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' CITY COUNCIL ACTION REPORT
T0: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL  DATE: 06/18/85

AGENDA ITEM NOZL

BJECT: CASE 52-Z-85

Neal T. Pascoe Nj
STAFF

FROM: COMMUNITY DEVE LOPMENT/PROJECT REVIEW James L. Robertsy)j,

LOCATION: Northwest corner 94th Street and Larkspur Drive
APPLICANT/OMNER: Clouse Engineering, Inc./V. H. Development

RECOMMENDATION: The 2lanring Commission recommends APPROVAL subject to attached
stipulations. Staff concurs.

CONCURRENCE: None required

PUBLIC COMMENT: No known opposition

GENERAL PLAN: Marginal - residential use 1-2 units per acre

ZONING HISTORY: R1-35 upcn annexation. Case 30-Z-85 approved R1-7 PRD on the

north 25+ acres allowing 2.15 units per acre (104 patio homes).
SITE DETAILS: -

OTHER: Two density ircentives requested for R1-18 PRD

large lots within the R1-:8 PRD will provide a transition to the large lot
equastrian uses to the south.

At their June 11, 1985 mecting, the Planning Commission voted unanimously to
recommend approval subjec to the attached stipulations.

The applicant concurs with the stipulations.

POTENTIAL IMPACTS: tone - compatible with existing and planned development

ATTACHMENTS: A-Stipulazions #3-Development Plan
#1-Aerial #4-Development Standards
#2-Zoning Map #5-General Plan
ommy J. is, Assistant City Manager
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(//’ REQUEST: R1-35 to R1-7 PED and R1-18 PRD to expand approved R1-7 PRD (30»2-85;_‘\\\

USE: Single-family residential DWELLING UNITS: 43 (27 R1-7 PRD
and 16 R1-18 PRD)
PARCEL SIZE: 15 acres (6.9 acres DENSITY: 2.87 (3.91 R1-7 PRD and
R1-7 PRD and 8.1 acres R1-18 PRD) 1.97 R1-18 PRD)
GROSS FLOOR AREA: 1/} PARKING REQUIRED: N/A
BUILDINGS: N/A LOT SIZE: 6,500-11,100 sq. ft.
(R1-7 PRD); 12 000- ?2 000 (R1-18 PRD\
HEIGHT: N/A PARKING PROVIDED N/A
SETBACKS: N/A

DISCUSSION: The development plan has been revised to include additional acreage in|
the R1-7 PRD portion of the request and reduce the total number of lots from 47 to !
43. The request is not in strict conformance with the General Plan. However, the '
proposed R1-7 PRD is a logical extension of the approved zoning in the area. The




10.

11.

12.

STIPULATIONS FOR CASE 52-Z-85

The stipulations of approval for-Case 30-Z-85 shall apply as amended
below.

Development shall be in substantial conformance with the submitted site
plan. The proposed lotting arrangement shall be reviewed by the
Project Review staff at the time of preliminary plat review.

A maximum of 147 lots shall be allowed.

The property development standards shall be amended as submitted.

Dedication of the following right-of-way shall be made within 6 months
of the date of City Council approval:

Sweetwater Avenue 45' (half-street)
94th Street 55' (half-street)
93rd Street 50' (full-street)
Larkspur Drive 30' (half-street)

A 1' V.N.E. (vehicular non-access easement) shall be provided along
Sweetwater Avenue, 94th Street, and Larkspur Drive.

Access to Sweetwater Avenue shall align with the median break provided
660 feet west of 94th Street.

If the development is phased, the proposed phasing plan shall be
approved by the Project Review staff at the time of preliminary plat
review.

The applicant shall be responsible for 25% percent of the design and
construction costs for a traffic signal at the intersection of 94th
Street and Sweetwater.

The major wash a'ong the 92nd Street alignment shall be maintained in a
natural state.

The Project Review staff shall pay particular attention to:

a. The treatment of the common wall along the west and south
perimeters.

b. The treatment of the perimeter wall and landscaping along
Sweetwater Avenue, Larkspur Drive, and 94th Street. Along 94th
Street, a 10 foot tract or common landscape easement shall be
provided to allow the perimeter wall to meander.

The Project Review staff shall review and approve all elements of the

common recreation area prior to preliminary plat approval. The staff
shall pay particular attention to pedestrian access to the common area.

ATTACHMENT A




Stps. for 52-1-85
Page 2

13.

14.

15.

16.

The applicant shall provide a solution to the drainage problem along
Sweetwater Avenue which {s acceptable to the Project Review staff prior
to preliminary plat approval. The depth of lots along Sweetwater
Avenue, 3s shown on the approved development plan, shall not be reduced
as a result of this solution.

Prior to preliminary plat approval, the applicant shall submit a
detailed drainage report which confirms that the proposed development
ptan will accommodate on-site and off-site drainage. The applicant
understands and agrees that the approved density and site plan
configuration 1s subject to drainage consideration.

Lots along the west and south perimeters of the south 5 acres approved
by Case 30-Z-85 shall have a minimum 1ot sfze of 7,000 square feet and
8,000 square feet respectively,

THOSE AREAS OF DESIGNATED COMMON AREA SHALL NOT BE ACCEPTED FOR
MAINTENANCE OR OWNERSHIP BY THE CITY WITHOUT EXPRESSED ACTION OF THE
CITY COUNCIL. BEFORE ANY IMPROVEMENT IS ACCEPTED, IT SHALL MEEY CITY
STANDARDS. FAILURE TO MAINTAIN THE DESIGNATED COMMON AREAS COULD
RESULT IN A CIVIL ACTION BROUGHT BY THE CITY FOR COSTS INCURRED BY THE
CITY FOR SAID MAINTENANCE.
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AMENDED DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS - CASE 52-2-85
"SINGLE-FAMILY DETACHED LOTS®

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS R1-18

Min. Lot Area 18,000 sq. ft.
Min. Lot Width 120 ft;
Max. Building Heignt 30 ft.

Min. Yard Setbacks

Front 35 fe.
Intersecting Street 35 ft.
on Corner Lot

Side 10 ft.

Rear 30 ft.

Min. Distance Between
Buildings

Accessory and Main 10 ft.

Main Buildings/
Adjacent Lets 20 ft.

Max. Hefght o* Walls,
Fences and Lardscapirgy
(Required Yarrs)

Front Yard 3 ft.
Side Yard 8 ft.
Rear Yard 8 ft.

NOTES AND EXCEPTIONS

1. There shall not be more than one single-family dwelling unit on any one 10.

Tot.
2. The requirements and exceptions of Article VII shall apply.
A1 Yo=s shall have vehicular access on a dedicatec street unless a

secondary means of permanent vehicular accets has teen approved on a
subdivision plat.

w

4. The he'ght of a wall or fence {s measured from the inside of the
enclosire.

5. Swimmiig pools shall be screened from adjacent properties by a
protective fence or permanent structure not less than 4-1/2 feet in
hefght. The swimming pool shall be protected by ar enclosure which
shall de controlled by the use of self-closing gates with self-latching
devices,

6. where lots have double frontage on two streets, the requ'red front yard
shall pe provided on both.streets- THL INTERIOR STREET ONLY. THE
PERIMETER STREET FRONTAGE SHALL MEET REAR YARD REQUIREMENTS.

7. 0On a corner lot which does not sbut a key 1ot, accessory buildings may
be constructed in the yard facing the side street.

B. Where a corner ot does not abut & key Tot or an a ley adjacent to 3
key lot, the height of walls, fences, and hedges 11 the yard facing the
side street need only conform to the side yard requirements.

a. CN A CORNER LOT CONTIGUOUS TO A KEY LOT, FENCES OR FREE-STANDING
WALLS OVEF 3 FEET IN HE1GHT MAY BE PLACED ON THE PROPERTY LINE,
EXCEPT WITHIN A TRIANGLE MEASURED 10 FEET FROM THE STREET ALONG
THE COMMON LOT LINE AND 20 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE EXTENDING
FROM THE COMMON LOT LINE TOWARDS THE FRONT OF THE CORNER LOT.

b. ON A KEY LOT CONTIGUOUS YO A CORNER L(T, A 6 FOOT FENCE OR A FREE-
STANDING WALL MAY BE ERECTED ALONG THAT PORTION OF A KEY LOT
CONTIBUOUS WITH THE REAR YARD OF THE (ORNCR LOT, BUT SUCH FENCE OR
WALL SHALL NOT COME CLOSER THAN 1D FEFT T0 THE FRONY LINE OF THE
LEY LOT.

9. A GARAGE OR CARPORT HAVING AN ENTRY PARALLIL TC A STREET SHALL MAINTAIN
A MINIMUM SETSBACK OF TWENTY FEET FROM THE ILTIMATI IMPROVEMENTS (BACK
OF TH" SIDEWALK).

R1-10 PRD
AMENDED

12,000 sq. ft.
None - determined

by subdivision lgpmvﬂ

(160 ft. average
30 ft.

20 ft.

15 ft.

10 ft.
25 ft.

35 ft. west of 93rd Street

10 ft.

10 ft.

w

L.

ft.

Planned Residential District (PRD) requirements:

Common wall dwelling unfts shall require Development Revie krarc
spproval (NOT ALLOWED).

Building height shall not exceed one-story within 5 feet in

R-1, R-2, R-3, R-4, R-4R, or M-H district boundary line

AY] mechanica)l equipment shall be screened from view.

In additfon to the provisions of Article IX, parkina sha’
provided as follows:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

Efficiency and one-bedroom dwelling units shal® prov: - :
minimum of one on-site resident parking space plus on. ¢
street guest parking space.

Dwelling unfts with two bedrooms shall provide a m:n:+.- °
two on-site resident parking spaces plus one o¢f-stre- - qu:,

parking space.

Dwelling units with three or more bedrooms sha'l prov ' a

minimum of two on-site resident parking spaces plus 1o - ¢-

street guest parking spaces,

The required on-site resident parking shall be covere

parking.

Adequate parking facilities for recreational vehiciec 4

be provided.

ATTACHMENT +#4A
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NENDED DEVELOPMENT STAMDARDS - CASE §2-7-85
“SINGLE-FAMILY DETACMED LOTS®

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 1.7
Win. Lot Area 7,000 sq. ft.
Win. Lot Width o ft.
Max. Building we'ght 0 ft.
Win. Yaro Setbacis
Front 20 ft.
Irtersect'ng Street 10 ft.
or Corner Lot
Side 14 ft. aggregate
5 ft. min.
Rear 25 ft.

Win. Distance Between

R1-7 PRD
ANMENDED

6,500 sq. ft.

None - determined

by subdivision approval
(65 ft. average)

0 ft.

15 ft.

s ft.

10 ft. aggregate
5 ft. min.

20 ft.

15 ft. (max. 301
of resr yard area)

Buildings
Accessory and Main 10 ft. 10 ft.
Main Buildings/
Adjacent Lots 14 fe. 10 ft.
Max. Weight of Malls,
Fences and Landscaping
(Required Yards)
front vard 3. 3n.
Stide Yord 8 ft. 8 ft.
Rear Yard 8 ft. B ft.
* SEE WOTES AND EXCEPTIONS
WOTES AND EXCEPTIONS
I There shall not be more than one single-family dwe:1ing unit on any one “Hor-Malin-and-fenees with-a-mantam. hetght-of-siu-feet-are-a3iowed-1n-var

Tot.
2. The requirements ano exceptions of Article VII sha') apply.

3. A1 Yots shall have vehicular access on a dedicatel street unless a
secondary means of permanent vehicular access Mas deen approved on a
subdivision plat.

4.  The height of a wall or fence s messured from the inside of the
enclosure.

§. Swimming pools shall be screened from adjacent proserties by a 10. 34y
protective fence or permanent structure not less than 4-1/2 feet in
height. The swimming pool shall be protected by an enclosure which 11.32.
shall be controlied by the use of self-closing gates with self-latching
devices.

6. Where Tots have double frontage on two streets, the required front yard
shall be provided on beth-streess- THE INTIRIOR STRLEY ONLY. THE
PERIMETER STREET FRONTAGE SHALL MEET REAR YARD REQJIREMENTS.

7. Gn-p-conner-lot -which -Goes-a0t-abut - hey-lot; seecrnery Dutidingsmay-
e 00n51Ru6 10d - 1a -Lhe yand -faciag -the -sbde -3tmeet, - ACCESSORY BUILDINGS
SHALL WOT BE LOCATED WITKIN A REQUIRED FRONT YARD.

8. Wnere a corner ot does not abut @ key lot or an alley adjacent to &
key Tot, the hefght of walls, fences, and hedges in the yard facing the
s/de street need on'y conform to the side yard requirements.

@ ON A CORNER LOT CONTIGUOUS TO A XEY LOT, FENCES OR FREE-STANDING
MALLS OVER 3 FEET IN WEIGHT MAY BE PLACED ON THE PROPERTY LINE,
EXCEPT WITMIK A TRIANGLE MEASURED 10 FEET FROM THE STREET ALONG
THE COMMON LOT LINE AMD 20 FEET ALONG TWE PROPERTY LIME EXTENDING
FROM THE COMMON LOT LINE TOWARDS THE FRONT OF THE CORNER LOT.

B. OM A KEY LOT CONTIGUOUS YO A CORNER LOT, A 6 FOOT FEMCE OR A FREE-
STANC ING WALL MAY BE ERECTED ALONG THAT PORTION OF A KEY LOY
CON" iGUDUS W1T+4 THE REAR YARD OF THME CORNER LJ7, BUY SUCH FENCE OR
:LL SMALL NOT COME CLOSER THAN 10 FEET TO Te{ FRONT LINC OF THE
Y 0T,

9. A GARAGE OR CARPORT HAVING AN ENTRY PARALLEL TD A STREET SHALL MAINTAIN
A MININCY SETBACK OF TWENTY FEET FROM THE ULTIMATE STREET IMPROYVEMENTS
(BACK OF THL SIDEWA.X).

Front-yard-providinge-

~v-c-The-yard-enslesed-by-sver ~ 111 gr-fenee-shodl-not-tnciude-monr
“Shan-40%-0f-the-ares-Detween-the -Front-property-dine -and-the- .
-sethosk-Iine,- Preperty-tine-and-the-trant

~broc-The-wall-or-fenee-shall-be-sethash-three -FIVE-feet-from-the-bran 4
-property-tine, -

6 ---The-provistons-of -Sestion-7.104-shatl-apply-sn-corner-lots. .
PATIO COVERS ARE NOT ALLOWED WITHIN A REQUIRED FRONT YARD.
Planned Residential District (PRD) requirements:

6. Common wall dwelling units shal) ire Deve) 1 e
spproval (NOT ALI.(N{D). - PR AN

b.  Building height shall not exceed one-story within 50 feet of 4 .
R-1, R-2, R-3, R-4, R-4R, or M-H district boundary line.

€. ATl mechanical equipment shall be screened from view.

d. In additfon to the provisions of Article 1X, parking shall pe
provided as follows:

1) Efficfency and ene-bedroom dwelling enfts shall provide »
®inimum of one en-site resident parking space p.u< one of
street guest parking space.

2)  Dwelling units with two bedrooms shal) provide a minimum
two on-site resident parking spaces plus one off-street g .»::
parking space.

3)  Owelling units with three or more bedrooms shal’ provide -
®infmum 0f two on-size resident parking spaces plus two ¢
street guest parking speces.

4)  The required on-sitr resident parking shall be covered
parking.

5)  Adequate paring facilities for recreations! vehicles sha
be provided.

ATTACHMENT #4b




AMENDED DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

*PATID MOME LOTS
DEVELOPMENT STAMDARDS Ri-7
Nin. Lot Area 7,000 sq. ft.
Win. Lot Wideh 70 ft.
fax. Buflding Metght 0 ft.
Win. Yard Setbacks
Front 20 ft.
Intersecting Street 10 fe.
on Cormer Lot
Side 14 L. aggregate
§ ft. win,
Rear 25 ft.
1S ft. (wmax. 30%

of rear yard ares)

Min. Distance Between

Sulldings
Accessory and Main 10 ft.
Wain Buitdings/
Adjacent Lots 14 ft.

Rax. Mefght of walls,
Fences and Landscaping

(Required Yards'
front Yard 3fe.
Stde Yard B ft.
Rear Yord e

- CASE 62-2-85

R1-7 R0
ANMENDED

§,000 sq. Tt.
None - deterwined

.iow"'"” approva)
(50 ft. average)

X ft.

10 ft.
10 fe.

10 ft. sggregate
§ ft. min,

Tero 1ot Tine a)lowed one side.
15 ft.

20 ft. along the south perimeter
east of 93rd Street

10 fr.

10 ft.

3 fr.
8 ft.
8 fr.

* SEE WOTES AMD EXCEPTIONS

WOTES MD EXCEPTIONS

1.

7.

10.

;hn shall not be more then one single-family dwe' 1ing unit on any one
ot.

The requirements and exceptions of Article YII sha'l apply.

A1) Tots shall have vehicular access on a dediceted street unless a
secondary means of permanent vehicular access has been approved on &
subdivision plat.

The height of a wall or fence 1s measured from the Inside of the
enclosure.

Swimming pools shall be screened from adjscent properties by a
rotective fence or permanent structure not less than 4-1/2 feet in
|‘nt. The swimming poo) shall be protected by an enclosure which
shall be controlled by the use of self-closing getes with self-latching
devices.

Where 1ots have double frontage on two streets, the required front yard
shall be provided on doth-etreets THE INTERIOR STREET ONLY. THE
PERIMETER STREET FRONTAGE SHWALL MEET REAR YARD REQUIREMENTS.

Bn-a-serner-tot-whioh-does-not-abut-a-key-iot,-accessory-bulldings.may-
be-oonstrueted -tn-the-yard-facing-the-side -street. ACCESSORY BUILDINGS
SHALL MOT BE LOCATED WITHIN A REQUIRED FROWT YARD.

Where & corner Yot does not abut a key Tot or an a'ley adjacent to a
key Tot, the height of walls, fences, and nedges 1n the yard facing the
side street moed only conform to the side yard requirements.

A GARAGE OR CARPORT HAVING AN ENTRY PARALLZL TO A STREET SHWALL MAINTAIM
A MINIMUM SETBACK OF TWENTY FEET FROM THE BACK OF YHE SIDEMALK.

¥alls and fences with a maximm height of six feet are sllowed in the
front yard providing:

w:-=-The- yard- encl 030¢-by-sueh-weli- or- fence- $hell - net- 4 ncl uée-move
the-front

~than- 403~ of- the-ares-between- - properiy- Hne- ond- the- fromt-
setback-Hine:

2.5~ The wall or fence shall be setback theee-FIVE feet from the front
property 1ine.

b.ev- The provisfons of Section 7.104 shall apply oa cormer lots.

PATIO COVERS ARE MOT ALLOWED WITHIN A REQUIRED FRONT YARD.
Planned Residentia) District (PRD) requirements:

4. Common wal) dwelling units shall require Development Review Bos: :
approval.

b. Building height shall not exceed one-story within 50 feet of an.
R-1, R-2, R-3, R-4, R-4R, or N-H district boundary line.

€. A1l mechanical equipment shall be screened from view.

d. In addition to the provisions of Article IX, parking sha!l be
provided as follows:

1)  Efficiency snd one-bedroom dwelling wnits shall provide o
winfmm of one on-site resident parking space plus one of!
street guest parking space.

2) Dwelling unfts with two bedrooms shall provide s minfmum o
two on-site resident parking spaces plus one off-street gue:
parking space.

3) Dwelling unfts with three or more bedrooms sha'l provide a
minimum of two on-site resident parking spaces plus two of’
street guest parking spaces.

4) The required on-site resident parking shall be covered
parking.

5) Adequate parking facilities for recreational vehicles shy’
be provided.

ATTACHMENT +4c
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o~ —CITY COUNCIL ACTION REPORT

AGENDA ITEM NO llzi? b
TO: MAYOR AND € TY COUNCIL DATE: 6/3/36 Grish Shirvani (,;‘
FROM: COMMUNITY D VELOPMENT/PROJECT COORDINATION i
SUBJECT: CASE 50-7-85 Neal T. Pascoe ((
- STAFF 3
\
REQUEST: Amendment to dv2lopment plan approved in Case 57-7-85
LOCATION: Northwest of 1th Street and Larkspur
APPLICANT: U.D.C. Homes OWNER: Same
4820 S Mill
Tempe, AZ 8,82
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVE subject to th2 attached stipulaticns
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: P>r the Planning Commission
CONCURRENCE: Non¢ requi-cd
PUBLIC COMMENT: No knowi npnosition
GENERAL PLAN: Conforms
ZONING HISTORY: R1-35 u)n annexation. Case 30-Z-85 approved R1-7 PRD on the
north 254 acres allowing 4.15 units per acre (104 patio homes).
Case »2-,-85 approved R1-7 PRD and R1-18 PRD to expand approved
R1-7 PR).
SITE DETAILS
USE: Single-family detiched BUILDINGS: N/A
PARCEL SIZE: 5 acres HEIGHT: N/A
DWELLING UNITS: 11 SETBACKS: N/A
DENSITY: 2.2 units/acr: OTHER: N/A
PARKING REQUIRED: N/A
PARKING PROVIDED: N/A
DISCUSSION: The request s to amend the dev-looment plan for a R1-18 PRD
(Single-family in a Planacd Residential Deve lopment) approved in 1985. A portion
of Larkspur has been fel:ted from the street plan in the area. Consequently, a
s1ightly modified subdivi:ion plan has resulted. No change in density is
requested.
At their May 27, 1966 me>! ing the Planning Commission voted unanimously t»
recommand approval.
Kacnow mKen ( ___4_/..9 L LI R P ——
. ; - p

§355754 (1 1/8~




~~— CITY COUNCIL ACTION €PORT

( T
Cases 50-7-86
Page 7
POTENTIAL IMPACTS: None anticipated
R
W
rbara Burns o Tommy~—- Nayfis
eneral Manager/Community Development Assistant y Manager
ATTACHMENTS: A - Stifu ations
#1 - Aerij
#2 - Zonina Map
#3 - Proro .ed Development Pian
#4 - 52-7-35 Approved Development Plan
N - %

$355756 (11/R7%)
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S "IPULATIONS FOR CASE 52-2-85 50-Z-86

The stipulations of approval for Case 30-Z-85 and 52-7-85 shall apply as
amended below.

Development shall b2 in substantial conformance with the submitted site
plan. The proposed lotting arrangement shall be reviewed by the Project
Coordination staft at the time of preliminary plat review.

A maximum of 146 o=s shall be allowed.

The property deve omment standards shall be amended as submitted.

Dedication of the fallowing right-of-way shall be made within 6 months of
the date of City (ouncil approval:

Sweetwater Avenue 45' (half-street
94th Street 55' (half-street)
93rd Street 50' (full-street)
Larkspur Orive 30" (half-street)

(EAST AT 9321 PLACE)

A 1" V.N.E. (vehici ar non-access easement) shall be provided along
Sweetwater Avenue, Y4th Street, and Larkspur Drive.

Access to Sweetwat:r Avenue shall align with the median break provided 660'
west of 94th Stree:.

If the development ‘s phased, the proposed phasing plan shall be approved
by the Project Coo-cination staff at the time of preliminary plat review.

The applicant shall be responsible for 25% percent of the design and
construction costs for a traffic signal at the intersection of 94th Street
and Sweetwater.

The major wash along the 92nd Street alignment shall be maintained in a
natural state.

The Project Coordination staff shall pay particular attention to:

a) The trcatment of the common wall along the west and south
perime:e~s.

b) The treazment of the perimeter wall and landscaping along
Sweetw: tor Avenue, Larkspur Orive, and 94th Street. Along 94th
Street. 31 10' tract or common landscape easement shall be
providid to allow the perimeter wall to meander.

The Project Coordira-ion staff shall review and approve all elements of the
common recreation ¢r2a prior to preliminary plat approval. The staff shall
pay narticular atten:ion to pedestrian access to the common area.

ATTACHMENT &



13.

14,

18

16.

1.

The applicant shall provide a solution to the drainage problem along
Sweetwater Avenue #t ich is acceptable to the Project Coordination staff
prior to preliminary plat approval. The depth of lots along Sweetwater
Avenue, as shown o1 the approved development plan, shall not be reduced as
a result of this sy ution.

Prior to prelimina~y plat approval, the applicant shall submit a detailed
draiange report which confirms that the proposed development plan will
accommodate on-sit: and off-site drainage. The applicant understands and
agrees that the apiroved density and site plan configuration is subject to
drainage considera:ion.

Lots along the wes: and south perimetars of the south 5 acres approved by
Case 30-Z-85 shall have a minimum lot size of 7,000 square feet and 8,000
square feet respec:ively. '

Those areas of des ignated common area shall not be accepted for maintenance
or ownership by the City without expressed action of the City Council.
Before any improvement is accepted, it shall meet City standards. Failure
to maintain the de: ijnated common areas could result in a civil action
brought by the Cit - For costs incurred by the City for said maintenance.

There shall be an ' wall on the south property 1ine OF LOTS west of 93rd
Steeet Place.



1":400’
1985

$0-Z-86

ATTACHMENT #*



: _",:,‘“L. : l ;-L LJ_;;‘-&'L— ' ,a !J l = l__,,_ -

SWEETWATER AVE

;Kz\v BV '\JU’E-E(_"F . ,. ——_-—-T-“
R 1 ¥ - " ‘ : '
§
R1-7!PRD '
i y R1-35i[
5 f
;é L
3 R1-18 PRD
|
i'
LARKSPUR DR [Align. §
— |
. :
R1-10 PRD SESSE—— i I
g R1-35
——n g
H :
7 T . !
L '
| {ad - : ;
o r i
R1-35 [ I : |
e b | i |
(1‘ :
‘ .
|
R

DCAC‘TU‘ -—ROAD

_Y__m_fhu’é-&-iw"—x
l Ig‘ PRD i \: P\ PeD) CNJLLTIY

SUBJECT _ APPROVED
E2d - pROPERTY L - REzoNINGS

50-Z-86 AMENDMENT TO THE
DEVELOPVENT PLAN APPROVED
s IN CASE 52-Z-85

1":400’

ATTACHMENT #2



——

—— —

AT

39vd 64 08 OML 3

4

A | o
I AR |
SN BT L af
zi H )il At
S :_._L__E..m_u. AN
o o il et il ’ : |1 |3
Lyt -umﬂ m m. *:.m .mm—.-—x L = | i
~gs B il b0 i i il w
<k B G i o ”.
~ 85 . g (b bl ° - a |}
R_vmw mm.. -T.mm.m m.._.u. il o _ . w 15
- patat 1| 11 Hq S
S R | BN |
=4 ;.,wm.__: RN TR - s TR
&8y ._.F.w._..m. a:\ I i @ | 6l
i ey L e
E§ . g ‘ : : . _ :
% e | : : . !
m“ _.m“.mmm. .”M_ mw; ot * . mf
T I IRR L RS
R A 19 | o
w: | a 8
.
[N
I
O
1 D)
:
:

UNSUBDIVIDED

fy i
] :
i
i

AMLN :o
uTa

e Nl - - —— i — s+ ———————




il SUBOIVYVIDED

D 23

. <} 9
50-Z-86

(52-2-85)

SIERRA SUNRISE IO
| . _IQT
GROES ACRES 1501 ACRES
& NET ACRES. 1459 AAC.
’ DENGBITY  28b uNTS PER AckE
TOTAL NUMBEV OF LOTS. 43
| PHEETWATER o 1 S1T! Bl TA RS ERS
GROL: ACRES" 1) ACRES [GRoss AcReZ 7 )0
% NET ACRES. )| ACRES [ NET ACRLL 7 4B
4 DENSITY 394 onrs P Ac | DENLITY (3D si LB A
H : e ToTAL LOTS 28 ToTAL WOts 15
e & H N i
VIUNITY  MAP ?éé\tfc 5'4,& i
‘ | OATE. 4-202-05 l \ i
NOT4S4GE, L0320 R
RIBPRD ®
l
as F
24 I
|
| ; ~
H ‘é 8
| ; N o
o \ 26 KM"‘P ]
/ | | 4| 13
100 x 4 | :
9 i
I\!/,\ \ ) '/ - 4% g
; J <
28 l 21 ! { g a3 1 o 17
> H i
- L]
L s S
8 LARKSPUR, —"imemes Fuuce | 8 __J
= e EE T ' i -
8 ]
i s il ot S gl e, St G o et e o O )
‘ )
A '\




> SWEET VEI_QTER —RaN eia p—. AVENUE "
e . — g —
/ i
~ 8 |
- ST \ i
y \ i H
g 3 4C ' =
‘ — y ?
-
N
Y : { e
° ! !
° 7 SR {
° )
7/ feoo [
/ / Rl &
g g v :
S g 4
r | ﬁ
e t
L = t BN
L .
l»
;
‘ "
gy s
' | \,
4t 18 -
- S
4c i o 43
P | — ’
£ = g s i i
‘ | 1 . "
| 1 ]
A u Whengy e wew | ol
2 NOraS et @ ']

Spsnds Hoids
- 680 o990

e g T 25 2T

‘:‘f::i‘-;«‘vrl.o'-t' " ” ANE ML SRS WRER.  Mahs BREE.  THM. MR
. BB X ¥ ¥
- g o o "

ATTACHMENY +3



AMENDED DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS - CASE 52-2-85
“SINGLE-FAMILY DETACHED LOTS®

R1-10 PRD
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS R1-18 AMENDED
Min. Lot Area 18,000 sq. ft. 12,000 sq. ft.
Min. Lot MWidth 120 ft; None - determined

by subdivision lgpronl
(160 ft. average

Max. Building deignt 30 ft. 30 ft. -
Min. Yard Setbacks
Front » n. 20 ft.
Intersecting Street 35 ft. 15 ft.
on Corner Lot
Side 10 ft. 10 ft.
Rear 30 ft. 25 ft.

35 ft. west of 93rd Street

Min. Distance Between
Buildings

Accessory and Main 10 ft. 10 ft.

Main Buildings/
Adjacent Lets 20 ft. 10 ft.

Max. Height o* Walls,
Fences and Lardscapirg
(Required Yarrs)

Front Yard I e, 3.
Side Yard 8 ft. 8 ft.
Rear Yard 8 ft. 8 ft.

NOTES AND EXCEPTIONS .
1.  There shall not be more than one single-family dwelling unit on any one 10. Planned Residential District (PRD) requirements:

Tot.
a.  Common wall dwelling unfts shall require Development Revien krar
2. The requirements and exceptions of Article YII shall apply. dpproval (NOT ALLOWED). S
3. A1l lous shall have vehicular access on a dedicatec street unless a b.  Buflding height shall not exceed one-story within 5C feet  n-
secondary means of permanent vehicular access has teen approved on a R-1, R-2, R-3, R-4, R-4R, or M-H district boundary 1ine

subdivision plat.
€. Al] mechanical equipment shall be screened from view.
4. The he'ght of a wall or fence {s measured from the inside of the
enclosre. d. In addition to the provisions of Article IX, parkina sha’
provided as follows: ‘
5. Swimmiaig pools shall be screened from adjacent properties by a

protective fence or permanent structure not less than 4-1/2 feet in 1) €fficiency and one-bedroom dwelling units shal’ prov: - ¢
hefght. The swimming pool shall be protected by ar enclosure which winimum of one on-site resident parking space plus on. ¢
shall de controlled by the use of self-closing gates with self-latching street guest parking space.
devices,
2)  Dwelling unfts with two bedrooms shall provide a m:n:+.- o°
6. where lots have double frontage on two streets, the requ'red front yard two on-site resident parking spaces plus one 0f-stre- - qu:,
shall pe provided on beth-streess- THL INTERIOR STREET ONLY. THE parking space.
PERIMETER STREET FRONTAGE SHALL MEET REAR YARD REQUIREMENTS.
3) Dwelling units with three or wore bedrooms sha'l prov -
7. 0On a corner lot which does not sbut a key 1ot, accessory buildings may minimum of two on-site resident parking spaces plu. 1. ‘.
be constructed in the yard facing the side street. street guest parking spaces,
B. Where a corner Jot does not abut @ key Tot or an a ley adjacent to 3 4)  The required on-site resident parking shal) be covere
Ley Tot, the height of walls, fences, and hedges 11 the yard facing the parking.

side street need only conform to the side yard requirements.
5)  Adequate parking facilities for recreational vehiciec .4’
a. CN A CORNER LOT CONTIGUOUS TO A KEY LOT, FENCES OR FREE-STANDING be provided.
WALLS OVEF 3 FEET IN MEIGHT MAY BE PLACED ON THE PROPERTY LINE,
EXCEPT WITHIN A TRIANGLE MEASURED 10 FEET FROM THE STREET ALONG
THE COMMON LOT LINE AND 20 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE EXTENDING
FROM THE COMMON LOT LINE TOWARDS THE FRONT OF THE CORNER LOT.

b. ON A KEY LOT CONTIGUOUS YO A CORNER L(T, A 6 FOOT FENCE OR A FREE-
STANDING WALL MAY BE ERECTED ALONG THAT PORTION OF A KEY LOT
CONTIBUOUS WITH THE REAR YARD OF THE (ORNCR LOT, BUT SUCH FENCE OR
WALL SHALL NOT COME CLOSER THAN 1D FEFT T0 THE FRONY LINE OF THE
LEY LOT.

8. A GARAGE OR CARPORT HAYING AN ENTRY PARALLIL TC A STREET SHALL MAINTAIN
A MINIMUM SETBACK OF TWENTY FEET FROM THE JLTIMAT! IMPROVEMENTS (BACK
OF TH" SIDEWALK].
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NENDED DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS - CASE 52-7-85
“SINGLE-FAMILY DETACMED LOTS®

R1-Y PRD
DEVELOPYENT_STANDARDS n-7 NRENDED
Win. Lot Area 7,000 0. . 6,500 sq. ft.
Win. Lot Width 7 ft. None - determined

by subdivision approval
(65 ft. average)

Max, Building We'ght 0 ft. 0 ft.
Win. Yare Setbachs
Front 20 ft. 15 ft.
Irtersect'ng Street 10 fe. s ft.
or Corner Lot
Side 14 ft. sggregete 10 ft. aggregate
§ ft. min. 5 ft. win.
Rear 25 ft. 20 ft.

15 ft. (max. 301
of rear yard area)

Win. Distance Between

Butldings
Accessory and Main 10 ft. 10 ft.
Main Buildings/

Adjacent Lots 14 fe. 10 fe.

Max. Weight of Walls,
Fences and Landscaping
(Required Yards)

Front Yard 3 fe. In.
Stde vard 8 ft. 8 ft.
Rear Yard 8 ft. 8 ft.
* SEE WOTES AND EXCEPTIONS
WOTES AND EXCEPTIONS
I. There shall not be more than one single-family dwe:ling unit on any one “Hor--Metta-and-feneses -with-a-santmm hetght-of-sin-feet-are-allowed-4p-var
Tot. Front-yard-providinge-
2. The requirements and exceptions of Artfcle VII sha'l apply. ~Bv-=-TRe-yard-enetesed-by -suer - 11-gr-fenee-sholl-Aot-tnelude-noor
“Shan-40%-of-the-ares-Detween-the-Front-property-tine-ang-the-frant-
3. A)1 lots shall have vehicular access on a dedicatel street unless a -8ethask-Itne. -
secondary means of permanent vehicular access Nas deen approved on 2
subdivision plat. “buoe-Fhe-wall-or-fonse-shatl-be-setdask-three -FiVE-feet-from-the-brant .
-property-tine. -
4. The height of a wall or fence is messured ‘rom the inside of the
enclosure. ~Sv---Tha-provistons-of -Section-7.104-shatl-apply-sn-cerner-tots. .
§. Swimming pools shall be screened from adjacent properties by & 10.3% PATIO COVERS ARE NOT ALLOWED WITHIN A REQUIRED FRONT YARD.
protective fence or permanent structure mot less than 4-1/2 feet in
height. The swimming pool shall be protected by an enclosure which 11.42+ Planned Residential District (PRD) requirements:
shall be controlled by the use of self-closing gates with self-latching
devices. 6. Cowmon wall dwelling units shall require Development Review Boe-1

approval (NOT AL D).
6. Where Tots have doutle frontage on two streets, the required front yard

shall be provided on beth-streets- THE INTIRIOR STRLEY OMLY. THE b. Bullding height shall not exceed one-story within 50 feet of & .
PERIMETER STREET FRONTAGE SMALL MECT REAR fARD REQJIREMENTS. R-1, R-2, R-3, R-4, R-4R, or M-H district boundary line.
7. -Gn-d-6onner. ot which -Goes -0t -abut -5 hey- Lot -sesesnery -butidings-may- €. A1l mechanical equipment shall be screened from view.
e 00A51RuG 104 - 10 -the yand -faciag -the -stde -Sbmeety - ACCESSORY BUILDINGS
SHALL WOT Bf LOCATED WITHIN A REQUIRED FRONT YARD. d. In addition to the provisions of Article IX, parking shal) pe

provided as follows:
8. Where a corner lot does mot abut @ key lot or an alley adjacent to &

key Tot, the hefght of walls, fences, and hedges in the yard facing the 1) Efficlency and sne-bedroom dweling wnfts sha)l provide »
side street need on'y confors to the side yard requirements. #ininum of one on-site resident parking space p.u< one of
street guest parking space.
2. ON A CORNER LOT CONTIGUOUS TO A KEY LOT, FENCES OR FREE-STANDING
MALLS OVER 3 FEET IN WEIGHT MAY BE PLACED ON THE PROPERTY LINE, 2)  Dwelling units with two bedrooms shal) provide a minimm
EXCEPT WITMIN A TRIANGLE MEASURED 10 FEET FROM THE STREET ALONG tvo on-site resident parking spaces plus one off-street g.o::
THE COMMON LOT LINE AMD 20 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LIME EXTENDING parking space.

FROMW THE COMMOM LOT LINE TOMARDS THE FRONT OF THE CORNER LOT.
3)  Dwelling units with taree or more bedrooms shall provide -

D. OM A KEY LOT CONTIGUOUS YO A CORNER LOT, A 6 FODT FENCE OR A FREE- ®infmum of two on-size resident parking spaces plus two 0°°
STANT [NG WALL MAY BE ERECTED ALONG THAT PORTION OF A KEY LOT street guest parking speces.
CON" iGUDUS W1T4 THE REAR YARD OF THE CORWER LT, BUT SUCH FENCE OR
WALL SMALL WOT COME CLOSER THAN 10 FEET TO Twi FRONT LINC OF THE 4)  The required on-sitr resident parking shall be covered
KEY L07. parking.
9. A GARAGE OR CARPORT WAVING AN ENTRY PARALLEL TD A STREET SHALL MAINTAIN )  Adoguete pevecng factifntes for recrastions! vehteles she
A MININCY, SETBACK OF TWENTY FEET FROM THE ULTIMATE STREET IMPROVEMENTS be provided.

(BACK OF THL SIDEWA.X).
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AMENDED DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
Win. Lot Area

Win. Lot Wideh

Max. Iuﬂ‘!q Maight
Win. Yard Setbacks
Front

Intersecting Street
on Cormer Lot

Stde
Rear

Min. Distance Between

“PATIO MOME LOTS

- CASE 62-2-85

/-7
Ri-7 KI!:?
7,000 sq. ft. §,000 sq. Tt.
70 ft. None - determined
subdivision approva}
(50 ft. average)
30 ft. 3 ft.
0 fe. 10 ft.
10 fe. 10 ft,
14 L. aggregate 10 ft. sggregate
§ ft. win, § ft. min,
Tero 1ot Tine a)lowed one side.
25 ft. 15 ft.
15 ft. (wax. 303 20 ft. along the south perimeter

of rear yard ares)

east of 93rd Street

Bulldings
Accessory and Main 10 fe. 10 fr.
Main Builtdings/
Adjacent Lots 14 fe. 10 ft
Max. Mefght of walls,
Fences and Landscaping
(Required Yards'
Front Yard 3f. 3 fr.
Stide Yard 8 e, 8 ft.
Rear Yerd s fe. 8 fr.
* SEE WOTES AMD EXCEPTIONS
WOTES MO EXCEPTIONS
1. TYhere shall not be more than one single-family dwe' 11ng unit on any one 11. PATIO COVERS ARE NOT ALLOWED WITHIN A REQUIRED FRONT YARD.
Tot.
12. Planned Residentia) District (PRD) requirements:
2. The requirements and exceptions of Article VII sha'l apply.
a. Common wal) dwelling wnits sha)l require Development Review Boa: :
3. A1) Tots shall have vehicular sccess on a dediceted street unless a approval.
secondary means of permanent vehicular access has been approved on a
b. Building hefght shall not exceed one-story within 50 feet of an.

sibdivision plat.

4.  The height of a wall or fence 1s measured from the inside of the
enclosure.

Swimming pools shall be screened from adjscent properties by a
rotective fence or permanent structure not less than 4-1/2 feet in
!'M. The swimeing poo) shall be protected by an enclosure which
shall be controlled by the wse of self-closing getes with self-latching
devices.

6. Where 10ts have double frontage on two streets, the required front yard
shall be provided on doth-etreets THE INTLRIOR STREET OWLY. THE
PERIMETER STREET FRONTAGE SMALL MEET REAR YARD REQUIREMENTS.

7.  -Bn-a-serner-tot-whioh-does-net-abut-a-Key-iot,-accessory-bulldings.may-
be-sonstrueted -tn-the-yard-facing-the-side -street. ACCESSORY BUILDINGS
SHALL MOT BE LOCATED WITHIN A REQUIRED FROWT YARD.

B. Where a cormer Yot does not sbut a key Tot or an a'ley adjacent to a

key Tot, the height of walls, fences, and nedges 1n the yard facing the
side street moed only conform to the side yard requirements.

9. A GARAGE OR CARPORT HAVING AN ENTRY PARALLZL TO A STREET SHALL MAINTAIM
A MINIMUM SETBACK OF TWENTY FEET FROM THME RACK OF "ME SIDEWALK.

10. Walls and fences with a maximum height of six feet are sllowed in the
front yard providing:
t-.---'ho»yad-m&n«-.rmu-un-w-lmMi--n&lu&-h-m

~than- 401- of- the-ares-between- the- front- property- 14 ne- end- the-front-
sethack-Hne:

2.5 The wall or fence shall be setback three-FIVE feet from the front
property ine.

b.ex- The provisions of Section 7.104 shall apply oa cormer Tots.

R-1, R-2, R-3, R-4, R-4R, or N-H district boundary line.
A1l mechanical equipment shall be screened from view.

d. In addition to the provisions of Article IX, parking sha'!) be
provided as follows:

1)  Efficiency snd one-bedroom dwelling units shall provide o
winfmm of one on-site resident parking space plus one off.

street guest parking space.

Dwelling wnfts with two bedrooms shall provide & minfmum o
two on-site resident parking spaces plus one off-street gues
parking space.

Dwelling units with three or more bedrooms shall provide a
sinimum of two on-site resident parking spaces plus two of’
street guest parking spaces.

The required on-site resident parking shall be covered
parking.

Adequate parking facilities for recreational vehicles shy’
be provided.

2)
1)

4)

5)

L B
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The Cactus Corridor Study Area encampasses a diverse neighborhood. The
heart of the area consists of low density residential lots ranging from
35,000 square feet to 2-1/2 acres, with minimal street improvements, and
largefmxt}wxdsetbackx Inaﬁitim,t}nequestrimlifestyleisevidmt

’ edges
consist of suburban single family housing, with multi-family housing
clustered at activity centers.

BACKGROUND ISSUES -

activities, and would therefore like to transition to development of
like character. In addition to the land dynamics of the area, the
econcmic picture for the egquestrian business has faltered, thus leaving
same ranches facing uncertain futures.

2) The development commnity has expressed interest in building a semi
custom type of home on a medium sized lot. A potential match could
happen through the re-use of equestrian properties.

3) Hameowners within the exisiting low density aveas are concerned about
the character created by new development and the trend toward smaller
lots, project walls, and internalized site planning.

RECOMMENDATIONS
The following amendments to the General Plan are reconmended:

CHARACTER

For areas west of 96th Street, the Suburban character is recammended. This
change would allow the equestrian properties to redevelop with a semi-custam

product while also matching densities established on the north and south of
Cactus Road.

For areas east of 96th Street, the existing rural character is recommended
to continue. Development in this arsa should reflect a low density, and
where feasible, an egquestrian flair. Development should also be campatible
with the existing neighborhood. To reinforce this theme, the name “CACTUS
ACRES" should be used to describe this unique district of the city. It is
also recammended that a special streetscape treatment be designed for
Cactus, Rd., 96th St., and 104th St. Potential components of this program
would be district gateways and neighborhood entries, a street tree program,
an informal path, landscaping, and rural/westem fencing.
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IAND USE

The attached map illustrates a recammendation for categories 13 and 14 to be
applied to specific areas west of 96th Street. There is no recommended
change in land use for areas east of 96th Street; however, flexibility

should be allowed to review projects on a case by case basis.

CIRCULATION

No change in street classification is recommended. However, it is
recommended that a neighborhood level trail loop be established. This txail
would provide an imner comnection between the neighborhood and other planned
or existing trails, The creation of this circuit would require
participation of the Cactus Acres property owners.
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CITY COUNCIL REPORT

¢ ® B riEcony

MEETING DATE: January 30, 2007 ITEMNO »_Q:__ GoAL: Coordinate Planning to Balance Infrastructure

SUBJECT

REQUEST

OWNER

APPLICANT CONTACT

LOCATION

BACKGROUND

Caballo Estates - 24-ZN-2005

Request
. Torezone from Single Family Residenual District (R1-35) to Single
Family Residential District, Planned Residential District (R1-35 PRD)
with amended development standards on a 20 +/- acre parcel located at
the northwest comer of E. Cactus Road and N. 93rd Street.
2. To adopt Ordinance No. 3720 affirming the above rezoning.

Key Items for Consideration:

¢ Both the existing and proposed zoning districts are consistent with the
General Plan and Cactus Comdor Area Study.

e The proposal replaces equestrian property with a single-family subdivision.
This request increases the number of homes currently allowed on the
property from 21 to 22,

e Impacts to traffic, infrastructure, and other services will be negligible.

One public comment letter was received expressing various concems.

e Planning Commission recommended approval of the rezoning, 6-0.

Related Policies, References:

¢ 14-AB-2006 1s an associated request to abandon nght-of-way/roadway
easements on the property.

o (Cases 38-UP-1987 and 36-UP-1983 allowed a commercial ranch to operate
on this site.

e ity General Plan designates the property as Suburban Neighborhoods.

e (Cactus Comridor Area Study recommends a suburban character west of N.
96"Street.

£ LARKSPUR DR

Bobby Lee E

§
John Berry 1 sme § -
Berry & Damore, L1.C z 3

480-385-2727

Northwest corner of E. Cactus Road € CACTUS RD
and N. 93" Street

General Location Map QJ

General Plan.

The General Plan Land Use Element designates the property as Suburban
Neighborhoods. This category includes medium-lot to small-lot single-family
subdivisions with densities between one dwelling unit per acre and eight

Page |
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dwelling units per acre. The existing zoning allows densities consistent with
the General Plan, and the proposed rezoning would also be consistent with the
General Plan.

Cactus Corridor Area Study.

The 1992 Cactus Corridor Area Study focuses on the area generally bounded
by Sweetwater Avenue to the north, Frank Lloyd Wright Boulevard to the east,
Shea Boulevard to the south, and Pima Road (101 Freeway) to the west. The
Study recommends a suburban character west of N. 96™ Street and a rural
character east of N. 96" Street. Specifically, the subject property is in a
designated “Suburban” area. Both the existing and proposed zoning are
consistent with the Cactus Corridor Area Study. (See Attachment #7)

Zoning.

The site is currently zoned Single Family Residential District (R1-35). This
site received Conditional Use Permits to operate as a commercial ranch in
1983 and 1987 (Cases 38-UP-1987 and 36-UP-1983). The R1-35 zoning
district allows for 35,000 square-foot or larger residential lot sizes. The PRD
designation permits the development standards to be amended to allow more
context-appropriate development to occur.

Context.

The subject property consists of a 20-acre parcel located at the northwest
comner of E. Cactus Road and N. 93rd Street. This property is relatively flat
with residential and equestrian-related structures. The property is surrounded
by R1-18 PRD single-family home developments to the north, west, and south
that have a density approximating two to three homes per acre. Across N. 93"
Street to the east are a private school and residential/equestrian uses. An
equestrian trail is located along the north side of the property, and a wash is
located along the west side of the property.

Adjacent Uses and Zoning:
e North Single-family residential, zoned R1-18 PRD District
e South Single-family residential, zoned R1-18 PCD District

e East Private school and residential/equestrian uses, zoned R1-35
District
o West Single-family residential, zoned R1-18 PRD District
APPLICANT’S Goal/Purpose of Request.
PROPOSAL This is a request to rezone the property from the R1-35 District to the Single

Family Residential, Planned Residential Development District (R1-35 PRD) to
develop the site with 22 single-family residential lots. One private drive is
proposed from N. 93" Street. No access will be provided from Cactus Road.
The applicant is proposing the PRD district in order to amend the development
standards to maximize lot flexibility to accommodate the proposed housing
product, and to provide trails and open space to achieve a specific
neighborhood character. The proposed amended standards include a reduction
of the lot size, widths, and setbacks.

Page 2




Scottsdale City Council Report Case No. 24-ZN-2005

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Development information.

e Existing Use: Commercial Ranch

* Proposed Use: 22 single-family homes

¢ Parcel Size: 20 gross acres (18.5 net acres)

¢ Proposed Density: 1.1 dwelling units per acre (gross)

e Building Height Allowed: 30 feet
¢ Building Height Proposed: 30 feet, except cight lots will be 26 feet

e Street Access: Private street from N. 93" Street
®  Open Space Provided: 4.13 acres
Density.

Both the existing R1-35 zoning district and the proposed RI-35/PRD are
consistent with the General Plan’s Suburban Neighborhoods designation and
the Cactus Corridor Area Study. The adjacent single-family homes combined
with nearby equestrian properties give this area a unique neighborhood
character that combines the rural and the suburban lifestyles. A General Plan
Guiding Principle and goal of the General Plan’s Neighborhoods Element is to
preserve and enhance the unique sense of neighborhood found in diverse areas.
The proposed R1-35/PRD zoning district and density of 1.1 homes per acre is
consistent with zoning districts and densities of the surrounding
neighborhoods.

Planned Residential District (PRD)-Amended Standards/Density.

The purpose of the PRD is to encourage imaginative and innovative planning
of residential neighborhoods; to encourage the preservation of open space and
significant natural features; to offer a wide variety of dwelling unit types; to
promote greater flexibility in design of residential neighborhoods; and to
enable the development of parcels of property that would be difficult to
develop under conventional zoning and subdivision regulations.

The applicant requests amended development standards with the justification
that the amended standards will produce a living environment, landscape
quality and lifestyle superior to that produced by the existing standards. The
proposed amended standards include a reduction of the lot sizes, widths, and
setbacks. In addition to the general PRD requirement that homes be limited to
one-story within fifty feet of an adjacent lot having a one-story home, the
applicant has agreed to a building height restriction of 26 feet for the eight lots
proposed along the north and west sides of the property (Lots 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 15,
16 and 20).

The proposed site layout is consistent with neighboring properties in terms of
density, orientation, lot sizes, and setbacks of the surrounding neighborhoods.
The result of modified lot widths and setbacks allow opportunities for
landscaped buffers and trails surrounding the development, as well as open
space tracts at the entrance of the property and at the E. Cactus Road/N. 93"
Street intersection. (see Amended Development Standards; Attachment #3A)

The PRD also allows increases to the base density in the R1-35 District from
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1.050 dwelling units per acre to the proposed 1.100 dwelling units per acre
upon finding that one of the following criteria is exceeded to an extraordinary
degree:

1. Preservation of natural features. Preservation of natural features shall
include the preservation of major washes, significant stands of native
vegetation or other topographic or scenic natural features, provided
such features are left in their undisturbed natural state.

2. Provision of common open space. This shall mean the provision of
common open space which is distinguishable by its quantity or quality
and which is readily accessible to the residents of the development.

3. Innovative site plan. An innovative site plan shall mean a site plan
which features a street pattern which discourages through traffic,
ensures the privacy of the residents of the development and is in
harmony with the topography and other natural features. An innovative
site plan could also include a variety of lot sizes and dwelling units
types.

4. Interior amenities. Interior amenities shall mean the provision of private
recreational facilities such as tennis courts, recreation centers, bike
paths and equestrian trails which are accessible to the residents of the
development.

5. Substantial public benefit. Substantial public benefit shall mean the
provision of public facilities that are both unusual in character and serve
the needs of an area greater than the immediate development. No
density increase for substantial public benefit may be approved unless
the public facilities provided are in excess of the typically-required
street improvements, sidewalks, bike paths, equestrian trails and
drainage facilities.

The proposed development preserves the wash along the west side of the
property (criteria #1) and provides common open space and trails that exceed
standard requirements (criteria #2).

Traffic.

East Cactus Road is classified as a major collector in the City’s Streets Master
Plan. The City will soon be widening the section of E. Cactus Road adjacent
to the site to four lanes (with center lane/median). Construction is planned to
begin within the next year. North 93" Street is classified as a minor collector
street, and is constructed with one lane in each direction.

One private drive is proposed from N. 93™ Street and no access will be
provided from E. Cactus Road. The proposed rezoning from R1-35 to R1-35
PRD would result in an increase of one lot, from 21 lots to 22 lots, and will not
result in a significant increase of trips. Any increase of traffic is not
anticipated to impact either N. 93" Street or E. Cactus Road.

Drainage/Open Space/Trails.

There is a wash along the west side of the site that will remain in place, and the
site plan proposes a retention basin at the southeast comer of the site. The
retention basin will also serve as an open space amenity for the development,
and augment the other open space buffers proposed along E. Cactus Road and
93" Street. Open space buffers are also provided along the north and west
sides of the property, and at the ends of each proposed cul-de-sac. A multi-use
trail will be constructed on Cactus Road as part of the Cactus Corridor street
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improvements scheduled to begin later this year. Trails will be provided
around the property.

Water/Sewer.
This infill development will connect to existing water and sewer lines, so there
are no anticipated water or sewer service impacts.

Police/Fire.

The property is located in Police District 2, which is served by the N. 90®
Street/Via Linda station. The nearest Fire Station is located at N. 90
Street/Via Linda, providing an anticipated fire response time of less than five
minutes. Police and fire currently serve this area, so there are no anticipated
police or fire service impacts.

Schools District Comments/Review.

Scottsdale Unified School District has been notified of this application and
indicates that there are adequate school facilities to accommodate any
additional students generated by the proposed rezoning.

'Commulty Involvement.

The site has been posted with notification signs, the surrounding property
owners within 750 feet have been notified, and the applicant held two open
houses to discuss the project. The Development Review Board reviewed the
conceptual site plan during their study session on October 19, 2006, and
suggested no changes.

A letter was received by the Tarantini Estates Homeowners Association to the
west expressing concerns regarding the possibility of multiple homebuilders
within the subdivision would create an inconsistent development. Other
concerns were that the amended development standards would create smaller
lots with smaller setbacks than the surrounding neighborhood, and that
building heights should be reduced. To allow time to address concerns raised
by the HOA to the west, the applicant requested that this case be continued
from the November 8, 2006, Planning Commission meeting. The applicant
met with the Tarantini Estates HOA and agreed to limit building heights along
four of the westernmost lots. A subsequent letter has been received from the
Tarantini Estates HOA in support of the application.

Another public comment letter was received very early in the process that
expressed a desire to preserve the existing wash, minimize nuisances in the
proposed open spaces, and limit homes on lots within 100 feet of adjacent
homes along the western boundary to 24 feet in height. Most of these issues
have been addressed with the current proposal. (see Citizen Involvement;
Attachment #8)

Community Impact.
Both the existing and proposed zoning are consistent with the General Plan

and Cactus Corridor Area Study. The proposal replaces equestrian property
with a single-family development having a density and layout compatible with
the surrounding neighborhoods. Trails and open space areas around the
property maintain an open character for the area. Impacts to traffic,
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PLANNING
COMMISSION
RECOMMENDATION

STAFF
RECOMMENDATION

RESPONSIBLE
DEPT(S)

STAFF CONTACT(S)

infrastructure, and other services will be minimal.

Planning Commission.
The Planning Commission heard this case on December 13, 2006, and
recommended approval, with a unanimous vote of 6-0 on the consent agenda.

Recommended Approach:
Staff finds that at least one of the density increase criteria for the PRD has

been met, and recommends approval of the proposed rezoning and amended
development standards subject to the attached stipulations.

Planning and Development Services Department

Current Planning Services

Tim Curtis, AICP Lusia Galav

Principal Planner Director, Current Planning
480-312-4210 480-312-2506

E-mail: tcurtis@ScottsdaleAZ.gov Email: igalav@ScottsdaleAZ.gov
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ORDINANCE NO. 3720

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SCOTTSDALE MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING
ORDINANCE NO. 455, THE ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY
OF SCOTTSDALE, BY AND FOR THE PURPOSE OF CHANGING
THE ZONING ON THE “DISTRICT MAP" TO ZONING APPROVED
IN CASE NO. 24-ZN-2005, FROM SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL
DISTRICT (R1-35) TO SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT,
PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT (R1-35 PRD) WITH AMENDED
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS ON A 20 +/- ACRE PARCEL
LOCATED AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF E. CACTUS ROAD
AND N. 93RD STREET.

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has held a hearing on December 13,
2006;

WHEREAS, the City Council has held a hearing on January 30, 2007; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the proposed development is in
substantial harmony with the General Plan of the City of Scottsdale and will be
coordinated with existing and planned development; and

WHEREAS, for this proposed Planned Residential District, the Planning
Commission and City Council finds:

- A. That the development proposed is in substantial harmony with the General
Plan of the City of Scottsdale, and can be coordinated with existing and planned
development of surrounding areas.

B. That the streets and thoroughfares proposed are suitable and adequate to
serve the proposed uses and the anticipated traffic which will be generated thereby.
C. That the facts submitted with the application and presented at the hearing
.will establish beyond a reasonable doubt that the planned residential development will
constitute a residential environment of sustained desirability and stability that it will be in
harmony with the character of the surrounding area; and that the sites proposed for
public facilities such as schools, playgrounds and parks, are adequate to serve the
anticipated population.
D. That the amended standards for the Planned Residential District will produce
a living environment, landscape quality and lifestyle superior to that produced by the
existing standards.
E. That the preservation of natural features and the provision of common open
space is exceeded to an extraordinary degree to allow an increase to the base density in
the R1-35 District for the Planned Residential District.

ATTACHMFNT £1



WHEREAS, an approved .development plan shall be kept on file in the
Planning and Development Services Department.
(Ord. No. 2830, § 1, 10-17-95)

WHEREAS, it is now necessary that the comprehensive zoning map of the
City of Scottsdale (“District Map”) be amended to conform with the decision of the
Scottsdale City Council in Case No. 24-ZN-2005.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of
Scottsdale, as follows:

Section 1. That the “District Map” adopted as a part of the Zoning
Ordinance of the City of Scottsdale, showing the zoning district boundaries, is amended
by rezoning a 20 +/- acre parcel located at the northwest comer of E. Cactus Road and N.
93rd street and marked as “Site” (the Property) on the map attached as Exhibit 2,
incorporated herein by reference, Single family Residential District, Planned Residential
District (R1-35 PRD) with amended development standards.

Section 2. That the above rezoning approval is conditioned upon
compliance with all stipulations attached hereto as Exhibit 1 and incorporated herein by

. reference.

Section 3. That the above rezoning approval is conditioned upon
compﬁance with the amended development standards attached hereto as Exhibit 3 and -
incorporated herein by reference.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Scotisdale this 30"
day of January, 2007.

ATTEST: CITY OF SCOTTSDALE, an Arizona
y municipal corporation

By: By:

Carolyn Jagger Mary Manross

City Clerk Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
By: s Z(IYL

h W. Robberson
City Attorney
Page 2 of 2
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STIPULATIONS FOR CASE 24-ZN-2005

These stipulations are in order to protect the public health, safety, welfare, and the City of Scottsdale.

PLANNING/ DEVEL £y

1.

CONFORMANCE TO SITE PLAN. Development shall conform to the site plan submitted by LVA
Urban Design Studio and dated 10/24/2006. These stipulations take precedence over the above-
referenced site plan. Any proposed significant change, as determined by the Zoning
Administrator, shall be subject to subsequent public hearings before the Planning Commission
and City Council.

MAXIMUM DWELLING UNITS. The number of dwelling units on the site shall not exceed twenty
two (22) without subsequent public hearings before the Planning Commission and City Council.

CONFORMANCE TO AMENDED DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS. Development shall conform
with the amended development standards dated 6/9/2006 as shown in Report Attachment #3A,
and flag lots shall be permitted having a minimum width of twenty (20) feet. Any change to the
development standards shall be subject to subsequent public hearings before the Planning
Commission and City Council, except modifications to standards on individual lots shall be
subject to the Variance process.

BUILDING HEIGHT LIMITATIONS. No building on the site shall exceed thirty (30) feet in height,
except as provided in Zoning Ordinance Article VII. Building heights on Lots 8, 7, 8, 9, 10, 15, 16
and 20 shall be limited to twenty six (26) feet and there shall be no decks, patios, or towers
associated with observation or any other purpose allowed above grade on the primary structure
or any accessory structures, nor shall there be any exterior staircases or other access provided to

any roofs on the property.

SETBACKS. Lots 6, 7, 8, and 9 shall have minimum fifty (50) foot rear building setbacks along
North and West project boundaries.

OPEN SPACE SETBACKS. Open Space Setbacks shall conform to the site plan submitted by
LVA Urban Design Studio and dated 10/24/2006. With the preliminary plat submittal, the
developer shall submit a plan providing a minimum of 4.13 acres of landscaped open space,
including a minimum fifty (50) foot wide open space setback along E. Cactus Road and a
minimum twenty five (25) foot wide open space setback along the other three (3) property
boundaries. Also with the preliminary plat submittal, the developer shall submit a plan for a
pocket park within the open space/drainage basin located at the comer of E. Cactus and N. 93"
Street. The open space along E. Cactus Road shall be visible from the adjacent public streets,
subject to the Development Review Board approval.

CIRCULATION

STREET CONSTRUCTION. Before issuance of any certificate of occupancy for the site, the
developer shall dedicate the following right-of-way and construct the following street
improvements, in conformance with the Design Standards and Policies Manual:

EXHIBIT 1
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Stipulations Page 2
Street Name/Type Dedications Improvements Notes
Cactus Road 50 feet half street Half street, 35' CL- a.
Mal'or Collector (40 feet existing) BC, Fig. 5.3-9.
93" Street 25 feet existing 28'B/CtoB/C,plus | b.
Local Residential 6’ sidewalk
Internal Streets 40 foot wide tract Full street, 23' BC- 6’ wide shoulder
Local Residential rivate) BC, Fig. 5.3-19

Notes:

a. The developer shall be responsible for constructing the major collector half street along the
Cactus Road frontage. The design shall be consistent with the planned Cactus Road capital
improvement project.

b. The developer shall construct 93 Street to local residential streets standards, 28 ‘ BC-BC
with roll curb, matching the existing cross section to the north. A six-foot wide sidewalk shall
be constructed along the west side of the street.

. IN-LIEU PAYMENTS. At the direction of city staff, before issuance of any building permit for the
site, the developer shall not construct the street improvements for E. Cactus Road as specified by
the Notes in the stipulation above, but shall make an in lieu payment to the city. Before any final
plan approval, the developer shall submit an engineer's estimate for plan preparation, design and
construction costs of a major collector half street, including burying overhead power lines, two
lanes of pavement with curb and gutter, half median improvements (curb, gutter and
landscaping), and any required drainage structures. The in lieu payment shall be based on this -
estimate, plus five percent (5%) contingency cost and other incidental items, as determined by
city staff.

. AUXILIARY LANE CONSTRUCTION. Before any certificate of occupancy is issued for the site,
the developer, at its expense, shall construct an eastbound left-turn lane on E. Cactus at N. 93"

Street, in conformance with the Design Standards and Policies Manual.

. ACCESS RESTRICTIONS. Before issuance of any certificate of occupancy for the site, the
developer shall dedicate the necessary right-of-way, as determined by city staff, and construct the
following access to the site. Access to the site shall conform to the following restrictions
(distances measured to the driveway or street centerlines):

a. E. Cactus Road - The developer shall dedicate a one-foot wide vehicular non-access
easement on this street along the site's frontage. There shall not be any direct driveway
access to Cactus Road.

b. N.93" Street - The developer shall dedicate a one-foot wide vehicular non-access easement
on this street along the site's frontage, except at the approved strest entrance.

. RIGHT-OF-WAY ABANDONMENT. Prior to or with the final plat submittal, the developer shall
submit an application to abandon any existing right-of-way along N. 92™ Street that is not to be
Incorporated in the site street system. The city makes no commitment to approve the application
for abandonment.

. PEDESTRIAN CONNECTION. Before any final plan approval, the developer shall construct a
pedestrian connection from the intemnal street cul-de-sacs to the public trail to the west. The
design of this connection shall be included in the preliminary plat submittal for this subdivision.

. MULTI-USE TRAILS. Before any certificate of occupancy is issued for the site, the developer
shall construct a minimum 8 foot wide multi-use trail along E. Cactus Road, N. 93" Street, along
the north property line, (Larkspur Drive alignment), and along Lots 20 and 21 at the southwest
comer of the site. The trails shall be contained within a minimum 25-foot wide public access
easement (or Tract), which the developer shall dedicate to the city with final plat or other

EXHIBIT 1
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instrument recorded no later than the final plat. The alignment of the trail shall be subject to
approval by the city's Trails Coordinator prior to dedication. The trail shail be designed in
conformance with the Design Standards and Policies Manual - Landscaping and Parks.

8. PRIVATE STREET CONSTRUCTION. All private streets shall be constructed to full public street
standards, except equivalent construction materials or wider cross-sections may be approved by
city staff. In addition, all private streets shall conform to the following requirements:

a. No internal private streets shall be incorporated into the city's public street system at a future
date unless they are constructed, inspected, maintained and approved in conformance with
the city's public street standards. Before any lot is sold, the developer shall record a notice
satisfactory to city staff indicating that the private streets shall not be maintained by the city.

b. Before issuance of any certificate of occupancy for the site, the developer shall post access
points to private streets to identify that vehicles are entering a private street system.

c. Secured access shall be provided on private streets only. The developer shall locate
security gates a minimum of 75 feet from the back of curb to the intersecting street. The
developer shall provide a vehicular turn-around between the public street and the security

gate.

EXHIBIT 1
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Caballo Estates Amended Development Standards

24-ZN-2005
Amended standards are shown in BOLD CAPS and strikethreugh.

Sec. 5.200. (R1-35) SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT.

Sec. 5.201. Purpose.

This district is intended to promote and preserve residential development. The
minimum lot size, although less than one (1) acre, still resuits in a low density of
population. The principal land use is single-family dwellings and uses incidental or
accessory thereto, together with required recreational, religious and educational
facilities.

Sec. 5.202. Use regulations.

A. Permitted uses. Buildings, structures or premises shall be used and buildings and
structures shall hereafter be erected, altered or enlarged only for the following uses:

Any use permitted in the (R1-43) single-family residential district. (see section 5.102A).
B. Uses pemmitted by conditional use permit. Any use permitted by conditional use
permit in the (R1-43) district. (see section 5.102B).

(Ord. No. 3048, § 2, 10-7-97; Ord. No. 3034, § 1, 11-4-97; Ord. No. 3103, § 1, 1-6-98;
Ord. No. 3493, § 1, 3-4-03)

Sec. 5.203. Approvals required.

Prior to development of any municipal use, or any use requiring a conditional use
permit, Development Review Board approval shall be obtained as outlined in article |,
section 1.900 hereof.

(Ord. No. 3225, § 1, 5-4-99)

Sec. 5.204. Property development standards.

The following property development standards shall apply to all land and
buildings in the R1-35 district:
A. Lot area.

1. Each lot shall have a minimum lot area of not less than thirty-five-thousand(36,000)
EIGHTEEN THOUSAND (18,000) square feet.

2. If a parcel of land or a lot of record in separate ownership has less width or area than
herein required and has been lawfully established and recorded prior to the date of the
passage of this ordinance, such lot may be used for any purpose permitted in this
section.

B. Lot dimension.

1. Width. All lots shall have a minimum width of ene-hundred-and-thirty-five-(135) ONE
HUNDRED TWENTY (120) FEET. FLAG LOTS SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM WIDTH OF
TWENTY (20) FEET.

C. Density. There shall not be more than one (1) single-family dwelling unit on any one
(1) lot.

D. Building height. No building shall exceed thirty (30) feet in height, except as
provided in article VIl AND AS OTHERWISE STIPULATED IN CASE 24-ZN-2005.

E. Yards.

1. Front Yard.

a. There shall be a front yard having a depth of not less than ferty-{(40) TWENTY (20)

feet.

EXHIBIT 3
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b. Where lots have a double frontage on two (2) streets, the required front yard of forty
{40) TWENTY (20) feet shall be provided on both streets.

¢. On a comer lot, the required front yard of fory—{40) TWENTY (20) feet shall be
provided on each street. No accessory buildings shall be constructed in a front
yard.Exception: On a corner lot which does not abut a key lot or an alley adjacent to a
key lot, accessory buildings may be constructed in the yard facing the side street.

2. Side Yard. There shall be side yards of not less than fiteen{18) TEN (10) feet on
each side of a building, AND AS OTHERWISE STIPULATED IN CASE 24-ZN-2005.

3. Rear Yard. There shall be a rear yard having a depth of not less than thirty-five(36)
THIRTY (30) feet, AND AS OTHERWISE STIPULATED IN CASE 24-ZN-2005.

4. Other requirements and exceptions as specified in article VII.

F. Distance between buildings.

1. There shall not be less than ten (10) feet between an accessory building and the
main building.

2. The minimum distance between main buildings on adjacent lots shall be not less
than thirty(30) TWENTY (20) feet.

G. Buildings, walls, fences and landscaping. Walls, fences and hedges not to exceed
eight (8) feet in height shall be permitted on the property line or within the required side
or rear yard. Walls, fences and hedges shall not exceed three (3) feet in height on the
front property line or within the required front yard, except as provided in article Vil. The
height of the wall or fence is measured from the inside of the enclosure. Exception:
Where a corner lot does not abut a key lot or an alley adjacent to a key lot, the height of
walls, fences and hedges in the yard facing the side street need only conform to the side
yard requirements.

H. Access. All lots shall have vehicular access on a dedicated street, unless a
secondary means of permanent vehicular access has been approved on a subdivision
plat.

I. Corral. Corral not to exceed six (6) feet in height shall be permitted on the property
line or within the required front, side or rear yard.

(Ord. No. 2509, § 1, 6-1-93)

Sec. 5.205. Off-street parking.
The provisions of article IX shall apply.

Sec. 5.207. Signs.
The provisions of article VIl shall apply.

EXHIBIT 3
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION FOR CASE 24-ZN-05

PLANNING/DEV, NT

1

10.

DENSITY CONTINGENCIES. The approved density for each parcel may be decreased due to
drainage Issues, topography, and other site planning concerns which will need to be resolved at
the time of preliminary plat or site plan approval. Appropriate design solutions to these
constraints may preclude achievement of the proposed units or density on any or all parcels.

FINAL LOT LOCATION. The specific location of each lot shall be subject to Development
Review Board approval.

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD. The City Council directs the Development Review Board's
attention to: '

a plan indicating the treatment of washes,

improvement plans for common open space and amenities such as ramadas, landscape
buffers on public and/or private property (back-of-curb to right-of-way or access easement
line included).

landscaping, ;

plans for the open space retention area shall include a “pocket park”,

stormwater management systems,

walls.

NOTICE TO PROSPECTIVE BUYERS. The developer shall give the following information in
writing to all prospective buyers of lots on the site:

The closest distance from the lot to the midpoint of the Scotisdale Airport runway.

The development's private streets shall not be maintained by the city.

The city shall not accept any common areas on the site for ownership or maintenance.
The location of all multi-use trails.

oo

~pae

apow

NATIVE PLANT PRESERVATION. The owner shall secure a native plant permit as defined in
the Scottsdale Revised Code for each parcel. City staff will work with the owner to designate the
extent of the survey required within large areas of proposed undisturbed open space. Where
excess plant material is anticipated, those plants shall be offered to the public at no cost to the
owner in accordance with state law and permit procedure or may be offered for sale.

LOTS ADJACENT TO LESS INTENSIVE ZONING. Residential lots on the perimeter of the site,
within fifty (50) feet of the boundary of another residential parcel with less intensive zoning, shall
have rear yard setbacks not less than the minimum rear yard setback of the adjacent lof(s) in the
residential parcel with less intensive zoning.

PRD BUILDING HEIGHTS. No building on the site shall exceed 30 feet in height, measured as
defined in the Scottsdale Zoning Ordinance. Buildings shall not exceed one (1) story within fifty
(50) feet of an R-1 district boundary line where: 1) There exists on an adjacent lot a one-story
residence, or 2) There are zoning restrictions which limit adjacent undeveloped lots to one-story
TRAILS. The twenty-five (25) foot trail easement located at the southwest corner of the site
should be incorporated into the proposed tract.

MAINTENANCE AND PRESERVATION-RECORDED AGREEMENT. Before any building permit

for the site is issued, the developer shall record an agreement, satisfactory to city staff, detailing
the maintenance and preservation by the developer and its successors of all common areas,

ATTACHMENT #2



Case Additional Information
Stipulations - Page 2

1.

landscape buffers, natural areas, drainage easements and private access ways on the site and
abutting rights-of-way. These designated areas shall not be accepted for maintenance or be
accepted for ownership by the city without the approval of the City Council.

All future site plans shall show the preliminary E. Cactus Road street widening Improvements
This is a City of Scottsdale capital improvement project and plans can be obtained from the City’s
CPM division.

ENGINEERING

1.

RESPONSIBILITY FOR CONSTRUCTION OF INFRASTRUCTURE. The developer shall be
responsible for all improvements associated with the development or phase of the development
and/or required for access or service to the development or phase of the development.
Improvements shall include, but not be limited to washes, storm drains, drainage structures,
water systems, sanitary sewer systems, curbs and gutters, paving, sidewalks, streetlights, street
signs, and landscaping. The granting of zoning/use permit does not and shall not commit the city
to provide any of these improvements.

FEES. The construction of water and sewer facilities necessary to serve the site shall not be in-
lieu of those fees that are applicable at the time building permits are granted. Fees shall include,
but not be limited to the water development fee, water resources development fee, water
recharge fee, sewer development fee or development tax, water replenishment district charge,
pump tax, or any other water, sewer, or effluent fee.

STREET CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS. The streets for the site shall be designed and
constructed to the standards in the Design Standards and Policies Manual.

CITY CONTROL OF ACCESS. The city retains the right to modify or void access within city right-
of-way. The city’s responsibility to promote safe conditions for the traveling public takes
precedence over the stipulations above.

DRAINAGE AND FLOOD CONTROL

¥

CONCEPTUAL DRAINAGE REPORT. With the Development Review Board submittal, the
developer shall submit a conceptual drainage reportand plmsubjecttocuyshffapproval The
conceptual report and plan shall conform to the Desian Stz : D! J

Report Preparation. In addition, the conceptual drainage ropon and plan shall

a. Identify all major wash corridors entering and exiting the site, and calculate the peak
discharge (100-yr, 6-hr storm event) for a pre- verses post-development discharge
comparison of ALL washes which exit the property.

b. Include the retention volume calculation and outfiow (bleed-off) rate calculations in detail.

¢. Provide calculations to show that the “drainage ditch” that receives the above outflow from
the site has enough capacity to handle the flow without any adverse effect to the
surroundings.

d. Copy of the referenced drainage reports need to accompany the final drainage report and
need the flow numbers (offsite) updated or recalculated with present information.

e. Determine easement dimensions necessary to accommodate design discharges.

f. Demonstrate how the storm water storage requirement is satisfied, indicating the location,
volume and drainage area of all storage.

g. Include flood zone information to establish the basis for determining finish floor elevations in
conformance with the Scottsdale Revised Code.

h. Include a complete description of requirements relating to project phasing.
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2. STORM WATER STORAGE REQUIREMENT. Before improvement plan approval, the developer
shalf submit a final drainage report and plan which calculates the storm water storage volume
required, Vr, and the volume provided, Vp, using the 100-year, 2-hour storm event.

3. STORM WATER STORAGE EASEMENTS. With the Development Review Board submittal, the
developer shall submit a site plan subject to city staff approval. The site plan shall include and
identify tracts with easements dedicated for the purposes of storm water storage, in conformance
with the Scottsdale Revised Code and the Design Standards and Policies Manual.

4. DRAINAGE EASEMENTS. Before the issuance of any building permit for the site, the developer
shall dedicate to the city, in conformance with the Scottsdale Revised Code and the Design
Standards and Policies Manual, all drainage easements necessary to serve the site.

VERIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE

1. CONDITION FOR ISSUANCE OF GRADING & DRAINAGE PERMIT. Before the issuance of a
Grading & Drainage Permit:

a. The developer shall certify that it has retained an Inspecting Engineer by completing Part |
(Project Information) and Part Il (Owner’s Notification of Special Inspection) of the Certificate of
Special Inspection of Drainage Facilities (CSIDF); and,

b. The Inspecting Engineer shall seal, sign and date Part IlI (Certificate of Responsibility) of the
CSIDF.

2. CONDITION FOR ISSUANCE OF CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY AND/OR LETTER OF
ACCEPTANCE. Before the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy and/or a Letter of

Acceptance:

a. The Inspecting Engineer shall seal, sign and date the Certificate of Compliance form.

b. The developer shall submit all required Special Inspection Checklists and the completed
Certificate of Compliance form to the Inspection Services Division. The Certificate of
Compliance form shall be sealed, signed and dated by the Inspecting Engineer, and shall be
attached to all required Special Inspection Checklists completed by the Inspecting Engineer.

3. AS-BUILT PLANS. City staff may at any time request the developer to submit As-built plans to
the Inspection Services Division. As-built plans shall be certified in writing by a registered
professional civil engineer, using as-built data from a registered land surveyor. As-built plans for
drainage facilities and structures shall include, but are not limited to, streets, lot grading, storm
drain pipe, valley gutters, curb and gutter, flood walls, culverts, inlet and outlet structures, dams,
berms, lined and unlined open channels, storm water storage basins and underground storm
water storage tanks, bridges as determined by city staff.

WATER

1. BASIS OF DESIGN REPORT (WATER). Before the improvement plan submittal, the developer
shall submit a basis of design report and plan subject to Water Resources Department approval.

The basis of design report shall conform mmemmg_mw In addition,
the basis of design report and plan shall:
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2.

a. Identify the location, size, condition and availability of existing water lines and water related
facilities such as water valves, water services, fire hydrants, back-flow prevention structures,

etc.
b. Identify the timing of and parties responsible for construction of all water facilities.
c. Include a complete description of requirements relating to project phasing.

WATERLINE EASEMENTS. Before the issuance of any building permit for the site, the
developer shall dedicate to the city, in conformance with the Scottsdale Revised Code the Design

Standards and Policies Manual, all water easements necessary to serve the site.

WASTEWATER

o I

BASIS OF DESIGN REPORT (SANITARY SEWER). ). Before the improvement plan submittal,
the developer shall submit a basis of design report and plan subject to Water Resources
Department approval. The basis of design report shall be in conformance with the Design
Standards and Policies Manual. In addition, the basis of design report and plan shall:

a. Identify the location of, the size, condition and availability of existing sanitary sewer lines and
wastewater related facilities.

b. Identify the timing of and parties responsible for construction of all sanitary sewer facilities.

¢. Include a complete description of requirements relating to project phasing.

SANITARY SEWER EASEMENTS. Before the issuance of any building permit for the site, the
developer shall dedicate to the city, in conformance with the Scottsdale Revised Code and the
Design Standards and Policies Manual, all sewer easements necessary to serve the site.

OTHER REQUIREMENTS

1.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY (EPA) REQUIREMENTS. All construction activities
that disturb five or more acres, or less than five acres if the site is a part of a greater common
plan, shall obtain coverage under the National Poliutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
General Permit for Construction Activities. [NOI forms are available in the City of Scottsdale One
Stop Shop, 7447 East Indian School Road, Suite 100. Contact Region 9 of the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency at 415-744-1500, and the Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality at 602-207-4574 or at web site hitp://www.epa.gov/region.

The developer shall:
a. Submit a completed Notice of intent (NOI) to the EPA.
b. Submit a completed Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to the EPA.

NOTICE OF INTENT (NOI). With the improvement plan submittal to the Planning and
Development Services Department, the developer shall submit a copy of the NOI.

SECTION 404 PERMITS. With the improvement plan submittal, the developer’ engineer must
certify that it complies with, or is exempt from, Section 404 of the Clean Water Act of the United
States. [Section 404 regulates the discharge of dredged or fill material into a wetland, lake,
(including dry lakes), river, stream (including intermittent streams, ephemeral washes, and
arroyos), or other waters of the United States.)
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4. DUST CONTROL PERMITS. Before commencing grading on sites 1/10 acre or larger, the
developer shall have obtained a Dust Control Permit (earth moving equipment permit) from -
Maricopa County Division of Air Pollution Control. Call the county 602-507-6727 for fees and
application information.

5. UTILITY CONFLICT COORDINATION. With the improvement plan submittal, the developer shall
submit a signed No Confiict form (not required for city owned utilities) from every affected utility
company.

6. ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REQUIREMENTS (ADEQ). The
developer shall be responsible for conformance with ADEQ regulations and requirements for
submittals, approvals, and notifications. The developer shall demonstrate compliance with
Engineering Bulletin #10 Guidelines for the Construction of Water Systems, and Engineering
Bulletin #11 Minimum Requirements for Design, Submission of Plans, and Specffications of
Sewerage Works, published by the ADEQ. In addition:

a. Before approval of final improvement plans, the developer shall submit a cover sheet for the
final improvement plans with a completed signature and date of approval from the Maricopa
County Environmental Services Department (MCESD).

b. Before issuance of encroachment permits by city staff, the developer shall provide evidence
to city staff that a Certificate of Approval to Construct Water and/or Wastewater Systems has
been submitted to the MCESD. This evidence shall be on a document developed and date
stamped by the MCESD staff.

c. Before commencing construction, the developer shall submit evidence to city staff that
Notification of Starting Construction has been submitted to the MCESD. This evidence shall
be on a document developed and date stamped by the MCESD staff.

d. Before acceptance of improvements by the city Inspection Services Division, the developer
shall submit a Certificate of Approval of Construction signed by the MCESD and a copy of the
As-Built drawings.

(1). Before issuance of Letters of Acceptance by the city Inspection Services Division, the
developer shall:

(2). Provide to the MCESD, As-Built drawings for the water and/or sanitary sewer lines and all
related facilities, subject to approval by the MCESD staff, and to city staff, a copy of the
approved As-Buiit drawings and/or a Certification of As-Builts, as issued by the MCESD.

(3). Provide to the MCESD a copy of the Engineers Certificate of Completion with all test
results, analysis results, and calculations, as indicated on the form.

(4). Provide to the MCESD a copy of the Request for Certificate of Approval of Construction
of water and/or sanitary sewer lines with all appropriate quantities.

(5). Provide the city Inspection Services Division a copy of the Certificate of Approval of
Construction, as issued by the MCESD.



DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
SUBDIVISION NAME; 934 Sweet and Cactys Road
CASE # —24-ZN-2005
TONNG_____ 136D
ORDINANCE AMENDED
REQUIREMENTS STANDARDS
A. MIN. LOT AREA 35,000sf 18,0008
B. MIN. LOT WIDTH
1. _Stondord Lot 135' 120
2. Fioglot 20
MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT 30' 30° (1) (3)
D. MIN. YARD SETBACKS
1. FRONT YARD
e FRONT (o face of building) 40 20’
o FRONT (to face of garage) 40' 20
o  FRONT (comer lot, side street) 40' 20
o FRONT (comer lot, adjocent to key 40' 20
lot, side street)
o FRONT (double froniage) 40 20’
2 SIDEYARD
* _ Minimum 15' 10’
3. REAR YARD
o Standard Depth 35 30°(2)
E. DISTANCE BETWEEN BUILDINGS (MIN)
1. _Accessory & Main 10' No change
2. Main Buidings/Adjacent Lots 30 20'
F.  MAXIMUM WALL HEIGHT
1. FRONT 3 No change
2. SIDE 8' Nochange
3. REAR 8' No change
G. APPLICABLE ZONING CASES 24-IN-2005

H. NOTES & EXCEPTIONS

(1) Buikding height shall be restricted 10 fwently six (26)
feetonlols 6, 7,8, 9, 10, 15, 16 and 20.

(2) Lofs &, 7, 8, and 9 shall have minimum fity (50) foot
rear bullding setbacks along North and West project
boundaries.

(3) There shall be no decks, palios, or fowers -
assoclated with observation or any other purpose
allowed above grade on the primary structure or any
accessory struciures, nor shall there be any exterior
staircases or other access provided to any rools on
the property.




Caballo Estates
93 Street and Cactus Road

Project Narrative

Location

Caballo Estates is a proposed 20 acre (18.5 net) single-family community. It is
situated north of Cactus Road, west of 93 Street, east of the 92nd Street
alignment, and south of Larkspur Drive alignment.

The Applicant is enhancing the equestrian theme of the corridor by providing
trails around the entire perimeter of the site. The project promotes the semi-
custom character set forth in the Cactus Corridor Area Study with larger lot sizes
of 18,000 to 35,000 sq. ft. A 50' setback from Cactus Road has been established to
apply the desirable landscape treatment and trail necessary for the Cactus Road
corridor. The proposed land use, R1-35 PRD, will help preserve the historic
character with the continuation of the equestrian trails, and bring new residential
opportunities to the area with a lower residential density.

General Plan

The subject property is designated by the General Plan as Suburban
Neighborhood. This land use designation generally provides for development
densities usually more than one house per acre, but less than eight houses per
acre. The designation promotes the preservation of environmental features
(particularly in desert settings near the mountains) and is a key consideration
under such designations.

Zoning Request
The Applicant is proposing the rezoning of approximately 20 acres from R1-35 to
R1-35 PRD. Currently, the property is zoned R1-35 and contains low density
residential with equestrian facilities. Adjacent properties north, south, and west
include existing zoning of R1-18 PRD or PCD. Adjacent zoning and land uses
east of 931 Street include R1-35, and the Casy Private School with a staff only
entrance situated off of 93 Street. An accessible trail easement is situated within
the (924 Street alignment) existing wash. Additionally, the project is providing
trail easements on all sides. These trail easements will be preserved for the
enjoyment of existing equestrian users. The Cactus Corridor Area Study suggests
a trend of redeveloped equestrian properties to semi-custom lots.

The PRD development meets the design criteria of preserving natural features,
compatibility, provision of accessible, common open space, and innovative site
plan design as mentioned in Sec. 6.208 of the Scottsdale Zoning Ordinance. As
suggested in Sec. 6.205, the overall proposed site plan provides substantial open

cocommm ¢ oo o
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space/ trails system, is compatible with adjacent land uses, and provides a non-
dominating street system design. The development plan for the subject property
proposes 22 single-family lots distributed throughout the property. A single-
gated access point has been proposed off of 93 Street. All of the cul-de-sacs
terminate into open space which includes trails connecting to the perimeter
multiuse trails.

Development Plan

The proposed development has considered the surrounding context,
neighborhood comments, balanced land use, and sound community planning.
The proposed development is responsive to all of the above elements, thus
providing a vision that is compatible to the area. The placement of the public
trails promotes a higher degree of public safety by providing equestrian
opportunity away from arterial networks. The locations of the proposed open
space/retention basins allow visual accessibility to the greater community area,
as well as, the proposed development.

Access to the site is from 93 Street and will be electronically gated. Secondary
access was removed from the plan based on comments at the Pre-Application

317-PA-2003. These comments included the recognition of the proposed
low density and small quantity of lots.

'The proposed development will meet the development objectives set forth by the
City of Scottsdale with regards to value and goals associated with rural
character. These objectives have been prioritized within the proposed
community by focusing on the importance of appropriate land uses, maintaining
a balance between sensitive development and land preservation, and promoting
the semi-rural character of the surrounding area. Furthermore, the Applicant has
worked diligently with area residents to create and promote a development plan
that is conducive to the interests of the area. Building setbacks along the
northern property boundary were increased and building heights were reduced
to address specific concerns.

Natural vegetation will be enhanced within the identified wash corridors,

whereby protecting areas of greatest environmental sensitivity and vegetation
density.

To promote the cohesiveness of character with the surrounding residential areas,
the zoning change is incorporating appropriate residential densities. Public
outreach, completed in association with the proposed project, has received the
support of the majority of neighboring property owners.




Conclusion

The proposed development will meet the development objectives set forth by the
City of Scottsdale with regards to values and goals associated with rural
character. These objectives have been prioritized within the proposed
community by focusing on the importance of appropriate land uses an
development densities, maintaining a balance between sensitive development
and land preservation, and complimenting the semi-rural character of the
surrounding area. Furthermore, the Applicant has worked dxhgently with area
residents to create and promote a development plan that is conducive to the
interests of the area.

The key components for justifying the request are:
Neighborhood Support
Conformance to the General Plan

Increased Open Space
Trail System
Compatibility with surrounding Zoning Context

We respectfully request the support and approval of the Caballo Estates
community rezoning application.




Caballo Estates
317 - PA - 2003
Justification For Property Development Standards Modification
North of Cactus Road and West of 93™ Street

The property dcvelopment standards are proposed to be amended to allow for smaller lots while
maximizing community open space,

The community open space provided includes:
e Natural Wash Preservation
e Cactus Road Setback
¢ Detention Open Space adjacent to Cactus Road

¢ Trails/Open Space on all sides of Caballo Estates

A Planned Residential Development (PRD) rezoning is required to amend the standards.
The PRD requires that 3 factors be applied to allow for 22 lots.
Caballo Estates has provided 4 factors including the following:

1. Preservation of Natural features (Wash)

r X Provision of Common Open Space (20 %)

A Innovative Site Plan (Open Space Connections and Trails)

4. Substantial Public Benefit.

e Public Trails

e Cactus Road Open Space

24-ZN-2005



Caballo Estates
Amended Development Standards
(317-PA-2003)

Sec. 5.200. (R1-35) SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT.

Sec. 5.201. Purpose.
This district is intended to promote and preserve residential development. The minimum

lot size, although less than one (1) acre, still results in a low density of population. The
principal land use is single-family dwellings and uses incidental or accessory thereto,
together with required recreational, religious and educational facilities.

Sec. 5.202, Use regulations.
A. Permitted uses. Buildings, structures or premises shall be used and buildings and

structures shall hereafter be erected, altered or enlarged only for the following uses:

" Any use permitted in the (R1-43) single-family residential district. (see section 5.102A).
B. Uses permitted by conditional use permit. Any use permitted by conditional use
permit in the (R1-43) district. (see section 5.102B).

(Ord. No. 3048, § 2, 10-7-97; Ord. No. 3034, § 1, 11-4-97; Ord. No. 3103, § 1, 1-6-98;
Ord. No. 3493, § 1, 3-4-03)

Sec. 5.203. Approvals required.

Prior to development of any municipal use, or any use requiring a conditional use permit,
Development Review Board approval shall be obtained as outlined in article I, section
1.900 hereof.

(Ord. No. 3225, § 1, 5-4-99)

Sec. 5.204. Property development standards.

The following property development standards shall apply to all land and buildings in the
R1-35 district: '

A. Lotarea.

1. Each lot shall have a minimum lot area of not less than thirty-five-theusand(35,000)

sighteen thousand (18,000) square fect,

2. Ifaparcel of land or a lot of record in separate ownership has less width or area than
herein required and has been lawfully established and recorded prior to the date of the
passage of this ordinance, such lot may be used for any purpose permitted in this section.
B. Lot dimension.

1. Width. All lots shall have a minimum width of ene-hundred-and-thirty-fve-(135)

one hundred and twenty (120) feet,

C. Density. There shall not be more than one (1) single-family dwelling unit on any
one (1) lot.

D. Building height. No bmldmg shnll exceed thu'ty (30) &et in hexght, except as
provided in article VII. Lots 0 twenty- : 1

11/10/2005 (Rev. 5/5/06) 24-ZN-2005
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E. Yards.

1. Front Yard.

a. There shall be a front yard having a depth of not less than ferty-(406) twenty (20) feet.
b. Where lots have a double frontage on two (2) streets, the required front yard of ferty
(40) twenty (20) feet shall be provided on both streets.

c. Onacomer lot, the required front yard of ferty-(40}- twentv (20) feet shall be
provided on each street. No accessory buildings shall be constructed in a front yard.
Exception: On a comer lot which does not abut a key lot or an alley adjacent to a key lot,
accessory buildings may be constructed in the yard facing the side street.

- SxdeYard.TheteshanbesideyudsofnotlessthmMWOn
each side of a building.

3 RwYuiThaeshnﬂbeamyudhamgadcpthofnmlmthmwﬁweﬂ

4, Othct reqmrements and excepnons as spemﬁed in article VII.

F. Distance between buildings.

1. There shall not be less thanten (10) feet between an accessory building and the main
building.

2. The minimum distance between main buildings on adjacent lots shall be not less
than thirty-(36) twenty (20) foet,

G. Buildings, walls, fences and landscaping. Walls, fences and hedges not to exceed
eight (8) feet in height shall be permitted on the property line or within the required side
or rear yard. Walls, fences and hedges shall not exceed three (3) feet in height on the
front property line or within the required front yard, except as provided in article VII. The
height of the wall or fence is measured from the inside of the enclosure, Exception:
Where a corner lot does not abut a key lot or an alley adjacent to 2 key lot, the height of
walls, fences and hedges in the yard facing the side street need only conform to the side
yard requirements.

H. Access. All lots shall have vehicular access on a dedicated street, unless a secondary
means of permanent vehicular access has been approved on a subdivision plat.

I. Corral. Corral not to exceed six (6) feetmhetghtshallbepemmedonﬁxepmputy
line or within the required front, side or rear yard.

(Ord. No. 2509, § 1, 6-1-93)

Sec. 5.205. Off-street parking.
The provisions of article IX shall apply.

Sec. 5.207. Signs.
The provisions of article VIII shall apply.

11/10/2005 (Rev. 5/5/06)



DEVELOPMENT STANDARDE]

SUBDIVISION NAME:  CABALLO ESTATES

CASE:  #317-PA-2003 Q.S. MAP 3150
ZONNG: R138 peol ] RO X] e[ ]
ORDINANCE AMENDED %
REQUIREMENTS STANDARDS REDUCTION
MiN. LOT AREA 35,000 sf 18,000 sf 49%
MIN. LOT WIDTH
Standard Lot 138° 120° 11%
Flag Lot 30 20’ 25%
MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT 30 30' (1) 0%
MIN. YARD SETBACKS
FRONT YARD
FRONT (to face of building) 40' 20 50%
FRONT (corner lot, side street) 40° 20 50%
FRONT (comer lot, side street) 40 20’ 80%
FRONT (comer lot, .
adjacent to key lot, side street) 40’ 20' §0%
FRONT (double frontage) 40 20' 80%
SIDE YARD ' :
Minimum 1§’ 10' 33%
Minimum aggregate 30 ~20' 2 33%
REAR YARD
Standard Depth 35 30° 2) 14%
Min. Depth
(% of difference)
which can be occupied)
DISTANCE BETWEEN BUILDINGS (MIN)
Accessory & Main 10° 10 0%
Malin bulidings/adjacent lots 30 20’ 33%
MAXIMUM WALL HEIGHT
FRONT 3 3 0%
SIDE [3 8 0%
REAR [ 8 0%
CORNER SIDE (not next
to key lot) 8'on PL 8 on PL 0%
CORRAL FENCE HEIGHT P
(on property line) 6'on PL 6'on PL 0%
DEVELOPMENT PERIMETER SETBACKS
APPLICABLE ZONING CASES
NOTES & EXCEPTIONS:
(1) Lots 6, 7, 8, & 9 shall be limited to 26’ In height and one-story 24-ZN-2005
{2) Lots 6, 7, 8, & § shall have 50" bullding setbacks alang the North and West project boundaries after absndonments 9.19-05



Caballo Estates T 2 : -N-005,'

ATTACHMENT #4




Caballo Estates | 2"'N°. )

ATTACHMENT #4A




General Plan
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The Cactus Corridor Study Area encampasses a diverse neighborhood. The
hanofmammsismoflmdamxtyrasidmﬂallotsnngﬂwgﬁm
35,000 scuare feet to 2-1/2 acres, with minima)l street improvenents, and
front yard sethacks. 1In addition, the equestrian lifestyle is evident
in an infcrmal back yard setting, or as fourd in a larger oparation.
The age of the housing is relatively equal in terms of what has been built
in the past 10 years, and that which is clder. The edgas of the Corridor
consist of suburban single femily housing, with multi-family housing
clustemdatact.i.v:.tycanters

BACFGROND ISSUES -

1) mww:«mmtmofmmties
over the years. They feel the adjacent suburban
dmsitiapre:ludaaviabletseofﬂ:ei:pmpe:tyfafhnrsemlawd
activities, and would therefore like to transition to developmet of
like character. In addition to the land dynamics of the area, the

5

2) mmmwwmmmmwmam
custcam type of home on a medium sized lot, A potential match could
happen through the re-use of equestrian properties.

3) Homeowners within the exisiting low density areas are concerned about
the character created by new development and the tyend toward smaller
lots, project walls, and internalized site plaming. .

E

Ma:easeastbf,%ths:teet,ﬂhmmlmuremded
to continue. Development in this arsa should reflect a low density, and’
vhere feasible, an equestrian £lalr. " Developrent should also be compatible

, dis::ietsgtﬂnidtyi It is
stregtscape treatment be designed for
Cactus, ’d., 9521181'--;“104&51: mmdtﬁsm
would be district qatesays and neighborhood entries, a street tree program,
aninfmlpaﬂt,larﬂmpdng mdml/wastemfani.ng
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NEIGHBORHOOD REPORT
Caballo Estates
February 2, 2006

This citizen outreach report is being performed in conjunction with the
proposed rezoning of the property located at the northwest corner of 93+
Street and Cactus in Scottsdale. The proposed project will allow for 22
large home sites on approximately 20 acres of land.

The entire project team Is sensitive to the importance of neighborhood
involvement and creating a relationship with property owners, residents,
business owners, homeowners associations, and other interested parties.
Communication with these parties is ongoing throughout the process.
Work on compiling stakeholders and preparing for the neighborhood
outreach began prior to the application filing and will continue
throughout the process. Communication with impacted and interested
parties will take place with verbal, written, electronic, and door-to-door
contact.

Beginning on June 4 through today the outreach team has done
extensive door to door contact with the neighboring communities and will
continue to do so until the project reaches its conclusion. The project was
well received and the feedback overall was positive, with many neighbors
voicing their support of the project.

To date, we have held two neighborhood Open Houses. The first
occurred on September 27, 2005 and the second was held January 19,
2006. Both were held at Zuni elementary school. Surrounding property
owners were noticed via first class mail within 800" of the proposed project
for both of the meetings (see mailing attachments). A sign was posted at
the site for the second meeting (see attached sign photo and affidavit).

The Open Houses were attended by approximately 15 neighbors (see
attached sign in sheets) who were all interested in the project. Those in
aftendance expressed their support for the development and some
expressed interest in purchasing property. A concern from one of the
neighbors at the first meeting was regarding the layout of some of the lofs.
We addressed this concern at the second meeting and this neighbor was
very pleased with the changes made.

Additionally, the team has been available to meet with any neighbors
who wish to discuss the project. We have received several phone calls

24-ZN-2005
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regarding the project and have received letters from two nearby
neighbors. We have worked with these neighbors on their concerns and
will continue to have contact with them throughout the process.

A vital part of the outreach process is to allow people to express their
concerns and understand issues and attempt to address them in a
professional and timely matter. As previously stated the entire team
realizes the importance of the neighborhood involvement process and is
committed to communication and outreach for the project.

Attachments: Neighborhood Meeting Nofification Letters
800" Nofification Area Map
800" Notification Labels
Open House Sign In Sheets
Sign Posting Picture and Affidavit



January 6, 2006

Dear Neighboring Property Owner:

As you are probably aware, a request is being made to the City of Scottsdale to rezone the
property located on the northwest comer of 93" Street and Cactus Road. The request is
to change the zoning from R1-35 to R1-35 Planned Residential District, which will allow
for a 22 large lot community. A neighborhood meeting was held in September to discuss
this project. We will be holding a second neighborhood open house for those who were
unable to attend the first one and to allow anyone to come and ask additional questions.
This open house will take place on Thursday January 19, 2006 from 5:30 to 6:30 PM at
Zuni Elementary School located at 9181 E. Redfield road in Scottsdale. The information
at the open house will be the same information that was presented at the previous open
house in September.

If you cannot attend the open house and would like more information, please feel free to
contact Spencer Wright or Matthew Ludick at Technical Solutions at (602) 957-3434.
The City of Scottsdale project coordinator for this project is Tim Curtis who can be
reached at (480) 312-4210.

Sincerely,

Paul Smith
President

cc: Tim Curtis, City of Scottsdale



ECHNICAL SOLUTIONS

September 15, 2005

Dear Neighboring Property Owner:

The purpose of this letter is to advise you that a request is being considered for submittal
to the City of Scottsdale for approval of a rezoning application from R1-35 to R1-35
Planned Residential District for the property located at the northwest corner of 93" Street
and Cactus Road. The proposal is a planned project of 22 large home sites on the
approximately 20 acres. This new residential development will be a positive addition to
the community and will be consistent with the existing surrounding neighborhood.

If you would like additional information, you are invited to attend a neighborhood open
house on Tuesday, September 27, 2005 from 5:30 to 6:30 PM at Zuni Elementary School
located at 9181 E. Redfield Road. If you cannot attend the open house and would like
more information, please feel free to contact Colleen Katz or Matthew Ludick at
Technical Solutions, who have been contacting neighborhood property owners about this
project, at (602) 957-3434. The City of Scottsdale project coordinator for this project is
Tim Curtis who can be reached at (480) 312-4210.

Sincerely,

Paul Smith
President

cc: Tim Curtis, City of Scottsdale

24-ZN-2003
12-16-05

3610 N. 44th Street, Suite #240 * Phoenix, Arizona 85018 * (602) 957-3434 FAX (602) 9554505  E-Mail: info@technicalsolutivnsaz.com




Caballo Estates
Neighborhood Open House Sign-In Sheet
Thursday, January 19, 2006
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September 27, 2004

Mr. Tim Curtis

Project Coordinator

Office of Zoning and Planning
City of Scottsdale :
7447 E. Indian School Road #100
Scottsdale, AZ 85251

Re:  Rezoning of 20 Acre Parcel on the Northwest Comer of 93" Street
Dear Mr. Curtis:

As a neighbor who resides adjacent to the northwest corner of the above listed property, I
attended the September 27 Neighborhood Meeting with special interest in how this
property may be developed. I respectfully request your consideration of the following
issues as you specify stipulations for future development.

1. Preservation and enhancement of the existing wash: Unless previously
abandoned by the City of Scottsdale, the above listed property should have a 33
foot GLO easement along its western boundary. This easement should be
preserved as Natural Area Open Space to enhance the beauty of the contiguous
wash, to facilitate pedestrian and equestrian rights of way, and to accommodate
increased surface water that may flow from the two paved cul-de-sacs that would
terminate along the western boundary of the parcel.

2. Potential for public disturbance: This past summer, a fire occurred in the wash
along the western boundary of the above listed parcel. Although the cause was
not identified, police suspected arson. The preliminary development plan
presented during the Neighborhood Meeting indicated unobstructed access to the
open area behind my house from the paved cul-de-sacs (particularly adjacent to
lot #9). I am concerned that unsupervised youths may congregate in this open
space and engage in inappropriate activities. Therefore, please consider the
installation of a decorative fence or other barrier that would ameliorate this
concern.

3. Loss of mountain views: It would be ironic if all of the homes that had views of
the McDowell Mountains in my subdivision, Scottsdale Mountain View Estates
II, lost their mountain views as a result of the development of the above listed
property. Technically, this would result in the misrepresentation of our
subdivision to future prospective home buyers. Please consider equitable
stipulations on specific plots to minimize the adverse impact of the proposed

24-ZN-2005
12-16-05



property development. For those plots within 100 feet of adjacent properties
along the western boundary, I request a limitation of building heights from 30 to
24 feet and a prohibition on the planting of non-native, tall-growing trees (such as
Queen Palm and Mexican Fan Palm trees) in the western GLO easement and in

backyards.

Thank you for your consideration of the above suggestions. If these suggestions are
incorporated into development plans, I will reverse my opposition to this project and
advocate its passage by the Design Review Board and the City Council.

Sincerely, .
Wil s ) VA

Craig Rl Sherman
12565 N. 91" Way
Sco , AZ 85260
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Dear Planning Commission,

My name is Michelle Jennings and I currently serve as President of Tarantini Estates
Homeowners Association. I am adamantly opposed to the request for right of way
abandonment and the modified development standards for Caballo Estates (Case 24-ZN-
2005 & 14-AB-2006).

Unfortunately, I will have to address my concerns to only rumor since our homeowners
board was not contacted by the applicant. To my knowledge, none of the three
homeowners bordering the property on the west reported any contact from the applicant.
Two members of the community attended the meetings held months ago but both came
away dissatisfied with the detail level of the current plan.

It is my understanding that this is not a planned community in the literal sense. This
applicant is planning to sell each lot individually. The concem that this “PRD” become a
hodge podge of homes with no design integrity is a grave concern. It is further rumored
that the large lots in the front will be for the families of the applicant and that the rest are
the “real” planned development. I strongly feel that if these lots are to be sold on an
individual basis that the factoring for the Planned Residential Development standards not
be used to get around the current zoning and that the applicant be held to all lot
restrictions and set backs as stated in R1-35.

Using trails and open space as a factor to increase density seems disingenuous when
many of the standards for NAOS would need to be met regardless of the development
plan. In addition, the majority of the open space appears to be for the benefit of lots 19
through 22. The remaining 18 homes will have much smaller lots backing to an existing
drainage/trail easement and a roadway.

The north side of Cactus Road from the 101 to 93™ Street continues to be developed as
the horse property owners are forced to go further outside of the area to maintain their
rural lifestyle. In the past 10 years the majority, if not all, of these planned communities
now contain single story, custom or semi-custom homes. In order to maintain the
aesthetics along Cactus Road and the privacy of the homeowners on the eastern border of
our community, the single story precedent needs to be continued.



November 14, 2006

Dear Planning Commission,

1 am writing to express my support for the zoning request currently under consideration
for Caballo Estates (Case 24-ZN-2005 & 14-AB-2006).

Following my initial letter of concern, Wednesday, November 8%, I was promptly
contacted by Terry Benson of Technical Solutions. Ms. Benson coordinated a meeting
with the applicant’s representatives that was held on Monday, November 13™. The
residents of Tarantini Estates were able to listen to a detailed presentation by Steven Voss
of LVA Urban Design Studio.

One of the factors in the initial opposition was the use of a multitude of architects and
builders in such a small (22 home) development project. The presentation included
information that the applicant is now planning to use a single architectural firm to insure
a cohesive design plan versus the possibility of a different builder/architect on each lot.
Tarantini Estates homeowners were reassured that the lots greater than 35,000 square foot
would not contain corrals and that this will be a residential community only. The
concerns of the neighbors directly to the west of the development were addressed by an
offer of a stipulation that will be outlined in the planning documents limiting lots 10, 15,
16, and 20 to single story homes not to exceed 26 feet in height.

Homeowners were satisfied with the explanation that the disparate lots on the south end
of the development are designed to make those lots more attractive to individuals that
might be wary of the proximity to Cactus Road.

Mr. Voss was unable to give specific answers to minimum square foot requirements and
the number of two story homes to be expected in the development but he assured our
community that the Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions would adequately protect
and further enhance the quality and value of the community.

Sincerely,

Michelle Jennings, President
Tarantini Estates Homeowners Association
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DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD/Study Session
October 19, 2008

Page 4

Vice-Chairman Jones commented that by having the building sunken, the entry
comes off the alley, which is a back door from the mall. He commented that a
handicapped person in a chair would have an easier time if the building were
higher and the entrance rotated the other direction with access off of the mall; the
building would look fine if it were more visible.

Mr. Abell explained the reasons for having the building sunken. Lowering the
building five feet helped diminish the scale relative to the schoolhouse. Raising
the building would require retaining walls and earthmoving that would create an
unnecessary strain on the budget. He suggested that ADA access from the
parking lot would be more convenient with the ramp facing the alley. He
reiterated that the entire mall was scheduled to be renovated and it was difficult
to plan without knowing what direction the mall would take.

In response to a question by Board Member D'Andrea, Mr. Abell explained that
budget constraints on the mall renovations existed. Renovations for the restroom
were chosen to be completed ahead of the rest of the mall because of an
expressed need from merchants and patrons. Board Member D'Andrea
expressed concern that the design of the bathroom may dictate the future design
of the mall.

Board Member Edwards noted that he had concemns about the landscaping
which could wait until the regular hearing for discussion. Mr. Abell remarked
that landscaping was an important consideration and that his firm has
experienced landscape architects; they have been encouraged to use native
Arizona materials.

Board Member D'Andrea suggested that it would be prudent of the City to have
the architect master plan the entire mall and bring in pieces at a time as the
budget allows for construction; he opined that would allow the architect more
flexibility and create a better product.

Study session recessed at 1:10 p.m. to commence the regular meeting and
continued at 3:22 p.m.

v

24-ZN-2005 Caballo Estates

Mr. Curtis reviewed the zoning case, noting the site plan superimposed with the
context area depicted the 22 lots with a single access point off of 93rd Street.

Mr. John Berry addressed the Board. He reviewed the project which conforms to
the General Plan and the Cactus Corridor study. Significant amounts of open
space have been created to give the appearance of large estate lots from Cactus
Road. One unique factor of the plan is the horse trails on all four sides of the
property, which were included at the request of neighbors. The height of the
buildings along the north edge are one story in keeping with the homes to the
north. The project has support of the neighbors.

APPROVED 11/16/2006 - bdf
ATTACHMENT #10



DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD/Study Session
October 19, 2006

Page 5

AD

In response to an inquiry by Commissioner Barnett, Mr. Berry confirmed that
there would be a 50-foot setback combined with a 30-foot building setback for a
total 80-foot setback.

23-ZN-2005 Dove Valley Residential

Mr. Hadder reviewed the request for rezoning from a C-2 to an R-3, which is a
downzoning. He clarified that the residential areas to the north and east shown
to be under construction have been completed. Presenting the site plan, he
referenced the pool location which was being reconsidered. Mr. Hadder noted
that the site was previously substantially developed as the Dick Van Dyke studio
site and was now a vacant dirt lot.

Mr. Berry reiterated that the request was for a downzoning. Support from the
neighbors as well as a non-opposition from the Coalition of Pinnacle Peak had
been obtained. Heights and densities have been reduced and more open space
has been provided than is required by Ordinance.

In response to a question by Commissioner Bamett, Mr. Berry confirmed that a
staggered edge is planned for the east edge, because it would provide more
interest and break up the massing for the neighbors. Mr. Berry discussed
different location options for the pool.

in response to a question by Commissioner Barnett, Mr. Hadder clarified that a
75-foot setback was negotiated with the neighbors. A site plan with a creative
edge would need to meet the separation that the neighbors have requested. The
setbacks far exceed those required by the City; the typical setback on the edge is
15 feet. Mr. Berry confirmed that the plan is straight ESLO without the Foothills
Overlay.

Board Member Schmitt commented that the interior courtyards leading to the
parking garages may create a harsh space and suggested that ways to soften
the area be reviewed. He inquired about the location of visitor parking. Mr. Berry

" suggested that visitor parking could be located in the current location of the pool

or along the cul-de-sacs which were large enough to allow visitor parking while
still allowing emergency access.

VE
Staff Approvals

Cunningham Hangar/Office - Time Extension (43-DR-2004)
Cingular/Infranext P796-01 Light Pole WCF (85-DR-2006)
Scottsdale Industrial Park, exterior remodel (75-DR-2006)

Ms. Galav inquired whether there were any questions or concems on the staff
approvals.

APPROVED 11/16/2006 - bdf



17-AB-2006 Qvergaard Residence

Request by owner to abandon the south 10 feet of the 25-foot public right-of-way
(E. Gold Dust Avenue alignment) located on the north side of property at 11310
E. Arabian Park Drive.

Mr. Curtis depicted the area requested for abandonment just north of the
property. Similar abandonments have been granted in the area. The Applicant
has agreed to remove 16 feet of the horse shade structure in combination with
the abandonment application.

Michael Barinbaum, 11315 East Beryl Avenue, addressed the Commission in
opposition of the abandonment. He noted that although the report stated no
opposition existed, he had written and telephoned in objection, with no response
from staff. He presented a petition of objection signed by neighbors and
requested that the application be denied.

In response to a request by Commissioner Schwartz, Mr. Curtis presented a map
depicting other abandonments in the area; properties to the east and to the west
have abandoned the right-of-way.

Mr. Berry clarified that the same notice provisions were taken with the other
properties granted abandonments with no opposition. He noted that the general
contractor hired to construct the shade structure was responsible for failing to
acquire the proper permits.

Commissioner Steinke inquired about the comments in Mr. Barinbaum's petition
regarding the loss of use of the bridal path as a result of the abandonment.
Commissioner Schwartz noted that with 15 feet being retained, the use would not
be eliminated. Mr. Berry confirmed that the 15-foot wide easement was being
retained specifically for equestrian purposes, although overgrowth would indicate
little use.

COMMISSIONER SCHWARTZ MOVED FOR APPROVAL OF 13-AB-2006 AND
17-AB-2006. SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER HESS, THE MOTION
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY BY A VOTE OF SEVEN (7) TO ZERO (0).

24-ZN-2005 Caballo Estates

Request by owner to rezone from Single Family Residential District (R1-35) to
Single Family Residential District, Planned Residential District (R1-35 PRD) with
amended development standards on a 20 +/- acre parcel located at the
northwest corner of E. Cactus Road and N. 93rd Street.

14-AB-2006 Caballo Estates

Request by owner to abandon the right-of-way/roadway easements at the
property located at the northwest comer of 93rd Street and Cactus Road.

COMMISSIONER BARNETT MOVED FOR APPROVAL OF 24-ZN-2005,
CABALLO ESTATES, AND 14-AB-2006, CABALLO ESTATES. SECONDED

DRAFT
ATTACHMENT #11



- Scottsdale Planning Commission

December 13, 2006
Page 4 of 5

10.

11.

BY COMMISSIONER HESS, THE MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY BY A
VOTE OF SIX (6) TO ZERO (0). COMMISSIONER SCHWARTZ WAS
RECUSED.

7-GP-2006 Arte

Request by owner for a non-major General Plan Amendment from Office to
Urban Neighborhoods on a 3.8 +/- acres located at 11415 N. 114th Street.

4-ZN-2006 Arte

Request by owner to rezone from Commercial Office District (C-O) to Multiple
Family Residential District (R-5) on a 3.8 +/- acre parcel located at 11415 N.
114th Street.

11-UP-2006 Arte

Request by owner for a conditional use permit for a residential healthcare facility
on a 3.8 +/- acre parcel located at 11415 N. 114th Street with Commercial Office
(C-0) zoning.

Mr. Curtis addressed the Commission. Highlights of his presentation included a
context aerial and site plan. The current designation and zoning is office;
previously plans for an office building on the property had been approved which
expired. The reason for the request was to change the land use from office to
residential health care facility. The site plan showed access on 114th street with
no access to Via Linda.

Richard Jacobs, 11426 East Ginnan Drive, addressed the Commission. He
expressed concern about an increase in traffic in the area, as well as building
height and density which would be overpowering for the neighborhood.

Mr. Berry reminded the Commission that the request was for a downzoning. The
case requires that the site be developed for residential heaithcare; any other use
would be required to return for reapproval. He noted a S0 percent reduction with
the use compared to what would be allowed under the current zoning. Mr. Berry
noted that a letter of support from the NESPOA group was provided in the ’
packets.

In response to a concern by Commissioner Hess about the traffic issue,

Mr. Kercher explained that 114th Street and Via Linda is not a location that would
typically be considered for a traffic signal because of spacing; other accesses
exist for the neighborhood. :

Vice-Chairman Heitel pointed out that the nature of healthcare facilities reduces
traffic because traffic is generated during off-peak times.

Commissioner Steinke inquired about the timeframe for building a pedestrian

underpass. Mr. Kercher clarified that the underpass was identified on the
pedestrian bike plan but had yet to be funded.

DRAFT
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Scottsdale City Council Meeting Minutes
Tuesday, January 30, 2007 Page 2 of 11

Michelle Cohen, 8027 N Via de Lago, 85258, Vice Chair of the Environmental Quality Advisory
Board, invited the Council and public to Design Day on February 10, 2007 at Saguaro High
School. Ms. Cohen announced an electronics recycling event will be held the same day.

Joel Bramoweth, 7502 Buena Terra Way, 85250, suggested that Barrett-Jackson officials
ground lease the land at WestWorld.

Neville Cramer, PO Box 14184, said the City’s hiring process for background checks of potential
employees is inadequate, and professional assistance should be obtained to protect citizens.

CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 1-11
ITEMS 5 AND 6 WERE REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT AGENDA FOR SEPARATE ACTION.

1. Sereno Canyon Phase | Final Plat
Request: Approve final plat for Phase | (46 lots) of a 122 single-family residential
subdivision.
Location: East of 122™ Street between Happy Valley Road and Pinnacle Peak Road
section lines
Reference: 22-PP-2005
Staff Contact(s): Frank Gray, General Manager Planning and Development Services,
480-312-2890, foray@scoltsdaleaz.gov; Lusia Galav, Current Planning Director, 480-312-
2506, lgalav@scotisdaleaz.qov

Councilman Nelssen asked if elements of the Dynamite Foothills Character Area Plan were being
implemented in this case. Frank Gray replied that the Area Plan was specifically used in
reviewing the proposal, and believes the project incorporates most of the goals set forth in the
Plan.

¥ Villa Contento Final Plat
Request: Approve final plat for a 38-lot townhome community.
Location: 8501 E. McDowell Road, 1504 N. 85" Place, and 1550 N. 85" Place.
Reference: 11-PP-2006
Staff Contact(s): Frank Gray, General Manager Planning and Development Services,
480-312-2890, fgray@scottsdaleaz.qov; Lusia Galav, Current Planning Director, 480-312-
2506, lgalav@scottsdaleaz.gov

3. Caballo Estates Abandonment

Requests:

1. Abandon existing 25-foot-wide right-of-way located along the N. 92™ Street alignment
north of East Cactus Road.

2. Adopt Resolution No. 7114 vacating and abandoning public rights-of-way.

Location: North 92™ Street alignment north of East Cactus Road

Related Policies, References:

e 14-AB-2006

e Case 24-ZN-2005 is an associated rezoning request to allow a Planned Residential
Development consisting of 22 residential lots on the property

Staff Contact(s): Frank Gray, General Manager Planning and Development Services,

480-312-2890, fgray@scottsdaleaz.gov; Lusia Galav, Current Planning Director, 480-312-

2508, |galav@scottsdaleaz.qov



Scottsdale City Council Meeting : Minutes
Tuesday, January 30, 2007 . Page 3 of 11
4. Overgaard Residence Abandonment

5.

Requests:

1. Abandon the south 10 feet of the 25-foot public right-of-way (East Gold Dust Avenue
alignment) located on the north side of the subject property at 11310 E. Arabian Park
Drive.

2. Adopt Resolution No. 7115 vacating and abandoning public rights-of-way.

Location: 11310 E. Arabian Park Drive

Related Policies, References:

e 17-AB-2006

e Case 13-AB-2005 abandoned the same portion of right-of-way for the adjacent
property to the east

Staff Contact(s): Frank Gray, General Manager Planning and Development Services,

480-312-2890, fgray@scottsdaleaz.gov; Lusia Galav, Current Planning Director, 480-312-

2506, lgalav@scottsdaleaz.gov
Caballo Estates Rezoning

ITEM 5 REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA FOR SEPARATE ACTION. SEE PAGE 5

Amend Scottsdale Revised Code Relating to Refuse and Recyclable Materials

ITEM 6 REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA FOR SEPARATE ACTION. SEE PAGE 5.

7.

Construction Bid for Cactus Road Improvements

Requests:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 7048 authorizing Construcuon Bid Award No. 07PB008 to
Hunter Contracting Co., the lowest responsive bidder, at the unit price bid of
$0,348,745.81.

2. Authorize payment to Arizona Public Service in an approximate amount of $1,200,000
for the conversion of overhead 12kV lines and the installation of streetlights along
Cactus Road.

Related Policies, References:

¢ On October 14, 2003, Council approved Engineering Services Contract No. 2003-154-
COS with Stantec Consuiting for the design of improvements to Cactus Road from
Pima Freeway to Frank Lloyd Wright Boulevard.

» On November 11, 2005, Council adopted Resolution No. 6723 authorizing the
acquisition of various rights-of-way interests from properties located along Cactus
Road from the Pima Freeway to Frank Lloyd Wright Boulevard.

Staff Contact(s): Dan Worth, Municipal Services General Manager, 480-312-2776,

dworth@scottsdaleaz.gov

Mayor Manross opened public testimony.

Susan Wheeler, 9616 E Kalil Dr, 85260, said she prefers to have the horse art features placed
on the roundabouts, rather than on the walls.

Mayor Manross closed public testimony.

“Transportation General Manager Mary O'Connor said staff will continue to work with Ms. Wheeler

to address her concems.



Scottsdale City Council Meeting Minutes
Tuesday, January 30, 2007 Page 4 of 11

10.

1".

Engineering Services Contract Modification for the Design of the Crosscut Canal

Multi-Use Path Phase Il Improvements

Request: Adopt Resolution No. 7116 authorizing Engineering Services Contract

Modification No. 2004-131-COS-A1 with HDR Engineering, Inc., in the amount of

$343,739 for the design of the Crosscut Canal Multi-Use Path Phase Il Improvements

between Thomas and indian School roads.

Related Policies, References:

e On September 21, 2004, Council authorized Engineering Services Contract No. 2004-
131-COS with HDR Engineering, inc., for the design of the Crosscut Canal Multi-Use
Path Phase | Improvements.

e On January 16, 2007, Council awarded Construction Bid Award No.07PB009 for
construction of Crosscut Canal Multi-Use Path Phase | Improvements.

Staff Contact(s): Dan Worth, Municipal Services General Manager, 480-312-2776,

dworth@scottsdaleaz.gov

Amend Scottsdale Revised Code Rolatlng to Criminal History Information for
Prospective Contract Workers

Request: Adopt Ordinance No. 3717 amending Section 14-44 of the Scottsdale Revised
Code, which authorizes the Human Resources General Manager to request and receive
criminal history information for the purpose of evaluating the fitness of contract workers
and certain independent contractors providing services to the City.

Related Policies, References: Arizona Revised Statutes § 41-1750; Public Law 92-544;
Ordinance Nos. 2424 (1/19/93), 2689 (7/18/94), 3078 (11/17/97), 3659 (1/24/06), 3684
(7/10/06), Scottsdale Revised Code Section 14-41(i)

Staff Contact(s): Teri Traaen, Human Resources General Manager, 480-312-2615,

tiraaen@scottsdaleaz.gov

Easement Agreement for Public Art at the Waterfront
Request: Approve Resolution No. 7131 authorizing the City to enter into Agreement No.
2007-022-COS, which grants the City an easement for the placement of public art at the
Waterfront at the corner of Scottsdale and Camelback roads.
Related Policies, References:
e Ordinance No. 2018, which established a public art in private development
requirement in downtown Scottsdale.
e Agreement No. 2003-164-COS between the City of Scottsdale and the Scottsdale
Waterfront, LLC, which requires the developer to incorporate public art into the project.
Staff Contact(s): Ed Gawf, Assistant City Manager, 480-312-4510,
; John Little, Executive Director Downtown Group, 480-312-2539,
jlittle@scottsdaleaz.gov

Payment of Legal Fees related to Arizona State Retirement System Class Action

Lawsuit

Requests:

1. Approve payment of $273,508.19, and additional accrued interest at 8% simple
interest on the principal amount of $166,269.67 from December 31, 2006 to the date of
payment, for legal fees associated with the class action lawsuit titled, Burke v. Anzona
State Retirement System.

2. Approve a General Fund contingency transfer in the same amount.

3. Authorize staff to support State legislation and/or appropriations to reimburse the City
and other impacted employers for legal fees associated with the lawsuit.
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en I ov

MOTION AND VOTE — CONSENT AGENDA

COUNCILMAN ECTON MOVED TO APPROVE CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 1 THROUGH 11,
MINUS ITEMS 5 AND 6. COUNCILMEMBER DRAKE SECONDED THE MOTION, WHICH

CARRIED 6-0.

ITEM § REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA FOR SEPARATE ACTION:

5. Caballo Estates Rezoning

Requests:

1. Rezone from Single Family Residential District (R1-35) to Single Family Residential
District, Planned Residential District (R1-35 PRD) with amended development
standards on a 20+ acre parcel located at the northwest corner of East Cactus Road
and North 93" Street.

2. Adopt Ordinance No 3720 affirming the rezoning.

Location: Northwest corner of East Cactus Road and North 93 Street

Related Policies, References:

e 24-ZN-2005

« 14-AB-2006 is an associated request to abandon right-of-way/roadway easements on
the property

« Cases 38-UP-1987 and 36-UP-1983 allowed a commercial ranch to operate on this
site
City General Plan designates the property as Suburban Neighborhoods
Cactus Corridor Area Study recommends a suburban character west of North 96™
Street

Staff Contact(s): Frank Gray, General Manager Planning and Development Services,

480-312-2890, fgray@scottsdaleaz.gov; Lusia Galav, Current Planning Director, 480-312-

2508, \galav@scottsdaleaz.gov

Councilmember Drake requested a separate vote because she is sentimental about this historic
former Arabian horse-training facility.

M AND E-IT

COUNCILMAN ECTON MOVED TO APPROVE ITEM 5. VICE MAYOR LANE SECONDED THE
MOTION, WHICH CARRIED 5-1, WITH COUNCILMEMBER DRAKE DISSENTING.

ITEM 6 REMOVED FROM CONSENT AGENDA FOR SEPARATE ACTION:

6. Amend Scottsdale Revised Code Relating to Refuse and Recyclable Materials
Request: Approve Ordinance No. 3709 amending Sections 24-50 of the Scottsdale
Revised Code relating to refuse and recyclable materials collection by adding a prohibition
against unauthorized removal.

Staff Contact(s): Alan Rodbell, Chief of Police, 480-312-1900,
arodbell@scottsdaleaz.gov; Deborah W. Robberson, City Attorney, 480-312-2405,
dro n ttsdaleaz.gov



