
SCOTTSDALE CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING AND WORK STUDY SESSION MINUTES 

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 20, 2024

%

CITY HALL KIVA
3939 N. DRINKWATER BOULEVARD 

SCOTTSDALE, AZ 85251

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor David D. Ortega called to order a Regular Meeting and Work Study Session of the Scottsdale 
City Council at 5:02 P.M. on Tuesday, February 20, 2024 in the City Hall Kiva Forum.

ROLL CALL

Present: Mayor David D. Ortega; Vice Mayor Solange Whitehead; and
Councilmembers Tammy Caputi, Tom Durham, Barry Graham, Betty Janik, 
and Kathy Littlefield (Councilv\/oman Littlefield participated electronically)

Also Present: City Manager Jim Thompson, City Attorney Sherry Scott, City Treasurer
Sonia Andrews (arrived at 5:04 P.M.), Acting City Auditor Lai Cluff, and City 
Clerk Ben Lane

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Vice Mayor Whitehead.

MAYOR’S REPORT

Mayor Ortega called attention to the ongoing wars in foreign countries as they fight to protect their 
democracy and freedom and asked for a moment of silent reflection for these war-torn countries.

Mayor Ortega noted the Scottsdale Arabian Horse Show is in progress this week through February 
25, 2024 at WestWorld. There are many amazing programs with 2,300 Arabian horses 
participating.

Mayor Ortega announced Spring Training games would begin Saturday, February 24, 2024 at 
Scottsdale Stadium, Spring Training home of the San Francisco Giants.

PRESENTATIONS/INFORMATION UPDATES

• Arizona Public Service (APS) Peak Solutions Rebate
Presenter(s): Brian Biesemeyer, Water Resources Executive Director and Tymothy Howitt, 
Account Manager, APS

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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Note; The Council may make comments or ask questions to the presenter(s); however, 
no Council action will be taken.

Water Resources Executive Director Brian Biesemeyer and Arizona Public Service (APS) Account 
Manager Tymothy Howitt and APS Account Executive Matthew Pool presented the APS Peak 
Solutions Rebate to the city of Scottsdale.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Hiram Champlin provided a document (attached) to the City Council and spoke about a financial 
crime investigation involving the Scottsdale House Homeowners Association and requested 
additional police support be provided to aid in the investigation.

Lizbeth Congiusti provided a document (attached) to the City Council and spoke about the 
Pleasant Run Homeowners Association interaction with the Planning Department and requested 
restitution for attorney fees due to a permitting situation.

David Smith commented that the sales tax initiative to acquire land for the Preserve accomplished 
its purpose and requested the tax end.

Mason Gates spoke in opposition to road diets, road congestion, and the dangers to commuters.

Bob Lettieri spoke in opposition to road diets, road congestion, and noted he filed a citizen petition 
(attached) to remove six streets that are currently planned for reclassification in the Transportation 
Action Plan.

MINUTES

Request: Approve the following Council meeting minutes from January 2024:

a. Special Meeting Minutes of January 23, 2024
b. Executive Session Minutes of January 23, 2024
c. Regular Meeting and Work Study Session Minutes of January 23, 2024 

MOTION AND VOTE - MINUTES

Councilwoman Janik made a motion to approve the Special Meeting Minutes of January 23, 2024; 
Executive Session Minutes of January 23, 2024; and Regular Meeting and Work Study Session 
Minutes of January 23, 2024. Vice Mayor Whitehead seconded the motion, which carried 7/0, with 
Mayor Ortega; Vice Mayor Whitehead; and Councilmembers Caputi, Durham, Graham, Janik, and 
Littlefield voting in the affirmative.

CONSENT AGENDA

1. Voila French Bistro Liquor License (88-LL-2023)
Request: Consider forwarding a recommendation of approval to the Arizona Department 
of Liquor Licenses and Control for a Series 12 (restaurant) State liquor license for an 
existing location with a new owner.
Location: 10135 E. Via Linda, Suite Cl20
Staff Contact(s): Tim Curtis, Current Planning Director, 480-312-4210, 
tcurtis@scottsdaleaz.qov
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2. 55 Resort at McCormick Ranch Liquor License (1-LL-2024)
Request: Consider forwarding a recommendation of approval to the Arizona Department 
of Liquor Licenses and Control for a Series 12 (restaurant) State liquor license for a new 
location and owner.
Location: 9449 N. 90'^ Street
Staff Contact(s): Tim Curtis, Current Planning Director, 480-312-4210, 
tcurtis@scottsdaleaz.aov

***

3. Quail Crest Estates 2 Rezoning (i1-ZN-2022)
Requests:
1. Adopt Ordinance No. 4622 approving a zoning district map amendment from Single- 

Family Residential, Environmentally Sensitive Lands (R1-130 ESL) to Single-Family 
Residential, Planned Residential Development, Environmentally Sensitive Lands (R1-70 
PRD ESL) zoning and approval of a Development Plan with increased density and 
Amended Development Standards for lot area, lot width, and setbacks for a 12-lot 
subdivision on a ±20-acre site.

2. Adopt Resolution No. 13001 declaring the document titled “Quail Crest Estates 2 
Development Plan" to be a public record.

Location: Southeast corner of E. Pinnacle Vista Drive and N. 132"'* Street 
Staff Contact(s): Erin Perreault, Planning, Economic Development, and Tourism 
Executive Director, 480-312-7093, eperreault@scottsdaleaz.qov

4. Gravity Sewer - Tournament Players Club (TPC) Golf Course to North Pumpback 
Station Project Construction Phase Contract Amendment
(Moved to Regular Agenda Item No. 10A)

5. Transportation Engineering Services Contract Extensions
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 13049 authorizing the following one-year contract 
extensions, in an amount not to exceed $750,000 per contract, for on-call transportation 
engineering services:
1. Contract No. 2020-048-COS-A3 with Gavan & Barker, Inc.
2. Contract No. 2020-049-COS-A3 with Olsson, Inc. (formerly Premier Engineering 

Corporation)
3. Contract No. 2020-050-COS-A3 with Ritoch-Powell and Associates Consulting 

Engineers, Inc.
Staff Contact(s): Dan Worth, Public Works Director, 480-312-5555, 
daworth@scottsdaleaz.qov

6. John Reddell, Jr. v. City of Scottsdale Settlement Agreement 
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 13051 to authorize:
1. Agreement No. 2024-052-COS with John Reddell, Jr., in the amount of $105,000, to 

settle all claims in John Reddell, Jr. v. City of Scottsdale, et a!., Case No. CV2022- 
053059, currently pending in the Superior Court of the State of Arizona, County of 
Maricopa.

2. The City Manager, City Treasurer, City Attorney, and their respective staff, to execute 
such documents and take such other actions as necessary to carry out the purpose of 
this Resolution.

Staff Contact(s): Sherry Scott, City Attorney, 480-312-2405, sscott@scottsdaleaz.qov
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7. Fiscal Year (FY) 2023/24 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) Budget Adjustments and 
Cash Transfers
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 13028 authorizing FY 2023/24 CIP budget adjustments 
and cash transfers.
Staff Contact(s): Ana Lia Johnson, Acting Budget Director, 480-312-7893, 
aniohnson@scottsdaleaz.qov

8. Monthly Financial Report
Request: Accept the Fiscal Year 2023/24 Monthly Financial Report as of December 2023. 
Staff Contact(s): Ana Lia Johnson, Acting Budget Director, 480-312-7893, 
aniohnson@scottsdaleaz.qov

MOTION AND VOTE - CONSENT AGENDA
There was no public comment on the Consent Agenda items.

Councilwoman Janik requested additional information on Item 8 [Monthly Financial Report].

City Treasurer Sonia Andrews gave a presentation on the Monthly Financial Report.

Vice Mayor Whitehead made a motion to approve Consent Agenda Items 1 through 8, noting Item 
4 was moved to the Regular Agenda as Item 10A. Councilwoman Janik seconded the motion, 
which carried 7/0, with Mayor Ortega; Vice Mayor Whitehead; and Councilmembers Caputi, 
Durham, Graham, Janik, and Littlefield voting in the affirmative.

REGULAR AGENDA

9. Rescinding Previously Adopted Resolutions related to funding to constructThe 
Residence at Palute
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 13052 to authorize;
1. The rescinding of previously adopted Resolution No. 12913.
2. A Fiscal Year 2023/24 return of $6,570,000 of budget appropriation from the “Construct 

The Residence at Paiute" capital project to the Capital Grant Contingency budget.
3. A Fiscal Year 2023/24 return of $7,909,173 from the “Construct The Residence at 

Paiute” capital project to the General Plan Initiatives designation in the General Fund 
operating fund balance.

4. The rescinding of previously adopted Resolution No. 12928.
5. A Fiscal Year 2023/24 return of $5,316,186 from the Bond 2019 Project 25 - Replace 

Aging Building that Comprise Paiute Community Center to the General Plan Initiatives 
designation in the General Fund operating fund balance.

Presenter(s): Judy Doyle, Community Services Assistant Executive Director
Staff Contact(s): Judy Doyle, Community Services Assistant Executive Director, 480-312-
2691, idovle@scottsdaleaz.qov

Community Services Assistant Executive Director Judy Doyle gave a PowerPoint presentation 
(attached) on the proposed Resolution No. 13052 rescinding funding to construct The Residence 
at Paiute.

Mayor Ortega opened public comment on this item.
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Lee Kauftheil spoke in support of the project and requested the Council find another way to help 
those in need.

Neal Shearer spoke in support of the project and requested the City seek other means of 
moving forward with the project.

Mayor Ortega closed public comment on this item.

MOTION AND VOTE - ITEM 9

Vice Mayor Whitehead made a motion to adopt Resolution No. 13052 to authorize;
1. The rescinding of previously adopted Resolution No. 12913.
2. A Fiscal Year 2023/24 return of $6,570,000 of budget appropriation from the “Construct The 

Residence at Paiute” capital project to the Capital Grant Contingency budget.
3. A Fiscal Year 2023/24 return of $7,909,173 from the “Construct The Residence at Paiute” 

capital project to the General Plan Initiatives designation in the General Fund operating fund 
balance.

4. The rescinding of previously adopted Resolution No. 12928.
5. A Fiscal Year 2023/24 return of $5,316,186 from the Bond 2019 Project 25 - Replace Aging 

Building that Comprise Paiute Community Center to the General Plan Initiatives designation in 
the General Fund operating fund balance.

Councilmember Durham seconded the motion, which carried 7/0, with Mayor Ortega; Vice Mayor 
Whitehead: and Councilmembers Caputi, Durham, Graham, Janik, and Littlefield voting in the 
affirmative.

10. Old Town Scottsdale Character Area Plan - Phase 2 and The Downtown and Planned 
Block Development Zoning Districts Updates (5-GP-2021#2 and 1-TA-2021)
Requests:
1. Adopt Resolution No, 13008 authorizing a minor amendment to the Scottsdale General 

Plan 2035 by amending and updating the Old Town Character Area Plan.
2. Adopt Ordinance No. 4629 amending the City of Scottsdale Zoning Ordinance 

(Ordinance No.455) for the purpose of amending Section 5.3000 (Downtown): Section 
6.1200 (Downtown Overlay); Section 6.1300 (Planned Block Development Overlay 
District); Section 7.1200 (Special Public Improvements); and other applicable sections 
of the Zoning Ordinance to prospectively update specific names, definitions, district size 
requirements, sub-districts, use regulations, development types. Development Plan 
requirements, property development standards, the ability to grant discretionary bonus 
provisions and/or bonus development standards, and related citywide requirements as 
provided in Case No. 1-TA-2021.

3. Adopt Resolution No. 13058 declaring the document entitled “Old Town Zoning 
Districts Text Amendment' to be a public record.

Presenter{s): Adam Yaron, Planning and Development Area Manager
Staff Contact(s): Erin Perreault, Planning, Economic Development, and Tourism
Executive Director, 480-312-7093, eDerreault@scottsdaleaz.qov

Planning and Development Area Manager Adam Yaron gave a PowerPoint presentation (attached) 
on the proposed Old Town Scottsdale Character Area Plan - Phase 2 and The Downtown and 
Planned Block Development Zoning Districts Updates.

There was no public comment on this item.
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MOTION AND VOTE - ITEM 10

Vice Mayor Whitehead made a motion to;
1. Adopt Resolution No. 13008 authorizing a minor amendment to the Scottsdale General Plan 

2035 by amending and updating the Old Town Character Area Plan.
2. Adopt Ordinance No. 4629 amending the City of Scottsdale Zoning Ordinance (Ordinance 

No.455) for the purpose of amending Section 5.3000 (Downtown); Section 6.1200 (Downtown 
Overlay): Section 6.1300 (Planned Block Development Overlay District): Section 7.1200 
(Special Public Improvements); and other applicable sections of the Zoning Ordinance to 
prospectively update specific names, definitions, district size requirements, sub-districts, use 
regulations, development types. Development Plan requirements, property development 
standards, the ability to grant discretionary bonus provisions and/or bonus development 
standards, and related citywide requirements as provided in Case No. 1-TA-2021.

3. Adopt Resolution No. 13058 declaring the document entitled “Old Town Zoning Districts Text 
Amendment" to be a public record.'

Mayor Ortega seconded the motion, which carried 7/0, with Mayor Ortega; Vice Mayor Whitehead;
and Councilmembers Caputi, Durham, Graham, Janik, and Littlefield voting in the affirmative.

10A. Gravity Sewer - Tournament Players Club (TPC) Golf Course to North Pumpback 
Station Project Construction Phase Contract Amendment 
Request: Adopt Resolution No. 13040 to authorize:
1. Construction Manager at Risk Contract No. 2023-201-COS-A1 with Achen Gardner 

Construction, LLC, in an amount not to exceed $18,301,994, to provide phase two 
construction phase services for the Gravity Sewer - TPC Golf Course to the North 
Pumpback Station Project.

2. A Fiscal Year 2023/24 Capital Budget Transfer, of up to $7,787,000, from the Rio 
Verde/128''’ Street Transmission Mains project (WG01) to the Greenway Hayden Loop 
Sewer Improvements project (VJ01) to be funded by sewer rates.

3. A Fiscal Year 2023/24 Capital Budget Transfer, of up to $6,000,000, from the New 
Pumpback project (VJ05) to the Greenway Hayden Loop Sewer Improvements project 
(VJ01) to be funded by sewer rates.

4. A Fiscal Year 2023/24 Capital Budget Transfer, in the amount of $3,267,000, from the 
Water Campus Vadose Well Construction project (WH01) to the Greenway Hayden 
Loop Sewer Improvements project (VJ01) to be funded by sewer rates.

5. A Fiscal Year 2023/24 Capital Budget Transfer, in the amount of $528,900, from the 
East Dynamite Area Transmission Main project (WD01) to the Greenway Hayden Loop 
Sewer Improvements project (VJ01) to be funded by sewer rates.

6. A Fiscal Year 2023/24 Capital Budget Transfer, in the amount of $7,417,100, from the 
State Land Near Legend Trails It project (WF04) to the Greenway Hayden Loop Sewer 
Improvements project (VJ01) to be funded by sewer rates.

7. The City Treasurer and City Manager, or their designees, to take such actions and 
execute such documents as necessary to carry out the intent of this Resolution.

Location: South of Bell Road and on the West Side of Pima Road 
Presenter(s): Alison Tymkiw, City Engineer and Brian Biesemeyer, Water Resources 
Executive Director
Staff Contact(s): Dan Worth, Public Works Director, 480-312-5555, 
daworth@)scottsdaleaz.qov

City Engineer Alison Tymkiw and VVater Resources Executive Director Brian Biesemeyer gave a 
PowerPoint presentation (attached) on the proposed Gravity Sewer-Tournament Players Club 
(TPC) Golf Course to North Pumpback Station Project Construction Phase Contract Amendment.
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There was no public comment on this item.

MOTION AND VOTE - ITEM 10A

Mayor Ortega made a motion to adopt Resolution No. 13040 to authorize;
1. Construction Manager at Risk Contract No. 2023-201-COS-A1 with Achen Gardner 

Construction, LLC, in an amount not to exceed $18,301,994, to provide phase two construction 
phase services for the Gravity Sewer - TPC Golf Course to the North Pumpback Station 
Project.

2. A Fiscal Year 2023/24 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) budget transfers of up to $25,000,000 
from the Rio Verde/128th Street Transmission Mains (WGOI), New Pumpback (VJOS), Water 
Campus Vadose Well Construction (WHOI), East Dynamite Area Transmission Main (WDOl), 
and State Land Near Legend Trails II (WF04) capital projects to the Greenway Hayden Loop 
Sewer Improvements (VJOl) capital project to be funded by Sewer Rates.

Vice Mayor Whitehead seconded the motion, which carried 7/0, with Mayor Ortega; Vice Mayor 
Whitehead; and Councilmembers Caputi, Durham, Graham, Janik, and Littlefield voting in the 
affirmative.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Brent Bieser commented on an ongoing zoning issue at the northeast corner of Vista and 
Scottsdale Roads. Mr. Bieser stated he would be bringing the issue to the Board of Adjustment.

Lee Kauftheil commented on transportation congestion and an example of Braess’ paradox, in 
which larger roads increase congestion because everyone drives on that road instead of other 
available routes.

CITIZEN PETITIONS

11. 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

MOTION AND VOTE - ITEM 11

Mayor Ortega made a motion to direct the City Manager to investigate the matter related to 
possibly removing six streets that are currently planned for reclassification in the Transportation 
Action Plan and prepare a written response to the Council, with a copy to the petitioner. Vice 
Mayor Whitehead seconded the motion, which carried 7/0, with Mayor Ortega; Vice Mayor 
Whitehead; and Councilmembers Caputi, Durham, Graham, Janik, and Littlefield voting in the 
affirmative.

WORK STUDY SESSION

PUBLIC COMMENT

No public comments were received.
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***1. Preliminary Fiscal Year (FY) 2024/25 Budget Outlook and Capital Improvement Plan 
(CIP) Updates
(Item removed at the request of staff)

Mayor Ortega noted for the record that the Work Study item was removed at the request of staff 
since a quarterly report related to the Budget and Capital Improvement Plan was provided at the 
last City Council Meeting on February 6, 2024.

MOTION AND VOTE - ADJOURNMENT

Vice Mayor Whitehead made a motion to adjourn the Regular Meeting and Work Study Session. 
Councilmember Graham seconded the motion, which carried 7/0, with Mayor Ortega; Vice Mayor 
Whitehead; and Councilmembers Caputi, Durham, Graham, Janik, and Littlefield voting in the 
affirmative.

ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Ortega adjourned the Regular Meeting and Work Study Session at 7:37 P.M.

SUBMITTED BY:

C
Ben Lane, City Clerk

Officially approved by the City Council
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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 20’^ day of 
February 2024.

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

DATED this 19'^ day of March 2024.

Ben Lane, City Clerk



2/20/2024 Scottsdale City Council Meeting

My name is Hiram Champlin and I'd first like to thank you for the opportunity to speak about 
what many consider to be a great injustice. I own a home in the Scottsdale House complex 
located at 4800 N 68‘^' St.

Scottsdale House is a condominium community of 263 homes located on 40 acres that was built 
in the 1960's and I am on the board of our Homeowners Association.

In December of 2022 we reported a crime to your police department. The alleged crime was the 
theft of over $1.6 million from our HOA by the General Manager and the Bookkeeper. We 
completed the detailed embezzlement packet at the request of the detective and six subpoenas 
were issued to banks and credit card companies in April of last year. Since then, nothing has 
been done on the case from our perspective. We are told that one of the banks has not 
responded to the subpoena and that all we can do is wait, even though it's been 10 months 
since they received the subpoena.

We filed an employee dishonesty claim at roughly the same time we filed the police report. We 
proved that claim and have collected over $700,000 starting in February of last year. The 
insurance company did not dispute any of our claim. Our policy only went back two years which 
prevented us from collecting more. My point is that if we can prove our case in a matter of 
months to an insurance company why is justice taking so long with the Scottsdale Police?

Let me be clear, I have nothing but admiration for Detective Steven Negron, but it is apparent 
that he has work overload, and it is hurting our investigation.

The purpose of my talk tonight is to respectfully ask the City Council to add more support to our 
case. It is not right that after 14 long months the 500 plus victims of Scottsdale House, most of 
whom are elderly, are still waiting for justice with no end in sight.

Thank you.

Hiram Champlin
(580)548-6580
HHChamprm@gmail.com



*•

January 23,2024

Honorable Mayor Ortega and City Council Members,

Pleasant Rim Home Owners Association volunteer Board represents a 195-townhome 
community in Scottsdale with a finite operating budget fimded by homeowners’ dues only. A 
six-month delay consisting of sporadic communications, baseless issues and information requests 
from City of Scottsdale’s Planning Department’s denial of one patio extension permit #2350-23 
resulted in an $11,675 financial hardship for our 2023 budget.

Without Mayor Ortega’s assistance facilitating a meeting with Planning Department, we would 
not have the permit resolution of approved with “no change to the process” of our original permit 
request. Our HO A Board should not have had to hire attorneys to defend/explain why the patio 
request met the requirements. It is our Board’s fiduciary responsibility to respectfully submit our 
legal expenses created by the Planning Department permit debacle to City Coimcil for a 
favorable consideration of financial reimbursement or relief.

Planning Department Baseless Issues

Ordinances- Planning Department employee, Jesus Murillo, stated permit is denied until the 
HOA can show that it is meeting the required frontage, common, and private open space 
requirements by Ordinance. He provided cases dating back to 1971 to be researched. He gave 
our Board no phone or meeting clarification opportunities.

This request required cur Board to hire outsice council for the necessary research and 
permitting of one patio. This also, in our opinion, demonstrated an apparent disregard to 
Pleasant Run HOA's established CCR‘s available for his revicAv which grants our 
authority to approve encroachments that iias secured pre^ ious permit approvals Avith 
prejudice and no contention for 180 patios of our 195 homes for 45 years.

In addition, ;he planning department was infoimed that Pleasant Rim property^ is in City 
of ScoUsdalc Zoning R-4R Avhich has no open spree rec.;irernent.s.

How is this ordinance request conducive to the Planning Department’s Mission Statement “Our 
goal is to make Scottsdale’s development process helpful, speedy and smooth”?

Communication Issues

The review process started in May 2023. HOA Board facilitated eight emails, hired outside 
counsel, received two voicemails to “refer to planning emails”, lack of resolution and 
communication prompted our appeal to Mayor Ortega for his assistance in October.

City Attorney responded December 2023 our permit request “was not one typically issued by the 
City” and the “application is atypical and inconsistent with normal policies requiring more time.”



Again, 180 of our 195 townliomes ha\e paiios permitted by City. Permit #2350-23 was 
approved after our meeting request "with no changes to process of our original penrut 
request." Ciy^ Attorney responded with an inaccurate assessment of siiuatio-’.

We thank you in advance for a favorable conclusion and support of our community in our 
request for the City of Scottsdale Planning Department to shoulder some of the financial 
responsibility incurred at Pleasant Run HOA expense due to Planning’s great failure in meeting 
its Mission Statement and requiring unnecessary information from us, their delayed 
communications, ongoing denial of a permit that required “no curing” for approval in the end 
and offered no resolution or meeting until Mayor Ortega intervened.

Respectfiilly,

Lizbeth Congiusti, Pleasant Run HOA Architecture Committee Chair (480-510-7906)
Janice Edwards, Pleasant Run HOA Board President (520-609-4833)
Dan Neumeister, Pleasant Run HOA Treasurer (530-680-5752)

Enclosures:

December 11 letter from Eric Anderson, Senior Assistant City Attorney
December 13 letter to Mayor David Ortega and Tim Curtis
Email from Jesus Murillo
September 5 letter from Mulcahy Law Firm
October 12 letter from Mulcahy Law Firm
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City Attorney's Office

3939 N. Drinkwater Blvd 
Scottsda’e, AZ 85251 FAX

480-312-2405
480-312-2548

December 11,2023

Lizbeth Congiusti, Pleasant Run HOA Architecture Committee Chair 
Janice Edwards, Pleasant Run HOA Board President 
Dan Neumeisler, Pleasant Run HOA Treasurer

Pleasant Run Board Members,

Your letter of December 13, 2023 [sic] has been forwarded to the City’s Legal 
Department for response. We liave met and discussed this matter with the Planning Depailment. 
While it is nice to rote tliat your homeowner ultimately received the permit that he sought, we 
disagree that there was a lack of communication by the City. City records indicate regular 
communication by Planning staff regarding this matter.

1 will also note that the permit sought by your homeowner was not one typically issued 
by the City as installation of stnictures such as patios across lot lines is inconsistent with regular 
City policies and practices. It was through the research elTorts of the assigned Planner that the 
City was able to issue a pennit in this instance.

As members of a governing board that likely receives architectural requests, I am sure 
that you can appreciate that when an application is presented that is atypical and inconsistent 
with normal policies and practices, additional time may be needed for processing. The Cit}' 
appreciates the homeowner and the Board members for their patience while the details were 
sorted out. However, the letter that you have submitted does not meet tlie legal requirements for
a valid claim agains; the Citj' and the City cannot j^rovidc reimbursement for your stated fees.

ou and please wish the homeowner good luck with tire new patio.r
Shrcercly

Eric C. Anderson, Senior Assistant City Attorney 
Scott.sdale City Attorney’s Office

20107586V1



December 13,2023

Mayor David D. Ortega 
3939 N. Drinkwater Blvd 
Scottsdale, AZ 85251
dorteua@ScottsdaleA7..m-)V

Tim Curtis, Current Planning Director 
7447 E. Indian School Road 
Scottsdale, AZ 85251 
icurtisVTiScottsdaleAZ.uov

The Honorable David D. Ortega, Mayor of Scottsdale 
Tim Curtis, Current Planning Director

Mayor Ortega, Pleasant Run Homeowners Association Board would like to express their sincere 
gratitude for your support facilitating a resolution meeting with the City of Scottsdale’s Planning 
Department. Your assistance brought closure to a six month delayed response for permit 
approval due to the Planning Department’s lack of communication after our efforts of multiple 
emails, phone calls and several legal correspondences requesting a review of their determination.

Our 45 year old community, where 180 of our 195 townhomes have patios secured by 
Homeowner’s Association established CCR’s and our authority to approve encroachments in 
compliance with City of Scottsdale Zoning R-4R and has secured previous permit approvals with 
prejudice and no contention. Even with this history, the Planning Department made issue and 
denied permit approval for 7393 Pleasant Run/Plan #2350-23 without returning our inquiries.
Mr. Curtis, we found this experience not conducive with your department’s on-line Mission 
Statement, “Our goal is to make Scottsdale’s development process helpful, speedy and smooth.”

Unfortunately, this mismanagement and continued delay responding to our efforts by the 
Planning Department caused an unnecessary, non-appropriated financial hardship to our 2023 
budget incurring over $11,675 in legal fees before Planning responded to the Mayor’s meeting 
request, acknowledging we were in compliance and the permit should never have been denied.

On behalf of the Pleasant Run community, that has experienced two years of increased HO A fees 
to fund appropriations for increases in our expenses due to inflation, it is our fiduciary 
responsibility to respectfully submit our legal expenses incurred for this Planning permit debacle. 
We are confident after our concern is reviewed, monies should be reimbursed by check or 
perhaps through in-kind credit to Pleasant Run HOA water bill.

Thank you in advance, gentlemen, for your continued support of our community. We would 
welcome any opportunity to discuss a reimbursement prior to attending a City Council meeting.

Respectfully,

Lizbeth Congiusti, Pleasant Run HOA Architecture Committee Chair (480-510-7906)
Janice Edwards, Pleasant Run HOA Board President (520-609-4833)
Dan Neumeister, Pleasant Run HOA Treasurer (530-680-5752)

Enclosures



It is important to note that a, b, and c have always been done. This is not a change to the process. As to'd', only one 
property out of 180 has a roof, and this was approved many years ago. It would not be approved today by the HOA.
In Summary, the HOA made no changes to its process, and the City agreed, negating the entire reason for the 6 month 
delay.

Dan Neumeister
PRHOA Board Member and Treasurer

From; Murillo, Jesus <JMurillo@ScottsdaleA2.Gov>
Sent: Monday, October 30,2023 11:27 AM
To: Justin Deluca <jdeluca@mulcahylawrfirm.com>; Curtis, Tim <tcurtis@scottsdaleaz.gov>
Cc; Beth Mulcahy <bmulcahy@mu!cahylajvfinn.com>; Dan Neumeister <dan.neumeister@yahoo.com>; Karen Benson 
<KBenson@integrityfirstpm.com>
Subject: RE: PLAN # 2350-23 - Pleasant Run Association, Inc.

Helio Beth, Justin, and the Pleasant Run HOA Members,

Thank you for your patience, and please allow this email to be staff's formal response to this email and the attached 
letter.

Staff has met with your team a nd agrees with the analysis of the letter and the meeting. Staff believes that your team 
also agrees to the manner in w.iich the common open space shall be encroached.

As stated in the letter and our conversation, the HOA has the authority to allow the encroachment into the Tracts "A," 
"C," and "D," and v>/ith the approval of an encroachment easement, staff can approve such encroachments. Future 
encroachments, or amendments to the existing encroachments, will be reviewed by both parties as per to the following 
points:

a. The encroachment will receive approval by the Pleasant Run HOA,
b. The Pleasant Run HOA will grant the resident an easement,
c. The easement will be provided to the City with submittal and plan review of the encroachment submittal,
d. The encroachments shall not be enclosed (provide a roof element).

I will provide a copy of these elements in the folder for this community so that future reviewers shall have reference of 
these points.

I have stamped approved the subject request, plan check 2350-23, and have requested the signature from the other two 
approved departments (drainage and building reviewers). The owner should receive the approval email shortly.

Again, thank you for your patience with me.

Sincerely,

Jesus
1



Mulcamy Law FmMs P.C.
Beth Mulcahy* 
Haidyn DiLorenzo** 
Justin DeLuca**

info@mukahylawfirm.com

SENT VIA REGULAR U.S. MAIL AND EMAIL: tcurtis a ScottsdaleAZ.«.iov 

September 5,2023

City of Scottsdale Planning and Development 
3939 North Drinkwater Boulevard 
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251

Me: Pleasatii Run Association, Inc.

Dear Tim Curtis:

I represent Pleasant Run Association, Inc. (“Association”). It has come to the Association’s 
attention that an owner within the community recently applied to the City of Scottsdale 
Planning Department (“Department”) for a permit to construct a patio. I am contacting you 
to address the concerns raised by the Department regarding the Association’s open space 
ordinance requirements.

It is my understanding that the permit was denied, and that the planning reviewer, Jesus 
Murillo, raised a concern regarding whedier die Association’s common area complies with 
open space ordinance requirements. Despite repeated attempts to obtain an update from 
Jesus Murillo, the Association has not been given any further information regarding this 
matter. It is my understanding that more than 90% of the Lots within the cominunity have 
extended patios, and this concern has never been raised by the City in the past.

It is the Association’s belief and understanding that the community is in compliance with 
applicable open space ordinance requirements per the Association’s R-4R zoning\ The 
Association has more open space tiian any other community in the immediate ar^. As such, 
the Association is having a difticult time determining how this all of a sudden became an 
issue. If the Department has documentation to the contrary, please provide tiiat to my office 
at your earliest convenience, including, but not limited to, the applicable open space 
requirements based on the Association’s zoning, along with any documentation proving that 
the Association has Mled to comply with those requirements.

Based on the foregoing, the Association is requesting that you review this matter and 
overturn Jesus Murillo’s decision, along with confirming that the Association remains in 
compliance with all natural open space requirements. We resjpectfiiglly requ^t a response, 
in writing, on or befos^ September 19,2023.

* If the Association’s understandiag of its zoning is inaccurate, please conhrni the correct zoning 
designation.

Mulcahy Law Firm. P.C. ❖ 3001 East Camelback Road, Suite 130 « Phoenix, AtiaHia 85016 
Phone; 602.241 .l(»3 ♦ Toll Free: 877.206.7164 Facsimile; 602.264.4663 

* Licaised in AZ, CA and WI ♦ Licensed in AZ 
www.mulcahylawfirm.com



Thank you for your tiuK aud auticipated cooperation. 

Sincerely,

BeAMulcahy
BM/bb . . ,
cc. Pleasant Run Association, me.



M
Mulcahy Law Firm, P.C.

Beth Mulcahy* 
Haidyn DiLorenzo** 
Justin DcLuca**

hmidcahy@,muIcahylawjirm.com
hdilorenzo@mulcahyIawJinn.com

Jdeluca@mulcahylawfirm.com

Sent via email only: JMurilloYt ScottsdaleAz.Gov; tcurtisf<7scottsdaleaz.uov 

October 12,2023

Re: PLAN # 2350-23 - Pleasant Run Association, Inc.

Dear Jesus Murillo:

As you know, I represent Pleasant Run Association, Inc. (“Association”). I am contacting 
you in an attempt to resolve the patio permitting issue raised by the City of Scottsdale 
Planning Department (“Department”) pertaining to PLAN # 2350-23 within the 
Department.

It is the Association’s belief and understanding that it is in compliance with all applicable 
open space and encroachment requirements and that it has complied with all requests from 
the Department. As such, this Letter is requesting confirmation from the Department 
that this matter is resolved and the permit request under PLAN # 2350-23 has been 
granted by Friday October 20,2023 at 5:00 p.m. MST.

As stated in our October 3, 2023 email to you, under the Association’s Amended 
Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions, recorded January 29, 1986 in 
Document No. 86-044793, records of Maricopa County (“CC&Rs”), the Board has the 
right to convey certain parcels of common areas to owners of lots that abut the common 
area for the purpose of constructing patios.

Pursuant to Article II, Section 1 of the Association’s CC&Rs, in relevant part,
[ejvery Owner shall have a right and easement of enjoyment to the Common 
Area which shall pass with the title to every Lot, subject to the following 
provisions . . . (e) [t]he right of the Association tluough its Board of 
Directors to convey certain parcels of common area to an Owner or Owners 
of lots that immediately abut the common area for the purpose of 
constructing driveways, patios, and/or walls on the individual lots.

Under the above provision of the CC&Rs, the Association is expressly granted the 
authority to deed Common Area property to owners for this exact purpose: to construct a 
patio.

Mulc.-vhy Law Firm, P.C. ♦ 3001 East Camelback Road, Suite 130 ♦ Phoenix, Arizona 85016 
Phone: 602Z41.1093 ♦ Toll Free: 877.206.7164 ♦ FacsimUe: 602.264.4663 

* Licensed in AZ, CA and W1 ♦ ♦♦ Licensed in AZ 
www.mulcahylawfirm.com



It remains the Association’s belief and understanding that the community is in compliance 
with applicable open space ordinance requirements per the Association’s R-4R zoning. We 
again ask for confirmation of the correct zoning designation if the Association’s 
understanding of its zoning classification is inaccurate.

You have stated that Department staff will count encroachments into the HOA-owned tract 
towards common open space if those encroachments are not fully enclosed and open to the 
air. We reiterate here that every existing patio extension within the Association is not fully 
enclosed and is open to the air. This can be confirmed on review of the Pictometry aerial 
view of the Association on the Maricopa County Assessor’s website.

This issue has been ongoing for over six months now. We are fiustrated that our requests 
for clarification or for a phone call to discuss what the city is looking for have been met 
with ambiguous requests for additional “analysis” fix)m the Association, such as in your 
most recent email sent on October 8, 2023. We are looking to resolve this issue quickly 
and your unwillingness to provide us with specifics on what exactly the Department needs 
or to have a brief phone call to help move this matter along has delayed this process.

The Association is unsure why, after over 40 years, your Department is now raising this 
issue. There have been no issues with the Association’s open space or encroachments in 
the past. Further, the Association has more open space than any other community in the 
immediate area, so there has been no reason to believe it was not in compliance with City 
requirements.

Due to the foregoing, we request that, by Friday. October 20. 2023 at 5:00 D.aa. MST. 
you send to our firm confirmation that Ms. Lukasik’s request for a permit under PLAN # 
2350-23 has been granted and that the Association is in compliance with applicable zoning 
requirements regarding open space and encroachments. If we do not receive that 
confirmation, we will escalate this matter within the City, including to Mayor David Ortega 
and Planning Director Tim Curtis. If there remain specific items that the Department 
requires fi'om the Association, please provide us with those specifics in writing prior to that 
same deadline. The Association is very motivated to resolve this issue in a timely manner.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

/s/Beth Mulcahy

Beth Mulcahy 
BM/jd

cc; Pleasant Run Association, Inc.



Here is the Petition:

We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to 

amend the Transportation Action Plan (“TAP”) 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which 

are currently planned for “reclassification”,
(AKA “Road Diets”) in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1. 96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Diet” 

removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don’t want lanes 

removed from roads.

-I



My name is Bob Lettieri and 1 have lived at McCormick Ranch for 

over 25 years.

As I meet and speak with residents in McCormick Ranch and
Scottsdale Ranch, I have heard them voice
concerns about the City Council’s ridiculous idea of road diets,
eliminating car lanes in favor of bicycle lanes in their
neighborhoods.
So to address the neighbors’ demand that the City Council stop 

making traffic worse, 1 am presenting a citizen's petition tonight, 
signed by more than 200 neighbors.

When Scottsdale residents are polled, they say that their number
1 concern is traffic. But the City continues
to ignore them and fails to find solutions to the problem.

City Hall keeps making bad decisions that blight our town with 

plain-jane multi story apartments that will 
further congest traffic on our streets.
And to add insult to injury, the City Council has endorsed "road 
diets",
to remove car lanes to add bicycle lanes.

I am afraid our quality of life is going to continue to deteriorate, if
the City doesn't change their policy
on road diets, and find solutions to fix our traffic problems.

We are requesting that the City Council consider our petition.

I



We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan ("TAP”) 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for “reclassification”, 
(AKA "Road Diets”) in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1. 9eth St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdaie Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Bivd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdaie Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Diet” removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don’t want lanes removed from roads.

Contact: Bob Lettieri .

Signed. Phone

Address: hJ B1 CJ' Email:

Name

6^ C

Signature Address Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (‘TAP") 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for “reclassification”, 
(AKA “Road Diets") in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1. geth St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellipsto Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLWto FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rdto Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goidwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Diet" removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don’t want lanes removed from roads.

Contact: Bob Lettieri

Signed. ^02-3/6

Address-. /l/?7d.^- ScwifsiLal'^ i-rssr? fe,b(_a.#/gir. g

Name Signature Address Date signed
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Wb, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale Cify Council to amend the Tr^sportation Action Plan (TAP") 
to remove six streets from the iist of streets in Table S-2, which are curret^y planned for "redas^cation*, 

(AKA “Road Diets’) in the TAP.

The six streets are:
t. 96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW
5. Orinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Diet* removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud an^clear. They don't want lanes removed from roads.

__________________________

/
I/

V

Signed: Bob LetBeri ______ _____
Address: 8921 N. 87«aee. Email: 8obLeffierf@aJtlMk.com 

CM-

.Date:

Nameivarriw Signature f naartsss .Address Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportafion Action Plan (TAF) 
to remove six streets. from .the list of streets In Table S-2, which are currently planned for “reclassification”, 
(AKA 'Road Diets’) in the TAP.'

The six streets are:
1. 9Sth St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McComnick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the 'Road Diet" removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken'loud and clear. They don't want lanes removed from roads.

Signed: Bob Letb'eri.
Address: 8921 N. 37 Saee. '^ail: BobL^eri@outlook.oom

.Date:

Name

AWr
Signature Address

Mft,rsO>\A

Date signed
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_Ws, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (TAP^ 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for ■reclassification”, 
(AKA "Road Diets*) in the TAP.

The six streets are;
1.96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW i
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the ‘Road Diet” removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They dont want lanes removed from roads.

Contact; Bob Lettieri

Signed.

Address: CJ"

.Phone.
,'2-

Email ; 9z>h G,ri ^

Name Address Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (‘TAP") 
to'remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for “reclassification*, 
(AKA "Road Diets") in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1.96th St from Via Linda to Shea:
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4. tooth Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Qoldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the 'Road Dief removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loi^and dear. They don’t want lanes removed from roads.

ZJLSigned: Bob Lettieri ^iJlJJjJ2/L

Address: 8921 N.a7 Email: BobLettien@outIook.com
.Date:

Name Signature Address Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (TTAP'} 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for‘reclassification", 
(AKA‘Road Diets^ in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1.96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the ‘Road Diet* removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don't want lanes removed from roads.

Contact: Bob Lettierl 

Signed_

Address:

-ettierU

Phone Ct 02,-5!(fi~

.Email:.

Name Sian re Address -M:/^iez.

~?P ‘If fid
Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Pian (‘TAP") 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for “reclassification", 
(AKA “Road Diets") in the TAR

The six streets are:
1. 96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdaie Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Diet” removal of car lanes in the future.
TTie residents have spoken loud and clear. They don't want lanes removed from roads.

Job Lettieri .Contact: Bob Lettieri 

Signed. Phone 6>02- '3^^ 2,

: AJ E"!S Email: (9 ^ad-loojc-C6^Address

Name Signature / Address Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (TAP") 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for “reclassiflcation", 
(AKA “Road Diets") in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1.9eth St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th'Street from FLWto FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwaler Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage far the “Road Diet” removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don’t want lanes removed from roads.

Signed: Bob Lettieri .Date
Address: 8921 N.87f Email: BobLettieri@outlook.com

Name Signature Address Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan ('TAP") 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, v/hich are currently planned for “reclassification”, 
(AKA “Road Diets”) in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1. 9eth St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Diet” removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don't want lanes removed from roads.

Contact: Bob Lettieri

Signed. Phnn^ -3/6

Address: ^ __________ Email:

Name Signature ^ AddressAddress
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (“TAP") 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for “reclassification”, 

(AKA “Road Diets”) in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1.96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKeilips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Diet" removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don’t want lanes removed from roads.

Contact: Bob Lettieri. 

Signed__

sttieri-

Phone. ^ O 2- — ~

Address: /)/ Email:

Name Signature Address Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend Ore Transportation Action Plan (TAP") 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for ‘reclassification', 
(AKA “Road Diets') in the TAP.

The six streets are;
1.96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLWto FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the ‘Road Diet” removal of oar lanes :in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. Th^ don't want lanes removed from roads.

Signed: Bob Lettieri__
Address: 6921 N. 87 Place. Email: BobLettieri@outlook.com

Date

Name Signature Address Date signed
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W0, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdaie City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (“TAP") 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in T^ie S-2, which are currently planned for "reclassification’’, 

{AKA "Road Diets'') in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1.96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLWto FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the "Road DIer removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don't want lanes removed from roads.

Contact: Bob 

Signed__ .Phone.

Address ■ AJ Fl <pr2:^.Email;

Name

Am
^ V\Ol>.CLy/

Signature Address Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petiJion the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (TAP’) 
to remove six streets from the list of streets In Table S-2, which are currently planned for "reclassification", 
{AKA "Road Diets") in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1. 9eth St from Via Unda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW 'to FLW
5. Drinkwatar Blvd. from Scottsdaie Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the ‘Road Diet" removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken lo^ and clear. They don't want lanes removed from roads.

Signed: Bob Lettieri.
Address; 8921 N. 87-PiaceCf Email: BobLettieri@outlook.com /

. Date:_

Name Signature Address Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (‘TAP’^ 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for “reclassification", 
(AKA “Road Diets”) in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1.96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormidt Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKelllps to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLWto FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd,

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the "Road Dief removal of car lanes In the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don't want lanes removed from roads.

Contact; Bob Lettleri

Signed. b^BA Phr^ne ^ ^ 0,b'57.

Email: na ^ OCmraS

Name

■>i, /}e^

Signature Address Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (“TAP”) 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for “reclassification”, 
(AKA “Road Diets") in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1. 96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKelfips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scot^ale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd, from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd,

Reclassificafion in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Diet” removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don’t want lanes removed from roads.

Contact; Bob Lettieri 

Signed_

Addmss: U H O' gcg/fafefe.

2.)  ̂hi/
Phone 6^02.-31 C, -

.Email:

Name Signature Address Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (TAP’) 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for “reclassification", 
(AKA “Road Diets") in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1. 96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKelllps to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLWto FLW
5. Drlnkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Diet” removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don’t want lanes removed from roads.

Contact; Bob Lettierl

Signed.

Address: Scpif^dal<. _________ Email:.

Name Signature

.Phone.

Address

1
cx.

Date signed 
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan ("TAP") 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for "reclassification”, 
(AKA “Road Diets") in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1.96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKelllps to Indian School Rd.
4. tooth Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Diet" removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don't want lanes removed from roads.

Contact: Bob Lettleri „

Signed. Phnn.

Address: <^7-?/ /!/ Sz^Hsddle. ________ Email:_____________________

Name Signature Address

3^VfAnne 'Thl/\ AscJi
Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (“TAP’7 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for declassification", 
(AKA “Road Diets") in the TAP,

The six streets are:
1.96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellipsto Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification In the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Dief removal of car lanes In the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don’t want lanes removed from roads.

Contact: Bob Lettleri

Signed. .Phone.

R12I iJ ri a Scoihddl^ .Email:.

Name Signature Address Date signed
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdaie City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (“TAP”) 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for “reclassification", 
(AKA "Road Diets") in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1.96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwaler Blvd. from Scottsdaie Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Dief removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and dear. They don’t want lanes removed from roads.

Contact; Bob Lettieri

Y Phone

Address: Y/ ^ (jh ______ Email

Name

c3 ! m
ignatur

1 7334.
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We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (TAP") 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for "reclassification”, 
(AKA “Road Diets”) in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1.96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKelllps to Indian School Rd.
4.100th Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. GoJdwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Diet" removal of car lanes In the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don't want lanes removed from roads.

Signed: Bob LettlerL . Date:_
Address: 8921 N. 87^iee. Email: BobLattlerl@outlook.com 

Name Signature Address Date signed



We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan (TAP") 
to remove six streets from the list of streets in Table S-2, which are currently planned for “reclassification", 
(AKA “Road Diets") in the TAP.

The six streets are:
1. 96th St from Via Linda to Shea.
2. McCormick Parkway from Scottsdale Rd. to Hayden Rd.
3. Hayden Road from McKellips to Indian School Rd.
4. tooth Street from FLW to FLW
5. Drinkwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.
6. Goldwater Blvd. from Scottsdale Rd to Scottsdale Rd.

Reclassification in the TAP sets the stage for the “Road Dief removal of car lanes in the future.
The residents have spoken loud and clear. They don't want lanes removed from roads.

Contact: Bob Lettjgri 

Signed__ .Phone. Uo^ 3/6
Address: ^ .Email:.

Name Signature Address Date signed



COMMENT

Sherry Butler United States, Scottsdale 

Indian School and Miller cross streets

I
ri:f; ‘ 5 1:024

Cynthia In McCormick Ranch United States, Phoenix

No to reclassification and NO to spending our tax dollars on changing these streetslill
N!) 0». K2';

Anonymous United States, Scottsdale

tried this in my neighborhood'- very Inconvenlnet for those of us who live along 68th st, our families, 
our friends, our clients, don’t build big apartment complexes on a street, then "road diet" It- 
DUHHHHH!

joe Regan United States, Scottsdale

We should be working to enhance the vehicle bearing capacity of our street system to accommodate 
our nation leading growth rather than spending any time and money otherwise.

rei) 00.

Anonymous United States, Scottsdale 

Cross streets: 68th St 8i Thomas
K'O OS. 202^

Nancy Doty United States, Scottsdale 
92nd and Sweetwater

tori Levitt. United States, Fountain Hills i-sc oo, ?02
There Is nothing "broken" about these streets that need to be flxedl Enough is enough. Stop 
desecrating our streets.

Frank Scallse United States, Phoenix i oh oo. ■.kz-'--

Tatum 8c Bell, Phoenix

Anoriymous United States, Scottsdale 

NO ROAD DIETSI
Peh 05. 202-1

Annette Hartsockz United States, Scottsdale 

Vote NO to road diets. My cross streets are 104th St and Shea.

Anonymous United States, Prescott . ei:. os, 207.-:
Please remove these streets from your Transportation Action Planl
These cross over into my neighborhoods! 1 am a home owner and resident of McCormick Ranch and 
Scottsdale.
Thankyou.

Joe Zimmerman - United States, Phoenix 

8651 east gary road

Robert Day United States, Scottsdale
This is insanity. Will only lead to more crowded streets and reduced traffic flow.

r:5. .202';

I-



Patricia Rennert: United States, Scottsdaie 

921 ON. 101 St Pi
ivb.on,

Anonymous United SUtes, Phoenix 

96th St and Shea
nt;ii 05,

Peter Petrinovie United States, Ghandier os, ^02-1

North 100th Street and FLW are my cross streets. Road diets on some of these streets, which I drive 
upon often, are iikely to kill bicyclists on them.

Rose Petrinovie United States, Chandler Feb os. 2024

FLW and N 100th St = cross streets

Dean Weitenhagen United States, Phoenix .i-eb os, 2024

Patsy, my wife, and I live at E Terra DR and 106th Street. We are against a Road Diet on 96th from Via 
Linda to Shea.... UNLESS It Is transformed into a similar stretch of 96th from Shea north. It's beautiful.

I

Susan Ralsanen United States, Scottsdale Feb 03, 20?a

There's not enough room on the roads as it is. We've allowed in many more residents with the multi­
family housing, and we need all the road space we can get.

Jim, Byron United, States, Phoenix Feb uf,. 202.
Full transparency Is a minimum expectation I have of this council. The council has failed residents In 
this regard.

Diane Dwyer United States 

Jomax 8c Scottsdale
Ftb OS. 2024

Bob Pejman united States, Gilbert rgb 05.2024

I sometimes wonder who Road Diets really benefit in Scottsdale, since we rarely see bicycles use the 
bike lanes? But It does enrich the road construction companies and makes it more difficult for cars to 
navigate streets. It's one of the dumbest ideas in a city that is obviously in growth mode. Just look at the 
pipeline of 16,000 apartment units that have been approved but yet not built yet. That’s about 25,000 more 
cars that will be occupying our roads soon. Given this, wise city leaders would widen roads, not narrow 
them!

Kathleen Krolick United States, Scottsdale 
130th and Shea

Fob W, 2Ci-.>A

Janet Kirkman United States, Scottsdale

Road dieting causes congestion. Do not do this, remove car lanes to add bike lanes.
Fob H 2024

Jeanne Vipla-Balding United States, Gilbert -t-i, c -,

We wouldn't need road diets if the population (i.e. building more mega apartment complexes) were > 
more controlled. There's lots of open space a bit further out from here where they can be built 81 still 
be accessible to our great city..

Esther Zack United States, Scottsdale 

I live at Mountain View and 106th St.
? f'b ;)4, ;;02-'



Kathleen G Sikes United States, Scottsdale b 04,2112^1
1 would appreciate it if the city council members would treat the residents with more respect by giving . 
us more comprehensive explanations of why they do the things they do, especially regarding road 
diets

Russell Depjay, United States, Scottsdale 

No road diets in Scottsdale
i-ai- 2024

Dan Troop United States, Phoenix 

6619 E VERNON AVE

Thomas Kube United States, Scottsdale 

I live at 124th and Via Linda and travel the impacted streets

Pc!) 04, 2024

CM, 3.024

Bonnie Lewis United States, Scottsdale 

100th Street & Frank Lloyd iWright Blvd., Scottsdale
Heb 04, 2024

i^ine Gentuso United States, Phoenix 
Very dumb idea.

r.?b 04, 2024

AnOnyrridus United States, Phoenix

Please stop reducing traffic capacity on our streets with the road diets. Traffic is already bad enough 
as it is. If we follow the money we know why you are doing it.

Feb 04. 7.024

Sharon erickson United States, Scottsdale

Traffic Is bad enough already...and really....how many people ride their bikes in summer??? 

Carrie Lee Cpx United States, Scottsdale

-•Ot> 04. 2024

f eb 04, 2.0.24

13326 E Sorrel Ln, Scottsdale 85259 
136th & Shea

I do all my shopping near the 96th, via Linda and Shea area. This area is very congested with traffic and 
shrinking lanes would be a dlsasterlil

Rosemary Cudzewicz United States, Scottsdale 
Stop the road dietsll

04, 2074

David White United States

No more street diets and put a hold on number of new apartments!
Fib 0.^ 7024

Bruce Linker United States, Scottsdale

7959 E Desert Cove Ave, Scottsdale 85260 - Cross St; Hayden & Shea Blvd
Fib u4, 2024

Hi-C4 2034Stanley Pelcher United States, Phoenix

We, the undersigned, petition the Scottsdale City Council to amend the Transportation Action Plan 
("TAP") to remove the 6 streets below from the list of streets in TABLE S-2, which are currently planned
for "reclassification" in the TAP.



Virginia A Bertonclno United States, Seottsdale Feu 04,2024

PLEASE stop approving the building of thousands of new apartment projects all over Scottsdale and 
then approving the narrowing of city streets all over Scottsdale. This kind of thinking Is insanity. Stop 
the madness.

Diane Wadsworth. Qray United States, Scottsdaie 

Scottsdale Rd/Shea Blvd
Foil 0‘i. iQ24

Frances pberman United States, Scottsdale 

Stop with the road diets and increased apartments

Feb 04 2024

Ignado del Valle United States, Tucson 

9275 n. 103rd Place Scottsdale AZ 85258

Feb 04, 2024

Geoff Kull United States, Scottsdaie Feb 04,2024

Increased housing units increases traffic and crowded roads. Reducing traffic flow by altering roads 
assures more congestion. It's hard to believe this is even under consideration given the crime and 
other major issues facing Scottsdale. Just as most Scottsdale residents don't want more apartments, we also 
do not want restrictive road narrowing compounding the problem.

Juli Feinberg United States^ Seottsdale

I live close to 96th and MOuntaInview which is close to Via Linda, I am against road diets
i'::;!) 04. 2024

yvonri.e Cahill . United States, Honolulu 

Stop Road diets.
f-cb 04, 2024

Jeanne Suiiere United States, Gilbert 

No road diets on 96th St from Via Linda to Shea
Fpb 04, 2024

Mary Grammas United States, Phoenix fj;-) 04. .i024

No road diets/ no further expansion of Scottsdale with apt bldgs and developments of more new bldgs - 
especially for low income families

Karin Brown United States, Scottsdale 

This will only increase the congestion & reduce safety!
Fob 04 2024

MARILYN G tEPLITZ United.States, Scottsdale 

9625 E CINNABAR AVE
Fob 04, 2024

taml A Smith United States, Phoenix rto 04.2024

Scottsdale resident. Cyclist. We have sufficient biking paths and biking lanes. We do not need more 
road diets.

Janms Bloch united States, Paradise Valley 

15225 n 100th St #1219

Fob 04 2024

t



Item 9

Rescind Resolutions for 

The Residence at 

Paiute
City Council Meeting 

February 20, 2024

1

September 19, 2023

25 - Replace Aging Buildings that 
Comprise Paiute Community Center
The Residence at Paiute

2

2



September 19, 2023
Resolution No. 12928

A FY 23/24 General Fund Transfer of $5.3M from the General Plan 
Initiatives designation to Bond 2019 project 25 - Replace Aging 
Buildings that Comprise Paiute Community Center.

Resolution No. 12913
Agreement with Maricopa County for $6.6M ARPA Funds for 
construction of affordable housing and to provide bridge housing.
A FY 23/24 Capital Contingency Transfer of $6.6M to new 'The 
Residence at Paiute’ capital project.
A FY 23/24 General Fund Transfer of $7.9M from the General Plan 
Initiatives designation to ‘The Residence at Paiute’ capital project.

3

3

September 19, 2023
Resolution No. 12847

Agreement with Maricopa County for $1.8M HOME ARP 
Funds for construction of affordable housing and to 
provide bridge housing and administration of Tenant Based 
Rental Assistance.
A FY 23/24 Grant Fund Transfer of $1.2M to The 
Residence at Paiute’ capital project.

4

4



Action
Adopt Resolution No. 13052 authorizing:
1. Rescinding Resolution No. 12913, including:

a. Reversing the FY 2023/24 Capital Grant Contingency budget appropriation 
transfer of $6,570,000 to a newly created CIP project titled "Construct The 
Residence at Paiute" to be funded by American Rescue Plan Act,
Coronavirus state and Local Fiscal Recovery through Maricopa County.

b. Reversing the FY 2023/24 General Fund transfer of up to $7,909,173 from the 
General Plan Initiatives designation in the General Fund operating fund 
balance to the to a newly created CIP project titled "Construct The Residence 
at Paiute."

2. Rescinding Resolution No. 12928 and reversing the FY 2023/24 General Fund 
transfer of $5,316,186 to Bond 2019 Project 25 - Replace Aging Buildings that 
Comprise Paiute Community Center.

5

5



Item 10

5-GP-2021#2 and l-TA-2021:
Phase 2 - Old Town Scottsdale Character Area Plan 

& Zoning Ordinance Update
February 20, 2024

1

Background
City Council direction to review, conduct public 
outreach and potentially update:

• The 2018 Old Town Scottsdale Character Area Plan

• The Scottsdale Zoning Ordinance sections related to 
Downtown and other affected sections, as applicable

• The Downtown Infill Incentive District

• Old Town Urban Design & Architectural Guidelines
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Timeline
• June 2021

• General Plan 2035 Adopted by City 
Council

August 2021
• Old Town Updates Initiation

September 2021
• City Council Work Study Session
• Planning Commission Non-Action

November 2021
• General Plan 2035 Ratified by Voters 

October - May 2022
• 9 Open Houses
• Self-Guided Open Houses
• Property/Business Owner Focus Groups
• Planning Commission Non-Action
• City Council Work Study Session

• June-October 2022
• Staff drafting updates to Plan and Ordinance

November / December 2022
• City Council One-On-Ones
• Incorporated Comments Received

January 2023
• Releaseof Draft to public
• 6 Open Houses
• Self-Guided Open Houses
• City Council Work Study Session

September 2023
• DIID & Plan Repeal

* October 2023
• Phase 1 Updates

3

Public Notification

Email & Print:
Property Owner Direct-Mail (2) -r/- 5,000
Scottsdale Update +/- 5,000
Scottsdale P&Z Link -i-/- 4,000
Old Town/Tourism +/-1,300
Economic Development +/- 3,000
Scottsdale Progress +/- 25,000
Scottsdale Independent -i-/- 25,000
AZCentral +/- 65,000
Facebook -i-/-11,000

Total +/-144,300

Community Groups:
• COGS

• SCOTT

• Experience Scottsdale

• Scottsdale Chamber of Commerce

• Scottsdale Association of Realtors

• Scottsdale Leadership 

Old Town Merchants

4



Proposed Amendments and Public Input

• Old Town Scottsdale Character Area Plan 
(Phase 1 Adopted by Peso No. 12745 on 10/24/23)

• Zoning Ordinance

• DIID&Plan
(Repealed by Peso No. 12746 on 9/5/23)

Old Town Scottsdale Urban Design & 
Architectural Guidelines (Future Phase)

Proposed Draft Amendment Based 
on Public Input Received

GP 2035

OTSCAP i

it

mm gJUMUSi
ASE

Scottsdale
Zoning

Ordinance

5

Outreach Topics
Vision & Values
Downtown Development Types 

• Building Heights - Base and Bonus 

Definition of Mixed-Use 

Development Flexibility 

Bonus Considerations 

Open Space 

Quality Development I

-il

U
SCOTTSDALE
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Development Types: 

Designations, locations, and 

transitions

7

Old Town Scottsdale 

Character Area Plan
Development Types Guide:

• Location & Intensity of Development
• Building Height
• Building Transitions
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Development Types - Public Outreach

What we heard:
• Support for continuing the use of Development Types to guide development in 

Old Town
• Support to maintain the existing character of the Downtown Core and Historic 

Old Town.

• Support for providing more sensitive building transitions between Development 
Types - specifically, building transitions to the Type 1 Development Type
Support for Type 2.5 to be removed

10



Development Types
What is proposed:
1) Delete Type 2.5 and replace with Type 2
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Development Types
What is proposed:
2) Add the Historic Old Town Boundary to the 
Development Types Map
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Development Types
What is proposed:
3) Amend Type 3 areas near the Arizona 
Canal to be Type 2

2009
Development 
Type Map

2018
Development 
Type Map
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Development Types
What is proposed:
4 ) Amend Type 2 area at southeast corner of 
Indian School and Scottsdale Roads to be 
Type 1

2018 CAP Boundary
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Development Types
D

r-- i UWhat IS proposed:
5) Amend Type 1 area at northwest corner of Indian 
School Road and Marshall Way to be Type 2 - as per Case 
No. 68-ZN-1993
• Clean up item to reflect existing condition of property.
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Development Types - Zoning Ordinance

Proposed amendments to 
Development Types Map 
Sec. 5.3006.A.3 

• Properties zoned 
Downtown District (D) 
prior to the effective date 
of the update changes 
being adopted, may elect 
to comply with either the 
Existing Downtown 
Development Types Map 
(Map 4) or the Future 
Downtown Development 
Types Map (Map 5)

Existing Downtown Development Types Future Downtown Development Types
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Parcels with Downtown Zoning
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Topics Reviewed:
Development Types: Designations, locations, and transitions

- Delete Type 2.5 and replace with Type 2 

- Add the Historic Old Town Boundary to the Development Types Map 
- Amend Type 3 areas near the Arizona Canal to be Type 2 

- Amend Type 2 area at southeast corner of Indian School/Scottsdale to be Type 1 

- Amend Type 1 area at northwest corner of Indian School/Marshall Way to be Type 2 

- Managing prospective amendments to preserve existing property rights

18



Zoning Ordinance base and bonus 

development standards

19

Base and Bonus Development Standards

What we heard:
• Support for existing base height maximums 

Some support to maintain existing bonus maximum height standards-while
others expressed that current bonus maximum height standards are too tall for 
the community

20



Base and Bonus Development Standards

What is proposed:
• Maintaining base building 

height maximums
• Amend maximum bonus 

building heights

Downtown
Ovorlay

Typtl

Typo2

^2.5

^3

B«se Maximum

36'
26' for S-R Properties

40' in Historic Did Town 
48* in all other Type 1
66'

66

84

Bonus Available 
No

No

Yea

Yes

Yes

Gross loMrea to bo equal to or ^reatar than;

20,000 to 
100,000 
square feet

100,000 to 
200,000 
square feet

200.000
square feet
or more

78Tme2 90’ 90'

Type 2.5 78 90' 102'

Type 3 90' —102' -469^ 115'
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Development Types & Zoning Ordinance
Existing Downtown Development Types Future Downtown Development Types
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"These updates are anticipated to be prospective in nature in order to 
preserve any existing property rights
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Topic Reviewed:
Zoning Ordinance base and bonus development standards

23

The consideration of development flexibility in 

the Plan, Zoning Ordinance, and Guidelines

24



Development Flexibility

What we heard:
Support for maintaining development flexibility provided within the Old Town 
Character Area Plan and the Zoning Ordinance

Participants also expressed that noncontiguous parcels should not be 
considered for a Planned Block Development (PBD) request

25

Development Flexibility
What is proposed:
• Parcels within a proposed 

PBD must be contiguous

Sec. 6.1303. Planned Block Development District 
size requirement.

A. Gross lot area minimum: twenty thousand (20,000) 
square feet.
B. Qualifying parcels: For development projects with 
multiple parcels, such parcels must be contiguous 
and under single ownership or control to meet the 
gross lot area minimum. Adjacent right-of-way width 
and alleys will be considered as contributing to the 
contiguity of parcels.

Non-Contiguous PBD
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Topics Reviewed:
The consideration of development flexibility in the Plan, Zoning

Ordinance, and Guidelines

27

Ensuring that bonus provisions within the Zoning 

Ordinance, if maintained, provide greater and 

better-defined public benefits

28



Bonus Provisions

What we heard:
• Supported for public benefits as a consideration of bonus development 

standards and flexibility

• Participants favored public open space, major infrastructure improvements, and 
pedestrian amenities

• Support for expanding the definition of public improvements within the Zoning 
Ordinance, as well as adding new listed public benefits that would contribute to 
the provision of public safety in Old Town, renewable energy, and elevated 
quality design

29

Bonus Provisions
What is proposed:
• PBD proposals that include 

requests for bonus 
development standards will be 
required to provide public open 
space

• The public open space area(s), 
and public access to the public 
open space area(s), shall be 
determined through a 
development agreement 
between the property owner 
and the City

Gross Lot Area equal to or greater than:

20,000 to 
100,000 
square feet

100,000 to 
200,000 
square feet

200,000 
square feet 
or more

0% 2,5% 5%

If I
k

Type 3; >200k sq ft
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Bonus Provisions

What is proposed:
• Public open space improvement 

to achieve public benefit 
requirement reduced from 
18,000 to 10,000 square feet

f lUll^ tU

+/- 10,000 sq ft space

Agreeing to provide special public improvements/public 
benefits allow development bonus standards to be 
considered - subject to City Council approval:

• Major Infrastructure Improvements
• Public Parking Areas
• Public Open Spaces (Minimum 18,00010,000 

Square Feet)
• Cultural Improvements Program Contribution
• Enhanced Transit Amenities
• Pedestrian Amenities
• Workforce Housing
• Uncategorized improvements and/or other 

community benefits

• Contribution Costs for Bonus Development Standards 
are outlined in Section 7.1200 of the City's Zoning 
Ordinance.

31

Required Open Space 
With Bonus Requests

Gross tot Area equal to or greater Uian:

20,000 to 
100,000 
square feet

100,000 to 
200.000 
square feet

200,000 
square feet 
or more

0% 2.5% 5%

f
Type 3; >200k sq ft

Adjust Minimum Requirement for Excess 
Open Space With Bonus Requests

Agreeing to provide special public 
improvements/public benefits allow development 
bonus standards to be considered - subject to City 
Council approval:

• Major Infrastructure Improvements
• Public Parking Areas
• Public Open Spaces (Minimum 18,00010,000 

Square Feet)
• Cultural Improvements Program Contribution
• Enhanced Transit Amenities
• Pedestrian Amenities
• Workforce Housing
• Uncategorized improvements and/or other 

community benefits

• Contribution Costs for Bonus Development Standards 
are outlined in Section 7.1200 of the City's Zoning 
Ordinance.

32



Topics Reviewed:
Ensuring that bonus provisions within the Zoning Ordinance, if 
maintained, provide greater and better-defined public benefits

33

1 /24/2024 PC Recommendation
• Recommended approval 6-1, including the following recommendations:

• Include language within the Zoning Ordinance that sunsets the Type 2.5 
Development Type within the Downtown (D) zoning district, after the 
established time period for City Council to make a determination has expired,

• Establish additional standards to qualify properties as contiguous in the 
application of the Planned Block Development (PBD) Overlay District, and

• Clarify that Planned Block Development (PBD) Overlay District proposals that 
include requests for bonus development standards be required to provide public 
open space at the ground floor.

34
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5-GP-2021#2 and l-TA-2021:
Phase 2 - Old Town Scottsdale Character Area Plan 

& Zoning Ordinance Update

February 20, 2024

36



37

Recommended Approach
Make a recommendation to City Council to adopt 
Resolution No. 13008 adopting a minor 
amendment to the City of Scottsdale General Plan 
2035, by amending and updating the Old Town 
Scottsdale Character Area Plan.

Make a recommendation to City Council to adopt 
Ordinance No. 4585 to amend the City of 
Scottsdale Zoning Ordinance (Ordinance No. 455) 
for the purpose of amending section 5.3000. 
(Downtown), Section 6.1200. (Downtown Overlay), 
Section 6.1300. (Planned Block Development 
Overlay District), Section 7.1200 (Special Public 
Improvements), and other applicable sections of 
the Zoning Ordinance.

Make a recommendation to City Council to adopt 
Resolution No. 12747 declaring "PBD Districts Text 
Amendment (l-TA-2021)" as a public record.

SWmDAUM
SCOTTSDALE

m
't:

aI

I
it
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Planning Commission 

Comments Received

39
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Additional Uncategorized 

Public Comment Received

41

Backup
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Chase - Stepback Plane - Existing Zoning C-2 DO

Existing Type 2

66'

30'

Indian Sch

30'

Proposed Type 1

40'-
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■ 30'
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Canal - Stepback Plane - Existing Zoning C-2 DO

Existing Type 3
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Proposed Type 2
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Existing: Arizona Canal - Type 1 / Type 3 Split
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Proposed: Arizona Canal - Type 1 / Type 2 Split
m

r:

■u

«
i

11 iirr^

yGoogl^Earf^

47

Benchmarking - Bonus Provisions Valleywide

8 of 13 Cities allow for some type of flexibility in exchange for 
public benefits

• Bonuses include increased Height, Density, and Floor Area Ratio 

Common Public Benefits
• Providing specific desired uses (i.e., hotel, retail, or dwelling units)

• Improved public infrastructure or amenities

• Elevated design / "Green" building

• Open Space and Landscaping

• Multi-Modal/Transit integration

Benefit Valuation for most jurisdictions is at City Council’s discretion. 
{No rubric; however, Phoenix uses a point-based system)

• Avondale
• Buckeye
• Chandler
• Gilbert
• Glendale
• Goodyear
• Mesa
• Peoria
• Phoenix
• Queen Creek
• Surprise
• Scottsdale
• Tempe
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Benchmarking - Bonus Provisions in Scottsdale

Downtown (D)
Bonuses include increased Gross 
Floor Area Ratio

Public Benefits (Table 5.3008.B.)

• List includes underground/ 
above-ground parking, 
incorporation of d\welling units, 
and/or historic preservation

• No Rubric

• Performance-based

Planned Block 
Development (PBD)
• Bonuses include increased 

Height, Density, and Gross Floor 
Area Ratio

Public Benefits (ZO Sec. 7.1200)

• Qualifying improvements list

• Development standards Rubric
• Determines public 

improvements "value"

• City Council Discretion

Planned Airpark Core 
Development (PCP)
• Bonuses include increased 

Height and Floor Area Ratio

• Conditioned upon less than 60% 
of reflective building material 
(for portions of the building 
above 104 feet) and a minimum 
of 28% open space.

Public Benefits (ZO Sec. 7.1200)

• Qualifying improvements list

• Development Standards Rubric
• Determines public 

improvements "value"
• City Council Discretion

49

Old Town Update Next Steps
• The consideration of development 

flexibility in the Zoning Ordinance 
(specific to the Downtown (D) zoning 
district)

• Re-examining bonus payment 
calculations in the Zoning Ordinance

• Non-Categorized Amendments that 
relate to Old Town within the Zoning 
Ordinance

m
Scottsdale

Zoning
Ordinance

"These updates ore anticipated to be prospective in nature in order to 
preserve any existing property rights

GP 2035
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Proposed Amendments in Phase 2
Old Town Scottsdale Character Area

Plan (OTSCAP) Update

1. Creation of Existing and Future 
Development Types Map to support: 
a. Development Type Changes

• Type 3 to Type 2 (Keynote 3) 
69 parcels / 21 owners

• Type 2.5 to 2 (Keynote 1)
12 parcels / 5 owners

• Type 2 to 1 (Keynote 4)
8 Parcels / 1 owner

Zoning Ordinance Update

1. Bonus Height Maximum Reduction 
(PBD)

2. Require open space when bonuses 
are requested (PBD)

3. Reduce public open space area 
needed to meet public benefit 
expectation when bonuses are 
requested (18,000 to 10,000 Sq. Ft.) 
(PBD)

4. Clean Up (minor changes)- 
Language Consistency and 
Readability

51

How Zoning & Development Area Typ 
Affect The Ability to Request Bonus Si

es
tandards

Downtown Overlay (DO) _____

• Bonus requests not eligible without D/PBD

Downtown (D) District f
• Bonus requests not eligible without PBD

Planned Block Development Overlay (PBD) District

• Bonus requests eligible as specified Development Type 
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Existing Bonus Request Deadline
Downtown Overlay (DO)

• DT & Bonus Application: September 30, 2024 (6M after 
adoption)

• DT & Bonus Decision: March 21, 2027 (3Y after adoption) 
Downtown (D) District I I

• DT Application: March 21, 2027 (3Y after adoption)
• Bonus Application: September 30, 2024 (6M after adoption)

• DT Decision: March 21, 2028 (4Y after adoption)
• Bonus Decision: March 21, 2027 (3Y after adoption)

Planned Block Development Overlay (PBD) District

• DT & Bonus Application: March 21, 2027 (3Y after adoption)

• DT & Bonus Decision: March 21, 2028 (4Y after adoption)
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Development Types
What is proposed:
1) Delete Type 2.5 and 
replace with Type 2

• 12 Parcels

• 5 Property Owners
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Bonus Standards
Application: March 21, 2027 
CC Decision: March 21, 2028
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CC Decision: March 21, 2028
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Development Types
What is proposed:
3) Amend Type 3 areas 
near the Arizona Canal 
to be Type 2
* 69 Parcels
• 21 Property Owners

Cron Lot Am to bo OQUoLteoriroMirtftt

IDOOOk 
100 000
•VWtlMI

Tf

T)Pt« W 
^Pt3 M'

100000 b 
200 000

•0

Mr

200000
WvtbiHt

103'

UI

r“

Application: March 21, 2027 
CC Decision: March 21, 2028

Bonus Standards 
Application: September 30, 2024 
CC Decision: March 21, 2027

Application: September 30, 2024 
CC Decision: March 21, 2027

Bonus Standards 
Application: September 30, 2024 
CC Decision: March 21, 2027

i ! iM*a

<1

[

fv
If" •MfOt
t ^

r t

wm
jm

l!
U

era r i,--'1 j

•dmtM.

(VtOf.

56



Development Types
What is proposed:
4) Amend Type 2 area 
at southeast corner of 
Indian School and 
Scottsdale Roads to be 
Type 1
• 8 Parcels
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A Prior Dtvtiefimtnt Tyfms
Var. 3J

1. Properties zoned Type 1.S before December 31. 2013. Cheripet to properties zoned 
Type 1 5 after Oecwnber 31. 2012 ahal comply wrth the regutabons of the Type 3 
developmeot type.

2.

t

dDow

B

dtcal • Type 2 and Downtown ftegtonal Use • Type 2 
before May 22. 2016 Changes to properties zoned Downtown Medrcel • Type 2 and 
OownUMm Regfonal Use • Type 2 ^er May 22.2018 shaU comply with the regutaiione 
of the Type 3 development

Properties zoned Oownknwi OMiet prior lo Marth 21. 2024 Prepertiei zoned 
Downtown District prior to March 21. 3024 may elect to comply with the Existma 
OowMown Development Types Map wMhin the OU Town Plan aiM the existing 
regutattons set forth in Sec 5.3006 provided that a oon«leted devtopmem appicabon 
to Wad on or before March 21.2027 Said appdcaUon must be dibganty pursued eucft 
twi a deotoon t«»n Iha applicabon by the City Cound la rendared no Mar than Marcli 
31. 2028. If no declalon hat been rertdared by the C4y Counci by tial dale, the 
devsiopmera appicattan shal be deemed wihdrawn and viy furihar developmerd 
ipplcatton for such property shal comply with the future Downtown Developmerd 
Types Map widwi tie Old Town Plan and the then current regUabons set fordi in Sec 
63008

n Dwlnci prior lo March 21. 2024. Properties dial we 
not zoned Downtown Dntnct poor lo March 21. 2024 that comply with the Future 
Downtown Development Types Map wdhin the OM Town Plvi and die then currerd 
mguialiora set forth by Sac 5 3006 Pnrrided. however, that any developmerd 
•pplication ter a property for a zoning district mep amendmert change to Downtown 
Dntrici determined to be edmawtretively complete before Septerrdier 30. 2024 may 
elect to campty wlh the ExIsSng Downtown DevefopmeW Types Map wNNn die OM 
Town Plan and dw exiting reguWions set forth by Sec 5.3006. Sad apptealion must 
be (Mgendv pursued such that a daosttn regardng rezonmg by Iha CNy Counci to 
tendered no toderdtan March 21. 3027 If no dtcWon has been rendered by the Clly 
Counci by diet date, the davefopmanl appicaCion ahtol ba deemed wHhdrawn and any 
hadw development appicalion for eudi property ahel comply wHi the future 
Downtown Oevetopment Types Map wNhin die CM Toen Pton end toe dwn oarard 
moutoNana aat forth in Sac 5 JOOe.

a Maiwwawi Pefts>». buMfog

4. tooperilas nol zoned Dot

MlBM.end9onftMr 
1.

■ty (SO) towfeng taids per acre of groes lot area.

3
exceed diebi

dtypri.eat forth in Table 5 30063. tor tot appicebie Downtown Oistnct de 
Buddmg he  ̂maxirnum shat be Indusnw of al roofiop appuripnencei. Ittt44iMiQnd
beighi regulalfons of Articte VN. shad not apply.

ReaototunNo 13747 
EevEMA 

PagaMof 117
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AMlIMh m TsMtt 6.1310J3.1.sratl rm ucMd Vw buldina hcigM IT 

and 6.13T0 0.2. for th* appNcablt Downtown DMict dt»«lopnier« typ*. Tlw nddltoiNl 
htigM roguMcm of AdfcftVil. shaH nof apply.
a. f^opartw* zoned PlannadBtodcDavalopmaniOvartayOistnctprtar to Uarch3f. 

2024 Pnipertiea zoned Planned Block Dewetopmem Overlay Oisirtcl prior to 
March 21.2024 may elect 10 subma a zoning dsincl map amendmenl and requaat 
tte exiaans bonus buddng hai^ rrtaxifnums set torVi In Ttoito 8.t310i>.1. 
pnivtoed ttial a complatod devetopmenl appacabon «filed on or befora Mani) 21, 
2087 Said aoc*cet>on must be cMigentty pursued such that a deasnn itoon the 
appbcabon bv the CHv Counci a rendered no Wer than March 2t. 2020. if no 
deasron h« been rendered by Ihe C4y Counci by Oval date, the developmard 
appiwatnn stui be deemed wtthdrawm and any father development appbcaMn 
for such properly shal comply with the future bonus budding height maxmans sat 
lorto St Table 6.1310 D.2.

Oto
Typa

Table ei3lO.D.1. 
ExWIrtg Bonus Buikhng HelghI

Bonding Meigti Maximum
P60 gross lot area equalto or greater than

Typa 1 Area

20.000 and laas than lOO.OOOand lasalhan 200.000 aquara 
100.000 square Mel 200.000 square faai teetor more
No adcMionai heighi 

above the Base 
BuidmgHe^hl 

Maximum

No addbonal heqht 
abme the Base 
Budding HetoM 

MaxiiTun
Type 2 Area

Typa 2 5 Area
TypeOAraa

76 tael
76 feet
90 feat

90 real
00 feat
120faal

Noadditonal 
heigM above the 

BaeeBulding 
Height Maximum

90fMt
i2oraet
ISO fiat

Note
(1) Exdudes rooftop appurtenancea.

a. Maxitraanhaiaht tor rooftop appurtanancwSfato.
b. MaxHiun cmraraga lor rooftop appurtananoea: 20% of Pia nwitep
e. Minimum setback for rooftop appurtananeas: 15 foal from al akfoa of foa 

bt^ding.

b. PraparlManol zoned PiannadBtodiDavafopmanlOvartav District prior to M«ch 
21.2024. Pnpirtfos that am not zoned Plannad Btocfc Davafopmant Ovarfoy 
OMIcI prior to Mwiii 21. 2024 may afoct to submit a zoring dMrtel map

rinquafoufth Bwfbturebennbuthifnghi
Vsr. 3J 

bnura sal forfo in
Table 6-1310.0 2 Providad. however, that any development appkcatton for a 
properly far a zorwig dtainct map amarxjnwnt change to Planrrad Stock 
Pevalooment Overlay Olstnct daformined to be admrwtrabyalY ccintofofo before

tr 30. 2024 may Meet to aubmil a zorvng disirici n
raouaat the axatinq bonus buidino haiohimaxanunu set forih in Tabfo 6 1310.0.1 
$aid application must be MganVv pursued such that a decision ragwtPng razonlng 
by the Oty Couml Is rendered no later thwr March 21. 2027. If r» dacWon has 

rendered by the CHy Counci by that date, the devetopmer* appbeatton shal 
be deerrwd withdrawn and any hatoar devetopmeri appUcabon lor auch prop«ty
shto comply efth tta Mura bonua but 
6.131003.

a aal form to Tabfo

Tttfo 6131002 
Future Bonua BulMng Height ft

Type
BuMng Haohl ftiaidmum

PBO groaa tol area equal to or araaiar man

TypalAraa

20.000 ml foaatfwi tOOOOO vid toasthmt 200.000 squara 
100,000 square teat 200,000 square teat fort ar more
Noa

above bia Base 
ngHalghi

NoadcUonrthrtghi 
above the Base 
Bisftttig Haight 

fttaxSmin

Nosddlltonrt 
haigM above the 

BaaaBuMng

Typa2Awa
Typa 2 5 Area
TypaSArea

78 teat
76 foal
00 fort

90 leal
90 teat
102 teat

90 foal
102 teat
nSfoai

Note:
(1) Enfudas rooftop appurfonancas.

a fttaxmium height for rooftop appuitanancaa: 6 foal 
b Maxinum orwerege tor rooftop appurtenancea: 20% of the rooftop 
c. Minimum aatbsck tor rooftop appurfonancaa; IS foal from al Bkfoa of tie 

bufcfrng.

86 &«<fFARahaiitol
axcaad lha GFAR maximum aal form In Tabfo 6.1310.03. for me appicabfo Downtown 
Dialhd Oavalopmeri typa.

Tatia61310i).3
QniaaFtoofAfMRrtto(OFAW)Masfok

0«
Type 1 Area
Typa2foea

Type 2.6 A

hBomMaa)
OFARM

25

ExiuMA 
Page 67 01117

RnctuInnNo 17747 
ExtvbxA 

PagsMori17

59

tCaulkm: 1998 Pnip 105 applies)

A. If the CMsting rigliis t» u*>r. dnidc. sell ivpns'<<ss private real prnperiy are reduced hy the enac iineni orapplic.ihilily nf any land use law' enacted after the dale llie pix'iperty is transferred in the uwner and UKh action 
reduces the fair nwrker value nfthe propenyihe owner is entitled to just compensaiion tmin this sure or the political MihdiMswn ot iliis stole that enacted the land use fciw.

B. This sccimn dstes not apply to buid use laws that;

1. Limit or prohibit a use or division of real |Hopen> Ibr the proii*ciu>n of the public's health and safetv. including rules and regulations relating to fire and building codes, health and saniiaiioiL transportalion or mfik 
conuol. solid or hazardous waste, and poUutiisn cuninil.

2- Limit or pnihibii llic use or div isiiv of real prupeny coaunonlv and liisiurwatK recognized as a pubbe nuisance under commoa bw:

.1. Are required by federal law;

4 Limit or prohibit tlie use or division of o props'rU' for the purpose of hiHising sex olTenders. selling illegal drugs, liquor eonirul. or pornography, obscenity, nude or lopls'ss dancing, oitd ocIk't adult oriented busiiKsses if 
tlie land use law s .ire ciwisisiem with the consiiiuiions of this state and ilie I 'niled Slates;

5 LstaMish locaiusns tw uiiliiy laetliiies:

6. Do nrt directly regulate an owner’s land; or 
7 Were enacted before the effective date of this section.

C. This state or the poliika] subdivision of this stale dui enacted the land use law has the burden of deuHUisiralug that the bod use bw is exenqk pumiaw lo subsection B.

D. The owner shall mu be res|uired lo llrsi submit a land use application to remove, modify, vary or otherw ise alter ilie application nf the bod use bw to the owmer's imtperiy- as a prerequisite lo dciiuinJine or receiving 
jiisi compensaiton pursuant to this secrion.

L. If a land use bw cttruioues to apply' lo priv ate real property more than ninety days ahcrtlieowncr of Ihe property makes a written demand in a specific amount for Just compcosalion lo this stale or the poliih.'al 
subdivision ot' this sutc that enacted the land use law. the owner has a cause of actimi for just compensation in a court in the county in which the property is located, unless this state or political subdivision of this state 
aikl the owiktr reach an agreement on the amount of just compensation to be paid, or unless this state or political subdiv isioa of this siaie amends, repeals, or issues to the landowner a binding waiver of eahsrcemcni of the 
bnJ use bw on the owner's specific pored

F. Any demand for landowner relief or any waiver that is granted in Uev of ecu with the land.

(> An action livjusi conipcnsatuMi based on diminuiMm in value must be made tv lores er barred wiihin three y'ear> of ihe elTes-tivedaie ol the land use law. or of die tirsi date ihc reduction of ihc exisung rigliis to use. 
divide, sell or possess property applk*s lo the ownet's parcel, wlvicliever i* blcr.

IL The remedy created by this section is in addition to .iny other remedy lliat is provitled by ihe laws and conslitulUvi ofiliis slate or llv? United Stales nnd is noi inierxled to iiuxliiy or replace any oiher remedy.

t. NoUiiag in this section prohibits this state tv any political siibdiviskva of this state tiom reaching an agreement with a pnvaie pruperrv owiter lo waive a claim tor diminutioa in vahie regarding any proposed action by 
this state ot a poliiieal subdivisitvn of this stale or action requested by ihe ptopeny owner___________
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Parce 1 Parce 1

Parce 2 Parcel 2

Not Eligible Eligible
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Item 10A

Gravity Sewer - Tournament Players Club 

(TPC) Golf Course to North Pumpback 

Station Project Construction Phase Contract
Amendment

City Council 
February 20,2024

1

1. First purpose of this action:

Authorize the second Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP2) for 

construction phase services of the first segment of the Gravity Sewer- 

TPC Golf Course to the North Pumpback Station.

2. Second purpose of this action:

Request FY 2023/24 budget transfers of up to $25,000,000 to the 

Greenway Hayden Loop Sewer Improvement (VJOl) capital project

2

2



• On December 4, 2023, Council approved CMAR construction 

phase services Contract 2023-201-COS (GMPl) with Achen 

Gardner Contracting, LLC for purchase of long lead materials.

This award is for CMAR construction phase services contract 
modification 2023-201-COS-A1 with Achen Gardner Contracting 

LLC, in the amount of $18,301,994.00 (GMP2).

A third GMP will be presented to council later in 2024 to complete the 

pipeline into the North Pumpback Station

3

3
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Reasons for Cost Increases
Original budget set with the Council approved 2021 Infrastructure 

Improvement Plan (IIP)
Budget was based on 2019-2020 estimated project costs and dollars 

Accelerated inflation in sewer construction costs 

Increased size of sewer due to development demand

5

5

Enterprise - Water Resources 

Capital Cost Increase

Overall Construction - 7.8% per year since 2018

Electrical gear (transformers/regulators) - 30.7% 
(2021-2022)

AC equipment - 23.4% (2021 - 2022)

Plastic Construction Products -17.9% (2021 - 
2022)

CPI and Construction relative 
to Jan 2018 

September values
■ISOS

41.7%
4[).0S

30 OS

15.4%
ISOS

«.6%
10.7%toos 7.7%

iOH 2.0% .0%
3.6%

19.7%

Note: Bureau of Labor Statistics as published in October 2022
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Reasons for Cost Increases
Higher than planned density requiring larger pipeline sizes 

Added complexity of the project - Alignment through the TPC 

Champions golf course, under the CAP levee, and a crowded 

infrastructure corridor

7

7

Project Budget

Greenway Hayden Loop Sewer Improvements (VJOl)
Original Budget 

Request for Additional Budget 

Net Project Budget

$5,949,000
25,000,000

$30,949,000

8
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Transfer Imnacts
Capital Improvement Project Name Adjustments Transfer Impact

Greenway Hayden Loop Sewer 
Improvements (VJOl)

New Pumpback (VJ05)

Water Campus Vadose Well Construction 
(WHOl)

East Dynamite Area Transmission Main 
(WDOl)

State Land Near Legend Trails II (WF04)

Rio Verde/128'^ Street Transmission 
Mains (WGOl)

Net Budget Adjustments

$25,000,000 Request for additional budget to meet 
required scope and timing

(6,000,000)

(3,267,000)
Reduce FY24 budget and close project 

(528,900) after transfer

(7,417,100)
(7,787,000) Reduce FY24 budget and request

budget to reestablish authority in FY25

SO

9

9

Long Term Fund Impacts
Majority of additional costs off-set by Payback Agreements from 

developments that will need capacity in the new sewer

10
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Council Action requested
Adopt Resolution 13040 authorizing:

1. CMAR construction phase service contract 2023-201-COS-A1 with Achen Gardner 
Contracting LLC, in the amount of $18,301,994.00 to provide phase two construction phase 
services for the first segment of the City of Scottsdale's Gravity Sewer -TPC Golf Course to the 
North Pumpback Station.

2. FY 2023/24 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) budget transfers of up to $25,000,000 
from the Rio Verde/128th Street Transmission Mains (WGOl), the New Pumpback (VJ05), the 
Water Campus Vadose Well Construction (WFIOl), the East Dynamite Area Transmission Main 
(WDOl), and State Land Near Legend Trails II (WF04) capital projects to the Greenway 
Flayden Loop Sewer Improvements (VJOl) capital project to be funded by Sewer Rates.

11
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