
SCOTTSDALE CITY COUNCIL 
REGULAR MEETING AND WORK STUDY MINUTES 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 22, 2022

m

CITY HALL KIVA
3939 N. DRINKWATER BOULEVARD 

SCOTTSDALE, AZ 85251

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor David D. Ortega called to order a Regular Meeting of the Scottsdale City Council at 5:01 P.M. 
on Tuesday, February 22, 2022 in the City Hall Kiva Forum.

ROLL CALL

Present:

Also Present:

Mayor David D. Ortega; Vice Mayor Tammy Caputi; and Councilmembers 
Tom Durham, Betty Janik, Kathy Littlefield, Linda Milhaven and Solange 
Whitehead

City Manager Jim Thompson, City Attorney Sherry Scott, City Treasurer 
Sonia Andrews, City Auditor Sharron Walker, and City Clerk Ben Lane

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE - Mayor Ortega 

MAYOR’S REPORT

Mayor Ortega commented on the dangerous traffic incident on Sunday, February 20, 2022 at the 
intersection of 68"’ Street and Camelback Road. Mayor Ortega discussed this issue with the City 
Manager and Police Chief, who will provide a report to the City Council on current 
countermeasures and recommendations on increasing criminal penalties for those caught 
threatening the safety of Scottsdale.

Mayor Ortega reported that the Scottsdale Arabian Horse Show is currently being held at 
WestWorld through February 27, 2022. Seating is available for the remaining events.

Mayor Ortega announced that Major League Baseball’s Spring Training start date was officially 
delayed to March 5, 2022. Scottsdale is anxiously awaiting the return of spring training and 
everyone is hoping the lockout ends soon.

NOTE: MINUTES OF CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS AND WORK STUDY SESSIONS ARE PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH
THE PROVISIONS OF ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES. THESE MINUTES ARE INTENDED TO BE AN ACCURATE 
REFLECTION OF ACTION TAKEN AND DIRECTION GIVEN BY THE CITY COUNCIL AND ARE NOT VERBATIM 
TRANSCRIPTS. DIGITAL RECORDINGS AND CLOSED CAPTION TRANSCRIPTS OF SCOTTSDALE CITY COUNCIL 
meetings are available online and are on file in the city CLERK’S OFFICE.
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PRESENTATIONS/INFORMATION UPDATES
Scottsdale Police Department - Arizona Law Enforcement Accreditation Program 
Award
Arizona Association of Chiefs of Police - Outstanding Chief of the Year Award 
Presenter(s): Pete Wingert, Paradise Valley Chief of Police/Vice President, Arizona 
Association of Chiefs of Police

Pete Wingert, Paradise Valley Chief of Police/First Vice President, Arizona Association of Chiefs of 
Police presented the Arizona Chiefs of Police Outstanding Chief of the Year Award to Police Chief 
Jeff Walther and the Arizona Law Enforcement Accreditation Program Award to the Police 
Department.

PUBLIC COMMENT - Daniel Ishac spoke on the tone and decorum of City Council Meetings. 
Mayor Ortega responded to personal comments made.

ADDED ITEM 

A1. Added Item
Item No. 12A was added to the agenda on February 17, 2022 and requires a separate vote 
to remain on the agenda.
Request: Vote to accept the agenda as presented or continue the added items to the next 
scheduled Council meeting, which is March 1, 2022.

MOTION AND VOTE - ADDED ITEM
Councilwoman Whitehead made a motion to add Consent Agenda Item 12A to the agenda. 
Councilwoman Janik seconded the motion, which carried 7/0, with Mayor Ortega; Vice Mayor 
Caputi; and Councilmembers Durham, Janik, Littlefield, Milhaven, and Whitehead voting in the 
affirmative.

MINUTES
Request: Approve the following Council meeting minutes from January 2022:

a. Special Meeting Minutes of January 31, 2022
b. Executive Session Minutes of January 31, 2022
c. Regular Meeting and Work Study Session Minutes of January 31, 2022

MOTION AND VOTE - MINUTES
Councilwoman Janik made a motion to approve the Special Meeting Minutes of January 31,2022; 
Executive Session Minutes of January 31, 2022; and Regular Meeting and Work Study Session 
Minutes of January 31, 2022. Councilmember Durham seconded the motion, which carried 7/0, 
with Mayor Ortega; Vice Mayor Caputi; and Councilmembers Durham, Janik, Littlefield, Milhaven, 
and Whitehead voting in the affirmative.

CONSENT AGENDA

1. Permanent Extension of Premise for Fellow (8-EX-2021)
Request: Consider forwarding a recommendation of approval to the Arizona Department 
of Liquor Licenses and Control for a permanent extension of premise for a Series 12 
(restaurant) State liquor license for an existing location to add a new patio.
Location: 1455 N. Scottsdale Road, Suite 100
Staff Contact(s): Tim Curtis, Current Planning Director, 480-312-4210,
tcurtis0).scottsdaleaz.qov
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2. Renegade Clubhouse Conditional Use Permit (11-UP-2021)
Request: Find that the conditional use permit criteria have been met and adopt 
Resolution No. 12366 amending conditions on 20 acres of a 900-acre site for golf course 
use to replace the existing Renegade Golf Course clubhouse with a new golf course 
clubhouse and associated amenities with Open Space, Environmentally Sensitive Lands 
(0-S/ESL) zoning.
Location: 38580 N. Desert Mountain Parkway
Staff Contact(s): Randy Grant, Planning, Economic Development, and Tourism Executive 
Director, 480-312-2664, rqrant@scottsdaleaz.Qov

3. Joy Ranch Final Plat (2-PP-2021)
Request: Approve the final plat for a 52-lot residential subdivision with amended 
development standards on a ±77.6-acre site with Single-Family Residential,
Environmentally Sensitive Lands (R1-43 ESL) zoning.
Location: Approximately 250 feet east of the intersection of E. Joy Ranch Road and N. 
Boulder View Drive
Staff Contact(s): Randy Grant, Planning, Economic Development, and Tourism Executive 
Director, 480-312-2664, rqrant@scottsdaleaz.qov

4. North Grayhawk Drive Dedication Final Plat (3-PP-2022)
Request: Approve the final plat to dedicate portions of N. Grayhawk Drive as a private 
access tract to complete the required street dedications located between N. Hayden Road 
and E. Thompson Peak Parkway (northeast corner) with Single-Family Residential Districts, 
Planned Community District, Environmentally Sensitive Lands (R1-7/PCD/ESL and R1- 
18/PCD/ESL), Townhouse Residential, Planned Community District, Environmentally 
Sensitive Lands (R-4/PCD/ESL) and Open Space, Planned Community District, 
Environmentally Sensitive Lands (0-S/PCD/ESL) zoning designations.
Location: 20646 and 20905 N. Grayhawk Drive
Staff Contact(s): Randy Grant, Planning, Economic Development, and Tourism Executive 
Director, 480-312-2664, rqrant@scottsdaleaz.qov

5. Dove Valley Water Line: 56*^ to 64**’ Street Project Construction Phase Services 
Contract
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 12388 authorizing Construction Manager at Risk Contract 
No. 2022-021-COS with Achen Gardner Contracting, LLC, in an amount not to exceed 
$941,958.98, to provide phase one construction phase services for the Dove Valley Water 
Line: 56'^ to 64’^ Street project.
Staff Contact(s): Dan Worth, Public Works Director, 480-312-5555, 
daworth@scottsdaleaz.qov

6. Architectural Services Contract for Capital Improvement and Facilities Projects 
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 12398 authorizing Contract No. 2022-024-COS with 
Arrington Watkins Architects, LLC, in the amount of $1,399,424, for design services for 
Bond 2019 Project 40 - Renovate and Expand the Civic Center Jail and Downtown Police 
Facility to Meet Demand.
Staff Contact(s): Dan Worth, Public Works Director, 480-312-5555, 
daworth@scottsdaleaz.qov
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7. Persian New Year Festival
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 12392 to authorize:
1. New Event Funding Agreement No. 2022-022-COS with the Persian New Year Festival, 

LLC.
2. Fiscal Year 2021/22 Tourism Development Fund event retention and development 

funding in an amount not to exceed $40,000 to support the Persian New Year Festival.
Staff Contact(s): Karen Churchard, Tourism and Events Director, 480-312-2890, 
kchurchard@scottsdaleaz.qov

8. Scottsdale Airport Lease Agreement
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 12359 authorizing Lease Agreement No. 2022-007-COS 
with 21 Luna, LLC, for the lease of North General Aviation Executive Box Hangar Space at 
the Scottsdale Airport.
Staff Contact(s): Gary Mascaro, Aviation Director, 480-312-7735, 
amascaro@scottsdaleaz.qov

9. Arizona Site Steward Program Memorandum of Understanding
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 12387 authorizing Agreement No. 2022-017-COS with 
the Arizona State Parks Board for training and administration of Scottsdale McDowell 
Sonoran Preserve volunteers under the Arizona Site Steward Program.
Staff Contact(s): Kroy Ekblaw, Preserve Director, 480-312-7064, 
kekblaw@scottsdaleaz.qov

10. Cooperative Police Training Intergovernmental Agreement
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 12400 authorizing Agreement No. 2007-151-COS-A2 
with the City of Mesa for cooperative law enforcement training operations between the 
Scottsdale and Mesa Police Departments.
Staff Contact(s): Jeff Walther, Chief of Police, 480-312-1900, iwalther@scottsdaleaz.qov

11. Fiscal Year (FY) 2021/22 Mid-Year Operating and Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) 
Budget Adjustments
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 12391 authorizing FY 2021/22 budget adjustments 
related to the Operating Budget and CIP Budget.
Staff Contact(s): Judy Doyle, Budget Director, 480-312-2603, idovle@scottsdaleaz.qov 
and Dan Worth, Public Works Director, 480-312-5555, daworth@scottsdaleaz.qov

12. Monthly Financial Report
Request: Accept the Fiscal Year 2021/22 Monthly Financial Report as of December 2021. 
Staff Contact(s): Judy Doyle, Budget Director, 480-312-2603, idovle@scottsdaleaz.qov

12A. Presiding City Judge Appointment and Employment Agreement 
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 12413 to authorize:
1. Appointment of Marianne T. Bayardi to the position of Presiding City Judge effective 

March 21, 2022.
2. Employment Agreement No. 2022-032-COS with Marianne T. Bayardi.
Staff Contact(s): Sherry Scott, City Attorney, 480-312-2405, sscott@scottsdaleaz.qov

MOTION AND VOTE - CONSENT AGENDA
Vice Mayor Caputi made a motion to approve Consent Agenda Items 1 through 12A.
Councilwoman Littlefield seconded the motion, which carried 7/0, with Mayor Ortega; Vice Mayor 
Caputi: and Councilmembers Durham, Janik, Littlefield, Milhaven, and Whitehead voting in the 
affirmative.
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REGULAR AGENDA

13. 92 Ironwood (AKA 92"'* Street Rezoning) Minor General Plan Amendment and
Rezoning
(3-GP-2021 and 6-ZN-2021)
Requests:
1. Adopt Resolution No. 12279 approving a Minor General Plan Amendment to the 

Scottsdale General Plan 2035 Future Land Use Map from Commercial to Mixed-Use 
Neighborhoods on ±3.92-acres of a ±8.52-acre site.

2. Adopt Ordinance No. 4521 approving a zoning district map amendment from Highway 
Commercial Planned Community District (C-3 PCD) and Commercial Office Planned 
Community District (C-0 PCD) to Planned Unit Development Planned Community 
District (PUD PCD) with a development plan on a ±8.52-acre site for a mixed-use 
development, including a 285-unit multi-family project.

3. Adopt Resolution No. 12280 declaring the document titled “92^^ Ironwood 
Development Plan" to be a public record.

Location: 10299 N. 92"'^ Street, 10301 N. 92"'* Street, and 9301 E. Shea Boulevard
Presenter(s): Jeff Barnes, Senior Planner
Staff Contact(s): Randy Grant, Planning, Economic Development, and Tourism Executive
Director, 480-312-2664, rqrant@scottsdaleaz.qov

MOTION NO. 1 - ITEM 13
Councilmember Milhaven made a motion to continue. Vice Mayor Caputi seconded the motion.
After further discussion, Councilmember Milhaven withdrew her motion.

Senior Planner Jeff Barnes and Applicant Representative Kurt Jones, with Tiffany & Bosco, P.A.,
gave PowerPoint presentations (attached) on the 92 Ironwood Minor General Plan Amendment
and Rezoning requests.

Applicant Representative Kurt Jones renewed the request for the Council to grant a continuance.

Mayor Ortega opened public comment.
• Daniel Ishac, Scottsdale resident, spoke in favor of a continuance.
• Mike Crooker, Scottsdale resident, spoke in opposition to the application.

Jason Alexander, Scottsdale resident, spoke in favor of a continuance.

MOTION NO. 2-ITEM 13

Councilmember Milhaven made a motion to continue the item for 30 days. Vice Mayor Caputi 
seconded the motion.

CALL THE QUESTION AND VOTE - ITEM 13

Mayor Ortega called the question. The motion to call the question carried 5/2, with Mayor Ortega; 
Vice Mayor Caputi; and Councilmembers Durham, Janik, and Littlefield voting in the affirmative, 
and Councilmembers Milhaven and Whitehead dissenting.

VOTE ON MOTION NO. 2 - ITEM 13

The motion to continue the item for 30 days failed 2/5, with Vice Mayor Caputi and Councilmember 
Milhaven voting in the affirmative, and Mayor Ortega and Councilmembers Durham, Janik, 
Littlefield, and Whitehead dissenting.
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Jaime Uhrich, Executive Director of the McCormick Ranch Property Ovyners’ Association and 
member of the Architectural Review Committee, explained that McCormick Ranch approved a 
change of use and development standards. However, the architectural standards have not been 
approved by McCormick Ranch. She supported the continuance request.

MOTION NO. 3 AND WITHDRAWAL - ITEM 13
Mayor Ortega made a motion to deny the 92 Ironwood Minor General Plan Amendment and 
Rezoning requests. Councilwoman Janik seconded the motion. There was no vote on the motion 
as the applicant withdrew the case.

14. Comprehensive Financial Policies 
Requests:
1. Adopt Resolution No. 12384 to authorize;

a. Adoption of Comprehensive Financial Policies as the formal guidelines for the 
City of Scottsdale’s Fiscal Year 2022/23 financial planning and management.

b. Repealing in their entirety, the financial policies passed and adopted through 
Resolution No. 12047

c. The renumbering of Financial Policy 21A as “Policy 10 Tourism Development 
Fund”.

d. The provisions of this Resolution shall be effective July 1, 2022.
2. Adopt Ordinance No. 4534 authorizing the renumbering of Financial Policy 21A as 

“Policy 10 Tourism Development Fund” to conform to the modified City comprehensive 
financial policies and amending Policy 10 to add clarity, with an effective date of July 1, 
2022.

Presenter(s): Sonia Andrews, City Treasurer
Staff Contact(s): Judy Doyle, Budget Director, 480-312-2603, idovle@scottsdaleaz.qov

City Treasurer Sonia Andrews gave a PowerPoint presentation (attached) on the Comprehensive 
Financial Policies.

MOTION AND VOTE - ITEM 14

Mayor Ortega made a motion to adopt Resolution No. 12384 authorizing the adoption of 
Comprehensive Financial Policies as the formal guidelines for the City of Scottsdale’s Fiscal Year 
2022/23 financial planning and management and Ordinance No. 4534 authorizing the renumbering 
of Financial Policy 21A as “Policy 10 Tourism Development Fund” to conform to the modified City 
comprehensive financial policies and amending Policy 10 to add clarity, with an effective date of 
July 1, 2022. Councilwoman Whitehead seconded the motion, which carried 7/0, with Mayor 
Ortega; Vice Mayor Caputi; and Councilmembers Durham, Janik, Littlefield, Milhaven, and 
Whitehead voting in the affirmative.

PUBLIC COMMENT - None

CITIZEN PETITIONS

15. Receipt of Citizen Petitions
Request: Accept and acknowledge receipt of citizen petitions. Any member of the Council 
may make a motion, to be voted on by the Council, to; (1) Direct the City Manager to 
agendize the petition for further discussion; (2) direct the City Manager to investigate the 
matter and prepare a written response to the Council, with a copy to the petitioner; or (3) 
take no action.
Staff Contact(s): Ben Lane, City Clerk, 480-312-2411, blane@scottsdaleaz.qov
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No citizen petitions were received.

MAYOR AND COUNCIL ITEMS - None

The City Council recessed at 7:04 P.M.

The City Council reconvened at 7:19 P.M.

City Council Work Study Session

PUBLIC COMMENT

Alex McLaren commended the work of City staff and the Transportation Commission and 
expressed support of the draft Transportation Action Plan.
Cynthia Wenstrom asked that the Transportation Action Plan be amended to designate 
128*'’ Street from a minor collector to a new designation of “emergency access only”.

1. Draft 2022 Transportation Action Plan
Request: Presentation, discussion, and possible direction to staff regarding the draft 2022 
Transportation Action Plan.
Presenter(s): Dave Meinhart, Transportation Planning Manager 
Staff Contact(s): Dan Worth, Public Works Director, 480-312-5555, 
daworth@scottsdaleaz.aov

Transportation Planning Manager Dave Meinhart gave a PowerPoint presentation (attached) on
the Draft 2022 Transportation Action Plan.

There was Council consensus on the following items:

• Amend the Draft 2022 Transportation Action Plan to change the designation of 128'^ Street 
from minor collector to a new designation of “emergency access only”.

• Reinsert the policy that dictates a path within a half mile of every home and enable staff to 
make an exception “unless privately-owned property or natural terrain make it impractical”.

• Include the use of white paint on open roadways for sustainability and/or to reduce heat 
gain.

The Council made the following suggestions:

• Eliminate the proposal of Mountain View Road expansion from 92"'^ Street to 96"^ Street 
from two lanes to four lanes.

• Retain the proposal of Mountain View Road expansion and provide creative solutions for 
traffic congestion at the intersections of Shea Boulevard, 92"*^ Street, 96’" Street, and 
Mountain View Road.

• Incorporate a standard width for bicycle lanes.
• Do not narrow roadways just for the purpose of narrowing; rather develop standards for 

narrowing based on timeframes (such as 10 years) and public input.
• Eliminate rubber-tired bus rapid transit that would need a dedicated travel lane from the 

Draft 2022 Transportation Action Plan.
• The Shea Corridor was set up for evacuation purposes and should not be reduced.



Scottsdale City Council Regular Meeting and Work Study 
Tuesday. February 22, 2022

Minutes 
Page 8 of 9

• Retain drainage solutions in any roadway modifications.
• Include education elements, signage, and program outreach in the Draft 2022 

Transportation Action Plan.
• Consider pedestrian and bicyclist safety at intersections, perhaps by creating an alert 

system for use by the Transportation and Police Departments.
• Include a category for Old Town Parking; re-evaluate the true capacity of parking in Old 

Town to augment parking.
• Restore trolley service to connect Desert Mountain High School and Mountainside Middle 

School to the Arabian Library.
• Advertise and increase use of the Thunderbird Park and Ride lot.

ADJOURNMENT

MOTION AND VOTE - ADJOURNMENT

Councilwoman Janik made a motion to adjourn. Councilwoman Whitehead seconded the motion, 
which carried 7/0, with Mayor Ortega; Vice Mayo:" Caputi; and Councilmembers Durham, Janik, 
Littlefield, Milhaven, and Whitehead voting in the affirmative.

The Regular Meeting and Work Study Session adjourned at 9:29 P.M.

SUBMITTED BY:

Ben Lane, City Clerk

Officially approved by the City Council on (Y\aircK \
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CERTIFICATE

I hereby certify that the foregoing Minutes are a true and correct copy of the Minutes of the 
Regular Meeting and Work Study Session of the City Council of Scottsdale, Arizona held on the 22"'^ 
day of February 2022.

I further certify that the meeting was duly called and held, and that a quorum was present.

DATED this 29“' day of March 2022.

Ben Lane, City Clerk
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92 Ironwood

3-GP-2021 & 6-ZN-2021
City Council 

February 22,2022 
Coordinator: Jeff Barnes
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Request
1. Adopt Resolution No. 12279 approving a minor General Plan

amendment to the City of Scottsdale General Plan 2035 to change the 
land use designation from Commercial to Mixed-Use Neighborhoods 
on +/- 3.92 acres of a +/- 8.52-acre site located at 10301 N. 92nd 
Street, 10299 N. 92nd Street and 9301 E. Shea Boulevard.

2. Adopt Ordinance No. 4521 approving a Zoning District Map 
Amendment from Highway Commercial Planned Community district
C-3 PCD) and Commercial Office Planned Community district (C-0 
^CD to Planned Unit Development Planned Community district (PUD 
^CD with a Development Plan on a +/- 8.52-acre site located at 10301 
VI. 92nd Street, 10299 N. 92nd Street and 9301 E. Shea Boulevard for a 
mixed-use development including 285-unit multi-family project.

3. Adopt Resolution No. 12280 declaring "92 Ironwood Development 
Plan" as a public record.
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City Council
Granted a Continuance on 10/5/2021.

Planning Commission
Recommended approval 9/22/2021, with a vote of 

4-3.

Development Review Board
Recommended approval of the PUD 

Development plan 9/2/2021, with a vote of 6-0.

21

Development Information
Existing Use: 
Proposed Use: 
Project Size:

Retail, Restaurants, and Offices 

Mixed-use
371,150 square feet /8.52 acre (gross) 
340,951 square feet /7.83 acre (net) 

Residential Building Area: 318,900 308,000 gross square feet 
Commercial Building Area: 24,375 gross square feet 
Building Height Proposed: 48 46 feet (plus rooftop appurtenances) 
Parking Provided for PUD: 886 544 spaces 

Open Space Provided: 83,900115,500 square feet
Number of Dwelling Units: 888 273 units 

Density Proposed: 33.45 32.04 dwelling units per acre

22
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Public Comment Received
Received large amount of written correspondence 

both in support and opposition.
Support: generally citing benefits of new 

residential units to support the hospital, offices, 
and other businesses In the area.
Opposition: generally citing concerns involving 

traffic, water, and residential density and 

affordability.

23

92 Ironwood

3-GP-2021 & 6-ZN-2021
City Council 

February 22,2022 
Coordinator: Jeff Barnes
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Item 13

3-GP-2021 & 6-ZN-2021 

92ND STREET REZONING

Ironwood 92 Investors LLC, Jim Riggs & Caliber 
Westwood Financial (Sprouts shopping center) 
Mike Edwards, Architect, The Davis Experience 
Kurt Jones, Tiftany Bosco

City Council - February 22, 2022

TIKKA.NV 
* nOHCO

1

92 Ironwood Uodote - Summary of Chonaes - As of 2-22-2022

Our Attainable housing proposal Is unprecedented and will be recorded In a 
covenant, conditions and restrictions (CC&R) prior to construction:

At leoit 10% tmlnimum 27 unHst ot Ironwood 92 units will offer a S-month lead to rent, 
one nt tree month veoitv. no application fees Includes renewal years and rental 
renewal Increases will be capp^ at 5%.
Offered to All Health Care workers and any employee who can demonstrate that they 
work within a mile radius of the Project
Offered City-wide to all teachers, police & fire department personnel

Ironwood Offices HOA, an adjacent neighbor along the southern property line. 
Is no longer In opposition to the proposal. All direct adjacent property owners 
support our case.

3 times the required open space on latest site plan

2
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Unit count reduced from 338 to 325 to 285 to currently 273 units. 32 dwelling units 
per acre

We have obtained 2 of the 3 approvals from the McCormick Ranch Property 
Owners Association (MRPOA): 1. Lot split approval for deeding a lotto Westwood 
for overflow parking & splitting their 1.5 acre retail lot otter zoning and 2.
Approval for both our PUD zoning and minor General Plan Amendment. Site Plan 
and Elevations are the only approvals left.

On (2/1 n we met with the MRPOA showing that we removed all 4th floor units 
bacK 390 feet from 92nd St. Previous direction from MRPOA was to remove all 
4th floor units from any parcel fronting 92nd St. Also, MRPOA wanted the parking 
structured lowered and stepping of the building along 92nd St. back (It was 
shown In previous plan Iterations). The MRPOA Iterated that they want to get to a 
‘yes', but requested more changes. We have made site plan, floor plan and 
elevation changes as MRPOA has requested and will resubmit to the MRPOA on 
Tuesday morning (2/22). They In turn need Arne to review the documents and 
then set a meeting with the applicant for a decision. This Is the main reason lor 
the continuance.

We respectfully request a continuance to the March 29, 2022 City Council date 
to finalize potential MRPOA approval

3
Tl rrA-VY
* nonro

3

1) No new apartments built along Shea Corridor from Scottsdale Rd. 
east to East Shea Area. Most pre-existing apartments were 
converted to condominiums

2) This site is surrounded by commercial uses and we hove their 
support, especially from Honor Health, PCS

3) Housing prices in Scottsdale are up by 32% the past year and this 
housing option Is in high demand as a viable option for the Honor 
Health and PCS workforce.

4) As designed, the Project meets all current zoning standards and 
the height has been reduced to 44 feet to top of the roof. 4 feet 
lower than currently allowed

5) This project will produce nearly 75% LESS traffic than a medical 
office alternative and will Include a new traffic signal and pedestrian 
access at no cost to the CHy.

5) Ironwood Is the least dense project of the past 3 North Scottsdale 
multi-family projects approved for PUD by the COS based on net 
square feet of useable area for multi-family

TIfKA.NY A 
AnoHOo ^
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Housing Element
ScMMate Values.
• Houaw^ and acithborisoods that coatribMtc to a wlwnaWe cowwmiaity,

• A contmunny Uurt conuma a broad dh enity of owner occupied and renta)
tintype

• Ao

S2I.S00 169494

.90 .t7

2.14

M1.9M

.42

221

190.306

-Bl

y in which rcsidcott can live. work, and play to close 
proaimity and where naghburtioosb hav e easy cmaectiuns with other 
octyhboiltoods and surrounding unenilies.

• Cili/cn mvolvcmenl in Ihc preaervotion and revitalization of Scottsdale

• Pit nandd uofhtfh quality, safe, a
SI5.800 S60;000 S347J53 S454.973 S433.50D to serve the people who live and work here.

Housing that is energy efftcteni. envtr 
with the city's natural surroundings.

ve. and that Mends

• "Life cycle'* housing nppomimticB for people to he aMe to live in 
Sconadaic throughout ibetr lives.

n in rcgknal cSbrts addressing the region's hoosing needs.

3. SKkavarMl>'orho»ingop<ioiHtlMliiieMtlirnci» 
•f people who Hve end work here.

coeedi

4. Encourage housing development that provides for "live. work, and 
play” relationships as a way to reduce traflic congestion, eoconrage 
economic espansion and increase overall quality of life for our 
residents.

TIPyAXY 5 
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The following apprDximation.s note t}» distribut 
and existing land uses in both 2001 and today:

n of Scottsdale's planned

2MI
54%
30%

2019
51%
37%

Residential uses
Open Spacc/McDoweil Sonoran Preserve 
Conimcivial 2.5% 1%
Culturallnslitulkmal 2.4% 3%
Employment 1.8% 2%
Office 1% 1%
Reson 1% 2%
Mixed Use .5% 3%

iMitflMBtamH fmS!

Land Use Element

I TIKh'k.NY 
I A UttHl O
■ ' ' ' ■ r. '■ ■■

Scottulale)t Land Use Eluent: It is important that as pn^wsaU arc 
coosideivd in regard to the following criteria that the values and structure of 
the land use element be used as a guide. These values are an important part of 
the city's land use plan:

a. Land uses should respect the natural and man'madc environment,
b. Land uses should provide for an unsurpassed quality of life for both its 

citizens and visitors,
c. Land uses should contribute to the unique identity that is Scottsdale,
d. Land uses should contribute to the buiidiim of community unity and 

cohesiveness,
c. Land uses should work in concert with transportation systems in ordo* 

to promote choice and reduce negative impacts upon ffie lifestyle of 
citizens and the quality of the environment.

f. Land uses should be balanced in order to allow for the community to 
provide adequate live, work and play oppMtunitics, and

g. I.and uses should provide opportunities for the design of uses to fit 
and respect the character, scale and quality of uses that exist in the 
community.

6

3



ighborhoods are located
2001 Land Use Element

MIXED-USE NEIGHBORHOODS: Mixed
in areas with strong access to multiple modes of transportation and major 
r^ional access and services, and have a focus on human scale development.
These areas could accommodate higher density housing combinoJ with 
complementary ofitce ot retail uses or mixed-use structures with residential 
above commercial or office. Old Town Scottsdale, some areas of the DC 
Ranch development, areas in the Pima Freeway corhd<» north of the Airpark, 
the Los Arcos area, and McCormick Ranch C enter area arc mo« suitable for 
mixed-use ncighbornooos^^^^^^^^^^^^

As of 2018, oiu* population and total housing stock were estimated to be 
245,417 people and 133,570 housing units (Source: MAG Population and 
Housing Unit Update 2018). Our build-out population is expected to approach 
316.700 by 2055 (Source: MAG Socioeconomic Projections 2019). The city is 
now transitioning from a developing to a maturing city. 2E2£222i2£Li2IL 
revitalirartonandncwcOT^mctiwHf^stablirfjc^i^^^^^^^^^^^Mn

In 1960, the incorporated area of Scottsdale was only 3.9 square miles. As of 
2019, the city now includes 184.5 square miles within its corporate 
boundaries. Approximately one hundred eighteen (118) square miles are 
developed, twenty (20) square miles are undeveloped, and the balance, 
approximately forty-six and five-tenths (46.5) square miles, is within the 
McDowell Sonoran Preserve (Source: Maricopa County Assessor Parcel Data 
2019). A priority facing the community is finding the resources needed to_ 
provitlTtitc same high quality of life current residents enjoy to the numbers of
new residents expected in the future while maintaining that high quality of
life for current residents. ■■tipkx.xv 7..... .............. IB

7

8

2035 GP

CHARACTER TYPES
Character Types describe the general pattern, form, and intensity of development. Character 
Types are distinct from zoning districts and land use categories. The Zoning Ordinance will 
govern specific development standards, such as building height, by zoning district. Per State 
Statute, Scottsdale must designate and maintain a broad variety of land uses and include 
density standards pertaining to land use categories that have such. Please reference the 
Land Use Element for that Information.

■ Urban Character Types consist of higher.density 
residential, non^'esidential, and mixed-use 
neighborhoods, including apartments. highOensIty 
townhouses, business and employment centers, 
and resorts. Development in Urban Character Types 
should have pedestrian orientation, shade, activity 
nodes, and useable open spaces that encourage 
interaction among people. Building form and 
heights typically transition to adjacent Rural and 
Suburban Character Types. Taller buildings may be 
appropriate in Growth Areas, depending on context 
(see Growth Areas Element). Examples include Old 
Town Scottsdale, a mixed-use center of dishnet urban 
districts: mixed-use portions of the Greater Airpark, 
particularly along Scottsdale Road: areas within the 
Scottsdale Road and Shea Boulevard Ckruplet: and 
the HonorHealth hospital/medical campus near Shea 
Boulevard and 90th Street. 8
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2035 GP

Scottsdale's Future Land Uses are distributed as follows:

GENERAL PUN 2035 UNO USE MIXTURE

Land Use Group

Residential

Land Use 
Category

Rural
Neighborhoods

General
Density Percentage,* Existing

Acreage*

idwellinguntt per lor 
more acres 26% 30,955

Suburban
Neighborhoods

More man land leas 
manSdweeingunlls 
per acre

23% 27.181

Urban
Neighborhoods

Mixed Uses

Sor more dwell 
units per acre

2% 2.545

Total Percentage 
of Group

51%

Mixed-Use Neighborhoods 3% 4,087
Resorts/Tourism 2% 1.870

5%

Non-Residential
Cultural/lnstitutional or Public Use 3% 3,254

Commercial 1% 1,311

Employment 3% 3,193

7%

Open Space
Developed Open Space 7% 8,430
Natural Open Space
McDowell Sonoran Preserve

5%
25%

5.410
29,862

37%
I TIFK\N% 
I O l>OH<'U
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Project Modifications from Initial April 2021 Submittal to September 2021 Planning Commission Hearing

Initial Submittal:
Fiv* (5) story muili*famUy rosidontiol building plus roof pool dock wHh amontty oroo including 5,500 s.f. fltnoss/amonity spaco 
336 multi-famity rosidontial urWts
No sharod occoss drivo to property to east (pedestrian connections only)

S*cond SubmlHal:
Reduced to 325 multi-family residential units (sNH requesting 70 leet max. height for rooftop amenity space)
Pushed building bock from ?2~‘ Street for greater building setback (61 */• feet)
Shared access drive to property to east (vehicular and pedestrian)
Sho-ed tire lane with project to the east
Additional pedestrian connections shown on revised site plan to all adjacerri properties 

Third Submittal:
Reduced the mmiber of mufti-family residential units to 310

area
Building moved closer to 92*^ St. which in turn required building stepback omended standard 

Pr*-DRB Modifications:
Added stepback to building oft 92*^ Street, negating the need for stepbock omended development standard

of mech.
10% of root

Buildl 
4,500 si 
the roof orea
Only building height ond 'overage setback' amended standards needed
Development Review Board voted to send positive recommendotion to Planning Commission and City Council by a vote of 6-0 

Post DRB Modifications:
Removed the 4,500 s.f amenity/fitness space on roof - Negates the need to amend the building height standard - Height will 
comply with PUD Zoning Distri^
Only amended star>dord is on increased overage building setback from 40 feet overage required to 85*-95' averoge - consistent 
wtth chorocter of area and McCormick Ranch

■■ TirKVNV ■B e iiosru>*.
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Zoned Office (C-0 PCD) 
48 feet In building 
Height allowed
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csZoned PUD-PCD 
48 feet In building 
Height allowed
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Rezoning all three parcels to one zoning district - PUD PCD
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Public Outreach

April Open House - Virtual - No Attendees spoke in opposition
Emails to City - No phone calls or emails to Applicant or applicants 
representative prior to Planning Commission
Sent email responses to all stakeholders who emailed city as of 
9/10
Invited all stakeholders that emailed to open house 9/21/2021 at 
the site - night before Planning Commission
Posted and sent letters to all who sent correspondence into the 
city on case for a January 12, 2022 open house
Toured site with MRPCA members
Meetings with MRPCA - many meetings including ‘positive’ 
meeting last week (2/17)
Emailed all stakeholders who emailed city on this project to 
explain the latest changes
Conducted a poll on the issue of affordable housing alternatives 
and location centric questions

TtyVAS

31

08) th« r n housing pries* in Scontdsl* might b* good for
»om«. th«y ar* al»o pricing out polica eff^rs, taachars, nunas. rraTightars and othars 
who can no iortgar ^hord to hva In tna community in which diay woi«. Ihit it rtot a 
good thing for lha long-tarm haalth of Aw dty. Do you agraa or ditagra* with tha 
ttalamant?

niMOTM

tstrongiy Utsagree 
NaoM

231
152

79
m
28
28
8
S
0

77.1% 
50.8% 
20.3% 
18 7% 
0.4% 
9.3% 
2.8% 
1.7% 
00%

Tow 1000%

The survey asked Scottsdale residents the following questions:

Adjacent to a shopping center near 92nd and Shea that Includes a Chompie's, Sprouts, and Honor Health's 
North Scottsdale hospital Is a seven-acre lot with an empty held and empty office buildings. The owner Is 
proposing to replace this with 285 new apartment units. The $95 million complex would Include discounts 
for hrehghters, nurses, police officers, and teachers and even Include one free unit for a police officer. The 
heights for the new project would not be Increased from what current zoning allows, remaining at 3 and 4 
stories. The plan has been endorsed by Honor Health, the shopping center next door and the Arizona 
Nurse's Association, among others. No residents living within 2,000 feet of the site oppose the plan. In 
general, would you say that this plan for the property is a good idea, or bad idea?

69.2% feel this is a good idea. 25.3% feel this Is a bad idea. 2.7% were undecided. 2.5% were neutral. 
0.3% did not respond to the question.

70% feel the Scottsdale City Council 
should approve some residential 
projects. Only 22.2% feel the city 
should stop all residential projects

32
I Tivrwv
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Adjacent Support

• Honor Health, Sprouts/Chompies commercial center, 9400 Shea, 
PCS (CVS Health)

• Arizona Nurses Association

• Nearby Individual Businesses and their continued success

Industry 8 Economic Activity Trends
Top Industries By Employment

Largest Private Employers 
fi ----

VCVSHnUl

AAXON

SAK bsMesscs K Sconsd*

33

33

34

ln7@CSSgS \/#X%l '
HEKE W---- ^

'm4ii
We hope to buy the first one 

and then object to the other 

199 being built*
34
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Housing Continuum Terminology

■
ArtordJtjlc Atfijfdablc Market

Rpntal Hornp R*ntJl Hoine
Hou»mg Owner»hip Hou»»ng Own«r»h«p

Benefits of Housing Affordability
Gives community members the option to live and work here

• Improves economic opportunity at all income levels

• Positive hea th outcomes

Increases the spending power of individuals and the community

Supports diverse economic growth

35

Challenges of Affordable Housing Shortages

• Can displace community members

• Loss of current and potential workers

• Lowers community spending power

• Hinders economic growth

36
I TI1-'K\NVI
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Allowed Building Heights

' - C-0 PCD (Commeicial Office with a Planned 
Community Disiriciovedoy*) - 40 feet 

' SC»PCO(SpeciolCampusPCO)-75feetfof 
Hospital (46 feet for office bldgs.)

' PUD PCD (Planned Unit Development PCD) - 
48 feel

- PRC PCD (Planned Regional Center PCD) - 60
feet

■PCD-ii the McCormick Ronch PCDoppioved lor (he 
enliiety ot McCormick Ranch which allows lor 
omersdlng development standards such os building

i■V
m

;fe Bf-

I TIKKANV
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37

Benefits:
jm 27 unHs for Uachon, fir* and poltco porsonnol, ojastlng and fuhir* omployoas woridng In th* oroo 
At loasHt^ (minimum 27 units) of Ironwood ’2 unlh wlil offer a 6-month rent,

I for*^10years. ^run
Offered to All Heatth Care workers and any employee who can demonstrate that they work wfthin a mile radius 
of the Project
Offered CHy-wide to ail teachers, poDce & fire dep nt personnel

Lower buDding helghfs/reduced 4*** floor plan to rear of property

Fixed shared access to Sprouts center tor large vehicles

Stepped building design and courtyard design

Lower density thon any other MF project in Scottsdale

Less traffic than an ‘all office’ component

3xthe open space

336 to 273 units (32du/ac)
No amended development standards

iPimr 4 V*

f 38

38
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3-GP-2021 & 6-ZN-2021

Respectfully request a continuance to allow more time 
to work with stakeholders and MRPOA approval

39
■ TIFK^XV
■ « DOHI'U■ —— r*
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Density Comparison
2/22/2022

Project

Net Acres 
Land sq It 
Units
Units per Acre

Ralston
Chauncey

5.11
222,944

301
58.9

BUILT

Core
Hayden Rd.

4.58
199,770

311
67.9

BUILT

N Scottsdale

AltaRaintree Ironwood 92 Miller Toll GreenbeltSS
101 i Raintiee g2nd Street Mlller/Camelback

5.55
242,068

320
58

Built

8.52
263,946

273
32

1.7
74,052

148
87

In Zoning /^proved 
I 2/22/2022 J CC 10-2021

7
304,920

228
33

Approved
CC 2-8-22

40

40
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2.5 Development Intensity Areas

Scottsdale includes several DIAs where re-development is underway that wlH increase densities 
and building heights. These three areas are the Greater Airpark, Downtown, and the 
Scottsdale/McOowell Road CorrkJof as shown in Figure 6. Table 2 summaries the water demand 
and wastewater flow prrqectiom t hat were used for these DIAs. The bming of these demands are 
based on the MAG projections.
Table 2 Development Imensity Area (OIA) Water Demand and Wastewater Flow Projections

Water De
Greater Airpark
Oewnb

3.9 5.3 lA
2.7 li .^1

Scottsdaie/McDowett Road Corridor 0.6 0.7 0.1

TM
Wastewater Flow (mgd)

"m
GreaterAirpark 1.9 2J0
Downtown 2.2
Scomdal<tfMcDdwrtiliriC^^

Totel 43

3.1 I
AM>revMtioA!
mod • mlion Qiinrti ptr day

43

43

Figure ) PQputatron Prajeettom

T>ie dwcHing unit and « 
ofthe study period frorr 
City of Scot

nplayment data (number of employeet) atonrg wiOi a linMr interpolMion 
ittwMAG prajecfiwn are aummarized in Table 1. Seme areas beyond the 
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1.1 Statement of Intent - Development of Impact Fees

The City assesses development impact fees, hereinafter referred to as development fees, to fund 
the infrastructure needed to accommodate new growth. Development fees are one-tline 
payments that represent the ’•proportionate share" of Infrastructure capital costs needed to serve 
new Equivalent DemarKl Units (EDUs). The City has two development fees:

• Water Development Fees provide funds for the cost of new or expanded facilities for the 
supply, transportation, treatment, purification, and distribution of water, and the 
pumping and storage infrastructure required to serve new EDUs. Water supply is an 
essential part of water services. A portion of the water development fee attributable to 
new EDUs for water supply pays for acquiring, transporting, treating, ar>d managing 
recharge to ar>d recovery from underground aquifers, new or renewable water supplies 
required to serve new EDUs; and

• Wastewater Development Fees provide funds for the cost of sewers, lift stations, 
reclamation plants, wastewater treatment plants and facilities for the collection, 
interception, treatment, transportation, and disposal of wastewater and any 
appurtenances for new or expanded facilities required to serve new EDUs.
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TaWe 10 Mawnrwm Day Water Demand af>d EOU Projections: 2021 through 2030

1 thio.' 
D*:

2C?0
lAitd ' '

2023 ih ou
ZDJ iMt.

(Fni

De^rt Mountain 
Northern 
Central 
Southern

i2
7.4

1.4
0.7

J.0,^
2,056_
1.028

Tout by 2030 12.7 U.7U
Note:
0) Orw6Pm«oqua>to4eo.89pdofrT

By 2030. it is expected 18,713 EOUs wM be added to the water system, which reprasents 
12.7 mgd of maximum day derrand.

The total EDUs that will need to be served in 2030 is 171.216, as summarized in Table 11.

Table 11 Exhtlng and 2030 Mavimom Day Demands artd EDUs

r:iExisting K.0 152,503
Future (Additional) 12.7

L
Not*: 
(1) A<

TotolbyaMO
16,713

n daw dwnand fn>« 20U - 2019 (See rraie 4).
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Development Impact Fee Process Flow

LUA

3
Planning Documents 

Service Area
Equivalent Demand Units 

Level of Service
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Impact

Fees
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Item 14

Item 14 - Comprehensive Financial Policies

City Council Meeting 

February 22, 2022 1

1

Item 14-Comprehensive Financial Policies

1 - Resolution No. 12384 - Adopt Comprehensive Financial Policies

2 - Ordinance No. 4534- Renumber Financial Policy 21A to
Policy 10 Tourism Development Fund 

referenced in Ordinance No. 4330

3 - Effective July 1. 2022

2

1



1. Resolution No. 12384
Adopt Comprehensive Financial Policies

□ Presented at January 31. 2022 Council Work Study Session

□ Proposed Enhancements to Financial Policies
1. Reorganize and Reformat
2. Align with Best Practices
3. Formalize Strong Financial Management Practices
4. Clarify language

3

City of Scottsdale. Arizona 

COMPREHENSIVE FINANCIAL POLICIES

Table of Contents

Organization of New 

Comprehensive 

Financial Policies

Introduction...........................................................................
Policy 1 Fiscal Planning and Budgeting............................
Policy 2 Reserves and Fund Balance................................
Policy 3 Expenditure Management.....................................
Policy 4 Revenue Management........................................
Policy 5 Grants Management..............................................
Poiicy 6 Capital Asset Maintenance and Replacement....
Policy 7 Cash and Investment Management......................
Policy 8 Debt Management.................................................
Policy 9 Enterprise Funds...................................................
Policy 10 Tourism Development Fund...............................
Policy 11 Economic Development......................................
Policy 12 Risk Management................................................
Policy 13 Accounting, Auditing, and Financial Reporting-
Policy 14 Pension Funding..................................................
Appendix A..........................................................................
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Notable Changes

□ Operating Reserves

1. General Fund Operating Reserves (10% to 20%)

2. General Fund Emergency Reserves (5%)

3. Enterprise Reserves (25%/15%)

4. Debt Service Reserves (non-property tax supported) (25%)

5

Notable Changes

□ General Fund Transfers for Capital Asset Maintenance &
Replacement

1. -23% 50% of unrestricted construction sales tax

2. 100% of interest earnings above $1M"

3. 1/3 of llic 1.1% cullcv^lcJ flulii fvjud IdX

4. Any additional funding recommended through budget process

6
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2 - Ordinance No. 4534
Renumber Financial Policy 21A in Ordinance No. 4330

□ Replace Financial Policy 21A (referenced in Ordinance No. 4330) with
Financial Policy 10 Tourism Development Funds in the new 
Comprehensive Financial Policies

□ Does not change allocation of funds

7

Questions?

4



Work Study Item 1

Transportation Action Plan 

Work Study Session

February 22, 2022

1

1

Proposed Transportation Action Plan rsnl'
Coordinated with approved General Plan 
2035

Replaces 2016 Transportation Master Plan

Focuses on 10-year refinement of the 
existing transportation system
- Example: change street classifications to 

reflect actual travel demand trends

Emphasizes livable streets/community 
over rapid traffic throughput

2

f.

Draft
Transportation Action Man
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Factors Influencing the Transportation Action Plan

Viability of existing infrastructure is the highest priority

Travel demand on most corridors has not grown significantly over the 

past 20 years, even with continued development

Most major roadway improvements will be completed by mid-2020s

Events of 2020-2021 accelerated public demand for non-motorized 

options

Technology change is likely to further reduce congestion issues 

Land use patterns are well defined

3

Transportation Action Plan Development

General Plan
coordination; Focus areas; 
Work Plan

January 2021

Recommended changes to 
street, bikeway and trail 
networks

May 2021

System Preservation & 
Maintenance; Goals & 
Polices; Perf. Measures

July 2021

Input Questionnaire and 
second review of Draft 
Plan

September 2021

March 2021

Early Concepts and 
changes from 2016 
Transportation Plan

June 202

Transit and Pedestrian 
network concepts and 
proposed changes

August 2021

Implementation Program 
and first review of Draft 
Plan

November 2021

Review of all public Input 
and third review of Draft 
Plan

December 2021 - Transportation Commission Approval
4

4
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Majority of Planned Lane Capacity 

is Available or Programmed in 5- 

Year Capital Improvement Program

51 lane miles (5%) remaining after 5- 
YearCIP
- 27 lane miles through future city funding
- 14 lane miles by private development
- 10 lane miles by bordering jurisdictions

• Phoenix

• Maricopa County

78 miles of sidewalks and 132 miles of bike lanes 
also remain to be completed beyond the 5-YearCIP
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Proposed Street Classification Changes - Reductions in 

Number of Travel Lanes (Arterials)

Major Arterial to Minor Arterial 
1) Hayden Road: McKellips to Indian School 

Couplet to Minor Arterial
1) Goldwater Boulevard
2) Drinkwater Boulevard

• Minor Arterial to Minor Collector
1) Westland Drive: Scottsdale to Hayden
2) Bell /McDowell Mountain Ranch Road: Thompson Peak to 105^^
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Indian School Road

ff'

-tte?, %
i-

mm

Hayden Road - McKellips to Indian School
■ Major arterial (6 travel lanes) to minor arterial 

(4 travel lanes)
■ Would allow for complete street options

O)
EHayden Road Volume Trend • 1998 to 2018 and 2040 Forecast 

Average Vehicles Per Day
80,000
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60,000

saooo
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34000
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Capacity for arterials is 8,000-10,000 vehicles per lane per 
day - based on side access, signal spacing and intersection 
capacity. Four travel lanes Is sufficient
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Goldwater/Drinkwater Couplet
■ Couplet (5 travel lanes) to minor arterial (4 travel lanes)
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Capacity for arterials Is 8,000-10,000 vehicles per 
lane per day - based on side access, signal spacing 
and intersection capacity. Four travel lanes Is 
sufficient
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Proposed Street Classification Changes (cont’d)

Major Collector (4 travel lanes) 
to Minor Collector (2 travel 
lanes)
• 11 segments

• Minor collector with no center 

turn lane 

- 39 segments
Changes would allow for improved cycling and pedestrian 
comfort; restriping can often be coordinated with future 

j^avement preservation treatments

Streets with long-term traffic volumes at 10%-75% 
of minor collector capacity (15,000-18,000 vehicles 
per day based on side access, signal spacing and 
intersection capacity)
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Opportunities Created Through Street Reclassifications 

(paint diet coordinated with pavement treatment) iupp——

■j..
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Major Collector 
124^'^ Street - Before

Minor Collector 
124^^ Street - After
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Opportunities Created Through Street Reclassifications 

(road diet - requires CIP project)wmm'
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Major Collector 

96^^ Street - Before
Minor Collector 

96'^'^ Street - After
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Minor Collectors - No Center Turn Lane
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Right-of Way Widths

Planned right-of-way widths by major 
street segments have been mapped

Provides a consistent outer edge to street 
corridors

Supports city's Scenic Corridor Guidelines
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Proposed Update to Roadway Noise Mitigation Policy
Roadway noise levels considered for mitigation shall be consistent 
with the Arizona Department of Transportation's 2017 Noise 
Abatement Requirements

ADOT standards required by Federal law (Code of Federal Regulations 
- 23 CFR 772) to match the Federal Highway Administration's noise 
standards.

• Consider noise abatement when an increase of 15 decibels (dBA) in the 
model-predicted roadway noise levels over existing noise levels occurs and/or 
the predicted noise level is at or above 67 dBA.

• Current city standard and former ADOT standard is 64 dBA.
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City of Scottsdale 

Transit System
• 9 regional fixed routes

• < 30-minute frequency
• 1 express route
• 3 trolley routes

• 20-minute frequency
• 3 Sources for paratransit 

service
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Proposed Service Improvements

Local Trolley Service
• Reinstate later evening hours and weekend service 

halted due to pandemic
• Connect to McDowell Mountain Aquatic Center, 

Arabian Library

Regional Connectivity
• Greater service frequency on Phoenix and East 

Valley routes connecting to Scottsdale
• Implement express route to downtown Phoenix 

using Loop 101
• Expand connectivity to Light Rail system
• Evaluate a BRT route on Scottsdale Road from the 

Camelback Road to Chandler
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Shared Use Paths r—^ i

Primary Paths:
• Indian Bend Wash
• Cross Cut/Arizona Canal
• Central Arizona Project Canal 

• Changes from 2016 Plan
• Add to existing-21 miles
• Add to planned-22 miles
• Delete-31 miles 

• Due to feasibility
• Net change = +12 miles
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Neighborhood Bikeway Corridors

Proposed new designation
- Off arterial grid (quarter-mile and 

half-mile streets)

- Lower traffic volumes and speeds

- Accommodate wider range of users
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Trail Network outside McDowell 
Sonoran Preserve

• Existing = 150 miles
• Planned = 140 miles (290 total miles)

• Reductions from 2016 Plan (48 miles):
• Lack of connectivity or proximity to other trails
• Infeasible to construct (terrain or right-of-way)
• Lack of access to the general public

• Priorities for construction
• Connections to approved Preserve trailheads
• Rural neighborhoods without sidewalks
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Proposed Changes to Sidewalks

Landscaping shifts on north and west 
side of streets to improve summer 
shade
Sidewalk width on 4-lane and 6-lane 
streets in lower density/limited 
access neighborhoods

• 8-feet wide on one side serving as a 
side path

• 6-feet wide on the other side 
Reduce the length of contiguous 
perimeter block walls to improve 
pedestrian connectivity
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Accessibility Improvements

• ADA Transition Plan Priority Areas (6)

• Access to transit stops

• Enhanced crossings - priority areas
• Scottsdale Road
• Pima Road
• Frank Lloyd Wright
• Shea Boulevard

Other Opportunities 
Drainageways 
Existing Bridges 
New Development
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Primary Revenue Sources
Proposition 400 0.5% Regional Transportation Sales Tax

• 20-year sales tax extension approved by Countywide vote in 2004 
• Freeways/Transit/Arterials - Expires 12/31/25

0.2% Transportation Sales Tax
• < 50% can be used for operations-related costs

State Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) - gas tax
• 18 cents/gallon has not changed since 1990

0.1% Transportation Sales Tax
• Improvement projects only - Expires 1/31/29

Federal Grants (one time)
• Transit projects and fleet require 20% local match
• Other projects typically require minimum 5.3% construction match
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Transportation Investment Priorities

1. Preserve/Maintain/Optimize existing infrastructure
2. Meet Americans with Disabilities Act, Air Quality, 

Water Quality and other regulatory requirements
3. Enhance safety and test new concepts/technology
4. Provide transit service with < 30-minute frequency
5. Develop capital projects with funding from outside 

sources
6. Develop capital projects that are funded only by the 

City and prioritize non-motorized access
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Potential Proposition 400 Extension
MAG has approved a new Regional Transportation Plan 

10 arterials wholly in Scottsdale and 5 arterials with shared borders
• Local match requirement estimated at $96M (2021 dollars)

3.5 miles of Bus Rapid Transit on Scottsdale/Rural Road
• Local match estimate for Scottsdale segment is $61M (could be reduced by 

competitive Federal grant)

Regional 0.5% sales tax extension vote required (2022 or 2024)
City matching funds for arterials and transit would likely require a bond 
election or 0.1% sales tax extension election
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On-line Questionnaire - August/September 2021 (222 responses)
#

1

Question

Focusing on an action pian for the next 5 to 10 years is a better strategy 
than deveioping a new master pian for the next 20 to 30 years.

Agrees Neutral Disagrees

67% 21% 12%

2
Scottsdale should devote a portion of its transportation budget to 
evaluating and possibly implementing new transportation technology.

75% 9% 16%

3
Preserving and improving existing transportation infrastructure should 
be prioritized over building new transportation infrastructure.

48% 27% 25%

4

5

Scottsdale should emphasize pedestrian safety and multimodal travel 
over motor vehicle travel speed.

68% 15% 17%

6

It is okay to remove travel lanes on streets with excess traffic capacity 
to provide better bicycle and pedestrian facilities.

62% 8% 31%

Roundabouts improve traffic flow. 58% 15% 27%

7 Roundabouts improve traffic safety. 46% 26% 28%

8
Improving existing transit service should be prioritized over expanding 
transit service to northern Scottsdale.

48% 21% 32%
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Priorities Feedback - Summary from Questionnaire

Prioritization Category Southern Oid Town Centrai Northern Average

On-street bikeways and 
bicycle facilities

Shared-use paths (paved)

Traffic flow

Transit

Enhanced crossings for 
pedestrians and bicyclists

15%

17%

30%

21%

17%

16%

16%

27%

18%

23%

15%

17%

32%

20%

16%

15%

17%

33%

19%

17%

15%

17%

31%

20%

18%
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Respondents suggest about 30% of expenditures 
should be allocated to traffic flow/congestion relief
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Written Public Comments on the drnft Trnnsportntion Action Finn 

Questionnaire (8/25-9/3/21) and Open House (10/18-10/31/21) Phoses

Multiple comment topics
Revise plan for 128**’ Street where McDowell Sonoran Preserve is 
on both sides (17)
Continue to improve bike and pedestrian access (3)
Crosswalk design concerns (2)
Light rail extension northbound into Scottsdale (2)
Widen Chaparral road for access to Fashion Square area (2) 
Development density concerns (2)
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Public Input Issue - 128*'’ Street Corridor

Received more written comments than any other 
item in the draft TAP

November 18, 2021: The McDowell Sonoran 
Preserve Commission, recommends the 
Transportation Commission and Scottsdale City 
Council amend the Transportation Action Plan as 
follows:

Amend the designation of the highlighted 
section of 128’*’ Street, from its current 
designation of "Minor Collector" to a new 
designation as "Emergency Access Only" 
where it passes through Scottsdale's 
McDowell Sonoran Preserve.
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128*'* Street Background
Segment of concern runs % miles south from the 
Jomax Road alignment

Road right-of-way acquired 1975

Included in 4 General Plans and 2 Transportation 
Master Plans as a collector (1984-2021)

Preserve acquired adjoining land in 2012
Previous deliberations in 2016 and 2019 to change 
128*'' designation to emergency access only

Water line planned for construction in corridor

Connection of 118**' Street between Jomax Road and 
Rio Verde Drive now in place (reduces concerns from 
Planning and Public Safety to maintain general access)

Construction access for new development continues
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128^*' Street Recommendation for Transportation

>To reflect the longstanding, and regularly updated, transportation network 
plan for the area south of Rio Verde Drive, staff recommends the 
Transportation Commission maintain 128*^ Street on the Street Classification 
map as a minor collector with no center turn lane; and 2) delete 128*** Street 
from the recommended list of future CIP projects in the Implementation 
Program section of the Transportation Action Plan.

■ Eliminates prioritization of improvements to 128th Street over the next 5-10 years and 
allows for continued coordination with the McDowell Sonoran Preserve Commission, 
the City Council and other departments on issues related to wildlife protection, public 
access/emergency access, utilities, and extent of/financial responsibilities for any 
improvements.
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Council Discussion and Direction
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