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2035 General Plan Update  

March 11, 2021 Desert Rural Virtual Open House 
Summary Report 

 
On March 11, 2021, Long Range Planning held three (3) virtual open house sessions with property 
owners that would be affected by a proposal to create a new land use category, Desert Rural 
Neighborhoods. In particular, the virtual sessions were focused on garnering input specific to the draft 
Land Use Element and major amendment criteria in regards to the Desert Rural Land Use Category 
proposal – as per the interest and direction of City Council. All three (3) sessions included the same 
presentation materials and polling questions. The first section, below, provides an aggregate summary 
of polling results and summary of key discussion that occurred. The second section details all polling 
results and comments collected for each individual session (Morning, Noon, and Evening). 
 

Summary of Open House Results 
Over the course of the three (3) virtual sessions there were 21 total participants out of 22 total 
registrations. It was not mandatory for participants to contribute to the polling or verbal conversations 
that occurred, therefore polling participation fluctuated throughout each session. This section of the 
report is an aggregate summary of the polling conducted and includes a synopsis of discussions heard, 
specific to the various topics outlined below.   
 
Land Use – Desert Rural Neighborhoods: There has been community discussion, and City Council 
interest, to include the addition of a new “Desert Rural” Neighborhoods General Plan land use 
designation for those properties that are currently zoned as R1-130 or R1-190. This proposal would 
affect both the acreage makeup of land use designations citywide, and potentially the major 
amendment criteria. Polling questions regarding this proposal included: 

• Do you support the creation of a new Desert Rural Land Use designation? 
o Yes – 2 (12%) 
o No – 15 (88%) 

• Do you support the land use amendment matrix associated with the creation of a new Desert 
Rural Land Use Category? 

o Yes – 2 (12%) 
o No – 15 (88%) 

The majority of attendees strongly opposed the proposal for the creation of a new “Desert Rural” 
Neighborhoods General Plan land use designation as well as its inclusion within the General Plan land 
use amendment matrix showing a change from Desert Rural to all other land use categories, excluding 
Natural Open Space, as a major General Plan amendment process. Of those attendees opposed to the 
proposal, it was heard that this new designation was asserted to be  a Prop 207 taking; was inequitable 
when reviewing rezoning and development that has recently occurred in the northern portion of the 
city;  negatively affected their property value; and, in some instances, be detrimental to the property 
owner’s retirement. Other discussion that occurred centered on properties that the city had already 
negatively affected their property as a result of the Environmentally Sensitive Lands District (ESL) and 
this would further degrade the use of their property. Those few that were in favor from attendees who 
spoke stated that they supported the proposal because they did not like the increased density that was 
occurring in the northern portion of the community, as well as supported efforts that would preserve 
more desert lands. 
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Virtual Open House Polling & Notes 
This section of the report provides the individual results for each session conducted on March 11, 2021. 
Planning staff polled attendees and took notes related to discussion of such at each session. Both the 
polling results and individual comments are provided for each session, below: 
 
3.11.21 – Morning Session (8:30am – 10:00am) 
3 total participants out of 4 total registrations. 
Morning Session, Poll Results: 

• Do you support the creation of a new Desert Rural Land Use designation? 
o Yes – 0 (0%) 
o No – 3 (100%) 

• Do you support the land use amendment matrix associated with the creation of a new Desert 
Rural Land Use Category? 

o Yes – 0 (0%) 
o No – 3 (100%) 

Morning Session, Poll Discussion Notes: 

• I do not see the benefit to the proposed change, as it does more harm to greater Scottsdale. I 
am very concerned about the fiscal impacts to the city, this is not such a harmless change as 
presented. What is the total amount of acreage being affected by proposal? The tax revenue on 
two (2) homes versus six (6) homes on six (6) acres may be beneficial to review.  

• Has anyone reviewed all the additional revenue we will need in order to implement city facilities 
and parks in the future? You need to think of how you can implement Desert Rural, but still 
collect revenues to improve roads, infrastructure, and city amenities in this area of the city.  

3.11.21 – Noon Session (11:30am – 1:00pm) 
12 total participants out of 12 total registrations. 
Noon Session, Poll Results: 

• Do you support the creation of a new Desert Rural Land Use designation? 
o Yes – 2 (25%) 
o No – 6 (75%) 

• Do you support the land use amendment matrix associated with the creation of a new Desert 
Rural Land Use Category? 

o Yes – 2 (25%) 
o No – 6 (75%) 

Noon Session, Poll Discussion Notes: 

• We own a 5-acre parcel near 128th and alameda. We bought it forty (40) years ago with the 
intent of utilizing this land as part of our retirement portfolio. This proposal would make our 
land un-sellable and diminish its value, which would hurt our retirement. There are many 
developments in this area that already are zoned for one (1) unit per acre and we feel singled-
out by this proposal. We strongly oppose this. It is unfair, arbitrary and out of place. If the 
notion is to preserve the desert, there are already hundreds of homes in this area that are 
developed so it is too late. However, the City of Scottsdale has approved hundreds of lots in this 
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area. We were originally one (1) unit per acre before being annexed into the city years back, but 
after annexation the city rezoned us to a lesser density. This attempt is way too late and 
inconsistent. There are opportunities to provide this open space elsewhere. I strongly think 
these smaller landowners should be left out of this proposal. Scottsdale has the McDowell 
Sonoran Preserve as well as other preserved areas and parks which we are pleased to have. This 
General Plan, as it goes through will make it unsellable to the owners, which I suppose creates 
more free preserve land for the City. This is a taking. 

• We own a townhouse by Chaparral Park, but we also own a parcel affected by this proposal near 
128th and alameda. We also bought many years ago with the intent of developing for either 
ourselves or for retirement purposes. We are R1-130, but we are surrounded by higher density 
zoning districts than what we currently have. We would like to be able to have zoning in line 
with the surrounding areas. We would like to be excluded by this proposal as we will never be 
able to sell our land. 

• I agree with the previous comments stated. I own thirty-five (35) acres at Dynamite and Hayden 
as an investment. This will diminish our property value. There are many landowners that would 
probably like to be part of this polling, but this seems to be moving quickly. We should be timely 
told about this so that we could potentially rezone ahead of the proposal. My neighbors are all 
2.5 acres and pushing us to three (3) acres per dwelling unit would seem unfair. Currently, we 
still have to go through a process of public notice – and Council gets to vote on that, so why 
should we change the existing process? 

• I live at the northern tip of Pima Road. I am in support of this. The Desert is unique and 
beautiful. Once it is destroyed it won’t come back. I own 11 acres and would not be interested in 
dividing it up. 

• We have three (3) properties that are R1-190 that are congruent, and we support this proposal. 
We bought in the early 1990’s and bought because of the beauty of the Sonoran Desert. I don’t 
see this as devaluing properties. There are not a lot of these sized properties left and are highly 
valued as a result. Higher density provides negativities such as traffic, infrastructure needs, etc. 
We are interested in security though, we are concerned about future trails in the area since we 
are not gated like the other higher density, gated communities. 

• We own twenty (20) acres at Pima and Dynamite. This results in haphazard planning for this 
area. There seems to be no concrete reason as to why these parcels have been selected other 
than purely their existing zoning. This will negatively affect property values. I would prefer the 
idea of a more thoughtful planning policy that would create more sensitive development, rather 
than this proposal. We are strongly opposed to this proposal.  

• We are strongly opposed to this change. We have owned for thirty-seven (37) years and paid 
taxes on such over that amount of time. However, we have not received any notification about 
this Desert Rural proposal, we found out by luck. This is punitive. We wanted to develop 
previously, but infrastructure costs was too much at the time. We would respectfully request to 
have the same opportunity as all of our neighbors to have one (1) home per acre. 

• We believe this is a Prop 207 issue – just as we previously discussed in 2016 when this same 
proposal was brought up. 

3.11.21 – Evening Session (5:30pm – 7:00pm) 
6 total participants out of 6 total registrations. 
Evening Session, Poll Results 

• Do you support the creation of a new Desert Rural Land Use designation? 
o Yes – 0 (0%) 
o No – 6 (100%) 
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• Do you support the land use amendment matrix associated with the creation of a new Desert 
Rural Land Use Category? 

o Yes – 0 (0%) 
o No – 6 (100%) 

Evening Session, Poll Discussion Notes: 

• This proposal does nothing for providing additional open space. It restricts growth to the benefit 
of the elite. Zoning on some of these properties was changed in the past already. Some of these 
properties were already entitled to one (1) dwelling unit per acre before being annexed into the 
City, at which time those properties were re-entitled to a lower density than that by the city. 
This was followed up by the Environmentally Sensitive Lands District (ESL), which restricted even 
more of the property. All this development will be pushed onto Southern Scottsdale. There 
needs to be stability in all other portions of the City by creating various density ranges within 
Urban Neighborhoods. 

• I’m opposed to this and echo the statements made by the previous commenter. I do not like 
that those who may not even own a property like mine is affecting my fate. 

• I agree with the statements made by the previous commenters. This move would affect my 
retirement. I have paid taxes on my 5-acre property for several years and now I will not be able 
to sell. Our value dropped as a result of the Environmentally Sensitive Lands District (ESL) and 
now this will not help either. Although this plan has been worked on for years it appears that 
proposals like this have not been vetted. Other property owners around us have already reaped 
the benefits of rezoning and now we won’t have that same opportunity. We already have the 
Preserve, and I cannot afford to donate a portion of my five (5) acres for the city to have even 
more open space. 
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• Provide general overview of General Plan Update Process

• Request input on Council Desert Rural Land Use Designation 

Proposal.

• Receive any other comments from the public to be forwarded to 
Planning Commission and City Council for consideration. 

Open House Format

2

March 11, 2021  
Virtual Open House Slide Deck

2 of 30



The General Plan is:
• Community Vision/City Policy

• Community‐wide Goals

• Guides Decisions

• Legal Mandate

• Framework for More Specific Planning

• Establishes the Mixture/Location of Land 
Uses

What is a General Plan?
The General Plan is NOT:
• Zoning 

• Rigid or Static

• Budget

• Specific Project

• Capital Project

• Master Plan

• “Just the land use map”
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Required under ARS 9‐461.05
• Update required every 10 years 
• Enhanced Public Outreach
• Planning Commission 
Recommendation

• City Council Adoption
• Voter Ratification

2001 General Plan
• City Council Adopted October 30, 2001
• Ratified by public vote March 12, 2002

Arizona State Statutes & 
2001 General Plan
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2009 – 2011
• 19‐member General Plan Working Group 
• One person from each 
board/commission

• Extensive citywide public outreach
• 2011 Draft Plan included content retained 
from 2001 General Plan 

• Added new state statute required 
elements

• City Council Adopted October 25, 2011
• Not Ratified by the Voters March 13, 2012

2001 General Plan Update
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• March 13, 2012 – Special Election

• Proposition 430 – Not ratified by voters

• 2001 General Plan Remains in Effect

2012 Polling Results
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2012 – 2014

• Visioning Town Hall – 100 Citizens

• Council‐appointed 25‐member Task Force
• 32 public meetings 

• New Elements created by Task Force
• Arts, Culture + Creative Community 
• Healthy Community 

• New state statute required elements added

• Extensive citywide public outreach
• 5 Community Workshops – Plan Content
• 6 Community Open Houses – Plan Review
• Ongoing Online Engagement
• Meetings with Individuals/Community Groups

• Base Plan  ‐ Current General Plan Update Process

2035 General Plan Update
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• Airport Advisory Commission

• Development Review Board

• Scottsdale Environmental Advisory 
Commission

• Historic Preservation Commission

• Human Relations Commission

• Human Services Commission

Citizen Review Committee Appointments

• Industrial Development Authority 
Board

• Library Board
• McDowell Sonoran Preserve 
Commission

• Neighborhood Advisory Commission
• Parks & Recreation Commission
• Tourism Development Commission
• Transportation Commission

Boards and Commissions with General Plan related content:
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• 13 Member Committee
• Boards and Commissions related General Plan 
content

• 13 Public Meetings (April – Dec. 2020)
• Completed charge earnestly/on time all during 
COVID restrictions (electronic meetings)

• Respectful of previous Task Force work, public 
comments received

• Reviewed entire draft plan
• Considered all public comments received (300+) 
• Took final action on plan in December 2020

• Public outreach
• Ongoing online engagement
• Meetings with individuals/community groups
• Vast majority of comments received by 
commission were at the very end of process 
(200+)

Citizen Review Committee Process
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• Phase 1 – Data Collection and Analysis (completed)

• Phase 2 – City Staff Technical Advisory Committee Review (completed)

• Phase 3 – Citizen Review Committee (completed)

• Phase 4 – Public Outreach & State Required Adoption Process (Jan – Jun 2021)

• Phase 5 – Consideration of Voter Ratification (November 2021)

Process and Timeline – Current General Plan Update
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• 3 Sections – Preface, Chapters, Appendix

• 8 Chapters – Organize the Elements

• 23 Elements 

• 17 State Mandated Elements

• 6 Community Created Element

• Character & Design (2001)

• Arts, Culture  & Creative Community

• Community Involvement (2001)

• Healthy Community

• Economic Vitality (2001)

• Tourism

CRC 2035 Draft Plan Organization

NEW

NEW

NEW
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CRC Draft 2035 General Plan Organization
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• CRC Draft 2035 General Plan

CRC Modifications to Plan

City Staff TAC Input

Citizen Outreach (2014 ‐ current)

(NEW) = Content created by GP Task Force

‡ = State Required Content

Maintaining RED or GREEN text indicates CRC 
acceptance of the suggested edits for inclusion in plan.

If RED or GREEN text has LIGHT BLUE strike through 
lines this indicates that the CRC has recommended 
striking the suggested edits.

CRC Draft Plan
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Draft Scottsdale General Plan 2035
Case: 1-GP-2021

Community Input Series: Desert Rural Neighborhoods
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State Statute Requirements - ARS 9-461.05 
• General Plans are required 
under ARS 9‐461.05 to include 
criteria that identify and allow 
for amendments

• Each municipality establishes 
own criteria

• Criteria defines what 
constitutes major & non‐major 
(minor) amendments

Scottsdale General Plan is & 
must remain legally amendable
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What does the 
Amendment Criteria Do?
PROTECTS:
• Increases in the intensity and density to specific land 
uses (primarily residential);

• Decreases in the intensity and density of specific 
land uses (mixed‐use/commercial – economic 
engines);

• Uses important/vital to keep Scottsdale fiscally, 
socially & environmentally sustainable 
(resorts/tourism, natural open space, cultural)

QUALIFIES/DIRECTS A PROCESS
• Qualifies a proposal using the community’s criteria 
to determine a Major or Non‐Major amendment to 
the established land use plan

• Allows for flexibility to respond as necessary

Land Use Category Description Density/Intensity

Rural Neighborhoods Large lot, single‐family 
neighborhoods

1 dwelling per 1+ 
acre(s)

Suburban 
Neighborhoods

Medium to small lot single‐
family neighborhoods

2 – 8 dwellings per 
acre

Urban Neighborhoods
Small‐lot single family and 
multi‐family dwellings/ 
apartments

8+ units per acre

Mixed‐Use 
Neighborhoods

Combination of higher‐
density housing, 
commercial and/or office 
uses

8+ units per acre

Resorts/Tourism
Hotels, resorts, supporting 
services, low to medium 
density residential

Contextual

Commercial Uses that provide a variety 
of goods and services Contextual

Office A variety of office uses Contextual 

Employment

A range of employment‐
oriented uses, including 
light industrial to office 
uses

Contextual 

Natural Open Space

Significant environmental 
amenities/hazards, suitable 
for low‐impact recreational 
activities

N/A

Developed Open Space Public/private recreation 
areas and drainage facilities N/A

McDowell Sonoran 
Preserve

Mountain and desert lands 
in the City’s Preserve N/A

Cultural/Institutional 
& Public Use

Variety of public/private 
facilities, including 
government uses, schools, 
hospitals, airport

Contextual
16
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• No proposal to amend any of the land 
use designations 
• Community discussion regarding the 
addition of a new “Desert Rural” 
Neighborhood land use

2035 General Plan 
Land Use Map
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City Council Request – 2/9 Work Study Session
Test the following with the public: 
• The proposal of a new Desert Rural land use designation and the 
association of a major amendment process
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Change in Land Use Category – Desert Rural Option

* Draft matrix – subject to change by Planning Commission and  City Council21
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General Plan Amendment Criteria
Major amendment:  
“substantial alteration of the municipality’s land use mixture or 
balance as established in the existing general plan land use element.”

Major Amendment Minor Amendment

Occurs one time per year Can occur any time per year

Min. 2 Planning Commission 
hearings

Min. 1 Planning Commission 
hearing

2/3 majority of Council to adopt
(5 out of 7)

Regular majority of Council to adopt
(4 out of 7)

Enhanced notification to 
surrounding jurisdictions

Regular notification process

All Other Analysis is the same
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City Council Request – 2/9 Work Study Session

1) Do you support the creation of a new Desert Rural Land Use 
designation?
 Yes
 No

2)Do you support the land use amendment matrix associated 
with the creation of a new Desert Rural Land Use Category? 
 Yes
 No
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Next Steps
February 
and March 

2021

March,  
April and 
May 2021

June 2021

November 
2021

• Other City Boards, Commissions,  Community Open Houses

• Remote Planning Commission Hearing (March 24th )
• City Council Study Session (March 23rd, April 13th )
• Planning Commission Non‐Action (April  28th)
• Planning Commission Recommendation Hearing (May 12th )

• City Council Adoption Hearing (June 8th)

• Public VoteM
ee
t w

ith
 c
om

m
un

ity
 m

em
be

rs
/g
ro
up

s
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• Monday, March 15, 2021 –
3 sessions 

Additional Virtual Open 
House Opportunities 
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Keyword “General Plan Updates”
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Keyword “Community Input Series”
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Keyword “Community Input Series”
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Need more information?

Erin Perreault, AICP

Long Range Planning Director

eperreault@scottsdaleaz.gov 

480.312.7093

Adam Yaron

Principal Planner

ayaron@scottsdaleaz.gov 

480.312.2761

Taylor Reynolds

Project Coordination Liaison

treynolds@scottsdalez.gov

480.312.7924
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Draft Scottsdale General Plan 2035
Case: 1-GP-2021

Desert Rural Virtual Open House
March 11, 2021

30

March 11, 2021  
Virtual Open House Slide Deck

30 of 30


	3.11.21_MeetingSummary
	7_DesertRuralCityVirtualOpenHouse_3.11.21



