholds for
expansion of existing developments that would trigger submittal, review and approval of a new
Conceptual Design. 

Time frames: The amendment replaces inaccurate time frames with language reflecting the current
streamlined development review process. 

Submittal Contents: Numerous sections are amended to reflect the requirement that Native Plant
Preservation, Salvage and Mitigation Plans be submitted at the Conceptual Design phase.

Public Notice: The amendment includes language that codifies the notice requirement for Conceptual



Public Notice: The amendment includes language that codifies the notice requirement for Conceptual
Design applications prior to CDRB and Town Council consideration.  

Extension of Conceptual Design Approval: Conceptual Design approval expires two (2) years from the
date of approval if the applicant fails to secure a building permit for construction. The amendment
includes a provision which clarifies that the Town Council may impose conditions on extensions which
require conformance to Zoning Codes or other development standards adopted subsequent to the
original approval.

Grading Exceptions: Grading Exceptions are currently granted by the CDRB. Grading Exceptions
typically are filed in conjunction with a Conceptual Design, which is recommended by the CDRB and
approved by Town Council. The amendment proposes to change the approval authority for Grading
Exceptions from CDRB to Town Council. This will enable all elements of a development application to
track through the same process with ultimate approval authority resting with the Town Council. 

Alternative Parking Ratio: The CDRB was established to evaluate development requests at a conceptual,
broad level. Review and approval of an alternative parking ratio is a technical analysis based on the
presence of certain criteria. The amendment proposes that staff, rather than the CDRB, be the
decision-making authority for alternative parking ratio approval.

Other Minor Amendments: The proposed amendment addresses numerous, minor housekeeping
amendments throughout Chapter 22 for minor correction and clarification purposes. 

Planning and Zoning Commission Action
The amendment was considered by the Planning and Zoning Commission on May 1, 2012.  Several
residents spoke in regard to the amendment.  The Chairman of the Board of Adjustment commented that
his belief was that the approval authority for Grading Waivers was more appropriate for the Board of
Adjustment, rather than the CDRB.  A second resident, a member of the CDRB speaking on his own
behalf, indicated his opinion that the authority for Alternative Parking Ratios should remain with the
CDRB.  Following the public hearing, the Planning and Zoning Commission recommended approval of
amendments to Chapters 22 and 27 as provided in Attachment 1.  The Planning and Zoning Commission
staff report and draft minutes are provided as Attachments 2 and 3 for additional detailed information on
the request.

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to approve Ordinance No. (O)12-11,   amending Chapters 22 and 27 of the Oro Valley Zoning
Code as provided in Attachment 1, finding that the amendments will add clarity, provide alignment of
approval authorities and reflect the current review time frames and content for application submittals.

OR

I MOVE to deny Ordinance No. (O)12-11, finding that the proposed amendments are not warranted at
this time due to ________________________________.

Attachments
Ord 12-11
Attachment 2 - Planning & Zoning Commission Staff Report
Attachment 3 - Draft Planning and Zoning Commission Minutes
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ORDINANCE NO. (O)12-11 
 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, 
AMENDING THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, CHAPTER 
22, REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCEDURES, SECTION 22.9, DESIGN 
REVIEW, SECTION 22.10, GRADING PERMIT PROCEDURES AND 
CHAPTER 27, GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, SECTION 
27.7, OFF STREET PARKING; 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 Chapter 22, Review and Approval Procedures, 
Section 22.9, Design Review, Section 22.10, Grading Permit Procedures, and Chapter 27, 
General Development Standards, Section 27.7, Off-Street Parking will clarify and remove 
ambiguous language from the OVZCR, reflect the submittal content and review of timeframes of 
the current processes and provide alignment of the approval authorities, function of the Town 
Council, the Conceptual Design Review Board and Town staff in relationship to applicant 
elements; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission reviewed the proposed amendments to 
Chapter 22, Review and Approval Procedures, Sections 22.9, Design Review and 22.10, Grading 
Permit Procedures and Chapter 27, General Development Standards, Section 27.7, Off-Street 
Parking at a duly noticed public hearing on May 1, 2012 in accordance with State Statutes and 
recommended approval to the Town Council; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Oro Valley Town Council has considered the proposed amendments to Chapter 
22, Review and Approval Procedures, Sections 22.9, Design Review, Section 22.10, Grading 
Permit Procedures and Chapter 27, General Development Standards, Section 27.7, Off-Street 
Parking and the Planning and Zoning Commission’s recommendation and finds that they are 
consistent with the Town's General Plan and other Town ordinances. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Oro 
Valley, Arizona, that: 
 
SECTION 1. Chapter 22, Review and Approval Procedures, Section 22.9, Design Review, 
Section 22.10, Grading Permit Procedures, and Chapter 27, General Development Standards, 



\\LEXICON\PacketPrinter\AGENDA\TC\Item05_3_b_Att1_Ord 12-11.doc  Town of Oro Valley Attorney’s Office/ca/040811 2 

Section 27.7, Off-Street Parking, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, are hereby amended with 
additions being shown in ALL CAPS and deletions being shown in strikethrough text. 
 
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 of September, 2012. 

 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 

 
 
 
              

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

 

Chapter 22 

REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCEDURES 

. . . 

Section 22.9 Design Review 

Design review entails a two (2) step process, Conceptual Design and Final Design. The 
Conceptual Design submittal consists of conceptual site plan; conceptual public art 
plan; and conceptual architectural design plan;   CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN; 
NATIVE PLANT PRESERVATION, SALVAGE AND MITIGATION PLANS; 

Final design submittals include construction drawings (including final site plan based on 
the approved conceptual site plan; building plans; improvement plans; final public art 
plans; final architectural design submittal; native plant preservation, salvage and 
mitigation plans; and landscape, irrigation, water harvesting, and buffer yard plans 
and/or final plat). Final design submittals are subject to Town staff approval. 

A.    Applicability AUTHORITIES 

1.    Design Review Applicability AUTHORITIES 

a.   The Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) shall review all 
applications prescribed in Section 21.5.B.  THE CDRB SHALL HAVE THE 
AUTHORITIES GRANTED WITHIN THIS SECTION, AND ADDITIONAL 
AUTHORITIES AS MAY BE EXPRESSLY GRANTED IN OTHER 
SECTIONS OF THE ZONING CODE. 

b.   The Conceptual Design Review Board shall make recommendations to 
the Town Council regarding conceptual design submittals for all residential 
or non-residential development, conceptual non-residential architectural 
design, conceptual public art design, master sign programs, pad sign 
exemptions, and Tier II minor communications facilities entailing additional 
pole height and major communications facilities. 

c.   The Conceptual Design Review Board is authorized to approve, 
conditionally approve or disapprove THE DESIGN OF Tier II minor 
communications facilities, major communications facilities (IN ADDITION 
TO THE REQUIRED CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT), conceptual model 

http://www.codepublishing.com/az/orovalley/ZoningCode/orovalley100/orovalley10021.html#21.5
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home architecture, and sign criteria. CDRB decisions are subject to Town 
Council appeal in accordance with Section 21.5.B. The CDRB shall base 
its decision on the Design Principles in subsection D of this section and 
the Design Standards within ADDENDUM A OF the Zoning Code. 

d.    Prohibition against Circumvention of Chapter 

i.  No person, firm, corporation or other legal entity shall sell or lease, or 
offer for sale or lease, any lot or parcel of land which is within a 
subdivision, as defined in Chapter 31, without first having recorded a 
plat thereof in accordance with the provisions of this Code. 

ii. No building permit shall be issued for construction on any lot or parcel 
of land that is not a part of a recorded subdivision plat or an approved 
minor land division until final design has been approved in 
accordance with subsection E of this section. 

e. TABLE OF AUTHORITIES:  THE FOLLOWING TABLE ESTABLISHES 
THE REVIEW, RECOMMENDATION AND APPROVAL AUTHORITIES 
OF STAFF, CDRB AND TOWN COUNCIL. 

 
TABLE 22-9 Table of Authorities 

 

Submittal Type 
Staff 

Authority 

Conceptual 
Design Review 
Board Authority 

Town Council 
Authority 

Conceptual Site Plan Review Recommendation  Final Decision  
Conceptual Architecture – 
Commercial Review Recommendation  Final Decision  
Conceptual Public Art Review Recommendation  Final Decision 
Conceptual Architecture - Model 
Homes Review Final Decision  Appeal  
Signs - Master Sign Program Review Recommendation  Final Decision  
Signs - Sign Criteria Review Final Decision  Appeal  
Signs - PAD Exemptions Review Recommendation  Final Decision  
Communication Facility - Major  Review Recommendation  Final Decision  
Communication Facility - Tier II                       
(No Additional Pole Height) Review Final Decision  Appeal  

Communication Facility - Tier II                       
(Additional Pole Height) Review Recommendation  Final Decision  

Grading Exception Review Recommendation Final Decision 

Final Site Plan Approve N/A Appeal 

Final Architecture Approve N/A Appeal 

Final Public Art Approve N/A Appeal 
 

 

http://www.codepublishing.com/az/orovalley/ZoningCode/orovalley100/orovalley10021.html#21.5
http://www.codepublishing.com/az/orovalley/ZoningCode/OroValley100/OroValley10031.html
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B.    Pre-application Conference/Development Review Committee 

1.    Development REVIEW Committee (DRC) 

a.  The Development Committee DRC shall include the Planning and Zoning 
Administrator and/or the Town Engineer OR DESIGNEE’S and, at the 
discretion of the Town Council, additional members appointed by the 
Town Council DEVELOPMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES 
DIRECTOR to serve on a regular or temporary basis. 

b.  The Development Committee DRC shall meet with the subdivider or 
developer during the pre-application conference and, as necessary, to 
carry out the provisions of this section. In this section, subdivider also 
means developer, if the sense so requires. 

2.    Stage I – Pre-application Conference; Purpose 

a.  The pre-application conference stage of subdivision or development 
planning comprises an investigatory period that precedes actual 
preparation of preliminary plans by the subdivider DEVELOPER. During 
this stage, the subdivider makes known his intentions to the Development 
Committee DRC and is advised of specific public objectives related to the 
subject tract and other details regarding platting procedures and 
requirements. The pre-application conference is recommended to all 
applications. Applicants shall notify staff in writing five (5) days prior to a 
project submittal deadline, if the preapplication conference is declined. 

b.  During this stage, it may be determined that a change in zoning would be 
required for the subject tract or a part thereof and, in such case, the 
subdivider DEVELOPER shall initiate the necessary rezoning application. 

c.   In carrying out the purpose of the pre-application stage, the subdivider 
DEVELOPER and the Development Committee DRC shall be responsible 
for the actions described in the following sections. 

3.    Actions by Subdivider or Developer 

The subdivider/developer may meet informally with the Development 
Committee DRC. AN APPLICATION SHALL BE SUBMITTED ten (10) working 
days prior to the pre-application conference. an application shall be submitted. 

4.    Actions by Development Review Committee (DRC) 

The Development Committee DRC shall discuss the proposal with the 
subdivider DEVELOPER and advise THEM of procedural steps, design and 
improvement standards and general plat requirements. Depending upon the 
scope of the proposed development, the Development Committee DRC shall 
proceed with the following investigations REVIEWS: 
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a.  Check existing zoning of the tract PROPERTY and make 
recommendations if a zoning change is necessary or desirable. 

b.  Determine if the land is covered by the Hillside Development regulations, 
Section 27.10 AND ADDENDUM I OF THE ZONING CODE, or is 
controlled by the Floodplain Management Code (Ordinance No. 44). 

c.  Inspect the site after the subdivider DEVELOPER has determined its 
relationship to major streets, utility systems and adjacent land uses and 
determine any unusual problems such as topography, utilities, flooding 
and geological hazards. 

d.   (Repealed by (O)11-15, 5/18/11) 

e.  Determine if certain lands may either not be subdivided due to adverse 
topography, periodic inundation, adverse soils, subsidence of the earth’s 
surface, high water table, lack of water or other natural or manmade 
hazards to life or property; or control the lot size, establish special grading 
and drainage requirements; and impose other regulations deemed 
reasonable and necessary for the public health, safety or general welfare 
on any lands to be subdivided affected by such characteristics. 

f. IDENTIFY APPLICABLE CODES, POLICIES AND STANDARDS OF 
DEVELOPMENT. 

5.    (Repealed by (O)11-15, 5/18/11) 

C.    Administrative Review of Minor Land Divisions 

1.    Purpose and Intent 

The purpose of this section is to establish a review process for land divisions, 
other than subdivisions, by which owners and prospective purchasers can be 
advised whether a proposed division of land complies with the Town 
regulations. This review is intended to: 

a.  Protect and promote the public health, safety, convenience, and welfare. 

b.  Assure that newly created lots are of sufficient size to meet the 
requirements of the applicable zoning classification. 

c.   Assure that all lots resulting from a minor land division will have adequate 
public street access. 

d.   Assure adequate easements are available for utility services. 

e.   Assure adequate access is available for emergency vehicles. 

2.    Application Submittal and Certification  

Prior to recording any minor land division, a property owner shall submit an 
application for minor land division to the Planning and Zoning Administrator 
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(PZA). This application also constitutes the application for review by the 
Development Committee per subsection B of this section. This application shall 
be checked for completeness and, if incomplete, the submittal shall be rejected 
and the applicant notified within ten (10) working days of the date the 
application was received. 

3.    Review 

Determinations to accept or reject the minor land division are made on the 
following: 

a.  Whether the proposed minor land division constitutes a subdivision as 
defined in Chapter 31. 

b.  If the proposed land division does not constitute a subdivision, whether: 

i. The lots resulting from the proposed minor land division conform to 
the minimum lot size requirements for the zoning classification of 
the property. 

ii.  Adequate access is available to public street(s) from the proposed 
lot(s). 

iii. The location of any existing building on any lot resulting from the 
proposed land division complies with building setbacks for the 
applicable zone. 

iv. Provision of, and access to, public utilities can be accommodated. 

v.  Access for emergency vehicles can be accommodated. 

4.    Decision and Findings 

a.  The applicant shall be notified in writing of the review decision and findings 
within twenty (20) working days after the minor land division application is 
filed. 

i.   If it is determined that the proposed minor land division complies 
with minimum requirements of this section, a letter of approval shall 
be issued to the applicant together with an approved copy of the 
minor land division. 

ii.  If it is determined that the proposed minor land division does not 
comply with minimum requirements of this section, a letter of denial 
shall be issued to the applicant. 

b.   Compliance with Town ordinances and regulations not reviewed as part of 
the minor land division review process will be determined at the time of 
application for building permits when more detailed information is provided 
on the proposed development of each lot. 

5.    Appeal 

http://www.codepublishing.com/az/orovalley/ZoningCode/OroValley100/OroValley10031.html
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The applicant may appeal the Planning and Zoning Administrator’s decision to 
the Board of Adjustment pursuant to Section 22.12. 

6.    Compliance 

No building permit or zoning compliance certificate shall be issued for 
development on any parcel that does not comply with the minor land division 
regulations of this section. 

C.    CONCEPTUAL AND FINAL DESIGN STAGES 

1.  THE PREPARATION, SUBMITTAL, REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF ALL  
DEVELOPMENTS AND SUBDIVISIONS LOCATED IN THE TOWN SHALL 
PROCEED THROUGH THE FOLLOWING PROGRESSIVE STAGES: 

A.   PRE-APPLICATION CONFERENCE AND DRC (SUBSECTION B OF 
THIS SECTION) 

B.   PUBLIC OUTREACH/NEIGHBORHOOD MEETINGS (SEE SECTION 
22.15) 

C.  CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW (SUBSECTION D OF THIS SECTION). 
CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW SHALL INCLUDE CONCEPTUAL SITE 
PLAN, CONCEPTUAL ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN, AND CONCEPTUAL 
PUBLIC ART, CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN, NATIVE PLANT 
PRESERVATION AND SALVAGE PLANS (SECTION 27.6). 

D.  FINAL DESIGN (SUBSECTION E OF THIS SECTION) SHALL INCLUDE 
CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS, INCLUDING FINAL SITE PLAN, FINAL 
ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN, AND FINAL PUBLIC ART BASED ON 
APPROVED CONCEPTUAL DESIGN SUBMITTAL; BUILDING PLANS; 
IMPROVEMENT PLANS; LANDSCAPE, IRRIGATION AND BUFFER 
YARD PLANS; AND FINAL PLAT (SUBSECTION F OF THIS SECTION 
IF REQUIRED). 

E.  EXCEPTIONS: ALL MINOR LAND DIVISIONS REQUIRE STAGE I 
FOLLOWED BY ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW AND ACCEPTANCE PER 
SUBSECTION C OF THIS SECTION. 

D.    Conceptual Design Review 

1.    Conceptual Design Review APPLICABILITY 

a. Conceptual Design approval is required for all new residential and  non-
residential projects in the Town, EXCEPT FOR INDIVIDUAL  DETACHED 
SINGLE-FAMILY CUSTOM HOMES OR AS  OTHERWISE SPECIFIED 
IN THIS CODE. The Conceptual Design review stage of land development 
includes submittal, review, and approval of the conceptual site plan, 
conceptual public art plan and conceptual architectural design plan.  
RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISIONS DO NOT REQUIRE CONCEPTUAL 
PUBLIC ART. 

http://www.codepublishing.com/az/orovalley/ZoningCode/orovalley100/orovalley10022.html#22.12
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b. AMENDMENTS OR EXPANSIONS TO SINGLE FAMILY OR MULTI-
FAMILY PROJECTS WHICH INCREASE THE NUMBER OF UNITS OR 
INCREASE PROJECT GROSS LAND AREA BY MORE THAN TWENTY 
FIVE (25) PERCENT SHALL REQUIRE CONCEPTUAL DESIGN 
APPROVAL. ALL OTHER AMENDMENTS OR EXPANSIONS MAY BE 
APPROVED ADMINISTRATIVELY BY STAFF. 

c. AMENDMENTS OR EXPANSIONS TO NON-RESIDENTIAL 
 PROJECTS WHICH INVOLVE ONE OR MORE OF THE 
 FOLLOWING SHALL REQUIRE CONCEPTUAL DESIGN  APPROVAL: 

 i. INCREASE IN THE PROJECT GROSS LAND AREA BY   
  MORE THAN TWENTY FIVE (25) PERCENT. 

 ii. INCREASE IN THE BUILDING GROSS FLOOR AREA BY   
  MORE THAN TWENTY FIVE (25) PERCENT. 

 iii. CHANGE IN PROJECT LAND USE FOR THE ENTIRE PARCEL  
  (E.G. CHANGING RETAIL COMMERCIAL TO RELIGIOUS   
  INSTITUTION). 

 iv. MAJOR ALTERATION TO CIRCULATION PATTERNS AS   
  DETERMINED BY THE TOWN ENGINEER AND THE   
  PLANNING AND ZONING ADMINISTRATOR. 

d. AMENDMENTS OR EXPANSIONS BELOW THE THRESHOLDS 
ESTABLISHED BY SECTION 22.9.D.1.d, ABOVE, CAN BE REQUIRED 
TO COMPLETE THE CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW PROCESS IF 
SIGNIFICANT COMPATIBILITY, TRAFFIC AND OTHER IMPACTS WILL 
RESULT ON ADJOINING PROPERTIES, AS DETERMINED BY THE 
PZA. 

2.    Contents 

a.  The Planning and Zoning Administrator, Building Official, and Town 
Engineer shall prescribe the form and content of applications and 
necessary accompanying data. The application shall be filed with the 
Planning and Zoning Administrator. 

b.    The Conceptual Design submittal shall consist of the following: 

i.  Conceptual site plan including general layout of all buildings, 
structures including refuse enclosures, site access and general 
circulation, parking and loading areas, drive-through(s), buffer 
yards, setbacks, landscape, NATIVE PLANT PRESERVATION, 
SALVAGE AND MITIGATION PLANS, monument and entry sign 
locations, recreation locations, associated site and building data 
table. 
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ii.  Conceptual architectural design plan, including overall building 
composition, facade design elements, vignettes of the following: 
entry, building and other structures, architectural features, building 
materials, preliminary building color palette, building cross-sections 
with floor elevation and heights (roof, parapet, screen, architectural 
features). Site cross-sections depicting overall topography in 
relation to neighboring property and existing grade line. 

iii. Conceptual public art plan including narrative, artist information and 
background, conceptual design, materials, color palette, location 
and other information required by Section 27.3.G. 

c.  Applications shall be made by the owner of the property or authorized 
agent. If the applicant is not the property owner, a notarized letter from the 
property owner authorizing the agent to act on behalf of the property 
owner. 

d.  Copies of the conceptual design review plans and required supporting 
data shall be prepared and filed in accordance with the requirements set 
by the Planning and Zoning Administrator. Copies of the conceptual site 
plan shall be reproduced in the form of blue line or black line prints on a 
white background. 

d.  The submittal shall be checked by the Planning and Zoning Administrator 
for completeness and adequacy and assigned a case number. If 
incomplete or otherwise inadequate, the submittal shall be RETURNED 
TO THE APPLICANT WITH DEFICIENCIES NOTED. rejected and the 
applicant notified within fourteen (14) calendar days of the date the plan 
was received. If rejected, this constitutes an original submittal.  

e.   To avoid delay in processing the application, the applicant shall provide all 
information essential to determine general code conformance and general 
acceptability of the proposed development. 

f.  Scheduling of the case for Conceptual Design Review Board meeting shall 
be dependent upon adequacy of information presented and completion of 
REVIEW. processing. The plans and required supporting data must be 
certified complete and acceptable no less than fifteen (15) business days 
prior to the Conceptual Design Review Board meeting at which the 
applicant desires to be heard. THE CASE SHALL BE SCHEDULED FOR 
THE FIRST AVAILABLE CDRB AGENDA. 

3.    Conceptual Design Review Process 

a.    Compliance with Zoning, Including Conditions of Rezoning. 

The development shall be designed to meet the specific requirements for 
the zoning district within which it is located. In the event that amendment 
of zoning is deemed necessary, the rezoning shall proceed according to 
the requirements of Section 22.3 of this code. Any change in zoning 
required in relation to the conceptual site plan shall have been authorized 

http://www.codepublishing.com/az/orovalley/ZoningCode/orovalley100/orovalley10022.html#22.3
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APPROVED by the Town Council prior to approval of the conceptual site 
plan. 

b.  The Planning and Zoning Administrator shall distribute copies of the 
Conceptual Design review submittal, including the conceptual site plan, 
conceptual public art plan and conceptual architectural design plan, to the 
following review offices: 

i.  The Planning Division for compliance to public objectives, giving 
special attention to design principles as set forth in subsection D.5 
of this section; applicable design standards within the zoning code; 
streets and thoroughfares as related to the Town streets and 
highway plans and to the neighborhood circulation; utility methods 
and systems; existing and proposed zoning and land use of the 
tract and its environs; and land required for schools, parks and 
other public facilities. 

ii.  The Town Engineer for review of the proposed street system; street 
plans and general compliance with Town street standards; tentative 
determination of street and drainage improvement and 
maintenance requirements; location of artwork for safety and 
visibility; and water and sewerage disposal proposals. 

iii. Police Chief for review of features of proposed development related 
to public safety and police protection. 

iv. Fire District for review of features of proposed development relating 
to public safety and fire protection. 

 v.  County Health Department and Pima County Wastewater 
Management Department for review of water and sewerage 
disposal proposal. 

vi.  Superintendent of the school district for their information. 

vii. Where the land abuts a State highway, to the Arizona Department 
of Transportation for recommendations regarding right-of-way and 
intersection design. 

viii. Appropriate utilities for preliminary review of conceptual design. 

ix.  Other agencies that may be affected. 

c.  The reviewing offices shall transmit their recommendations in writing to the 
Planning and Zoning Administrator. THE PZA SHALL FORWARD 
REVIEW AGENCY CONCERNS TO THE CDRB AND TOWN COUNCIL. 
who shall present them to the Conceptual Design Review Board and the 
Town Council with his/her report. 

4.    Conceptual Design Approval Process 
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a.  If the Planning and Zoning Administrator’s (PZA’s) report indicates that the 
requirements of this section have been met, the Conceptual Design 
Review Board will consider the conceptual design submittal at the next 
regular meeting. not less than fifteen (15) calendar days from the date of 
the PZA’s report. Upon consideration, the Conceptual Design Review 
Board shall forward the plans with its recommendations to the Town 
Council. 

b.  The Town Council shall consider the Conceptual Design submittal and 
Conceptual Design Review Board recommendations at its next regularly 
scheduled meeting. not less than ten (10) calendar days after said 
recommendations are forwarded. 

c.  The Town Council shall approve, disapprove or conditionally approve the 
Conceptual Design review submittal. The Town Clerk PZA shall record the 
Town Council’s action upon an official copy of the Conceptual Design 
submittal. DOCUMENTATION, INCLUDING ANY CONDITIONS OF 
APPROVAL, SHALL BE SENT TO THE APPLICANT. and shall return a 
copy of the action to each of the following: applicant, applicant’s engineer, 
applicant’s architect, applicant’s artist, Town Engineer, Planning and 
Zoning Administrator and private utility companies, together with any 
conditions for approval. 

di.  Findings and Conditions: THE CDRB AND TOWN COUNCIL MAY 
APPROVE, WITH OR WITHOUT CONDITIONS, AN APPLICATION IF 
THEY FIND THAT ALL PROVISIONS OF ORDINANCES OF THE TOWN 
HAVE BEEN COMPLIED WITH INCLUDING ALL PROVISIONS OF 
MASTER PLANS, THE ZONING CODE, PLANNED AREA 
DEVELOPMENTS, AND DEVELOPMENT POLICIES AND STANDARDS 
OF THE TOWN. 

 

a)  For applications that the Town Council may approve in 
accordance with this section, specific findings are required. 

b)  The Town Council may approve, with or without conditions, an 
application if they find that: 

1)  All provisions of ordinances of the Town have been complied 
with  

2)  Where applicable, all provisions of master plans, the zoning 
code, planned area developments, and development policies 
and standards of the Town have been complied with. 

ec. The CDRB AND Town Council may impose such conditions as it may 
deem necessary in order to fully carry out the provisions and intent of this 
code. Violation of any such condition shall be a violation of this code and 
such violation shall render any SUBSEQUENT APPROVAL OR permit null 
and void. 
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d)  If, in the opinion of the Town staff, the Conceptual Design Review 
Board or Town Council, a conceptual design submittal is 
determined to be deficient and is rejected after the conceptual 
site plan submittal was certified complete, then any resubmittal 
must be made at least fifteen (15) working days prior to the 
meeting at which the plan will be reconsidered. 

f. THE TOWN SHALL PROVIDE NOTICE OF CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN 
APPLICATIONS TO ALL PROPERTY OWNERS WITHIN 600 FEET OF 
THE PROJECT BOUNDARY AS INDICATED IN THE RECORDS OF 
THE PIMA COUNTY ASSESSORS OFFICE PRIOR TO THE 
CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD AND TOWN COUNCIL 
MEETINGS. 

g. IF ANY PORTION OF A SUBDIVISION FALLS WITHIN THE 
REQUIRED NOTIFICATION AREA, THE ENTIRE SUBDIVISION (AS 
DEFINED BY SUBDIVISION NAME OR UNIT NUMBER) MAY BE 
REQUIRED TO BE NOTIFIED IF THE IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSAL 
WOULD HAVE IMPACTS AFFECTING THE ENTIRE SUBDIVISION OR 
NEIGHBORHOOD, AS DETERMINED BY THE PLANNING AND 
ZONING ADMINISTRATOR.  

5.    Conceptual Design Review Principles and Town Action 

Background: the following Design Principles are created as a PRIMARY 
GUIDANCE guide to inform STAFF, Conceptual Design Review Board AND 
TOWN COUNCIL ACTIONS decisions for Conceptual Design review. 
approval. Applicable principles are intended to provide a framework for 
assessment of the overall project design. 

The principles listed below are designed as tools to analyze the relationship of 
project characteristics (e.g., building placement, scale, massing, colors, 
materials, architectural style) to the surrounding area and are intended to 
require consideration of the project context area with the goal of enhancing the 
built and natural environment while mitigating project impacts on adjacent 
development. 

These Design Principles are not intended to require proposed new 
development to mirror or match adjacent development nor establish a finding 
for project denial based on differences between the proposed development 
and the surrounding area. It is important to note that dissimilar land uses will 
have dissimilar development standards and design elements. Transitional 
development standards should be employed to lessen the impact of the 
development on the surrounding area. 

a.    Conceptual Site Design 

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

iii. 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. 

b.    Conceptual Architectural Design 

i.  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. 

ii.  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. 

iii. Facade 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 
contributes to a building’s character. 

 iv. Signs: sign colors, design and placement shall be complementary 
and integral to the project’s architectural and site design themes. 

v. 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. 

vi. Communication Towers: wireless communication facilities shall be 
located in areas and designed in a manner which reduces the 
visual impact on the proposed project and surrounding area. 

c.  Conceptual Public Art Design 

Refer to Section 27.3 for public art design criteria and requirements. 
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d.  The Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) shall forward 
recommendations to the Town Council for conceptual design applications 
as provided in subsection D.4.a of this section. The CDRB shall utilize the 
design principles in subsection D.5 of this section and the design 
standards within the zoning code in evaluating conceptual design review 
applications. 

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. 

i.  Additional procedures for conceptual architectural design review 
shall be in accordance with subsection D.5.b of this section. 

ii.  Signs and other matters that require CDRB review shall be 
 according to this section. 

5.  Findings and Conditions 

1)  For applications that the CDRB may approve in accordance with Section 
21.5.B, specific findings are required. 

a.  The CDRB may approve, with or without conditions, an application if they 
find that: 

i.  All provisions of ordinances of the Town have been complied 
 with. 

ii.  Where applicable, all provisions of the zoning code, planned    
 area developments, and development policies and standards 
 of the Town have been complied with. 

b.  Conditions may be imposed in order to fully carry out the provisions and 
intent of this code. Violation of any such condition shall be a violation of 
this code and such violation shall render any permit null and void. 

 

 

5.    Expiration of Approval 

a.  Conceptual Design approval shall expire and become null and void two (2) 
years from the date of approval if a building permit has not been issued 
unless a different time period is made a condition of CDRB approval or 
unless an extension has been granted. 

b.  An extension of any development approval may be granted by the Town 
Council if the applicant files for the extension prior to the approval 
becoming void and the Town Council determines the circumstances justify 
an extension. Extensions up to two (2) years may be granted.  TOWN 
COUNCIL MAY IMPOSE CONDITIONS ON EXTENSIONS TO REQUIRE 

http://www.codepublishing.com/az/orovalley/ZoningCode/orovalley100/orovalley10021.html#21.5
http://www.codepublishing.com/az/orovalley/ZoningCode/orovalley100/orovalley10021.html#21.5
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CONFORMANCE TO ZONING CODES OR OTHER DEVELOPMENT 
STANDARDS ADOPTED SUBSEQUENT TO THE ORIGINAL 
APPROVAL. 

6.    Enforcement 

a.  The Planning and Zoning Administrator shall ensure that all matters 
approved pursuant to this section are undertaken and completed 
according to the approved conceptual design. 

b.  Prior to issuance of a building or sign permit the Building Official shall 
ascertain that the Town has approved plans which are in conformance 
with conceptual approval and the time limitations imposed by this code. 
No building permit shall be issued less than twenty (20) days after Town 
Council CDRB OR ADMINISTRATIVE approval in order to allow appeal or 
review as stated in subsection D.8 of this section. 

c.  Town Engineer approval of grading and improvement plans is required 
prior to issuance of the grading permit. 

8.    Appeal and Town Council Review 

a.  The approval, with or without conditions, or denial by the CDRB or Town 
staff of an application shall be final unless, within twenty (20) days from 
the date of the CDRB’s OR STAFF’S decision, the applicant files an 
appeal in writing to the Town Council. Such appeal shall be in writing in 
care of the Town Clerk and shall indicate where, in the opinion of the 
appellant, the CDRB or Town staff was in error. The Town Clerk shall 
schedule the appeal for Town Council review and the Town Council, at its 
meeting, shall uphold, modify or overrule the decision of the CDRB OR 
STAFF. The decision of the Town Council shall be final. 

b.  The Town Council shall have the right and prerogative to initiate its own 
review of any decision of the CDRB or Town staff and shall uphold, modify 
or overrule said decision. Notice of Town Council-initiated review of any 
decision of the CDRB or Town staff shall be given to the applicant by the 
Town Clerk within twenty (20) days after action upon the application in 
question or the decision of the CDRB. The decision of the Town Council 
shall be final. COUNCIL SHALL HAVE 20 DAYS TO INITIATE A REVIEW 
AND THE APPLICANT SHALL BE NOTIFIED.  

E.    Final Design Review 

1.    Final Design 

a.  The Final Design stage includes the review and approval of the Final 
Design, including the construction documents package composed of the 
following items: 
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i.   Final site plan and associated reports based on the approved 
conceptual site plan; 

ii.  Building plans; 

iii.  Improvement plans; 

 iv. Final architectural design plan based on the approved conceptual 
architectural design plan; 

v.  Native plant preservation, salvage and mitigation plans; 

v.  Landscape, irrigation, buffer yard, and water harvesting  plans; 

vi. Final public art plan based on the approved conceptual public art 
plan; 

The aforementioned plans are subject to Town staff approval. To avoid 
delay in processing this application, the applicant shall provide all required 
information found on the Town’s submittal checklists. 

b.  Final Design submittals that comply with conceptual design approval may 
be approved by Town staff, subject to appeal to Town Council in 
accordance with subsection D.8 of this section. 

c.  All construction drawings must be stamped by a registered architect or 
engineer licensed in the State of Arizona. 

2.    Contents 

All plan and document submittals shall contain the necessary application and 
supporting data as specified by the Planning and Zoning Administrator, Town 
Engineer, and Town Building Official. 

3.    Final Design Review Submission 

The submittal shall be checked by the Planning and Zoning Administrator, 
Town Engineer, and Town Building Official for completeness. If incomplete, the 
submittal shall be RETURNED TO THE APPLICANT WITH DEFICIENCIES 
NOTED. rejected and the applicant notified within ten (10) working days of the 
date the submittal was received. If rejected, the next submittal constitutes an 
original submittal and resubmittal fees will be applicable. 

4.    Final Design Process 

a.  Copies of all construction documents listed in subsection E.1.a of this 
section shall be distributed to the following review offices: 

i.   Plan review Zoning for compliance to public objectives, giving 
special attention to conformance to the approved conceptual site 
plan, including design principles and standards as set forth in 
Section 22.9.D.5 26.2 AND ADDENDUM A OF THE ZONING 
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CODE; design standards within the zoning code; native plant 
preservation, water harvesting, and landscaping requirements of 
Section 27.6. 

ii.  Plan review Engineering for review of the proposed street system; 
street plans and compliance with Town street standards; 
determination of street and drainage/hydrology improvement and 
maintenance requirements; location and type of landscaping, 
irrigation, and water harvesting methods and locations; and water 
and sewerage disposal proposals. 

iii.  Permitting Division for review of the building plans. 

iv  Oro Valley Water Utility for water plans. 

 v. Fire District for review of specific features of proposed development 
relating to fire protection. 

vi. County Health Department and Pima County Wastewater 
Management Department for review of water and sewerage and 
public health and welfare. 

vii. Where the land abuts a State highway, to the Arizona Department 
of Transportation for specific recommendations regarding right-of-
way and intersection design. 

viii. Appropriate utilities for review. 

ix. Other agencies that may be affected. 

b.   The reviewing offices shall transmit their comments, conditions, and 
recommendations in writing to the Planning and Zoning Administrator, 
Town Building Official, and Town Engineer, who shall consider these 
recommendations in their decision for approval. 

c.  Information Regarding Sanitary Sewerage 

As a prerequisite of construction documents review, the applicant shall 
have informed the County Health Department and/or Pima County 
Wastewater Management Department of the proposed, tentative plans 
and learned the general requirements for sewage disposal as applied to 
the subject location. 

5.    Final Design Submittal Approval Process 

If all elements of the Final Design submittal meet all Town requirements of this 
section, the Planning and Zoning Administrator, Town Engineer, and Town 
Building Official shall MAY approve the Final Design submittal, which includes 
improvement plans; building plans; native plant preservation, salvage and 
mitigation plans; landscape, irrigation, buffer yard and water harvesting plans; 
and final site plan and associated reports, final architectural design plan, and 
final public art plan based on the approved conceptual plans. 
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6.    Significance and Basis of Construction Documents Approval 

Construction documents approval constitutes authorization for the submittal of 
financial assurances and issuance of permits. Construction documents 
approval is based upon the following terms: 

a.  The conditions under which approval of the construction documents is 
granted will not be changed prior to the expiration date. 

b.  Approval shall expire if improvements have not been started within two (2) 
years of the date of approval of the conceptual FINAL Design submittal. A 
request to extend the time beyond two (2) years must be submitted in 
writing to the Town Council within two (2) years of the date of approval. 
Before such extension is granted, the Town Council shall review the 
existing financial assurances to ensure that the required improvements 
have been made. If the Conceptual Design submittal APPROVED FINAL 
DESIGN is abandoned, the Town will return the financial assurances less 
any expenses the Town has incurred. 

c.   Building plans are subject to the adopted expiration period of the Town 
Permitting Division. 

d.  When improvement plans have been completed and approved by the 
Town Engineer, financial assurances may be submitted to the Town as 
provided in Section 26.6. Earthwork and improvements may begin 
following approval and acceptance of the financial assurances and all 
grading permit checklist items, as determined by the Town Engineer. 

7.  The Planning and Zoning Administrator shall be permitted to approve MINOR 
changes to CDRB or Town Council approved CONCEPTUAL plans in order to 
avoid the delay of using the normal review process. Minor, common sense changes 
or alterations include those that: 

a.   Are reasonably similar to the approved plan; 

b.   Benefit the Town or the environment; 

c.   Are consistent with similarly situated property; 

d.   Do not significantly affect building or wall mass or streetscape; 

e.   Do not significantly affect final plats or final design, other than 
administrative changes; 

f.    Achieve the same intent as the approved conceptual design. 

F.    Final Plat 

1.    Final Plat 

a.  The Final Plat includes the Final Design of the subdivision and all other 
elements required by State statute and the subdivision requirements of 
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Chapter 26. The Final Plat and plans shall be submitted by the subdivider 
for review and action by the Town Council. Final Plat approval is required 
before any improvements such as grading, sewers, water and paving can 
begin in a residential subdivision. 

b.  Final subdivision plats that comply with conceptual design approval shall 
be forwarded to Town Council for action. 

2.    Zoning Requirements 

The proposed use of the tract shall conform to the specific requirements for the 
zoning district within which it is located and any zoning amendment necessary 
shall have been authorized by the Town Council prior to filing of the final plat. 

3.    Utility Easements 

It is the responsibility of the subdivider to provide on the final plat, prior to plat 
recordation, such easements in such location and width as required for utility 
purposes. 

4.    Final Plat Preparation 

The Final Plat shall be prepared in accordance with the requirements of this 
section, State statute, and as specified by the Planning and Zoning 
Administrator and Town Engineer, and shall substantially conform to the 
approved Conceptual Design submittal. 

5.    Dedication in Final Plat DEDICATION 

A statement of dedication of all streets, alleys, crosswalks, drainage ways, 
pedestrian ways and easements for public use signed by the person holding 
title of record, by persons holding titles as vendees under land contract and by 
spouses of said parties, shall be included in the final plat. If lands dedicated 
are mortgaged, the mortgagee shall also sign the plat. Execution of dedication 
shall be acknowledged and certified by a notary public. 

6.    Required Certification 

The following certifications are required: 
a.  Certification by the registered civil engineer or registered land surveyor 

making sure that the plat is correct and accurate and that the monuments 
described in it have either been set or located as described. All maps shall 
contain the seal of a registered civil engineer or land surveyor. 

b.  A floodplain statement prepared by the registrant. 

c.  Certification by the Town Clerk of the date the map was approved by the 
Town Council. 

d.  Certification of recordation by the County Recorder. 

http://www.codepublishing.com/az/orovalley/ZoningCode/OroValley100/OroValley10026.html
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7.    Final Plat Review and Approval Procedures 

The Planning and Zoning Administrator shall assemble the recommendations 
of the various reviewing offices and submit them with his/her report to the 
Town Council. The Town Council shall consider the Final Plat at the next 
regular meeting. not less than thirty (30) days after the date of approval of the 
improvement plans by the Town Engineer or as determined by the Planning 
and Zoning Administrator. 

a.  The Town Council shall consider the Final Plat at a regularly scheduled 
meeting, following approval of the improvement plans by the Town 
Engineer and acknowledgement by the Town Engineer that all assurances 
have been filed with the Town and shall be considered with the Final Plat. 

b.  If the Town Council rejects the plat for any reason whatsoever, the reason 
therefore shall be recorded in the minutes. BECOME PART OF THE 
OFFICIAL RECORD. 

c.  Upon approval of the final plat by the Town Council, the Clerk shall 
transcribe a certificate of approval upon the plat, first ensuring that the 
other required certifications pursuant to subsection F.6 of this section have 
been duly signed, that required easements for utility purposes have been 
included on the plat, that engineering plans have been approved by the 
Town Engineer and assurances have been accepted. 

d.  When the certificate of approval of the Town Council has been transcribed 
on the plat, the Clerk shall record the approved final plat in the Office of 
the Recorder of Pima County. 

G.    ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW OF MINOR LAND DIVISIONS 

1.    PURPOSE AND INTENT 

THE PURPOSE OF THIS SECTION IS TO ESTABLISH A REVIEW 
PROCESS FOR LAND DIVISIONS, OTHER THAN SUBDIVISIONS, BY 
WHICH OWNERS AND PROSPECTIVE PURCHASERS CAN BE ADVISED 
WHETHER A PROPOSED DIVISION OF LAND COMPLIES WITH THE 
TOWN REGULATIONS. THIS REVIEW IS INTENDED TO: 

A.  PROTECT AND PROMOTE THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, 
CONVENIENCE, AND WELFARE. 

B.  ASSURE THAT NEWLY CREATED LOTS ARE OF SUFFICIENT SIZE 
TO MEET THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE APPLICABLE ZONING 
CLASSIFICATION. 

C.   ASSURE THAT ALL LOTS RESULTING FROM A MINOR LAND 
DIVISION WILL HAVE ADEQUATE PUBLIC STREET ACCESS. 

D.   ASSURE ADEQUATE EASEMENTS ARE AVAILABLE FOR UTILITY 
SERVICES. 
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E.   ASSURE ADEQUATE ACCESS IS AVAILABLE FOR EMERGENCY 
VEHICLES. 

2.    APPLICATION SUBMITTAL AND DECISION 

PRIOR TO RECORDING ANY MINOR LAND DIVISION, A PROPERTY 
OWNER SHALL SUBMIT AN APPLICATION FOR MINOR LAND DIVISION 
TO THE PLANNING AND ZONING ADMINISTRATOR (PZA). THIS 
APPLICATION ALSO CONSTITUTES THE APPLICATION FOR REVIEW BY 
THE DRC PER SUBSECTION B OF THIS SECTION. THIS APPLICATION 
SHALL BE CHECKED FOR COMPLETENESS AND, IF INCOMPLETE, THE 
SUBMITTAL SHALL BE RETURNED TO THE APPLICANT WITH 
DEFICIENCIES NOTED.  

3.    REVIEW 

CRITERIA TO EVALUATE THE MINOR LAND DIVISION INCLUDE:  

A.  WHETHER THE PROPOSED MINOR LAND DIVISION CONSTITUTES A 
SUBDIVISION AS DEFINED IN CHAPTER 31. 

B.  IF THE PROPOSED LAND DIVISION DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A 
SUBDIVISION, WHETHER: 

I. THE LOTS RESULTING FROM THE PROPOSED MINOR LAND 
DIVISION CONFORM TO THE MINIMUM LOT SIZE 
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE ZONING CLASSIFICATION OF THE 
PROPERTY. 

II.  ADEQUATE ACCESS IS AVAILABLE TO PUBLIC STREET(S) 
FROM THE PROPOSED LOT(S). 

III. THE LOCATION OF ANY EXISTING BUILDING ON ANY LOT 
RESULTING FROM THE PROPOSED LAND DIVISION 
COMPLIES WITH BUILDING SETBACKS FOR THE APPLICABLE 
ZONE. 

IV. PROVISION OF, AND ACCESS TO, PUBLIC UTILITIES CAN BE 
ACCOMMODATED. 

V.  ACCESS FOR EMERGENCY VEHICLES CAN BE 
ACCOMMODATED. 

4.    DECISION AND FINDINGS 

A.  THE APPLICANT SHALL BE NOTIFIED IN WRITING OF THE REVIEW 
DECISION AND FINDINGS WITHIN TWENTY (20) WORKING DAYS 
AFTER THE MINOR LAND DIVISION APPLICATION IS FILED. 

I.   IF IT IS DETERMINED BY THE PLANNING AND ZONING 
ADMINISTRATOR (PZA) AND TOWN ENGINEER THAT THE 

http://www.codepublishing.com/az/orovalley/ZoningCode/OroValley100/OroValley10031.html
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PROPOSED MINOR LAND DIVISION COMPLIES WITH MINIMUM 
REQUIREMENTS OF THIS SECTION, A LETTER OF APPROVAL 
SHALL BE ISSUED TO THE APPLICANT TOGETHER WITH AN 
APPROVED COPY OF THE MINOR LAND DIVISION. 

II.  IF IT IS DETERMINED THAT THE PROPOSED MINOR LAND 
DIVISION DOES NOT COMPLY WITH MINIMUM 
REQUIREMENTS OF THIS SECTION, A LETTER OF DENIAL 
SHALL BE ISSUED TO THE APPLICANT. 

B.   COMPLIANCE WITH TOWN ORDINANCES AND REGULATIONS NOT 
REVIEWED AS PART OF THE MINOR LAND DIVISION REVIEW 
PROCESS WILL BE DETERMINED AT THE TIME OF APPLICATION 
FOR BUILDING PERMITS WHEN MORE DETAILED INFORMATION IS 
PROVIDED ON THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT OF EACH LOT. 

5.    APPEAL 

THE APPLICANT MAY APPEAL THE PLANNING AND ZONING 
ADMINISTRATOR’S DECISION TO THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 22.12. 

6.    COMPLIANCE 

NO BUILDING PERMIT OR ZONING COMPLIANCE CERTIFICATE SHALL 
BE ISSUED FOR DEVELOPMENT ON ANY PARCEL THAT DOES NOT 
COMPLY WITH THE MINOR LAND DIVISION REGULATIONS OF THIS 
SECTION. 

 

G.    Conceptual and Final Design Stages 

1.  The preparation, submittal, review and approval of all minor land divisions, 
development and subdivisions located inside the limits of the Town shall proceed 
through the following progressive stages: 

a.   Pre-application conference (subsection B of this section) 

b.   Public outreach/neighborhood meetings (see Section 22.15) 

c.  Stage I: conceptual design review (subsection D of this section). 
Conceptual design review shall include conceptual site plan, conceptual 
architectural design plan, and conceptual public art plan 

d.  Stage II: final design (subsection E of this section) shall include 
construction documents, including final site plan, final architectural design 
plan, and final public art plan based on approved conceptual design 
submittal; building plans; improvement plans; landscape, irrigation and 
buffer yard plans; native plant preservation and salvage plans (Section 
27.6); and final plat (subsection F of this section if required) 

http://www.codepublishing.com/az/orovalley/ZoningCode/orovalley100/orovalley10022.html#22.12
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2.    Exceptions to the progressive stages are as follows: 

a.  All minor land divisions require Stage I followed by administrative review 
and acceptance per subsection C of this section. 

b.  All subdivisions require Stages I and II. Note: residential subdivisions do 
not require conceptual public art plans. 

Section 22.10 Grading Permit Procedures 

. . . 

E.    Exceptions and Interpretation Review 

1.    Exceptions 

a.  Scope: An exception from a provision of this Grading Ordinance may be 
applied for, and may be granted by the Town COUNCIL, of Oro Valley 
Conceptual Design Review Board, when the intent of this ordinance can 
be met by other means and when strict application of these provisions 
could require unnecessary disturbance to the land, would create a hazard 
to adjacent property, would be materially detrimental to persons residing in 
the vicinity or would be materially detrimental to the public welfare in 
general.  

b.  Findings: Applications for Grading Exceptions shall address each of the 
below findings. The Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) will review 
AND PROVIDE RECOMMENDATION TO TOWN COUNCIL ON all 
applications for grading exceptions at scheduled public hearings. When 
reviewing requests for grading exceptions, the Conceptual Design Review 
Board AND TOWN COUNCIL shall consider each of the findings and 
address them in their deliberations. To grant an exception the Conceptual 
Design Review Board TOWN COUNCIL shall find that the request 
addresses the concerns of each finding and is in substantial compliance 
with the findings as a whole. 

i.   The exception meets the intent and purposes of this Code;  

ii.  Granting the exception constitutes the minimum to allow the 
 proposed improvement,  

iii. The conditions on the property are unique such that strict 
adherence to this ordinance would cause an unnecessary hardship 
which substantially limits the preservation and enjoyment of 
property rights; 

iv. The exception imposes conditions so as not to constitute a granting 
of special privilege; and 
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v.  That the exception will not be materially detrimental to persons 
residing in the vicinity, to adjacent property, to the neighborhood or 
the public welfare in general. 

c.  Conditions: At the Conceptual Design Review Board’s TOWN COUNCIL’S 
discretion, conditions may be imposed on the exception that will: 

i.   Assure that the intent and purpose of this Chapter are met; and 

ii.  Provide adequately for the protection of surrounding property 
owners and residents; and 

iii. Provide mitigation of scarring and restore the site to a natural 
appearance in terms of contours and vegetation, where possible. 

d.  Application: The request for exceptions shall be made on a form provided 
by the Town. and may be heard within sixty (60) days. Hearing fees shall 
be required. 

e.  Review and notice: The Conceptual Design Review Board AND TOWN 
COUNCIL will hold a duly noticed public hearing on the exception request 
and notice of the hearing will be mailed to all property owners within three 
hundred (300) SIX HUNDRED (600) feet of the grading site prior to such 
hearing. 

f. IF ANY PORTION OF A SUBDIVISION FALLS WITHIN THE 
REQUIRED NOTIFICATION AREA, THE ENTIRE SUBDIVISION (AS 
DEFINED BY SUBDIVISION NAME OR UNIT NUMBER) MAY BE 
REQUIRED TO BE NOTIFIED IF THE IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSAL 
WOULD HAVE IMPACTS AFFECTING THE ENTIRE SUBDIVISION OR 
NEIGHBORHOOD, AS DETERMINED BY THE PLANNING AND 
ZONING ADMINISTRATOR.  

g.  A decision of the Conceptual Design Review Board may be appealed 
within twenty (20) days of the decision to the Mayor and Town Council. 
THE DECISION OF TOWN COUNCIL ON A GRADING EXCEPTION 
SHALL BE FINAL.  

2.    Requests for Interpretation 

a.  Scope: Upon request, the appropriate Town representative shall render an 
interpretation of the regulations of the Chapter. Should any person be 
aggrieved of said interpretation, a request for review of that interpretation 
may be made to the Conceptual Design Review Board. At a subsequent 
meeting, the Conceptual Design Review Board shall review the 
interpretation in the matter and render its decision, either to uphold the 
interpretation or to make a different interpretation of this Chapter. 

b.   The request for review of an interpretation shall cite: 

i.     The disputed interpretation; 
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ii.     The words alleged to have been misinterpreted. 

c.   Application: The request shall be made on a form provided by the 
Planning and Zoning Department and will be heard within sixty (60) days. 
Hearing fees shall be required. 

d.   Review and notice: The Conceptual Design Review Board will hold a 
public hearing on the interpretation issue and notice of the hearing will be 
mailed to the applicant and ALL PROPERTY OWNERS WITHIN SIX 
HUNDRED (600) FEET OF THE GRADING SITE PRIOR TO SUCH 
HEARING. any other interested, affected party(ies), subject to the 
Planning and Zoning Administrator approval. 

. . . 

CHAPTER 27 

GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

. . . 

Section 27.7 Off-Street Parking 

C.    General Provisions 

1.    Parking Required for Uses Not Listed  

Required parking for uses not listed in this section shall be determined by the 
Planning and Zoning Administrator based on similar uses listed in this section. 

2.    Alternative Compliance 

Upon written request by the applicant, the Conceptual Design Review Board 
(CDRB)  THE PLANNING AND ZONING ADMINISTRATOR (PZA), UPON 
RECOMMENDATION FROM THE TOWN ENGINEER, may approve an 
alternative parking ratio.  

a.   Review Criteria: To approve an alternative plan, the Conceptual Design 
Review Board THE PZA must find that the proposed alternative plan 
accomplishes the purpose of this section equally well or better than the 
standards of this section. The Conceptual Design Review Board THE PZA 
shall consider: 

i.   The number of employees occupying the building or land use and 
the number of expected customers or clients. 

ii.   The availability of nearby parking (if any). 

iii.  Purchased or leased parking spaces in a municipal or private 
parking lot meeting the requirements of the Town; trip reduction 
programs (if any). 
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iv. Any other factors that may be unique to the applicant’s 
development request. 

v.  Continuity and convenient proximity for pedestrians between or 
among existing or future uses in the vicinity. 

vi. Visual and aesthetic impact along the public street by placing 
parking lots to the rear or alongside of buildings, to the maximum 
extent feasible. Visual and aesthetic impact of the surrounding 
neighborhood. 

vii. Impact on any facilities serving alternative modes of transportation. 

viii. Impact on natural areas or features. 

ix.  Maintenance of mobility-impaired parking ratios. 

. . . 
       Date:       



 TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 

PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: May 1, 2012 
                
 
TO: PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION 
 
FROM:   Chad Daines AICP, Principal Planner 
  cdaines@orovalleyaz.gov (520) 229-4896 
 
SUBJECT:  Public Hearing: A Zoning Code Text Amendment to Chapter 22 and Chapter 27 of 

the Oro Valley Zoning Code Revised to amend the Design Review and approval 
provisions and other administrative provisions. (OV 712-001). 

 
SUMMARY 
 
In July 2011, the comprehensive amendments to the Zoning Code relative to the streamlined Design 
Review process and creation of the Conceptual Design Review Board were adopted.  After working 
with these new procedures over the past 9 months, staff has identified a number of areas which 
warrant amendment.  Most of the amendments are minor in nature and are intended to clarify the 
process, procedures and timeframes associated with Design Review.  On April 3rd, staff provided the 
Commission with a broad overview of the amendments to Chapters 22 and 29 of the Zoning Code.  
Following this overview, the Planning and Zoning Commission voted 6-0 to initiate the amendment. 

SPECIFIC AMENDMENTS 
 
The proposed amendment is provided as Attachment 1 and summarized as follows: 
 
Table of Authorities (Pages 1 and 2) 
 
Currently, the review, recommendation and approval authorities of staff, the Conceptual Design Review 
Board (CDRB) and Town Council are identified within the text throughout various sections of the Zoning 
Code.  For ease of understanding, a new Table 22-9 Table of Authorities has been inserted which 
consolidates the primary review, recommendation and approval authorities of staff, the CDRB and Town 
Council for all development applications.  A reference has been included to additional minor authorities of 
the CDRB which are provided throughout the Zoning Code (e.g. approval of height increases for 
architectural features; increase bufferyards in certain zoning districts, etc.), but are not reflected on this 
table.   
 
Applicability – Amendments and Expansions (Page 7 and 8) 
 
The current language requires Conceptual Design approval for all new residential and non-residential 
projects within the Town, but does not contain provisions which address expansion or amendments within 
existing developments.  The amendment establishes thresholds for expansions to existing developments 
which would trigger submittal, review and approval of a new Conceptual Design for single-family, multi-
family and non-residential developments as follows: 
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Attached and Detached Single-family Residential:  Amendments or expansions which involve a new street 
and/or additional lots require a new Conceptual Design approval through the CDRB and Town Council.  
Multi-family Residential:  Amendments or expansions which involve additional units and/or an increase in 
the project gross land area by more than 25% require a new Conceptual Design approval through the 
CDRB and Town Council.  As information, the 25% threshold is consistent with existing thresholds in the 
Zoning Code. 
 
Non-Residential:  Amendments or expansions which increase the project gross land area or building 
gross floor area by more than 25%, changes in project land use for the entire parcel, and major 
alterations to circulation patterns will require a new Conceptual Design approval through the CDRB and 
Town Council.  A provision has been included which allows Planning and Zoning Administrator (PZA) 
discretion to require conceptual review if the proposed expansion would have significant use 
compatibility, traffic or health/safety impacts.   
 
Timeframes (Throughout) 
 
Numerous subsections throughout Chapter 22 identify a period of time for staff to evaluate a submitted 
application for completeness.  The actual Department practice is to review an application at the front 
counter for completeness and return it to the applicant if found to be incomplete.  The amended language 
reflects this current process by deleting the 10 day completeness review provisions, aligning it with 
current streamlined development review practices.   
 
Other timeframes throughout Chapter 22 establish specific deadlines for scheduling a case for hearing 
before the CDRB or Town Council.  These deadlines do not accurately reflect the time needed to comply 
with neither public noticing requirements nor internal processing deadlines for reports and packet 
distribution.  No delay in current processing times is requested nor anticipated. The amendment 
eliminates the inaccurate timeframes and replaces with language indicating that upon resolution of review 
comments, applications will be forwarded to the CDRB and Town Council on the next available agenda. 
 
Submittal Contents (Pages 1, 8, 17 and 19) 
 
Numerous sections throughout the Chapter have been amended to require Native Plant Preservation, 
Salvage and Mitigation Plans to be submitted at the Conceptual Design phase of development review, 
rather than the currently required Final Design phase. 
 
Public Notice (Pages 12 and 27) 
 
Currently, property owners within 300 feet of the boundary of a proposed Conceptual Design are notified 
prior to CDRB or Town Council consideration of the application.  These notices are provided based on 
Department practice as the Zoning Code does not currently contain language which formally requires 
these notices.  The amendment includes language which codifies this notice requirement for Conceptual 
Design applications prior to CDRB and Town Council consideration.  Additionally, the notice boundary 
has been expanded to 600 feet for consistency with other development application notices.  The 
amendment also includes a requirement for a expanded meeting notice to property owners within 600 feet 
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of the boundaries of a property proposed for a Grading Exception.  Both sections (Conceptual Design and 
Grading Exception) include the authority for the PZA to expand the notice to encompass an entire 
subdivision if the subdivision is divided by a notice boundary line.  This provision is identical to the current 
Code language found in Chapter 22.15 Public Participation.  
 
Extension of Conceptual Design Approval (Page 15) 
 
Conceptual Design approval expires two (2) years from the date of approval is the applicant fails to 
secure a building permit for construction.  The amendment includes a provision which clarifies that the 
Town Council may impose conditions on extensions which require conformance to Zoning Codes or other 
development standards adopted subsequent to the original approval. 
 
Grading Exceptions (Page 25-26) 
 
Grading Exceptions are currently granted by the CDRB. Grading Exceptions typically are filed in 
conjunction with a Conceptual Design, which is recommended by the CDRB and approved by Town 
Council.  The amendment proposes to change the approval authority for Grading Exceptions from CDRB 
to Town Council.  This will enable all elements of a development application (i.e. Conceptual Site Plan, 
Conceptual Architectural Design, Conceptual Public Art and Grading Waivers) to track through the same 
process with ultimate authority for approval resting with the Town Council.  The amendment provides that 
CDRB will make recommendations on Grading Exceptions prior to Council consideration and decision. 
 
Alternative Parking Ratio (Page 27) 
 
The current Zoning Code provides the ability for an applicant to request approval of an alternative parking 
ratio or standard which allows an increase or decrease in the required parking for a use based on the 
actual parking need, use of available parking on adjacent properties and other technical factors which 
may be unique to the applicant’s development request.  The Zoning Code currently grants the CDRB the 
authority to consider alternative parking ratio requests.  
 
The CDRB was established to evaluate development requests at a conceptual, broad level. Review and 
approval of an alternative parking ratio is a technical analysis and more of a ministerial function based on 
the presence of certain factors which are clearly identified in the Code.  The amendment proposes that 
staff, rather than the CDRB, be the decision-making authority for an alternative parking ratio based on the 
conceptual and broad focus of the CDRB. 
 
Other Minor Amendments (Throughout) 
 
The proposed amendment addresses numerous, minor housekeeping amendments throughout Chapter 
22 for minor correction and clarification purposes.  In some instances, sections have been moved and 
reordered throughout the Chapter to create a logical progression of the Zoning Code provisions.  An 
example of this is the relocation of the Minor Land Division section (pages 4-6) to follow the Final Plat 
process (Pages 22-24) and relocation of the Conceptual and Final Design Stages (Page 24) to follow the 
section on Pre-application Conferences (Pages 6-7). 
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      ___________ 
David A. Williams, AICP, Planning Division Manager 
 

 
Other proposed minor housekeeping amendments involve correcting titles, committee names and 
references; clarifying ambiguous provisions and eliminating areas of duplication throughout the Chapter. 
 
RECOMMENDATION  
 
Staff recommends approval of the proposed amendment to Chapters 22 and 27 of the Zoning Code as 
provided on Attachment 1, based on the following findings: 
 

 The proposed amendment will add clarity and remove ambiguous language from the Zoning 
Code;  

 The amendment will provide alignment of the approval authorities within the Zoning Code and 
the function of Town Council, the CDRB and staff in relation to application elements. 

 The amendment will reflect the submittal content and review timeframes of the current process. 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION 
 
The Planning & Zoning Commission may wish to consider one of the following suggested motions: 
 
I move to recommend approval of the proposed amendments to Chapter 22 and 27 of the Zoning 
Code as provided on Attachment 1, based on the finding that the amendment will add clarity, provide 
alignment of approval authorities and reflect the current content and review timeframes. 
 
      OR 
 
I move to recommend denial of the proposed amendments to the Zoning Code finding the proposed 
amendments are not warranted at this time due to ________________________________. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 
1. Zoning Code Amendment 
 
S:\PERMPLUS\DOCS\OV712-001\PZC Report 5-1.doc 
 
Project Manager: 
 
Chad Daines 
Principal Planner 

 
 



The applicants must obtain a Business License from the Town of Oro Valley prior to establishing 
the use. 

 

 

MOTION carried, 5-0. 
 
 
4. PUBLIC HEARING: ZONING CODE TEXT AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 
22 AND CHAPTER 27 OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED 
TO AMEND THE DESIGN REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROVISIONS, 
OV712-001 
 
 
Chad Daines, Principal Planner, presented the following: 
- Background 
- Amendment Purpose 
- Table of Authorities 
- Applicability Amendments and Expansions 
- Amendments and Expansions; Thresholds for New Conceptual Design 
- Timeframes 
- Submittal Contents 
- Public Notice 
- Grading Exceptions 
- Alternative Parking Ratio 
- Other Minor Amendments 
- Findings and Recommendation 
 
Chair Swope opened the public hearing 8:50 p.m. 
 
Gil Alexander, Oro Valley resident, spoke in regard to public 
noticing and alternate parking ratio. 
 
Bill Adler, Oro Valley resident, spoke in regard to grading exceptions and 
recommended that the Board of Adjustment address grading exceptions, rather 
than the Conceptual Design Review Board. 
 
Chair Swope closed the public hearing at 8:56 p.m. 
 

 

MOTION: A motion was made by Commissioner Caine and seconded by Vice 
Chair Cox to recommend approval of the proposed amendments to Chapter 22 
and 27 of the Zoning Code as provided on Attachment 1, based on the finding 
that the amendment will add clarity, provide alignment of approval authorities and 
reflect the current content and review timeframes. 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   4.           
Meeting Date: 09/05/2012  

Requested by: Rosevelt Arellano Submitted By: Rosevelt Arellano
Development
Infrastructure Services

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE NO. (O)12-12, AMENDING THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE
REVISED, CHAPTER 28, SIGNS, BY ADDING NEW SUBSECTION 28.2.D.3. “ALL OTHER SIGN
VIOLATIONS; 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.

RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning & Zoning Commission recommends denial of the proposed amendment.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The existing Sign Code establishes fines for off-site real estate signs placed in public rights-of-way, but
does not comprehensively address all sign types, including signs on private property.  The goal of this
text amendment is to establish fines for sign violations on private property.  Approval of the amendment
will comprehensively address fines for all sign violations.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
The current fine schedule within the Sign Code (Attachment 2) only applies to off-site real estate signs
placed in public rights-of-way by a real estate agent.  This section identifies a course of action for
consecutive violations and requires that the agent be notified of the violation and incrementally fined. 
Since its implementation, the Code Compliance Staff has seen a significant reduction of repeat
offenders.   

The proposed text amendment (Attachment 1) establishes a fine schedule that will apply to all other types
of sign violations on private property.  The amendment establishes the following: 

• Requires written notification to the responsible party
• Applies to each type of sign violation committed by the same individual or entity within a specific project
(i.e. A-frame signs, banner signs, window signs, hours of illumination, etc.)
• Requires individuals to pay a larger fine each time they commit the same sign violation within a specific
project 
• Allows the Planning and Zoning Administrator (PZA) the discretion to establish a schedule of
compliance and waive any fines for individuals who have demonstrated significant progress toward
compliance. 

Public Notification and Comment
This proposed amendment has been noticed in accordance with Town procedures, which includes the



This proposed amendment has been noticed in accordance with Town procedures, which includes the
following:

• Notice in The Daily Territorial
• Posting at Town Hall and on website
• Homeowners Association mailing

Planning and Zoning Commission 
The amendment was considered by the Planning & Zoning Commission on August 21, 2012.  Two
people spoke in opposition to the amendment based on concern for the perceived negative message this
would send to the business community.  At the conclusion of the public hearing, the Commission voted
3-1 to deny the amendment.  The Commissioners voting to deny the amendment felt it had not been
demonstrated that a problem existed, and that no public outreach with the business community had been
conducted.  The Planning & Zoning Commission Report is included as Attachment 3.  Meeting minutes
are not available at this time.    

FISCAL IMPACT:
The Town will realize a small amount of revenue from the receipt of sign fines. This code modification is
intended to educate and incentivize compliance with current town code, so as the fine program is
successful, violations should diminish as well as the revenue with associated fines.
 

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to approve Ordinance No. (O)12-12, amending Section 28.2.D of the Zoning Code as provided in
Attachment 1, finding that the proposed amendment will improve enforceability of the Town’s sign
regulations. 

OR

I MOVE to deny Ordinance No. (O)12-12, finding that the proposed amendment is not warranted at this
time. 

 

Attachments
Ord 12-12
ATTACHMENT 2 - SIGN CODE SECTION 28.2
ATTACHMENT 3 - PZC REPORT
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ORDINANCE NO. (O)12-12 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, 
AMENDING THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, CHAPTER 
28, SIGNS, BY ADDING NEW SUBSECTION 28.2.D.3. “ALL OTHER 
SIGN VIOLATIONS; 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, 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 Town deems it necessary to amend the Oro Valley Zoning Code Revised, 
Chapter 28, “Signs”, by adding Section 28.2.D.3 “All Other Sign Violations”.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Oro 
Valley, Arizona, that: 
 
SECTION 1. Chapter 28, Signs, is amending by adding Section 28.2.D.3, All Other Sign 
Violations, with additions being shown in ALL CAPS. 
 
Section 28.2.D.3 All Other Violations 

3. ALL OTHER SIGN VIOLATIONS 

THE FOLLOWING PROVISIONS SHALL APPLY TO ALL SIGN VIOLATIONS WITH THE 
EXCEPTION OF SECTION 28.2.D.2 ABOVE   

 
a. THE RESPONSIBLE PARTY WILL BE NOTIFIED OF THE SIGN 

VIOLATION AND ASSESSED THE FOLLOWING FINES:    
 

i. FIRST VIOLATION: TWENTY-FIVE ($25) DOLLAR FINE FOR EACH 
DAY OF THE VIOLATION 

ii. SECOND VIOLATION: FIFTY ($50) DOLLAR FINE FOR EACH DAY 
OF THE VIOLATION 

iii. THIRD-PLUS VIOLATIONS: ONE-HUNDRED ($100) DOLLAR FINE 
FOR EACH DAY OF THE VIOLATION  

 
b. FINES WILL BE ASSESSED FOR EACH TYPE OF SIGN VIOLATION. 

 
c. PROJECTS WITH MULTIPLE SIGN VIOLATIONS WILL BE ASSESSED 

SEPARATE FINES FOR EACH TYPE OF SIGN VIOLATION.   
 

d. THE PLANNING AND ZONING ADMINISTRATOR SHALL HAVE THE 
DISCRETION TO DETERMINE A SCHEDULE OF COMPLIANCE AND 
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WAIVE ANY FINES FOR INDIVIDUALS WHO HAVE MADE 
DISCERNABLE PROGRESS TOWARDS COMPLIANCE.   

 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Oro Valley, Arizona this 5th  
day of September, 2012. 

 
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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ATTACHMENT “1” 
 

 
 







TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 
PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: August 21, 2012 
                
 
TO: PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION 
 
FROM:   Rosevelt Arellano, Planner 
  rarellano@orovalleyaz.gov (520) 229-4817 
 
SUBJECT:  PUBLIC HEARING: Amendment to Chapter 28 of the Oro Valley Zoning Code   
  Revised to establish a fine schedule for sign violations, OV712-004.  
 
SUMMARY 
 
Chapter 28 of the Oro Valley Zoning Code Revised (OVZCR) provides the regulatory provisions for all 
exterior signs within the Town of Oro Valley.  These provisions establish the requirements for design, 
construction, location, and maintenance of all exterior signs.  They are intended to protect and 
promote public safety, provide effective forms of communication, enhance economic development, 
and preserve the quality of our environment.  The procedures to enforce the current Sign Code are 
outlined Chapter 28.2.D, Violations, and Chapter 30, Enforcement (Attachment 3), of the OVZCR.  
 
Section 28.2.D of the current OVZCR does not contain a uniform set of violation procedures for all 
exterior signs.  The existing Sign Code establishes a sign violation fine structure for off-site real 
estate signs placed in the public rights-of-way, but does not comprehensively address all sign types 
including signs on private property.  The goal of this text amendment is to establish a fine schedule 
for sign violations on private property.   
 
This request was initiated at the request of Council members Mike Zinkin and Bill Garner.   
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The current Sign Code (Attachment 1) consists of two violation procedures for non-compliant signs.  
The first violation procedure applies to all exterior signs and provides the Planning and Zoning 
Administrator with the authority to revoke any issued sign permit associated with a non-compliant 
sign.  The second violation procedure only applies to off-site real estate signs placed in the public 
rights-of-way by a real estate agent.  This procedure identifies a course of action for consecutive 
violations and requires offenders to be notified of the violation and incrementally fined.  Since its 
implementation the Code Compliance Staff has seen a significant reduction of repeat offenders.    
 
The proposed text amendment (Attachment 2) establishes a violation procedure which will apply to all 
sign violations on private property.  The amendment addresses the following:  
 

 Requires written notification to the responsible party 
 Applies to each type of sign violation committed by the same individual or entity within a 

specific project (i.e. A-frame signs, wall signs, window signs, hours of illumination, etc.) 
 Requires individuals to pay a higher fine each time they commit the same sign violation within 

a specific project  

mailto:rarellano@orovalleyaz.gov


 Allows the Planning and Zoning Administrator (PZA) the discretion to establish a schedule of 
compliance and waive any fines for individuals who have demonstrated significant progress for 
compliance.  

 
GENERAL PLAN 
 
Policy 2.1 of the General Plan provides that the Town shall ensure that the built environment is 
aesthetically pleasing and compatible with the natural surroundings. 
 
Policy 11.4 of the General Plan provides that the Town shall protect visually important areas.  
 
RECOMMENDATION  
 
Staff recommends approval of the proposed amendment to Section 28.2.D of the Oro Valley Zoning 
Code Revised as provided on Attachment 2 as the proposed text amendment will establish a fine 
schedule for sign violations giving the Town an improved set of tools to address sign violations and 
repeat offenders.   

 
SUGGESTED MOTION 
 
The Planning & Zoning Commission may wish to consider one of the following motions: 
 
I move to recommend approval of the proposed amendment to Section 28.2.D of the Zoning Code as 
provided on Attachment 2, based on the finding that the proposed amendment will improve the 
enforceability of the Town’s sign regulations.  
  
      OR 
 
I move to recommend denial of the proposed amendments to Section 28.2.D of the Zoning Code as 
the proposed amendment is not warranted at this time.  
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 
1. Violation Procedures – Current Code 
2. Proposed Text Amendment 
3. Chapter 30, Enforcement, of the OVZCR 
 
 
Project Manager:  Rosevelt Arellano  
 
 
 

      ___________ 
David A. Williams, AICP, Planning Division Manager 
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