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McClay, Doris

From: Huish, Teresa

Sent:  Tuesday, August 16, 2005 5:31 PM
To: McClay, Doris

Cc: Conner, Tim

Subject: FW: scenic corridor

for the file on 1-gp- 2004

From: Huish, Teresa

Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 5:23 PM
To: 'CW Swanson'

Subject: RE: scenic corridor

Pinnacle Peak does not currently have a specific scenic designation. It is classified as a Minor
Arterial between Scottsdale and Pima Roads, and a minor Collector east of Pima Road in the Streets
Master Plan.

Through the General Pian case on scenic roadways now going through the process, staff is
recommending a new scenic roadway classification for desert roadways called Desert Scenic Roadways
be included in the General Plan. This would apply to roads like Pinnacle Peak that are mile or half mile
streets in the Environmentally Sensitive Lands Ordinance (ESLO) District. The City Council will hear
this case on September 20 (tentatively).

Pinnacle Peak was not one of the suggested roadways to be considered by the City Council or Preserve
Commission members for a scenic roadway designation through this General Plan amendment, however,
on August 24, the Planning Commission will initiate a second General Plan case to evaluate other
roadways - specifically Hayden Road and Pinnacle Peak Road.

Hope this answers your questions.
Teresa Huish

From: CW Swanson [mailto:cwswanson@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, August 16, 2005 10:35 AM

To: thuish@scottsdaleaz.gov

Subject: scenic corridor

What is Pinnacle Peak Rd. designated as?
Why wasn't it included in the current scenic corridor proposal?

CWS

08/16/2005



McClay, Doris

From: Huish, Teresa

Sent: Wednesday, July 06, 2005 12:37 PM
To: McClay, Doris

Subject: FW: Scenic Corridor Designation

From Tempe, for the file 1-gp-2004

————— Original Message-----

From: diana_kaminski@tempe.gov [mailto:diana_kaminski@tempe.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, July 06, 2005 12:08 PM

To: Huish, Teresa

Subject: Scenic Corridor Designation

Teregsa, I have reviewed the proposed changes and do not see anything that
impacts/affects the City of Tempe. If there were considerations being made
to additional areas, it seems that the western edge of the McDowell Road
corridor might be worth consideration, as it enters into a Papago desert
park in Phoenix, and is considered by all three cities as a natural
feature and amenity. Thank you for the notice of the hearing. I do not
plan to attend.

Diana Kaminski
480-858-2391
diana_kaminski@tempe.gov

This message was feedback from the following web page:
http://eservices.scottsdaleaz.gov/cases/casesheet.aspx?caseid=26962
7/6/2005 12:07:40 PM

164.50.248.201 Mozilla/4.0 {(compatible; MSIE 6.0; Windows NT 5.1)
sessionlID: 8641457



January 19, 2004

TO: Planning Commission

FROM: Art DeCabooter, Chairman
McDowell Sonoran Preserve Commission

SUBJECT: Scenic Corridors

At the January 8, 2004, McDowell Sonoran Preserve Commission meeting the
Commission unanimously approved submitting a letter to the Planning Commission
requesting the following:

The McDowell Sonoran Preserve Commission recommends the Planning
Commission initiate a process to consider designating the following road segments
as scenic corridors.

¢ Jomax Road- Scottsdale Road to Pima Road

¢ Lone Mountain Road- Scottsdale Road to Pima Road

e Dixileta Road- all of the road segments in Scottsdale

o Thompson Peak Parkway- the CAP Canal to Scottsdale Road

The McDowell Sonoran Preserve Commission has maintained a keen interest in scenic
corridors since the preparation of the Desert Open Spaces System Plan in 1997. The
Commission views scenic corridors as an enhancement to the McDowell Sonoran
Preserve and as an essential element of an overall integrated open space system in the
community. Scenic corridors augment the quality of life in the community by creating a
sense of openness along streets frequently traversed by residents and as a benefit to
tourism providing visitors a pleasing experience while traversing designated streets.

The Commission strongly recommends the listed roadway segments be added to the
Scottsdale General Plan and other appropriate policy documents. The Commission
recognizes that some of these roadway segments have an established development
pattern.

If you have questions or require additional information, please contact Commissioner
Howard Meyers, who is the lead commissioner on this topic, staff, or L

¢ Randy Grant
Tim Conner
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Tuesday, June 28, 2005
Community Design Studio, 7506 E. Indian School Rd.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will
include your address on future communications related to this topic.

Name Mailing address City and Zip Code E-Mail Phone (optional)
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Tuosday, June 28, 2005
Community Design Studio, 7506 E. Indian School Rd.

PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY -- AND IF AVAILABLE, PLEASE INCLUDE YOUR E-MAIL -- We will
include your address on future communications related to this topic.

Name Mailing address City and Zip Code E-Mail Phone (optional)
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Your Commen’rs Pleosel
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circle ei’rher yes or no:

e N
Shouid Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridore ( yes > no A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes' no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? ye5® Remain a Buffered Sefback Roadway? ( yes\ no

RN

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor?@ no A Buffered Setback Roadway? ~ yés  _no

S

\
Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridore  yes (/B\S/, Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? ( yes') no
~

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? @> no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes \ no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes no What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Street? ye§ no What Roadway? 1_'__‘; e C\dt " f’ev S Wc R o, P %)
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Your Commen’rs Pleosel
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circle either yes or no:

A B TR A

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Coridorz  (g8) 10 ) A Buffered Setback Roadway? no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridore  Yes @ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? no

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? ' yes @ A Buffered Setback Roadway? no

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridorez  yes @ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? @ no

Pty

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor?  yes @ A Buffered Setback Roadway? @ no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation? yes no WhatRoadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete  Y&€S  NO What Roadway?
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circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Comidorg  yes no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Coridor2 ~ yes  no  Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? ~ yes  NO

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Conidore  yes  no A Buffered Sefback Roadway? ~ y&s  no
Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridorz ~ yes  no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no
Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor?2  yes  no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation2 yes no What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streetez y€s N0 What Roadway?
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Your Comments Pleasel

circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Coridor? ¥€sS  nO A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes) no

- /'-\
Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridorg  yes  no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? { yes, no
Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Coridorz  Y€S  no A Bufiered Setback Roadway? no

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Cormidorg  yes no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? @ no

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor?  yes @ A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes @

Shouid other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes no what Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Street2  YeS  nO What Roadway?
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Your Comments Plegse!

circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Coridorz  yes \“@ A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes (no

Shouid Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor?  yes @ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes rfo_"

should Dixleta Road be designated a Scenic Coridorz  yes (nd A Buffered Setback Roadwaye ~ Yes (o
Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridore  yes ) Remain o Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes @ J
Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor?  yes @, A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes @

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes @ What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated o Themed Street?  yes @ What Roadway?
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Your Commen’rs Pleosel

2T g A e e L ST LAY ETR At Lo oS Ut A R & AL P B RRAEER £ Tele STTERLTA

cwcle ei’rher yes or no:
Should Jomaox Road be designated a Scenic Comidor? YES A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? ye Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? ye
Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? yes A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Cormridor? ye Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? ye
Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? yes A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation? yes Whof Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Street?  yes What Roadway? k s
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Your Comments Please!
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circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Cormidorez ~ yes A Buffered Setback Roadway2  yes @

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Coriidor? ~ Yes (N0 Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? ~ yes  no

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor?  yes \nq_j A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes no /

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Comidor?  yes CQ_Q/’\ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? yes nho

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Coriidor?  yes no , A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation? yes no What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete  Y&€S  nNO What Roadway?
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Your Comments Please!
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circle either yes or no: —
Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridorz ~ yes no A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes 6’*0 :
N ~

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Coridorz  y€s  no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadwayz yes no

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  yes  no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Comidorg  yes  no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridorz  yes no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation? yes no What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Street?  yes ~ ‘no J What Roadway?
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Your Comments Please!
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circle either yes or no:

ShouJld Jomax Road be designa*ed a Scen‘c Corridors yes A Buffered Setback Roadway?® yes

31ould Lone Mountan Road be redesignaied a Scenic Comicor?  Yes Remrain o 3uffered Se'oac< Roadway?  ¥es
Skcuid Dixileta Rocd be designa~ed a Scenic Corridorg ~ YEs A Bufferes Sietback Roadway? ‘yes

Should Taompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scer’c Corridor? - Yes IRemain a Buifered Setback Roacway? no
Shou d Bell Roge be cesignated a Scenic Carridore yes A suffered Seltnack Roadway? no

Skould otner roacways be censidered for a scenic/bufiered roadway designation?  wes What Roadwey?

Should these or other rcads be designeed a Themed Stree1? ye&s  NoO wrathRoadway?
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Your Comments Pleasel

circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Comridor?  yes A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes @

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Comidoré  yes Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes
Sﬁoutd Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor?  yes A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes @

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Coridor?  yes @ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? @ \ r

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor?  yes @ A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes | no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes/ no \,Whot Roadway? ]

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Street?  Yes @ What Roadway?
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Your Comments Pleasel

circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  Y€S A Buffered Setback Roadway?¢ yes @

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? yeS./ n02 Remain o Buffered Sefback Roadway? @ no

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Comidore  yes A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes @

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridor?  yes o Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? es / no
L/ y

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor?  yes @ A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes @ What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streefe  Y€S What Roadway?
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Why place a scenic corridor or scenic buffer on properties along Jomax Road (WEST OF
SCOTTSDALE ROAD) when there are properties already built with 6-8 foot high walls
within the proposed scenic corridor area?

Why place a scenic corridor or scenic buffer on properties along Jomax Road (WEST OF
SCOTTSDALE ROAD) when the entire south side of the roadway is within the City of
Phoenix city limits and this designation cannot be enforced along the entire south side?

Why place a scenic corridor or scenic buffer on properties along Jomax Road (WEST OF
SCOTTSDALE ROAD) when it’ll only penalize Scottsdale residents on the north side of
the street (create unusable private property) and be unenforceable along the south side of
the street because it is not within Scottsdale?

I already have dedicated Natural Area Open Space (NAOS) designated along the wash on
my property and now the city wants to designate the entire south 100 feet for a scenic
corridor...] DON’T AGREE with this proposal and am totally against it!!!

Do I get compensated for this taking of what was useable space on my property?

Why is it that I have designated NAOS on my lot and other lots within my subdivision do
not have NAOS designated and they got to wall in their entire lots including where the city
wants to designate the scenic corridor?

How is the City’s well site just west of my property scenic?? It has looked awful for over
20 years?

Where are the numbers of Scottsdale residents pushing for this? Or are there only a select
few who think they dictate what happens in this part of Scottsdale?

SO, I have the zoning requirements for 43,000 square foot lots, which I have. The city
takes 20-25% of that for NAOS because I added onto my existing home (originally built in
1985) after the city adopted the Environmentally Sensitive Lands Ordinance. So in reality,
I have approximately 33,000 square feet useable after my NAOS dedication to the city, I
then have to worry about the Foothills Overlay (recently applied to my property) and what
that restricts my property to.... and now the City wants to apply a scenic corridor/buffer

I am totally against any scenic corridor or buffered setback
designation on Jomax Road, west of Scottsdale Road.
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circle either yes or no: on 4wk 1>,
" Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? YQS A Buffered Setback Roadway? C{gg no

N\,

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? Ceg no  Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? Q’/e’g no

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? ( ye_§) no A Buffered Setback Roadway? <y/e§ no

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridore C@z no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? C//)is

- s
Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? ()@J no A Buffered Setback Roadway? (ﬁ
Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway desi fion? EN Fﬂﬂ-(
y designation?  yes What Roadway2 —5 cu &O_C/\/T'
Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete  YesS What Roadway? ‘
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Your Commen’rs Pleosel
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circle gither yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridor2  Yes  no A Buffered Setback Roadway? ~ yes no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor?2  Y&s  no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadwaye  Y€s

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Coridore  yes  Nno A Buffered Setback Roadway?  ye€s  no
Shouid Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridoreg yes  no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadwaye  yes
Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Comridor?  yes  no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation? yes no What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Street?2  y&€s  NO What Roadway?
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Your Comments Pleasel
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circle either yes or no:
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Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  (yes/ no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? @ no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway?  y&€S  NO

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? @ no A Buffered Setback Roddway? yes no
Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? (yes> no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no
Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridore @ no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Shouid other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation? yes no What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Street?2  y&€s  NO What Roadway?
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Your Comments Please!

circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridore / Y€s_~ N0 A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? ﬂO Remain a Buffered Setback Roadwaye  ye€s  No

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corriclor.2 no A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes  no

Should Thompson Peck Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes Nno

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridore @no A Buffered Setback Roadway? no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation? yes no What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Street? no What Roadway? ALL— - THIS 75 Sco k0L
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Your Commen’rs Please!
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circle ei’rher yes or No:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridore ( yes/ no A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadwaye ~ ye€s  no

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? no A Buffered Setback Roadway? ~ yes  no

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? @ no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway2 yes ho

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no
Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation? No  What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete  Yés What Roadway?
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Your Commen’rs Pleosel

Hite" XA e S BB B P S T L

circie ei’rher yes or no:

,
Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridor?  ( yes ) no A Buffered Setback Roadway?  ( yes/ no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? | yes ) no  Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? ( yes ) no

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? )@ no A Buffered Setback Roadway? <@ no

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? @ no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? {@ no
should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? Q@ no  ABuffered Setback Roadway? @ no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation? (@ No  What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Street2  Y&€s  NO What Roadway?
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Your Commen’rs PleczlseI

TR ~ P T v

circle either yes or no:

N =
Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? kyeS) no A Buffered Setback Roadway? no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? | yeS) no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? / ye€s5/ NoO

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? @ A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes/ no

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridore @@ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? ée} @

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Cormidore  yes @ A Buffered Setback Roadwaye yes 7no
Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designatione  yes @ what Roadway?2

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete  YES @ What Roadway?

/QLMV -
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Your Comments Please!

S N

circle either yes or no:

)
Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridorg | yes _/no A Buffered Setback Roadway? no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridore no Remain a Buffered Sefback Roadway? /[ ¥€S  jno

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? @ no A Buffered Setback Roadway? @5’ no

N
Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? @ no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? @ no

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  yes A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes @ .

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?g  yes @Whof Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete  Y€S @ What Roadway?

comments: -




Your Comments Please!

i o =S vt g cerrr e e e e s weme amger e s e e

circle either yes or no:

~

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridorz  yes (N0 A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes) no

Should Lone Mouniain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridore  ( QeS5 no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes  NO

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  Y€S A Buffered Setback Roadwayz (Y€ no
Should Thompson Pecak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridore  yes @ Remcin a Buffered Setback Roadway? @ no
Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? ( Qes ) no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes @

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes no  What Roadway?

Comniiver Piavnacd Fe 4 1<
Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete ( Y€s /) NO What Roadway?2  goas Ba7weew Scorrioa~ e Lo

L i gy
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Your Comments Pleasel

circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  Y€5 @ A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes @

should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridore  Yes @ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway?  /ye€s/ NO

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridorg — yes @ A Buffered Setback Roadway?  Yes @
Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridore  yes @ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? @ no

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? — yes A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes @

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes @ What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete  yes What Roadway?
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Your Comments Pleasel

circle either yes or no:

I3

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridorz  yes @ A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes )no

i

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? @ no  Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? yes@

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? ye® A Buffered Setback Roadway? \ Yyes \ no
Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridoreg  Y&sS  no Remain ¢ Buffered Setlbback Roadway?

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridorz — yes @) A Buffered Setback Roadway2  \ yes) no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designationg NO  What Roadway? '?‘m:\

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete  Ye€s  NoO What Roadway?

comments:

yes no




Your Comments Please!

circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  yes  No A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes  no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridorz  ye€s  no Remain a Buffered Setoack Roadway?2  yes  no

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  yes  No A Buffered Sefback Roadway? yes  no
Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridore  y&s  no Remcin ¢ Buffered Setback Roadways  ye€s  no
Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridorg  yes  no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes no  what Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete  ye€s  No What Roadway?
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Your Comments Please!

circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridorg  Y€s N0 A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no
Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor2 ~ y€s  no  Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway?  ye&s  No
Shouid Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  yes  No A Buffered Setback Roadwaye  yes nNo

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridore  yes  no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadwaye  yes  no
Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? yes no A Buffered Setback Roadway?2 yes no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes no  what Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete yes  no What Roadway?
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Your Comments Please!

circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  yes @ A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes @

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? @ no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? — y€s @
Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  yes A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes @

Should Thompson Peck Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridor?2 @ no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadwaye  yes @

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? @}' no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes @

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes @ What Roadway?2

~
Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete  Ye€s @0/ What Roadway?
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Your Comments Please!

circle either yes or no:

) )
Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridorg  yes @ A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes (no/
Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridore  {Y€s) Nno Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway?  y€s  NO

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  yes @ A Buffered Setback Roadwaye  yes @

~
Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridore !//yeS/ no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes no
Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Comridor? | yes, no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Should ofher roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes no  wWhat Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Street2 ye€s  NO What Roadway?
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Your Comments Please!

circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridor?. ye‘g no A Buffered Setback Roadway?e yes no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? L_}@S no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway?  Y&€s  NO
»'/’\ \‘

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? L}{QS’ no A Buffered Setback Roadwaye ~ yes  Nno

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridor? Ly/QS no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadwaye  yes  Nno

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation? no  What Roadway?

should these or other roads be designated a Themed Street?  y€s  NO What Roadway? /{ N al )(Qc/()&ﬁ Cfi
/Za o)
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Your Comments Please!

circle either yes or no:

’/' B
Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  Y€s L-rl('; A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes @

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridore  ( ye€s /no Remain a Buffered Setback Roadwaye  /ye€s )no

Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  yes @) A Buffered Setback Roadway?e  YesS @

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridore / yes / no Remain ¢ Buffered Setback Roadway? Ges__ no
‘ )

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? no A Buffered Setback Roadway? no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes  no  What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streetz Y5 NO What Roadway?
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Your Comments Please!

circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  Yes (/ﬁ67 A Buffered Setback Roadway? QV?S"» no
Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridorz — Yes @ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? (J€9) NO

P -~ .
Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Conidorg — yes ¢ no > A Buffered Setback Roadway? ( yess no

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridor?  yes /'o‘,_/ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadwaye /);é;) no
C

L

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Corridore  yes C'ﬁq/? A Buffered Setback Roadway? 6@'5-3 no

Should ofher roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes C"’ﬁo) What Roadway?2

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete  Y€s CﬁB j What Roadway?
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Your ommenTs Pleosel

circle either yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Coridorz  ¥es NG A Buffered Setback Roadway? ves  no

hould Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Coridorz  yes  no  Remain a Buftered Selback Roadway? Y€ NO

Keep US scenic please..

Should Dixeta Road be designated a Scenic Comidorz  yes I;C% I Afgifered Se;@oo‘cak SOO$;1VOV2 )3';95 n}%)- do
our pri & e rou ™My Nouse. . L
Tl B AL RRs Blens gy

L'should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridorz yes  no Remom a Buffeled Setback Roadway?  yes no
Should 8ell Road be designated a Scenic Cormidor?  yes  no A Buffered Sethack Roadway? yes no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation?  yes  no  what Roadway?

Should these or other roads pe designated a Themed Street? YE5 NO Whot Roadway?e

Diane 1 Ray Perney  rurp £, Paker Df.
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Huish, Teresa

From: jsaleo@qwest.net

Sent: Wednesday, June 29, 2005 5:56 PM
To: Huish, Teresa

Subject: 1-GP-2004

May I make a suggestion. Include a multi-use trail in the ROW of the road
profile for Scenic Roadway. Actually, it was to be included in the Desert
Foothills Character Area.

John Aleo
jsaleo@qgwest.net
This message was feedback from the following web page:

http://eservices.scottsdaleaz.gov/cases/casesheet.aspx?caseid=26962
6/29/2005 5:55:55 PM

130.13.136.83 Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0; Windows NT 5.1; SV1; .NET
CLR 1.1.4322) sessionlD: 0



Your Commen’rs Pleosel

A PR AR SRR

circle eifher yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Coridorg ( yes \ no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes(_ na/]
Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a scenic Corridorz  yes(”_n0™ - Remain a Buffered Sefback Roadway? @ no

/—Q\ﬂ\.‘
Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? no A Buffered Setback Roadway?  yes (Nno
Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Comidor? yes@ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? @ no
Should Belt Road be designated a Scenic Corridore @ no A Buffered Setback Roadway? yes @

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation? yes no What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Sireet? @ no What Roadway? JL;‘M if - C& V\‘ieas O&ﬁ GT//QF\QSZ(J )

comments: U e\ o prpuaeh T Seosdiole g Craeg 1o
Ores gk e WX W \eq e tion. (D@r\a Qe S
N\ k. T earISdi ks Yo & usoxk:;::&

T oWe o 2oo 00 \Hr\e oo SN ety etoe

\(’)O’ SO\ Wotlia  \LONery fb@@uﬁ-&n \




Your Commen’rs Pleosel
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circle ei’rher yes or no:

Should Jomax Road be designated a Scenic Corridor? C@ @ A Buffered Setback Roadway? no

Should Lone Mountain Road be redesignated a Scenic Corridorz  Yes @ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? no
Should Dixileta Road be designated a Scenic Corridorz  yes A Buffered Setback Roadway? no

Should Thompson Peak Parkway be redesignated a Scenic Corridore  yes @ Remain a Buffered Setback Roadway? @ no

Should Bell Road be designated a Scenic Comidor?  yes @? A Buffered Sefback Roadway?  (Jes,) no

Should other roadways be considered for a scenic/buffered roadway designation? yes no What Roadway?

Should these or other roads be designated a Themed Streete ye€s  no What Roadway?
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Preservationists seek scenic corridors

Group says larger
setbacks needed to
protect open space

By JOE KULLMAN
TRIBUNE

Preservation activists say
Scottsdale officials are being
too timid in their latest move
to protect the city’s Sonoran
Desert ambience.

The City Council later this
summer will consider applying
design and development
guidelines aimed at preserving
natural terrain and scenic
views to land along another
major roadway.

But the guidelines, which
encourage property owners to
maintain open space and
native desert vegetation, and
to keep perimeter walls and
other structures from blocking
desert vistas, won't be the
strongest ones the city could
use.

Following the advice of eity
planners, the Planning Com-
mission last week voted to rec-
ommend the City Council des-
ignate Bell Road as a “buffered
roadway.”

The commission also rec-
ommended Lone Mountain
Road and Thompson Peak

Designated
scenic corridors

» Carefree Highway from Scottsdale
Road to city's western boundary
= Cave Creek Road from Pima Road
to northern boundary
« Dynamite Boulevard from 56th
Street to eastern boundary
* Pima Road north of Loop 101 to
Cave Creek Road .
« Scottsdale Road from Frank Lloyd
Wright Boulevard to Carefree
Highway
« Shea Boulevard from Loop 10! to
city’s eastern boundary

Parkway remain designated
buffered roadways and not be
declared scenie corridors. The
commission declined to sup-
port adding Jomax Road and
Dixiteta Drive to six existing
scenie corridors.

Guidelines for scenic corri-
dors stipulate building set-
backs of 100 feet from road-
sides.

Guidelines for buffered
roadways call for setbacks of
no more than 50 feet.

Preservation advocates say
the larger setbacks are needed
to adequately protect natural

.

TIM HACKER, TRIBUNE

BACK CORRIDORS: The leader for the Volunteers @ Scenic Pima
Road, Tim Montgomery, front left, stands in the desert along
with group members, from left, Jan and Mike Stephenson,
Lorraine Sawicki, Tom Caputo, Sharron and Guy Henriksen.

open space and views.

“It's important for our tour-
ism industry and it’s impor-
‘tant for our quality of life,” said
Tim Montgomery, a leader of
the Volunteers @ Scenic Pima
Road. "We’re losing too much
of the type of natural scenery
we 6see in those

advertisements that are sup-
posed to draw tourists.”

The Pima Road group,
which Montgomery said has
about 150 members, has been
urging city officials to estab-
lish more scenie corridors and
ensure new development fol-
lows the guidelines.

Scottsdale’s McDowell
Sonoran Preserve Commission
asked the city to consider
making Jomax and Dixileta
scenic corridors. The two
roads and Thompson Peak
Parkway are the main “por-
tals” into the city’s open-space
system, said Howard Myers,
who served on the preserve
commission for six years.

“We would like to see stron-
ger scenic protections given to
alt of them. . . . We may have to

battle for that” when the issue

goes before the City Council,
Myers said.

City planner Teresa Huish
said Jomax and Dixileta aren’t
major regional thoroughfares,
and therefore don't qualify for
the full scenic-corridor
designation.

She pointed out also that
the city received negative
responses from some resi-
dents who examined proposals
to add scenie corridors.

‘The opposition is misguid-
ed, Myers said.

“Some people don’t under-
stand that (scenic-corridor
guidelines) don’t impact them
if their houses are already
built. It's only about new devel-
opment,” he said, "They think
they are somehow going to
lose something and that this is

TRIBUKE

just more government
regulation.”

Planning ecommissioner
James Heitel said many prop-
erties along Jomax and Dixi-
leta are already developed, so
applying scenic-corridor
guidelines would not have
much effect. .

“Providing unimpeded open

space there would be -atty
hard to achieve,” he sz
CONTACT WRITER:
(480) 970-2342

or jkuliman@aztrib.com

Longtime resident
‘got involved in
everything’

BY JUH ]

EVERYDAY | PEOPLE

Fountain Hills woman a pillar of the community

departments.

Tibbetts has participated in
every Town Hall meeting
sinee their inception in 1984,
ineluding two in April,

She joined the Chamber of

Everyday People
Everyday People is a weekly look at
people with ties to the Scottsdale
area who might not otherwise be in
the news. If you know someone you

Library -
open, some
areas not
cooled

TRIBUNE STAFF REPORTS

Scottsdale’s Civie Center
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1-GP-2004

Visually Significant Roadways

Components of Linear Meaningful Open Space
Streetscape Character: Natural, Transitional, Suburban, Downtown/Urban
{Character and Design Element/Open Space and Recreation Element)

]

Scenic Corridors

Designated in General Pian

Major Arterial/Roads of Regional
Significance

Regional Travel
Large/Enhanced Setbacks
50100

Desert Preservation

Buffer Land Use
Regional/Trail/Multi-use Path

General Inclusive Design guidelines -
DRB Approval

May have specific thematic design
guidelines

Buffered Setback Roadways

Designated in General Plan
Minor Arterial / Major Collector
Local Travel

Enhanced Setbacks 50' or Less
Aesthetic Buffer

Locai Trail/Multi-use Path
General design guidelines

May have specific thematic design
guidelines

Themed Streetscapes
Referenced but not designated
in General Plan
Any Roadway Classification (May
also be Scenic Corridor or Buffered
Setback)
Regional & Local Travel
No Enhanced Setbacks

Focus on Local Pedestrian Connectivity

Will have specific thematic design
guidelines




What The General Plan Says About:

Scenic Corridors:
Character and Design Element
“Apply the Scenic Corridor designation: ..."

e t0 maintain views

o where the desert character is a vital part of the
neighborhood setting

o to buffer impacts of highly traveled roadways
adjacent to neighborhoods through a larger
landscaped area

Buffered Setback / Parkways:

Character and Design Element

“"Other visually significant roadways include roadways with buff-
ered setbacks and roadways with specific streetscape design
themes. Many of these designated roadways have individual
design guideline policies.”

Themed Streets:

Character and Design Element

“Designate specific design standards to be implemented on
streets where a special theme is desired.”

Open Space and Recreation Element

*Apply a Scenic Corridor designation along major streets to pro-
vide for open space and opportunities for trails and paths. The
designation should be applied using the following guidelines:

e Thereis a need for a landscaped buffer between streets and adjo-
cent land uses.

® Anenhanced streetscape appearance is desired.

® Views to mountains and natural or man-made features will be en-
hanced.

Open Space and Recreation Element

“"Consider buffered setbacks/parkways to provide the
streetscape with a unique image that should also reduce the
impacts of a major street on adjacent parcels. This type of
designation is primarily an aesthetic buffer.”

“Create specific design guidelines for highly visible major city
streets.”



Who benefits from SCEN'C CORR'DORS,
BUFFERED SETBACKS/PARKWAYS?
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* Adjacent land owners who are more effectively buffered from the adverse
impacts of major roadway fraffic, and experience enhanced enjoyment of
the scenic beauty of the surrounding desert.

» Scoftisdale citizens who drive, walk, bicycle, or horseback ride along these
corridors

» Tourists and visitors who can experience more of our

desert/cultural/recreational lifestyle and the community's lush Sonoran
Desert.
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What are other ways the City

BUFFERS ROADWAYS?

* Natural Area Open Space Requirements

¢ Environmentally Sensitive Lands
Ordinance

¢ Development Agreements

* Arizona Preserve |nitiative Agreement
with State Land Dept.

* City Preservation Purchases

¢ Trails Plan Development Dedications

+ Neighborhood Plans (L.E. Cactus Acres)
¢ Building Setback Requirements

* Open Space Requirements for
Commercial Development
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Existing Themed Shreets:

64th Street (McDowell 1o Indian School Rds. )
Indian School Road

Scottsdale Road

Frank Lloyd Wright Boulevard

Shea Boulevard (East of the CAP Canal)

Via Linda (East of the CAP Canal)

Cactus Road (96th to 104th St.)

Pima Road {Loop 101 to McDowell Road)

S AT SRR L SIS A e 30 DL E LT T 5 R ST et e SE Teanita

Themed Streets May Have:

Theme Symbols and Graphics

Theme Colors and Materials

Theme Landscape Pallets

Public Art as part of the Streetscape Design
Theme Street Hardware (eg. tfransit stops)

Other Elements that Reinforce the Character
of the Area



ROADWAYS SUBMITTED FOR VISUALLY SIGNIFICANT DESIGNATION

v

-

Primary Criteria
Application For New
Visually Significant
Roadway Designation
In The General Plan

|
v

Significant |

Regional
Vehicular
Traffic

Roadway |
| Designated As |~
Major Arterial [
(w/Exceptions)

v

:

Significant Significant —‘
Local Local & Regional |
Vehicular Vehicular
Traffic [ Traffic
Roadway | Roadway Designation

Designated As

Major Collector

[ .

| Minor Arterial To 5%

(Usually Major
Arterial To
Minor Collector)

Large/Enhanced Enhanced Setbacks \ No Enhanced
Setbacks 50'-100° 50" Or Less Setbacks
Desert Preservation Aestheftic Buffer Special Thematic
Buffer Land Use Land Uses
. |
\ Y Y
h Significant Trail " .- | Significant Trail Focuses On
*{ Corridor / Multi- | Corridor / Multi- Local Pedestrian
Use Path For Use Path For Connectivity
Regional Use Local Use {
| .%
\ Y
May Qualify For May Qualify For May Qualify For
Scenic Buffered Themed
Corridor Setback Streetscape
Designation Designation Designation

| GP Amendment

-

&GP Amendment

No GP Amendment
L

kK



Scenic Corridor History Time Line

1963

A grass roots effort convinced the county to
establish the Desert Foothills Scenic Drive.
The Designation included Scottsdale Road
from Happy Valley Road to Carefree.

1984

Scottsdale adopted the Scottsdale Foothills
General Plan. This plan designated portions
of Scottsdale Road, Pima Road, and Dyna-
mite Boulevard as Scenic Corridors.
Buffered Setback roads were intfroduced.

1997

Scottsdale published a Scenic Corridor
Design Guideline brochure. The brochure
suggested 50 residential setbacks and 100'
non-residential setbacks.

January 2004

The McDowell Sonoran Preserve suggested
to the Planning Commiission that additional
roads be considered for Scenic Corridor
Designation.

Early 1970's

Scottsdale established precedence by
stipulating a scenic corridor for the
rezoning of the McCormick Center
along Shea Boulevard

1986

Scottsdale adopted the Tonto Foothills
General Plan. Cave Creek Road and
the Carefree Highway were added to
the Scenic Corridor designation list.
Additions were also made to the
Buffered Setback roads.

2001

The voter approved 2001 General Plan
described the need for formal Scenic
Corridor Design Guidelines

April 2004

Scottsdale City Council initiated a
General Plan Amendment to consider
additional designation of roads as
Scenic Corridors and Buffered Setback /
Parkways.

1976

Scofttsdale adopted the Northeast Area
General Plan. This Created a scenic Parkway
designation along Shea Boulevard.

1992-1999

General Plan updates added some basic
guidelines for designation of Scenic Corridors.

2003

Scottsdale's Development Review Board
adopted formal Scenic Corridor Design
Guidelines that suggested minimur setback
buffers of 100’,



= A comprehensive and connected system that links together existing
multi-use trails with developing areas and the natural preserve areas.

. The history of planning the future expansion of recreational facilities,
which has played a major role in the development of the existing system
and continues to play an important role for future planning.

= Open space and recreational amenities that provide an individual
solitude or participating in a group.

= Opportunities to provide recreational amenities that support current
population as well as anticipate the desires and needs of future
generations.

= A community with numerous recreational facilities dispersed throughout
its borders. Such an inventory makes expansion and linking of these
easier and more rewarding to'the residents of the city.

=  The recognition and support of the constitutionally-guaranteed private
property rights and opposition to any practice or program that would
result in a violation of those rights or the taking of property without due
process and equitable resolution.

Goals and Anproaches

1.  Protect and improve the quality of Scottsdale’s natural
and urban environments as defined in the quality and
quantity of its open spaces.

s  Provide ample opportunity for people to experience and
enjoy the magnificent Sonoran Desert and mountains,
balancing access with preservation.

e  Provide a variety of opportunities for passive and active
outdoor recreational activities such as hiking, horseback
riding, mountain biking, rock climbing and wildlife
observation.

. Provide opportunities for education and research on the
Sonoran Desert and mountains, and the history and
archaeology of the community.

) Provide access areas of sufficient size and with adequate
facilities for public use and open space system access.

¢  Develop a non-paved public trail system for hiking,
mountain biking, and horseback riding and link these trails
with other city and regional trails.

Open Space and Recreation Element

Page 113
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Restore habitat in degraded areas (burmed, grazed, vehicular damage) of
the McDowell Sonoran Preserve to its undisturbed condition including
plant species diversity and natural ecological processes.
Support tourism in the community by providing public scenic-outdoors-
educational-recreational opportunities for visitors.
Designate viewsheds and consider them when approving development.
Promote creative residential and commercial development techniques
consistent with the Character Plan for an area, to further preserve
meaningful and accessible open space.
Relate the character of open spaces to the uses and character of different
areas of the city.
Preserve and integrate visual and functional connections between major
city open spaces into the design of development projects.
Evaluate open space design with these primary determinants: aesthetics,
public safety, maintenance needs, water consumption, drainage
considerations, and multi-use and desert preservation.
Integrate utilities and other public facilities sited in open spaces into the
design of those open spaces, with consideration given to materials, form,
and scale.
Protect the visual quality of open space, unique city characteristics, and
community landmarks.
Preserve scenic views and vistas of mountains, natural features, and rural
landmarks.
Protect and use existing native plants, the design themes of character
areas within which they are sited, and response to local conditions in
landscape designs.
Permanently secure an interconnected open space system to maintain
visual and functional linkages between major city open spaces. This
system should include significant Scottsdale [andmarks, major drainage
courses, regional linkages and utility corridors.
Apply a Scenic Corridor designation along major streets to provide for
open space and opportunities for trails and paths. This designation
should be applied using the following guidelines:
* There is a need for a landscaped buffer between streets and adjacent
land uses.
An enhanced streetscape appearance is desired.
* Views to mountains and natural or man-made features will be
ephanced.
Consider buffered setbacks/parkways to provide the streetscape with a
unique image that should also reduce the impacts of a major street on
adjacent parcels. This type of designation is primarily an aesthetic
buffer.

Scottsiale 2001 Genoral Plan




3.  Identify Scottsdale’s historic, archaeological and cultural resources,
promote an awareness of them for future generations, and support
their preservation and conservation,

¢  Continue the Historic and Archaeological Preservation Process. The

388 1hs Goals pilns ontin : ch C : AL
Hiziprip Historic Preservation Commission advises the Planning Commission and
Pressryation City Council in all matters concerning historic and archaeological
Gommissionin preservation. . - _ ‘
Appandicss e  Enforce and refine the city’s Historic Preservation Ordinance and the

Archaeological Resource Preservation Ordinance to protect our
significant resources and mitigate unavoidable loss.

e  Continue the process of identifying Scottsdale’s historic, archaeological,
and cultural resources.

e  Provide a variety of support and incentives to enhance and maintain
significant historic and archaeological resources.

s  Establish standards required to preserve and retain the historic character
of designated resources.

¢ Promote revitalization of identified significant current or future historic
resources through preservation, adaptive reuse or other means as an
alternative to wholesale redevelopment.

« Initiate programs for the preservation, restoration or rehabilitation of
City-owned historically significant structures and resources.

o Advocate programs for the restoration and rehabilitation of privately
owned significant structures and resources.

e  Discourage and work to prevent unwanted demolition of buildings and
structures identified by the Commission as significant and work to
prevent the destruction of significant archaeological resources.

e  Develop partnerships with groups such as the Scottsdale Historical
Society, State Historic Preservation Office, and other local, regional, and
national historic and archaeological boards and commissions in support
of these goals.

e  Promote the Historical and Archaeclogical Preservation programs within
the community through education and public outreach.

4. Encourage “streetscapes” for major roadways that promote the
city’s visual quality and character, and blend into the character of
the surrounding area.

Streetscape is a term used to describe the combination of individual design
elements that give character to the street frontages of the city. Some examples

sgaths Sirgeliscaps

map for Siresiscans , . i :
ciassiication area of these elements are landscaping, street furniture, lighting, and sidewalk
locations design. Streetscape design plays a major role in setting a standard of quality

and innovation for other design issues.

Pags 48 Scattsdaie 2001General Haii‘_}
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Create specific design guidelines for highly visible major city streets.
Design Downtown/Urban areas to concentrate on those elements that
will provide pedestrian comfort, such as arcade-covered walkways,
shade, decorative paving, and landscaping, so that a comfortable setting
can be created for this use-intensive area.

Achieve compatibility between pedestrians and transportation routes in
the Suburban areas of the city. Use of trees that are native and/or desert
adapted and achieve a dense, broad canopy is encouraged for the main
theme of this streetscape type. Separation of pedestrians from traffic flow
can be realized through the use of landscape areas and consideration of
sidewalk alignment.

Apply the Transitional classification to areas of the city where the
development pattern is medium to low, and the streetscape serves as a
buffer between traffic and adjacent land uses. Include native plants or
plants compatible with a desert environment in the Transitional area’s
landscape materials. Special care should be given to the protection of
existing vegetation and natural features that can be incorporated into the
design.

Ensure compatibility with the natural desert in Natural streetscape areas.
Plant selection should be those that are native to the desert and densities
of planting areas should be similar to natural conditions.

Blend different streetscape categories where they join to prevent a
marked difference between opposing sides of streets.

Apply streetscape guidelines to all landscaped areas within the public
right-of-way. Encourage the use of streetscape guidelines in areas
between the right-of-way and building setback lines or perimeter walls.
Designate specific design standards to be implemented on select streets
where a special theme 1s desired.

Apply the Scenic Corridor designation in circumstances where a
substantial landscape buffer is desired to maintain views, the desert
character is a vital part of the neighborhood setting, and buffering of
roadway impacts is important. This allows for a larger landscaped area
that can minimize the impact of highly traveled roads adjacent to
neighborhoods. Establish specific Scenic Corridor guidelines and
policies for the design and maintenance of these visually significant
roadways.

Other visually significant roadways include roadways with buffered
setbacks and roadways with specific streetscape design themes. Each of
these designated roadways have individual design guideline policies.
Form and implement policies to guide landscape maintenance in the
public right-of-ways and easements in a manner consistent with the
desired streetscape character.

Retain mature trees in public right-of-ways to preserve shade and the
character of the street.

Use markers and entry features at key entrances to Scottsdale so that
residents and visitors have a sense of arrival into the city.

£haraciar and Design EHement

s88 Shaa Boulsyard,
Yialingda, and Frank
Lioyd Wright
Botiisyard
Strasiscans Design
Guidelines

Page 49
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Program would
evnand to older
>ar.s of Scottsdale

By JOE KULLMAN
TRIBUNE

Scottsdale wants to make a
ronger show of its aesthetic
xd environmental sensitivi-
2s along city streets.

City planners are at work
1 a general plan amendment
it will broaden the scope of
cottsdale’s scenic corridors
SETam.

Scenic Corridor Develop-
cnt Guidelines encourage
zporty owners to preserve
dw  desert environs and

prevent structures from cut-
ting off scenic views in devel-
oping areas of north
Scottsdale. ;

The amendment would add -

guidelines designed to pro-
mote scenic enhancement
along roadways in older and
redeveloping parts of the city.
An expanded scenic corri-
dor definition will allow guide-
lines that now apply to about
50 miles of six major road-
ways to extend to two addi-
tional north Scottsdale roads,
Jomax and Lone Mountain.
But- the amendment also
will identify long stretches of
main roads throughout
Scottsdale as target areas for
“themed streetscapes” or

“buffered setback” guidelines,
said city planner Teresa

_ The designations foster the
city’s vision of new develop-
ment reflecting particular
neighborhoods’ historic char-
acter, artsy urban ambience
or Sonoran Desert flavor.

Resident Craig Kjell has

been asking city planners why
south Scottsdale neighbor-
hoods can’t get the civic pres-
tige bestowed on residents liv-
ing along north Scottsdale’s
designated scenic corridors.
From Kjell's neighborhood
along 64th Street south of
Thomas Road, there are views

‘of Camelback Mountain, the

Papago Buttes and the

Saturday, April 10, 2004
Mesa, Arizona
THE TRIBUNE NEWSPAPER

Page: A3

City seeks more scenic streets

Superstition Mountains.

The new guidelines would
enable city officials to offer
Kjell a promising response.

“It would be very difficult
to retrofit developed areas to
achieve what scenic corridors
are intended to do, like open-
ing up views and keeping the
natural desert landscape,”
Huish said. . .

But under themed
streetscape guidelines, any
neighborhood might get road-
side landscaping, street lights
or other public facilities that
will boost its attractiveness
and identity, she said.

CONTACT WRITER: (480) 9{0-2342
at- Jkuliman®@aztrib.com

me Scenlc corviders

e




Designated

scenic corridors -

» Carefree Highway from
Scottsdate Road ta city's -
western boundary

» Cave Creek Road from

Pima Road to northern
boundary

+ Dynamite Boulevard
from 56th Street to
eastern boundary

« Pima Road north of
Loop 101 to Cave Creek -
Road

« Scottsdale Road from
Frank Lioyd Wright
Boulevard to Carefree
Highway ‘ )
« Shea Boufevard from
Loop 101 to eastern
boundary

Propesed additions:
« Jomax Road from 56th
Street east to Pima Road
« Lone Mountain Road
from 68th Street east to
Pima Road

¥riday, February 20, 2004
Mesa, Arizona

THE TRIBUNE NEWSPAPEKR
Page: A3

Scenic corridor additions

City wants to
change rules to

~expand mileage

By JOE KULLMAN
TRIBUNE

Scottsdale officials want to
apply development guidelines
aimed at protecting natural
environs and scenic views to
more areas of the city.

Land along almost 50 miles
of six major roadways already is
subject to Scenic Corridor
Design Guidelines adopted a

year ago. The guidelines encour-

age property owners to pre-
serve open space and natural

desert vegetation, and to pre-

vent buildings, walls and other
structures from becoming
visual barriers to scenic
features.

City planners are preparing

to extend the designation to
another 6% miles along Jomax

.and Lone Mountain roads in

north Scottsdale.

It's being done at the request
of City Councilman Tom Silver-
man, who said residents and
other property owners in those
areas are urging the city to
expand the scenic corridor
project.

“They realize the importance
of this, and that it's better to get
it done now, before more new
development gets started,” Sil-
verman said. -

“We're fortunate to have the
McDowell Mountains and the
great desert views ... The
Sonoran Desert is what makes
us unique and a lot of tourists
come here for that scenery, so
we need to protect those views,”
said Silverman, whose family
has owned and managed the
Chaparral Suites resort hotel in
Scottsdale since 1953.

Dixileta Dr.

: Dynamite Bivd.

I,:

Jomax Rd.

TRIBUNE

Making Jomax and Lone
Mountain roads official scenic
corridors will require City
Council approval of a general
plan amendment, which would
open the way for more road-
ways to gain the designation,

said city planner Teresa Huish.
"The general plan stipulates

~only “regional” thoroughfares

— roadways connecting Scotts-
dale to neighboring communi-
ties — cax be scenic corridors.
Jomax and Lone Mountains
roads don’t qualify. An amend-
ment would allow shorter road-

‘ways within city boundaries to

become corridors, Huish s3id.
Most developers and individ-

-ual homeowners are cooperat-

ing with the ecity’s scenic-
protection effort, but challenges
loom, said city planner Tim
Conner. ‘

“There hasn’t been a lot of
development in some of those
{scenic corridor) areas yet.
When' that starts to. happen,
we'll have to roll up our sleeves
and figure out how to make it ail
work,” Conner said.

* CONTACT WRITER: (480) 970-2342

or jkuliman®aztrib.com
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BRIEFS

City seeks to create
more scenic corridors

SCOTTSDALE —With wild-
fires gobbling up pristine
wilderness throughout the
northeast Valley, city offi-
cials are moving to create ad-
ditional open space along
some of Scottsdale’s best-
traveled roads.

A proposal now under de-
velopment could nearly dou-
ble Scottsdale’s stock of sce-
nic corridors, a special desig-
nation that allows planners to
restore a more natural feel to
major roads.

The designation helps pre-
serve views of nearby land-
forms and increases setback
requirements, pushing new
construction farther away
from the road. The guiding
principle is to reduce build-
ings’. impact on the desert.

This summer, staff mem-
bers will ask the Planning
Commission to consider es-
tablishing corridors on five
major roads: Bell Rbad, Dixi-
leta Drive, Jomax Road,
Thompson Peak Parkway
and Lone Mountain Road.

Tempe developer leads.

in race for FH project

FOUNTAIN HILLS — One
developer has emerged as
the front-runner to plan the
1,200 acres of state trust land
north of Fountain Hills. )

Tempe-based SunCor De-
velopment Co. recently filed
an application with the Ari-
zona State Land Department
to organize the layout of
houses and neighborhoods on
the nearly 2 square miles of

Tuesday in Scottsdale

[/z:7/z>5

Sonoran Desert.

If approved by Arizona
land officials later this year,
SunCor could play a major
role in the development of .
the land north and west of
McDowell Mountain Road,
south of McDowell Mountain
Regional Park. :

The difficult topography
of the state trust land, with its
steep washes and hills, led to -
minimal response to State
Land Department advertise-
ments for a land planner.

Scottsdale hotels riote
gains for early 2005

~ SCOTTSDALE — Scotts-
dale-area hotels reported in-
creases in occupancy, room
rates and revenue through
May, according to figures
from Smith Travel Research.

Revenue per available
room, a key industry barom-
eter, showed the biggest
gains, up 10.7 percent to
$147.84 for the first four
months of the year.

Early in the season, rain
put a damper on the number
of visitors showing up at
business conferences and
fewer guests stayed over for
extra days after their meet-
ings because of the weather,
said Kiaran MacDonald,
Fairmont Scottsdale Prin-
cess Resort general man-
ager. ‘

March and April were
great months at the 650-room
resort, with occupancy top-
ping 90 percent, he said.

Scottsdale tourism leaders
are hoping that they will get
some momentum to carry
through the slower summer
sedson.

What it's
about

The Scottsdale City Council will have a final look
at a bid request going out to ambulance com-
panies Tuesday, just days befare the city inaugu-
rates its first municipal fire department. The
city’s use of fire protection from private Rural/
Metro Fire Department ends Friday, but the city’s
ambulance service will take longer to settle.

A
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Residents want el.ab'el

By Caseif Newton )
Scottsdale Republic ' .

v.

SCOTTSDALE — Living in nortlr
Scottsdale, Jacque Bigelow is alarmed: -
by what she calls “horrible commery
cial” developments springing up all’5
around her. 5

“I see the desert bemg bulldozed ”'?
said Bigelow, who lives off Carefrees; .
Highway. “I'm very concerned we pro+
tect the beauty of the Sonoran Desert.™:
- That concern led Bigelow to attend an-
open house last month on Scottsdale’s
plans to de&gnate as many as five new
scenic corridors in the’ city.

Scenic corridors, which push new

* constriictioh back from the road and

preserve views of nearby landforms,
help give roads a more natural feel.
-..On July 13, the Scottsdale Planning
Commission will consider establishing’
corridors on five major roads: Bell
Road, Dixileta Drive, Jomax Road,
Thompson Peak Parkway and Lone
Mountain Road.
“Y love the idea,” Blgelow said..
Scottsdale’s plannmg staff, though, is
less convinced. According to a city sut-
vey of the roads, none of the five meets
any of the criteria for the designation.
‘Scenic corridors are supposed to.be
established along major roads that sup-
port regional travel. The five candi-
dates don’t handle that much traffic.
“One of our concerns is that we don’t

" dilute the scenic corridor designation,”

said Teresa Huish, Scottsdale’s strate-
gic planning manager.

The roads might meet standards for
designation as a “buffered parkway,” a
lesser category that still provides for

“large setbacks and open spaces along

roads. \ . ™
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' Community News

DC Raneh elub -
to open

The DC Rantch Vlllage Health
Club and Spa, 18501 N. Thomp-
son Peak Parkway, is scheduled to
opent Aug. 1. The 81,000 square-
foot club will include heated
swimming pools, an indoor bas-

ketball court, pilates-and yoga stu-

dios and a full service cafe. Single,
couple and family memberships
are available with a one-time
enrollment fee followed by
monthly membership dues. Char-
ter memberships will be available
Fall of 2005. For more informa-
tion, call(480) 609-7981 or visit
www.villageclubs.com. .

‘Trolley starts

year-round service

The Scottsdale Trolley began
yearround service recently,
expanding on the seasonal service

previously provided. The trolleys

offer free rides from 11 am. to 6
p.m., Monday through Saturday,
every 10 minutes. Service will be
extended until 9 p.m. Thursday
evenings for-the downtown Art-

walks. The trolley is a circulator.

service traveling through Scotts-
dale’s Histori

developer of commercial and
office projects, announced the
completion of the Grayhawk
Office Villas project, an office
condo development in the Gray-
hawk master planned community
at Thompson Peak Parkway and
Pima Road. The project, designed
by Butler Design Group, consists
of six independent buildings total-
ing 50,000 square-feet. Two of the

-bu;ldmgs were sold before the

construction was complete and

two more are currently under

. contract. For more information,




Scenie roads under review

By Margaret Sharp
Independent Newspapers

North Scottsdale residents

appear to be evenly divided on
whether more roads should be
designated “scenic corridors.”

To some, the roads are
+ already scenic enough and don't
.need special labeling or anyone
tampering with the natural beau-

 Others say existing develop-'

ment makes it an impossible task
to designate more 100-foot sce-
nic corridors or create 50-foot
buffered setbacks without inter-
fering with property rights.

About 50 people showed up
for the city-sponsored open
house at La Mirada Community
Center, at Pinnacle Peak and

if You Go~

Planning Commission hearing on a
general plan amendment to create
scenic roadway designations.
5p.m.July 13,

City. Hall Kiva, 3939 N. Drinkwater
Boulevard.

Scottsdale roads, June 30.

- At this and a June 28 open
house in downtown Scottsdale,
city staif explained three options
for scenic corridors, buffered sce-
nic setbacks or themed streets.

- A general plan amendment is

required to create more scenic’

roadway designations.- |
Planning commission will
hear public comment on the
issue 5 p.m. July 13 at the City
Hall Kiva, 3939 N.' Drinkwater
Boulevard. . o

Jomax and Dixileta roads, -

and Bell Road east of Pima are
proposed for future designation

as scenic corridors.
Roads suggested for 50-foot
buffered setbacks included

Desert Mountain Parkway, Lone
Mountain and Happy Valley
roads, Thompson Peak Parkway,
Frank Lioyd Wright Boulevard
and Via Linda Road east of Frank
Lloyd Wright Boulevard.

“We presented three options,
to see what fits existing roadways
and the percentage of existing
development,” said Tim Conner,
senior planner and architect, .

“A 50-foot setback may be
more achievable than a 100-foot

scenic corridor in some places.

See Corridor — Page 6

. ) ‘ independent Newspapers/Margaret Sharp
Tim Conner, senior planner/architect, and Teresa Huish,
strategic- planning manager, answered questions at city-
sponsored open houses on scenic roadway designations.
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Cell Site

Continued From Page 1
115th Place.

As a result of strong opposition, .

Verizon withdrew its application to
the city and scouted for other loca-
tions.

“This time they are'going to city
right-of-way, and we have the
same concerns,” said Mr. Goad.

“The site would set a precedent
for other cellular providers. We
suddenly could have a-street of
faux cactus towers.”

~ Jenny Weaver, spokesperson
for Verizon Wireless, said extensive
work goes into determining the
best location for a cell site, based
on topography, zoning and other
factors. Alternative locations are

~ not under consideration at this
. time, she added.

“This is an important site for us,

" to provide reliable service not only

for everyday communications but

for emergencies,” she said. “In a
situation where 1and lines go out,
having wireless service can be a

. matter of safety.”

« While some neighbors say
xmproved cell coverage is vital to
their business, others say preserv-
ing their views and wildlife habitat
are more important.

According to Mr. Goad, other
concerns are audible buzzing from

‘air-conditioning units and power

cabinets, and disruption if work-
men had to repair equipment in
the middle of the night.

“It’s not just an issue for Troon.
If something goes through here, it
can go through anywhere, and
nobaody really knows the long-term
effects of high frequency radio
activity. We don’t want it close to
residences.”

An area of 115th Street will be

cordoned off around a podium, so
people can gather to look at draw-
ings and speak.

Verizon hosted a small neigh-
borhood rieeting June 29, after
informing homeowners within
750-feet of the site of their plans..

Sendyour questions or comments to
KiraWauwwie, project coordinator
forthe city of Scottsdale, at

" huwauwie@scottsdaleaz. gov.

To comment on this story, email
msharp@newszap.com.

Stations
Continued From Page 1
pupils, for example, would have
got letters because they’re going
into first grade, a required age
group,” she said. Middle schools
also sent -them out to sixth
graders, because seventh graders
need to have had the shots.

“There’s rarely a death from
chicken pox but there are a lot of
lost school days due to the dis-
ease,” Ms. Trahan said.

While many pre-schoolers
were immunized during their
“wellness check-ups,” - others

werer't, she noted. “Not all par- .

ents take their kids in for routin
shots,” shesaid.

Scottsdale Healthcare is offe;
ing free immunizations at the fo
lowing locations and dates:

July 16: Scottsdale Healthcar
Osborn Community Health Wel.
ness Center, 3634 N. Drinkwwe
ter Blvd.

July 23 and Aug. 13: Occupa

‘tional Health Clinic, 15150 N

Hayden Road, Suite 110.

Aug. 6: Desert Camp Commu
nity Center, 9260 E. Desert Camj
Drive, DC Ranch. :

Aug. 21: Valley of the Sunh Jew
ish Communty Center, 12701 N
Scottsdale Road. Forinformatior
call (480) 882-4536. ' :

Continued From Page 1

"The tiered charges for water
are on top of a base charge of
$11.25 per household.:

By comparison, under the

present system homeowners pay
$1.37 per 1,000 ga.llons far the

~ first 23,000 gallons and $2.49 pex

1,000 gallons for usage above
23 ,000 gallons.

“The third tier is intended to
add an incentive to the high end
user, to get them to reduce their
water needs,” Mr. Mansfield said. It
will impact five ‘percent of home-
owners who use a lot of water for
landscaping purposes, he added.

Volunteers

Continued From Page 4
for three weeks to July 29. Fami-
lies with teenagers needed. For

more information, contact Bren-
da Smith (602) 942-5842.

Volunteers needed for

" home meal program

AN
N
N

North Scottsdale and Paradise

"Valley volunteers are needed to

help- deliver' meals to those in
need for Area Agency on Aging'’s
Home Delivered Meal Program.
For more information, contact
(602) 264-2255.

Work with

international teens
NW Services, a non-profit

ediratinnal Avpsanizatian caalke

Corridor

Continued From Pagé 1
One of the things we have found is

:people like participation in this,

they see it as adding value to their
property.”

But many unsigned comment
sheets left at La Mirada Community
Center conveyed concern:

" . “We had an equal number of

folks on both sides of the issues,”
said  Robin Meinhart, planning
information officer.

“If they alréady live there, on
one of those roads; they pointed
out too much development has
already occurred, making it difficult
to designate scenic corridors.

“If they held property and were
planning to build, they didn’t like
the idea of having to give up 100

feet,” she said. » :

The land owners would still be
tesponsible for mamtalnlng the
property in a scenic cotridor or
buffered setback, Ms. Meinhart
added, and they felt that was not
equltable

- ““We have 40 years of history
regarding scenic roads,” said Harry
Higgins, ~ senior planner. “Scotts-
dale is a pretty city and we want to
keep it that way.”

“Any street where setback
involves interference with complet-
ed construction should be elimi-
nated from consideration,” was
one such comment,

“Why place a scenic corridor or
scenic buffer on properties along
Jomax west of Scottsdale Road
when the entire south side of the
road is within the city of Phoenix
limits?” another resident asked.

Some remarked that a part of

‘their pfoperty backing up to wash-

es is already designated Natural
Area'Open Space. To have to give
up rmore open space facing a road
such as Jomax ¢r Lone Mountain
Road would be unacceptable, they
said.

Residents made some pragmat—
ic suggestions for the city to consid-
er.

These included:

® Putling a center 1sland with
trees down the center of Jomax
and Dixileta roads, and rubberizing
the road beds.”

. @ Keeping sidewalks and curbs
in scenic areas in brown colorized
concrete

® Making homebuilders pickup
their coristruction trash on a week-
ly basis. ‘
To comment on this story, email
nscottsdalenelws@newszap.com.

——
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Panel rejects scenic corridors

Bell Road to become a ‘buffered parkway’

By Casey Newton
Scottsdale Republic

SCOTTSDALE — A conser-
vationists’ plan to designate
more roadways as scenic cor-
ridors fell short after the
Scottsdale Planning Commis-

sionagreed this week thatnone

of the candidates met the nec-
essary criteria.

The commission voted 3-1
Wednesday to recommend

against designating any addi- -

tional scenic corridors.

But in the same vote, com-
missioners recommended
classifying Bell Road as a “buf-
fered parkway,” a kind of
lesser scenic corridor with

smaller setback requirements

for development along the
road.

Scenic COI’I‘ldOI‘S, which
push new construction away
from the road and preserve

vieWs of nearby landforms,

- help give major roadways a

more natural feel, ’

The Planning Commission
considered establishing corri-
dors on Bell, Dixileta Drive,
Jomax Road, Thompson Peak
Parkway and Lone Mountain
Road.

The McDowell Sonoran Pre-
serve Commission, and mem-
bers of the Planning Commis-
sion and City Council, had ex-

pressed an interest in desig-
nating more scenic corridors.

But under the- guidelines,
such corridors should be ma-
jor roadways that handle re-
gional travel. None of the five
met that definition, and the
commission staff recom-
mended against any additional
scenic designations.

Scottsdale has created six
scenic corridors to date:
Scottsdale, Pima and Cave
Creek roads; Shea and Dyna-
mite boulevards; and Carefree
Highway.

Commissioners did recom-
mend to the City Council that
the General Plan be amended
to include the scenic corridor

guidelines, which were
adopted in 2003, two years af-
ter the General Plan.

Commissioner David Bar-
nett voted against the staff’s
recommendations, saying he
wanted more information
about how designating road-
ways as visually significant
would affect neighbors.

See ROADWAYS page 2

1 J
OA"T‘“N

e o . Tal

—— — ot~



© SCOTTSDALE REPUBLIC

isting a spell on NE Valley readers

ook

fin-
nurs,
_the
out

Potter’s latest wizardry on the
family calico, according to the
Borders survey.

Pre-orders and reservations
for the book are enough to fill
the Hogwarts School of Witch-
craft and Wizardry: almost
900,000 at amazon.com, more
than 1 million at Barnes & No-
ble — and 164 at the Scottsdale
Public Library and its four
branches.

“This is wonderful for li-
braries,” said Joanne Hamil-

. ton-Selway,: the library’s col-
N lec'tion' development coordina-

“It’s really a book that
crOSSes all lines. And if (peo-
ple).come in and can’t get that

= Harry Potter book right away,

we “can recommend other

- books or something \'different

for them.”

The, library expects 80

. Potter fans 10 attend tonight’s
pre-release party, which Kicks
off at 8:30 p.m. at the Mustang

Library, on 90th Street, south
of Shea Boulevard. ’
Barnes & Noble Booksellers,
southeast of Shea and Loop
101, will have a similar bash, as
will the Borders Books & Mu-

-sic, 7000 E. Mayo Blvd.

“We’re kind of up to our ears
in Harry Potter right now,”
said Grady Soine, a tired-
sounding sales rep for Bor-

...ders.“This is the biggest event
- of the year.”

But rest easy, for the end is
near. In just a few hours, all of

' ‘Howley’s questions will be an-
:swered, ~‘which makes

her
nervous. = ..

She’s fallen in love with J.K.
Rowling’s characters. If one

‘'were to disappear ...

“1 mlght be pretty upset,”
Howley sa1d

Reach the reporter at
doug.haller@scottsdalerepublic.com
or at (602) 444-6866,
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Ahwatukee along Chandler
Boulevard between November
and January.

“We did much better this
year on the silent auction,
which is where the increase
came,” Crouch said.

Ticket prices were $5 higher
in advance and $10 higher at
the door compared with last
year, but that didn’t cause a dip
in attendance, he said.

The golf tournament this
year lost a $1,000 sponsor,
Crouch said, so the donation to
the Kiwanis Club of Ahwatu-
kee was down from last year’s
gift of $3,750.

Each year, the lights display
costs about $80,000, Crouch
said. Roughly half of that
comes from the fund-raisers
and the other half is financed
through a $1 per month home-
owners association fee in the
Foothills development.

roapways Planning Commission
rejects scenic corridor plan

Continued from page 1

“I'm still a little murky on
how this is affecting people,”
he said.

Barnett made his comments
after a group of neighbors who
lived along Jomax complained
that they weren’t notified of
the city’s proposal.

Residents told commission-
ers they worried the designa-
tion would prevent them from
building accessory structures
on their properties.

But their fears are likely
overstated — compliance with
the guidelines is voluntary.

Commissioners David Gu-
lino, Steven Steinke and
James Heitel voted against

designating any additional
scenic corridors.

Commissioners Eric Hess
and Steve Steinberg were ab-
sent. ’

Commissioner Jeffrey
Schwartz was present for
much of the meeting but left
before the vote on the scenic
corridor case.

Also on the agenda

Inother action, the Planning
Commission:

M Voted 5-0 to approve re-
zoning two acres northeast of
68th Street and Camelback
Road to allow for a commer-
cial development, -

M Deadlocked 2-2 on a re-

quest to rezone 20 acres
southwest of Windmill Road
and Stagecoach Pass to allow
for more houses. Barnett and
Heitel voted against the pro-
posal, saying they had a re-
sponsibility. to limit the den-
sity of growth in north Scotts-
dale. .

Citing a conflict, Gulino re-
cused himself from the case.

Because it lacked majority
support, the request will be
forwarded to the City Council
with a recommendation for
denial.

Reach the reporter at
casey.newton@scottsdale
republic.com or (602) 444-6853,



