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preject name VISTA BONITA OFFICZS BUILDING “A"

project addrass NEC SCCTISDALE ROAC & VISTA DRIVE

devaloper/owner' EMC DEVELOPMENT COMPANY

architect A0BERT McKENZIE

engineer = -

project cescription THiS PR0POSAL IS FOR A ONE STORY OFFICE BUILOING OF

APPROXIMATELY 11,600 SQUARE FEET (GROSS). THE WALLS OF THE BUILDINC \RE FINISHED

In STUCLC PATNVED OFF-WHITE. THE PITCHED ROQFS AT THT ENTRIES ART TERRA COTTA

COLORED CLAY TILE. A MATCHI?:G TERRA CGTTA CCOLCRED BA?lb OF GLAZED TILE IS PRO-

YIDEG ALONG THE PARAPEY, GARDEN WALLS AND COLUMNS. THE WINDGWS ARE DARK BROWN :

TAIKEQ WOGD FRENCH QOORS. WQNC- SUPPNRT MEMBERS FOR THE TILE ROQFS ARE ALSQ

pum——

STAINED" DARK BROWN. A STUCCO' PROJECPION IS PROVIDED AROUND EACH OF THE SETS

OF FRENC;' DC0RS. A BUILDING SETBACK VARIANGE HAS BEEN GRANTED. A PARKTNG

VARLANCE 1S “INGING. SHOULD THE VARIAMCE BE GRANTED, STAFF RE.LUMMEMDS APPROVAL

SUBJECT TO THE ATTACHED STIMULATIONS.

project infermation 4’5-*2-'?_’5 s 73-850-33 é Qi- 3A-£3
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THE STAFF RECOMMENDS THAT THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BCARD APPROVE THIS PROJECT SUBJECT
TO THE PSLLOWING DESIGN CONDITIONS BEING CCMPLIED WITHE IN THE FINAL DEVELOPMENT.

THE PCLLOWING NOTED DESIGN ITEMS ARE RECOMMENDED BY STAFF TU THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
BOARD AS STTPULATIONS CF THIS DEVELCPMENT. IF APPROVED, THEY MUST BE COMPLIED WITH
IN THE FINAL PLANS PRIOR TO THME ISSUANCE OF ANY CONSTRUCTICHN OR BUILDING PERMITS OR
PRIOR TO CITY COONCIL APPRONIL OF THE FINAL PLAT.

APFEAL OF ANY DEVELOPMENT KREVIEW BOARD STIPULATISN TO THF CITY CUUNCIL MUST BE FILED
WITH THE ¢ITY CLERK WITHIN TWENTY (D) CALZNDAP. DAYS FROM THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW
BOARD DECISION.

K\ ' 3933 civic center plaza  scottsdale, arizona 835251 {602} 994-2501 //
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. PAGE ONE
D. R. CASE NO. 111-DR-v RECOMMENDATIONS

PLANNING DEPARTHENT

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS ARE TQ SE PLACED ON THE CONSTRUCTION WORKING DRAWINGS:

REFUSE CONTAINERS:

a 1. Refuse containers shall te screened by material compatibie with the building
macerials,

[] 2. Modify refuse enciosure as follows:

JSIG"‘J"?":"'_-'—‘;EL“-";; . b it _wap i . - - ot s —mme
B 1. Signs " require separate apprc;vals and permits.
[1 2. A Master Sign Program sralj be approved by the Development Review Board prior

to the issuance of a Sign Permit.

3. A1 non-conforming signs shall be renoved prior te the issuance of a Building
Fermit. ‘ )

ON-SITE LIGHTING:

B 1. A on.site lighting and lighting fixtures shall be aparoved by Piznning prior
::ct;,e issuance of any Building Perfmit {re: diffusing, ctandards, glare, height,

SITE PLAN:

1. State zoning of property.

2. ¥iciaity map. . A - .

3. Prope;"ty Vines and dimensior-, s*treet names, centerline of street. -

4. Setbagk of structures - front, side. rear.

5. Parking lot dimensions - stall width and length, driveway widts, parking angle.

6. Show Tocation and details cf refuse enc}:osure. = :

7. ‘Lis:t sarking calculations required/provided. . . )

8. Indicate location of handicap parking spaces (20'0" x 12'0"). .

9. Other:

§3 1. Indicate location and design of scuppers/downupouts.

2. Design: SQRFEM UWAUS & ATRiIGM FEMCE PN NORTH SIDE OF
= . -

NG MAGeNRY WALL ON NCORTH PREP INE IO MATEM

BuiLpiNG .
BUILDING ELEVATICNS:

1. Incicate the height of building above finished floor.

2. Labdal colors and submit color sample/chip of all exterior miaterials.

and type of lighting.

4. Other:

3 3. Show Tocation and elevation of carports including fascias on all elevations

REV. 2/83
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DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD SEPTEMBER 8, 1983

111-DR-81 VISTA BONITA OFFICES BUILDING "A"™ - NEC SCOTTSDALE
: ROAD AND ViISTA DRIVE - ROBERT McKREUZIY, ARCH.

112-DR-83 VISTA BCNITA OFFICES BUILDING "3" - SEC VIS(A DRIVE
AND SCOTTSDALE ROAD - ROBERT McKENZIE, ARCH.

Mr. Dolasinski explained that these cases are requests for one-

stry office buildinos at the northeast and southeast corners of
Scottsdale Road and Vista Drive. Building "A" is Case 1lll and

Building "3" is Case 112. Building "A"™ is 11,600 square feet, and
Building "B" is 11,4235 sguarc feat (gross.) Both buildings have . -
<e L _apeiiceTitnral- treatmenty s vt 5 S veebid 1diRg - are~frnianed . =
in stucco paintad off-white. The entries are highlighted by
pitch rocfs with mission clay tile. A terra cotta band wraps
the parapet all the way around on both buildings. The windows
are darx brown stained wood french doors. The projection around
each of the sets of windows is of stucco. Staff recomme 1is
approval subjecz to the attacred stipulations. Both buildings
have received setback variances oy, Vista Drive. Buildirng "B*
received a sethack variance on Scouttséale Road. 3Soth buildings
have received parking variances of two cars.

Mr. Schubert askxed if the appiigant had an opportunity to review
tha stipulations and if he had any gquestions.

Mr. Robe~t McKen:zie, architect, stated that he only had questions
regarding ordinance stipulatiors. He added that all deed
restiictions have peen followed. This prciect has alsc passad the
Design Review Board of the neighborhood.-

Mr., Perrell asked if there ware ncuprers shown on the south and
north elevaticas of Casec 112-DR-83. .
Mr. McFKenzie replied that the scuppers were only overflow scuppers.
He also informed Mr. Perrell thait the parapet is higher than the
mechanical eguipment on the roof.

Mr. Bussard asked Mr. McKenzie to explain the curved walls in the
front. -

WL

Mr. McKenzie rescondad that they will match the building and were
dzsigned as agreed to by the neighbors and himself. These walls
are to tie the commercial buildings in with the rest or ‘the sub-
division.

Mr. Allison indicated his concern for the amount of windows with
no s: iscreening and protection.

Mr. McKenzie stated that the picture sitbmitted is for the puspcse
of showing color only.

Mr Schubzrt also pointed out that the carports will not be
apgroved since they are not included on the elevations. The
___ﬁpplicant will have to zome back for their approval.
- p— e =5 T e T o Ay T . 238 AR v G s
Mr. McKenzie explained that there are setback problems involved
with trying to shade the windows. He plans on using gray
glass. On the west elevation, he plans on uzing double glazing.

M¥r. Bussard moved to approve 111-pDR-83 and 112-DR-B3 subject to
the stipulat.ons. Mr. Perrell seconded the motion which carried
unanimously. :

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS ARE REQUIRED OF THIS DEVELOPMENT AMD SHALL BE RESOLVED WITH
. PLANNING PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF BUILDING PERMITS:

REFUSE CONTAINERS: Refuse containers shall be screened by material compatible
with the building materials.

SIGNS: Signs require separate approvals and permits.

ON-SITE LIGHTING: A1l on-site 1ighting and lightir ; fixtures shall be approved
by Planning (re: diffusing, standards, glare, heiqht. etc.).

SITE PLAN: 1. State zoning of property. 2 Vizinity map. 3. Property 1inas
and dimensions, street names, centerline of sireet. 4. Setback of structures -
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DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD MINUTES SEPTEMBER 8, 1983

111/112-0R-E3 CONT'D

front, side, rear. 5. Parking lot dimensions - stall width and length, driveway
width, parking angle. 6., Show location ard details of refuse enclosure.

7. Llist parking caizulations required/prov.ded. 8. Indicate Yocation of handi-
cap parking spaces {20'0"x12'0").

ERATTUN T TencE ST o Tt 5 10¢ OF Buf131Ag to Match
garden walls at entry. 112-DR-83 - screen walls and atrium fence on sguth side of
vutlding to match walls at entries. 3. 111-DR-a3 - finish existing masoary wall
on north property Yine to match building.

BUILDING ELEVATIONS: 1. Indicate the height of building above finishad floor.

2. Label colers and submit color sampie/chip of all exterior materiais. 3. Show
;loca.‘ion and elevation of carports incluring fascias on all elavations and type of
ighting. . .

LANBSCAPING: 1. Only EC% of frent open space can be uysed for retenticn basin.

2. Retention basin size meusuied to top of existing grade elevation. 3. Maxi-
mum 10:1 width to depth ratio 4:1 maximum slcpe. 4. Provide 8% siope away from
walk and curb for 5' along all streets. 3. Major tres theme should follow the
existing theme of neighboring properties. 6. Prcvide low water use landscape
theme. 7. Oniy up to 50% o7 landscape arez shall te in grass if provided.
OTHER: Place Development Review number on all plans in %" size letters.

THE FOLLGY™NG ITEMS ARS REQUIRED OF THIS DEVELCSMENT AND SHALL BE RESOLVED WITH
TRAFFIC ENuINEZRING PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF ANY CONSTRUCTION CR BUILDING PERMITS:

ROADWAY, INTERSECTION ANG ACCESS DESIGN: Driveway entrances shail be designed
per Scotisdale design standard CL-1. : - : K
OTHER: Traffic Enginepring may require additio~al (or changes in) improvemants
at the time detailed plans are reviewed {i.e. tapers, transitions, barricades,
guardrail, etc.). :
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_ BUILDING MATERIAL/DESIGN: 1. Indicate location and design of scuppers/downspors —
e T e R S e M b : spoT
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