
 

 

www.YourVoiceOV.com 
 

 
‘Your Voice’ Community Committee  

Meeting 1 Agenda 
December 18, 2014 
5:30 – 7:30 PM 

 
 
We’re in the INTRODUCTION STAGE 
Our purpose is to give a Project Overview and have Open Discussion 

 

Schedule  Event  Presenter 

5:30 pm   Welcome and Introductions Bayer Vella 

5:35 pm  Packet Review  Elisa Hamblin

5:45 pm  Charter and Expectations:
Review 
Questions and Answers 

Elisa Hamblin, All

6:00 pm  Presentation and Discussion:
Background Information 
Vision & Guiding Principles 
Using the Vision & Guiding Principles 
 

Bayer Vella, All

6:45 pm  Presentation and Discussion:
What are Goals, Policies and Actions? 
The Environment Workbook and how to use it 
 

Elisa Hamblin, All

7:15 pm  Homework and Next Steps Elisa Hamblin

7:30 pm  Adjourn  ‐‐‐ 

 
 

Notes:  
The Community Workbook (part of the 6:45 pm agenda item) will be distributed to Committee Members at the 
meeting. 
   



 

 

www.YourVoiceOV.com 
 

MEETING 1 HOMEWORK 
Please complete in preparation for the December 18, 2014 meeting. 
 
We’re in the INTRODUCTION STAGE 
Our purpose is to give a Project Overview and have Open Discussion 
 
In advance of the first meeting please dedicate some time to reviewing the packet materials and thinking about 
the following questions: 
 

1. What can you and the Community Committee do to support the community vision? 

 

 

 

2. What are the most important guiding principles for the Community Committee’s work, and why? 

 

 

 

3. How can you imagine implementing the vision and guiding principles in your work? 

 

 

 

4. What do you think are the most visible positive community results of the last General Plan? 

 

 

 

5. Think to the future, what kind of results would you like to see from this next General Plan? What are the 
big goals for your work? 

 

 

 

6. What questions do you have that you want to discuss at our first meeting? Please also let us know in 
advance at ehamblin@orovalleyaz.gov.  

 

 

 



 

YOUR VOICE, OUR FUTURE: COMMUNITY COMMITTEE SCHEDULE | Updated: 11/24/14

Your Voice, Our Future: Community Committee Schedule 
Outreach work continuing through all phases of the project include: YourVoiceOV.com web updates, Town of Oro Valley web 

updates, email announcements, stakeholder and organization meetings as well as broad news and media publications for events. 

STAGE  PURPOSE  DATE  TOPICS 

KICK‐OFF  Orientation  Aug 27  Welcome & Introductions 
Team Building 
Project Overview, Expectations and Next Steps 

OTHER COMMITTEES  Review and Recommendations  Sept – 
Dec 2014 

Environment Committee 
(First committee meeting Tuesday, September 23, 2014) 

INTRODUCTION  Project Overview 
 
Open Discussion 

Mtg. 1: 

Thurs. 
Dec 18 

1. Meeting Business 
2. Charter and Expectations 
3. Presentation – Vision and Guiding Principles 
4. Discussion 
5. Homework and Next Steps 

REVIEW  
GOALS & POLICIES 
 

Identify Issues and Opportunities 
 
Generate Ideas and Directions 
 
Feedback and Revisions 

Mtg. 2: 

Thurs. 
Jan 8 

1. Meeting Business 

2. Presentation – Background Information 

3. Discussion – Community Goals, Economy 

4. Homework and Next Steps 

Mtg. 3: 

Thurs. 
Jan 22 

1. Meeting Business 

2. Presentation and Discussion – Complete Community 

3. Work Session – Oro Valley’s Town Center 

4. Homework and Next Steps 

Mtg. 4: 

Thurs. 
Feb 5 

1. Meeting Business 

2. Presentation and Discussion – Town Services, Facilities and 

Buildings 

3. Homework and Next Steps 

RECOMMENDATION  Feedback and Revisions 
 
Endorsement 

Mtg. 5: 

Thurs. 
Feb 19 

1. Meeting Business 

2. Discussion – Environment, Community and Development 

3. Tentative Recommendation 

4. Homework and Next Steps 

Mtg. 6: 

Thurs. 
Mar 5 

1. Meeting Business 

2. Discussion on Final Draft 

3. Final Recommendation 

OTHER COMMITTEES  Review and Recommendations  Jan – Apr 
2015 

Development Committee 
(First committee meeting Wednesday, January 14, 2015) 

COMPILATION  Bring together materials 
 
Publish Draft 

May – 
Aug 2015 

Project staff will work with each committee to form final 
recommendations and combine all components with other 
supporting info to create the Your Voice, Our Future Plan 

FINAL PLAN  Adopt Plan   Sept 2015  Planning & Zoning Commission Briefing 

Oct 2015  Planning & Zoning Commission Hearing 

Nov 2015  Town Council Hearing 

  Dec ’15 – 
Oct ‘16 

Public Engagement – Did we get it right? 

Accept Plan  Nov 2016  Public Vote on Your Voice, Our Future Plan 
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2		  Contents

CONTENTS

How to use this Document:

RED: Action has not yet been initi-
ated and/or little progress has been 
made (represented as a red “x” in 
the appendix      ).

YELLOW: Action has not been com-
pleted due to changed conditions.

BLUE: Action is ongoing

GREEN: Action is completed (rep-
resented as a green check in the 
appendix      ).

This document consists of two main parts, “Highlights”, 
and the Appendix. 

Highlights: Each of the twelve “Highlights” sections 
identifies completed items within each of the General 
Plan’s 12 main elements or focus areas. Each of 
these sections also includes a pie chart indicating the 
completion status of actions in that section. 

Appendix: The Appendix lists each action item 
identified in the General Plan as well as its current 
completion status. 

The color code below is used throughout the 
document to represent the completion status of 
action items. 



Overview		   3

Focus 2020 General Plan Progress

The Strategic Implementation Program 
is comprised of a set of actions which 
implement the policies outlined in Oro 

Valley’s Focus 2020 General Plan. This plan 
established action items within each of its 
12 primary focus areas or elements:

Land Use

Community Design 	

Economic Development	

Cost of Development 	

Circulation & Transportation 	

Public Facilities, Services & Safety 	

Housing Actions 	

Parks & Recreation

Arts & Culture

Archeological & Historic Resources 	

Open Space & Natural Resources Conservation   

Water Resources	

Within these focus areas, over 140 
specific actions are identified. This  
progress report has been prepared to 
highlight completed actions, ongoing 
actions, and incomplete items. 

Meaningful progress has been made 
on a majority of actions in the plan. 
Approximately 54 percent of the actions 
identified in the General Plan are 
complete; an additional 28 percent are 
ongoing; there has been a change in 
conditions to 8 percent of the actions; 
and the remaining 10 percent have not 
yet been completed. 

Action items will impact the Planning 
Commission work program, the Capital 
Improvement Program , and the annual 
budget. This information will also be used 
to inform the 2015 General Plan Update.  

OVERVIEW

Completed

Ongoing Changed
Conditions

Incomplete

General Plan: Action 
Item Completion Status

The following sections of this report 
identify major accomplishments 
and remaining challenges in each 
of the General Plan’s 12 elements 
based on progress made to-date. 



Oro Valley’s Land Use changes 
reflect a maturing community 
as commercial and 

employment development play catch-
up to the extensive residential growth 
of the Town. These changes have 
served to support the development of 
a full-service community. Additionally, 
actions by the Town Council have 
focused on continuing Oro Valley’s 
tradition of high quality development 
that is environmentally responsible to 
the Sonoran Desert. 

The implementation of the 
Environmentally Sensitive Lands (ESL) 
Ordinance is a critical land use control 

identified by the Focus 2020 General 
Plan. 

Other Completed Action Items Include:
 • Advanced an interconnected open 
space system within the Town, as well 
as within the region, by incorporating 
these needs into land use planning and 
community development efforts. 
• Amended the Zoning Code to require 
implementation of the Pedestrian/
Bicycle Plan and the Trails Plan in 
evaluation and review of development 
proposals within Growth Areas.
• Revised transmittal procedures to 
ensure that all amendments to the 
General Plan within, or within one-
quarter mile, of the planning areas 
of other jurisdictions are sent to those 
jurisdictions for comment.
• The Town established an advisory 
committee, “ESL Public Advisiory 
Committee”, to consider policies 

and procedures for conservation 
easements and holdings of open 
space. 
• Jointly developed and adopted    
off-airport land use compatibility 
controls, the La Cholla Airpark Area, to 
protect the Airpark.
• Amended the Zoning Code to require 
consideration of the adopted Transit 
Plan in development applications. 

4		  Land Use

Highl ig h t s
Land Use

Completed Ongoing Incomplete

Land Use Actions



The Town’s Zoning Code includes 
Design Guidelines which cannot 
be static. The actions taken have 

attempted to wed the Town’s new 
development with ongoing goals of 
preserving natural landscape and 
habitats. The outcome has progressed 
the aesthetic and environmental 
quality of Oro Valley.  

Design Excellence is an expectation 
in Oro Valley and is evidenced by 
the richness and quality of the built 
environment. The adoption of Oro 
Valley’s Design Standards, therefore, 
is a major accomplishment by the 
Town and will serve to enhance the 
aesthetic quality of Oro Valley as it 

continues to develop. 

Other Completed Items Include:
• Reviewed and amended signage 
standards as necessary to ensure 
adequate information is conveyed in 
support of business growth.
• Reviewed and amended lighting 
standards as necessary to ensure 
security standards are met while 
minimizing light pollution.

Community Design	  5

Highl ig h t s
Community Design

Design Standards 

Town of Oro Valley  
Caring for our heritage, our community, our future. 

Addendum A 
Adopted by Ordinance # 11-20  on July 6, 2011 

IncompleteCompleted

Community Design Actions



6  	 Economic Development

Oro Valley’s economic future is 
interwoven with its distinctive 
natural setting highlighted 

by its proximity to the Pusch Ridge 
Wilderness, Coranado National 
Forest, and Catalina State Park. The 
actions taken by Town Council have 
attempted to marry Oro Valley’s 
economic and environmental identity 
by progressing business interests while 
maintaining the community’s vision 
and values.

The Campus-style employment center 
at Innovation Park is a major economic 
driver for the town. In order to ensure 

that this center, and others like it, fit 
into Oro Valley’s built environment, the 
Town’s Design Standards have been 
reviewed and amended to further the 
appearance and aesthetic quality of 
these centers. 

Other Completed Action Items Include:
• Incorporated an Economic Vitality 
Model into the Impact Analysis for 
commercial and industrial projects, 
used to forecast revenue growth and 
Town expenditure impacts based on 
new and future development, and 
annexed areas. 

Highl ig h t s

Economic 
Development

Completed Ongoing

Economic Development Actions



The Cost of Development Element 
of the General Plan articulates 
the Town’s interest in ensuring 

that new development in Oro Valley 
does its fair share to perpetuate the 
high standard for infrastructure that 
the Town has established since its 
incorporation. 

One of the major accomplishments 
in this section, was to ensure that 
new development is covering the 
capital cost of new infrastructure. To 
help understand development costs, 
the Town preforms a comprehensive 
review of its development-related 

revenue stream as a part of its 
annual budgetary process. Impact 
fees and construction of new 
facilities continue to be required of 
all new development. 

Other Completed Items Include:
• Implemented a proactive 
annexation study to prioritize 
proposed annexations, 
concentrating on those proposals 
that create efficiency in service 
provision by the Town. 
• Identified proposed new and 
upgrades to existing regional 
facilities, and determined if new 
development can legally be 
assessed responsibility for the 
improvement of each facility.  For 
example impact fees cover regional 
facilities such as: major roads, 
libraries, and parks. 

Cost of Development	        7

Highl ig h t s

Cost of 
Development

Cost of Development Actions

Completed Changed
Conditions

Ongoing



8  	 Transportation & Circulation

The Actions taken by the Town 
have ensured that Oro Valley’s 
transportation system, as well as the 

transportation system for the Planning 
Area as a whole, has provided residents 
and visitors with safe, convenient and 
efficient mobility. 

Over twenty transportation and 
circulation actions identified in the 
General Plan have been completed or 
are ongoing. Continual investment in 
transportation has ensured high quality, 
function and diversity of the Town’s 
circulation systems. 

Completed Items Include:
• Annually updated the Capital 
Improvement Plan, prioritizing street 
and circulation improvements 
necessary to implement the General 
Plan. 
• Implemented the Subdivision Street 
Standards.
• Regularly updated the town-wide 
traffic volume count program to serve 
as a basis for future planning.
• Maintained a traffic safety program 
to identify and program projects for 
traffic safety improvements.
• Implemented the traffic calming plan 
to preserve neighborhoods through the 
reduction of cut-through traffic (Hardy 
Rd. and Calle Buena Vista).
• Implemented the Pedestrian and 
Bicycle Plan, and the Trails Plan.
• Implemented Access Control 
Guidelines for arterial streets.

Highl ig h t s

Transportation 
& Circulation

• Implemented a pavement 
preservation and street maintenance 
program.  
• Sought funding for all aspects of 
financing the Town’s transportation 
system including alternative modes.



• Worked with other jurisdictions to 
develop a public-private partnership 
to promote trip reduction programs to 
reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT).
• Continued to require a full 
Transportation Impact Study for all 
major development, defined as 
all non-residential and multifamily 
residential over 20 acres and 
residential developments of 200 lots or 
greater.
• Coordinated street improvements 
with drainage and flood control 
needs.
• Evaluated any wash crossings for 
collector and arterial streets in the 
design process to ensure minimal 
impact on environmentally sensitive 

areas including riparian habitat, while 
maintaining hydraulic efficiency.
• Designed improvements of major 
road corridors to maximize protection 
of scenic vistas and minimize visual 
impact of roadways constructed on 
slopes. 
• Continued to review major 
development plans and public 
projects for transit integration and 
pedestrian access. 
• Worked with Marana and Pima 
County to coordinate public transit 
services in the Northwest Metro Area. 
• Participated in efforts to study 
the feasibility of a Regional Transit 
Authority. 
• Located, designed and constructed 
two Park and Ride facilities located at 
2291 E Rancho Vistoso Boulevard and 
at River Front Park.
• Continued to develop and distribute 
promotional materials, including 

information on bike locker locations 
and pedestrian and bike routes, to 
identify Oro Valley as a Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Friendly Community.
• Coordinated with PAG to create a 
regional pedestrian and bike network.
• Developed a maintenance program 
for bicycle facilities.
• Achieved private sector installation 
of alternative fuel stations.

Transportation & Circulation	 9

Transportation 
& Circulation

Cont.

Completed Changed
Conditions

Transportation and Circulation Actions

Ongoing



The purpose of the Public Facilities, 
Service and Safety Element 
is to provide the Town of Oro 

Valley with development oversight 
strategies that ensure orderly, 
rational development of facilities and 
services to support projected growth 
and to address the safety needs 
of its residents. Completed actions 
have prevented hazards, both 
environmental and man-made, and 
have promoted helpful, safe, Town 
services.

Oro Valley’s public safety programs 
are community centered at their 
core. Programs such as Community 

Policing, Neighborhood Watch, 
community academy, and bicycle/ 
pedestrian safety programs actively 
work to keep the Town’s citizens safe, 
and informed. 

Other Completed Items Include:
• Expanded emergency training 
programs, such as CPR.
• Developed a flood control 
ordinance that prohibits 
development within the floodway
• Actively solicited non-Town service 
providers, such as fire districts, to 
provide comments on proposed 
developments.
• Jointly worked with school districts in 
siting new schools. 
• Amended the site analysis 
requirements for residential rezoning 
cases to incorporate evaluation of 
school facilities.
• Continued programs to

10            Public Facilities, Services & Safety

Highl ig h t s

Public Facilities, 
Services & Safety

Public Facilities, Services & Safety Actions

Completed Changed
Conditions

Incomplete

decentralize public safety and other 
public facilities.
• Expanded the Town’s public safety 
awareness program.
• CPTED safety standards included as part 
of the adopted Design Standards. 	
• Established an emergency 
management plan.



Housing         11

Oro Valley is recognized as a highly 
desirable place to live. The actions 
taken by the Town have ensured 

that housing opportunities are provided 
within high quality neighborhoods that are 
safe and well planned. Because of these 
actions, Oro Valley continues to be a place 
defined by its strong neighborhoods and 
quality housing development. 

Adopted in 2011, Oro Valley’s Design 
Standards ensure that residential 
environments are not only of a high quality, 
but provide for street character, open 
space, and high quality home design and 
architecture. 

Other Completed Items Include:
• Established procedures to monitor 
neighborhood conditions by holding 
neighborhood meetings, and working 
with Home Owners Associations to inform 
residents about new development 
applications. 
•  Created and initiated neighborhood 
enhancement programs such as the 
Neighborhood Clean Up Program to ensure 
that Oro Valley’s neighborhoods remain at 
a high standard of quality. 

Highl ig h t s
Housing 

Housing Actions

Completed OngoingIncomplete



The Parks and Recreation Element 
is intended to protect and 
enhance the high quality resort/

residential image, identified in the 
General Plan. The actions taken by 
the Town ensure that Oro Valley has 
diverse recreation options.

Several new parks have been 
acquired, designed, and constructed 
to fit the needs of Oro Valley’s citizens 
including the CDO Linear Park, a new 
accessible playground, recreation 
programs, and most notably the 
Town’s aquatic center expansion 
(although not identified specifically in 

the General Plan). 

Other Completed Items Include:
• Incorporating into the plan review 
process, requirements, procedures, 
and criteria for assessing the 
recreational facility needs of the 
residents of proposed subdivisions.
• Initiated a Park and Trail 
Maintenance Program.  
• Required appropriate signage 
to be installed in parks for public 
information, as part of the 
development process.
• Developed joint use agreements 
between the Town and Amphi 
School District to further increase the 
availability of recreational facilities in 
the community.

12	    Parks & Recreation

Highl ig h t s

Parks &
Recreation

Parks & Recreation Actions

Completed OngoingIncomplete



Arts & Culture          13

As Oro Valley grows and matures 
as a community, its interests in 
establishing and maintaining 

a rich mix of opportunities for arts and 
cultural activities are clear. The actions 
taken by the Town have improved 
opportunities to enjoy Oro Valley’s 
artstic assets.

Continued implementation and direct 
funding of arts resources, including 
the 1% arts ordinance has resulted 
in an impressive collection of over 
200 publicly displayed art pieces 
throughout the Town.

Other Ongoing Action Items Include:
• Developed a variety of opportunities 
for visual and performing arts.
• Developed relationships with 
businesses and other arts/cultural 
organizations, specifically SAACA, to 
create new arts related opportunities 
for Town residents.
• Formed collaborative efforts 
between the Library, Parks and 
Recreation, arts organizations and the 
school district to host annual recreation 
programs such as the tree lighting 
ceremony and various Steam Pump 
Ranch festivals. 
• Initiated a plan to encourage the 
creation of and identify funding 
sources for one or more arts districts.

Highl ig h t s

Arts &
Culture

Arts & Culture Actions

Incomplete Changed
Conditions

Ongoing



Oro Valley is a town of 
breathtaking natural 
beauty and an area that 

posses rich archeological and 
historic resources that date from 
approximately 11,500 years ago. 
The actions taken by the Town 
continue to celebrate the richness 
that these resources bring to 
residents and visitors.

Oro Valley continues to protect 
cultural and archeological 
resources through an updated 
ordinance and by working 
collaboratively with Pima County 

and the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO). 

Other Completed Items Include:
• Initiated and implemented 
the Certified Local Government 
process, a preservation partnership 
between local, state and 
national governments focused on 
promoting hisoric preservation.

14              Historic Resources

Highl ig h t s

Historic 
Resources

Historic Resources Actions

Completed Incomplete Ongoing



Open Space & Natural Resources           15

Oro Valley’s exceptional 
environmental resources have 
shaped the Town’s character. 

The conservation of natural open 
space, biological resources, visual 
resources, and other natural resources 
is of significant public interest. The 
actions taken by the Town have 
ensured the conservation of these 
resources while promoting quality 
growth. 

The development of Oro Valley’s 
ESL ordinance has been the 
Town’s premier open space and 
natural resource management 

accomplishment. This regulation is 
comprehensive and affects most items 
identified in this section of the General 
Plan. 

Completed Action Items:
• The Zoning Code was amended 
to use open space preservation as a 
criterion in deciding the approval or 
denial of rezoning proposals.
• Worked with Pima County, Arizona 
Game and Fish Dept., the Nature 
Conservancy and others to develop a 
GIS database of biological resources 
for the Town.
• Participated in the development and 
implementation of the Sonoran Desert 
Conservation Plan.
• Amended the Zoning Code to allow, 
if in-place protection is not feasible, 
the transplantation of healthy native 
vegetation to approved sites within, or 
outside the project limits.
• Reviewed, and amended the 

Zoning Code to provide guidelines 
for the safe movement of wildlife 
above and below roadways and 
through or around other man-made 
environments.Highl ig h t s

Open Space &
Natural Resources



16   	 Open Space & Natural Resources

• Created and worked with the ESL 
advisory committee to establish an 
interconnected open space strategy. 
• Continued the Save-A-Plant program.
 

Open Space &
Natural Resources

Cont.

Open Space & Natural Resources 
Actions

Completed

Ongoing Changed
Conditions

Incomplete



The Town of Oro Valley recognizes the 
importance of water to maintain the 
natural qualities that attract people 

to the area and sustain their existence. 
The actions taken by the Town reflect the 
importance of protecting and ensuring 
future needs of Oro Valley’s residents. 

To this goal, the Town has diversified its 
water supplies and has developed its 
reclaimed water system. Central Arizona 
Project water is also being delivered 
to the Town through agreements with 
Tucson Water. 

Other Completed Action Items Include:
• Approved a Floodplain management 

ordinance.
•Amended the site analysis requirements 
to address cumulative impacts on on-site 
and off-site drainage. 
• Implemented the storm water 
management program.
• Coordinated with Pima County 
Wastewater Management to investigate 
neighborhood conversions from septic 
tank to sewer systems.  
• Continually monitor the effects of the 
use of CAP water. 
• Implemented a comprehensive Town-
wide water conservation program, 
and participate in regional water 
conservation programs.
• Set up procedures to meet all State 
and Federal regulations regarding the 
treatment, quality, and monitoring 
required for the use of reclaimed water.
• Updated the Potable Water System 
Master Plan to reflect this General Plan.

Cost of Development      17

Highl ig h t s
Water Resources

Water Resources Actions

Completed OngoingIncomplete



The Town of Oro Valley continues 
to make considerable progress in 
completing the actions identified in the 
Focus 2020 General Plan. Efforts to-
date have spanned across numerous 
departments and have involved many 
community partners, Boards and 
Commissions, and citizens. 

The General Plan is a working document. 
It is the result of the collective efforts of 
citizens, elected and appointed officials, 
community groups, individuals, and 
agencies who have spent countless 
hours developing a framework for future 
development. The General Plan, has to 
be updated periodically (and by law) to 
remain relevant to Oro Valley’s evolving 
needs.

Completed items in this document 
should be celebrated, but part of the 
process was also to identify problem 
areas and deficiencies. A number of key 

actions require attention in the near term 
to stay on track to meet our Plan goals. 

For example, Parks and Recreation, Arts 
and Culture, and Archeological and 
Historic resources, three of the Town’s 
most citizen service-oriented elements, 
each have a number of important 
incomplete action items.

All action items, complete and 
incomplete,  were reviewed and 
evaluated for current relevance.  This 
information will be used to inform the 
2015 General Plan Update, the Planning 
Commission Work Plan, the Capital 
Improvement Plan, and the Annual 
Budget. 

This document has identified the Town of 
Oro Valley’s progress in completing the 
actions enumerated in the Focus 2020 
General Plan in order to actively further 
its citizen-based goals and needs.

NEXT STEPS
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STATUS LEGEND

RED: Action has not yet been 
initiated an/or little progress 
has been made.

YELLOW: Action has not been 
completed due to changed 
conditions.

BLUE: Action is ongoing

GREEN: Action is completed

This appendix details the progress made by the Town thus 
far in implementing the 2020 General Plan. 

Coordinating Department 
Acronyms

Following each action item 
in the tables that follow Town 
department(s) are identified 
as primary coordinators or 
facilitator of implementing 
the given action. Acronyms 
for the “Primary Responsibility” 
and “Lead” Departments are 
provided below.

Town Departments / Divisions: 

BS - Building Safety 
CD - Community Development
CR - Cultural Resources
C&S - Conservation and     
Sustainability 
ED - Economic Development
F - Fire Department 

FM - Fire Marshall 
FN - Finance
IS - Infrastructure Services 
L - Librarian 
P - Police 
Permits - Permitting Division 
PLG - Planning Division 
PW - Public Works 
P&R - Parks and Recreation 
P&Z - Planning and Zoning
SP - Special Projects
SPC - Special Projects 	   
Coordinator 
T - Transit 
TA - Town Attorney 
TC - Town Council
TE - Town Engineer 
TM - Town Manager 
TS - Transit Services 
W - Water Department
WD - Water Director 
WU - Water Utility



1. Land Use Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

LU.1 1.1.1, 1.1.3, 
1.1.4, 1.1.5, 
1.4.2, 10.1.1, 
10.1.2, 10.1.3, 
10.1.4, 11.1.1, 
11.1.2, 11.1.4, 
11.1.5, 11.1.11, 
11.2.1, 11.2.2, 
11.2.3, 11.2.4, 
11.2.6, 11.2.7, 
11.2.9, 11.2.10, 
11.2.11, 11.2.12, 
11.2.13, 11.2.14, 
11.3.3, 11.4.1, 
11.4.3, 11.5.6

Develop and implement an Environ-
mentally Sensitive Lands Overlay Zone 
(ESL) Ordinance that would define 
the criteria of ESL lands and permit a 
set of development standards that 
would act as an incentive to protect 
sensitive lands. 

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

Environmentally Sensi-
tive Lands Adopted 
by Ordinance 11-01, 
Added February 16th, 
2011.

LU.2 1.1.4, 1.1.7, 
1.2.2

Participate directly in the compre-
hensive planning efforts and estab-
lish strong working relationships with 
Marana, Pima County, Pinal County, 
Catalina Village, ASLD, and PAG to 
develop and adopt a coincident set 
of strategies to address various re-
gional issues and integrate the vari-
ous plans within the Planning Area.  
Ensure coordination on planning 
issues of mutual concern.

CD PLG Ongoing Region planning is 
ongoing and coordi-
nating with ASLD, Pima 
County, and surround-
ing jurisdictions to 
accomplish a variety 
of mutually beneficial 
issues including: an-
nexation; transporta-
tion; economic devel-
opment; infrastructure; 
and regional library 
services.

LU.3 1.2.2, 6.2.1, 
6.2.2, 6.2.5

Work closely with local school districts 
to ensure that adequate develop-
ment related information is provided 
to the districts  (Refer also to Actions 
PFS.5 and PFS.6)

CD PLG Ongoing New subdivision plans 
are shared with school 
districts for their refer-
ence.

LU.4 1.1.7 Work closely with other governmental 
units to promote acquisition strategies 
for expansion of nearby Federal, state 
and county owned public lands if addi-
tional protection or enhancement is also 
deemed necessary by the Town.

TC TM Ongoing Pima County has made 
several recent acquisi-
tions for planned wild-
life crossings on Oracle 
Road.
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1. Land Use Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

LU.5 1.5.5 Jointly develop and adopt off-
airport land use compatibility 
controls, within the La Cholla 
Airpark Planning Area, to pro-
tect the Airpark.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

The Airport Environs Over-
lay District was created to  
protect the health, safety, 
and welfare of persons 
and property in the vicinity 
of the La Cholla Airpark.

LU.6 1.1.2, 1.1.3, 1.1.6, 
1.2.1, 1.4.1, 1.5.5, 
2.1.9, 2.2.1, 7.1.1, 
7.1.5, 10.1.1, 
10.1.3, 10.1.4, 
10.2.1, 11.2.15, 
11.2.17, 11.3.4, 
11.5.5, 12.3.2, 
12.3.4

Continued enforcement of the 
Zoning Code and design guide-
lines.

P&Z PLG Ongoing Planning staff continually 
works to enforce the Zon-
ing Code and new design 
standards.

LU.7 1.1.2, 1.1.5, 1.3.1, 
1.3.4, 1.3.5, 1.4.3, 
1.4.4, 1.5.1, 5.4.4

Continued implementation of 
the General Plan policy, cur-
rently underway.

P&Z PLG Ongoing Planning staff continually 
works to implement Gen-
eral Plan policies.

LU.8 1.3.1, 1.3.3, 1.3.4, 
1.3.6, 1.5.5, 7.1.4, 
7.2 (all), 7.3.1

Define and develop a Comple-
mentary Use District Zoning Or-
dinance and design standards 
that will be utilized in devel-
oping master plan proposals 
including commercial, office, 
and/or housing. 

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

New Mixed-Use General 
Plan category pending 
Council approval.

LU.9 1.3.2 Amend the Oro Valley Zoning 
Code Revised (OVZCR) to re-
quire consideration of the Transit 
Plan in evaluation and review of 
development proposals within 
Growth Areas.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

Coordination and review is 
occurring. Town has ad-
opted Regional Transit Plan 
and continually works with 
the RTA. OVZCR amended, 
5/18/11.

LU.10 1.3.3, 3.1.8 Allow additional opportunity for 
neighborhood commercial by  
completing a study to identify un-
der-served areas where neighbor-
hood commercial is appropriate.

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

Updated C-N (Neighbor-
hood Commercial) de-
velopment standards and 
uses by Ordinance 11-01 
on February 16th, 2011.
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1. Land Use Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

LU.11 1.3.6 Amend the Oro Valley Zon-
ing Code Revised (OVZCR) to 
require implementation of the 
Pedestrian/Bicycle Plan and 
Trails Plan in evaluation and 
review of development pro-
posals.

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

The development review process 
includes plan evaluation by Parks 
and Recreation for compatibility 
with Pedestrian/Bicycle and Trails 
Plan.  Planning staff additionally 
applies the following standards to 
new development for continued 
consideration of bike/pedestrian 
amenities: Subdivision Street De-
sign Standards; Subdivision Design 
Principles.

LU.12 1.5.2 Rezone all Town-owned parks 
to Parks/Open Space zoning 
district.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

Was not included in the Planning 
and Zoning Work Plan.

LU.13 1.5.2, 
7.1.3, 
11.1.5 
(Buffers 
are not 
ad-
dressed 
by these 
policies)

Revise the Recreation Code of 
the OVZCR to assure that ad-
equate buffers are provided. 

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

Section 26.5 Provision of Recre-
ation Area dictates amount of 
space and required recreation 
amenities.

LU.14 11.3.4 Utilize best management 
practices established for the 
Natural Events Action Program 
(NEAP) when issuing and en-
forcing grading permits.

PW Permits Ongoing Continual enforcement of Storm 
Water Pollution Prevention Pro-
gram (SWPPP) with the purpose of 
soil erosion protection.

LU.15 11.1.4, 
11.1.7, 
11.1.9

Advance an interconnected 
open space system within the 
Town, as well as within the re-
gion, by providing for an open 
space planning component in 
all appropriate land use plan-
ning and community develop-
ment efforts.  See also OS.4 
and LU.2.

P&Z PLG Short 
Term/ 
Ongoing

ESL addresses this for rezoned 
properties. Would be facilitated 
with Parks Master Plan. ESL Open 
Space Requirements. Design 
Guidelines C-d pg. 2. 
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1. Land Use Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

LU.16 3.1.10, 
11.1.12

Negotiate any proposed pre-
annexation agreements to en-
sure they support, and do not 
work counter to, the goals and 
policies of the General Plan.

SPC, TA TM Short 
Term/ 
Ongoing

Town continues to pursue annex-
ation agreements. 

LU.17 1.5.9 Revise transmittal procedures 
to ensure that all amendments 
to the plan within, or within 
one-quarter mile, of the plan-
ning areas of other jurisdictions 
are sent to those jurisdictions 
for comment.

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

General Plan amendment submit-
tals provided to area jurisdictions 
for comment.

LU.18 1.3.5, 
1.4.11

Develop procedures to require 
master plans for coordinated 
development, particularly on 
vacant areas of 40 acres or 
greater, and in context with 
adjacent properties.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

Master development plans are 
required for large multi-phase 
projects or as PADs (no 40 acre 
requirement). Public participa-
tion process is used to evaluate 
the development in context with 
adjacent uses.

LU.19 1.5.7, 
1.6.8, 
4.1.5

Develop additional standards, 
as may be necessary for ana-
lyzing effects of development 
of a regional impact.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

Development applications shared 
with neighboring jurisdictions. 
Additionally, use of TIA provides 
further insight. 

LU.20 11.1.1 The Town of Oro Valley will 
establish an advisory commit-
tee to consider policies and 
procedures for conservation 
easements and holdings of 
open space. 

TC PLG Short 
Term

ESL advisory committee apart of 
ESL code development process. 
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2. Community Design Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

CD.1 1.2.3, 1.4.7, 
1.4.8, 2.1.1, 
2.1.2, 2.1.3, 
2.1.4, 2.1.5,  
2.1.7, 2.1.8, 
2.1.9, 
2.1.11, 
2.2.1, 3.1.7, 
5.4.4

Review, update and amend 
the Development Design 
guidelines/standards to ensure 
compatibility with the policies 
outlined in the General Plan.

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

Adopted Design Standards by 
Ordinance 11-20 on July 6, 2011.

CD.2 2.2.1 Review procedures to ensure 
continuous enforcement of 
Section 13-107 (Solar Protec-
tion) of the OVZCR. (Now 
OVZCR Section 27.1)

P&Z C&S Short 
Term

Solar installations should be 
tracked through the permitting 
process. As written, the Zoning 
code is not implementable due 
to vague language, Work plan 
item needed. 

CD.3 2.1.10 Review and amend signage 
standards as necessary to en-
sure adequate information is 
conveyed in the least intrusive 
form.

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

Revised Sign Code was Adopted 
by Ordinance 11-07. Addition-
ally, Sign Committee assigned to 
review signage standards. 

CD.4 2.3.1, 
11.4.2

Review and amend lighting 
standards as necessary to en-
sure security standards are met 
while minimizing light pollution.

P&Z PLG Long 
Term

Updates in May 2005 and Oct. 
2007.
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3. Economic Development Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

ED.1 3.1.1, 3.1.2, 
3.1.5, 3.1.6, 
3.1.9

Update the adopted Commu-
nity Economic Development 
Strategy based on the 2020 
General Plan Update, utilizing 
the fiscal model prepared as 
part of the planning process 
and regularly updated.  Imple-
ment this revised strategic 
plan. (planning process refers 
to Economic Development)

ED ED Short 
Term

Updated CEDS in 2010. 

ED.2 3.1.4 Include strategic capital 
projects in the Capital Im-
provement Plan which would 
support desirable economic 
development which imple-
ments the General Plan.

ED ED Annually Strategic Capital Projects 
such as the pool, Steam Pump 
Ranch, and other projects, have 
been pursued and need to be 
added to the CIP.

ED.3 3.1.6, 4.1.1, 
4.1.2, 4.3.2, 
6.1.1, 6.1.2

Incorporate fiscal model pre-
pared for the General Plan Up-
date into the Impact Analysis 
for commercial and industrial 
projects, 20 acres or larger and 
into the Fiscal Impact model 
used to evaluate proposed 
annexations.

FN FN Medium 
Term

An Economic Vitality Model was 
created in 2006/07 and used 
to forecast revenue growth 
and Town expenditure impacts 
based on new and future devel-
opment, and annexed areas. 

ED.4 3.1.7 Review and amend Oro Valley 
Design Guidelines to more fully 
address campus-style employ-
ment centers.

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

Design Standards Adopted by 
Ordinance #11-20 on July 6, 
2011. 



4. Cost of Development Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

COD.1 3.1.6, 4.1.4, 
4.1.7, 4.2.1, 
4.2.2, 4.2.3, 
4.2.4, 4.2.5, 
4.2.6, 4.3.1, 
4.3.2, 6.1.2

Perform a comprehensive 
study of the Town’s revenue 
stream to ensure that fund-
ing from new development 
is completely covering the 
capital costs of infrastructure 
required to serve the develop-
ment at the desired LOS (level 
of service); to project costs to 
the Town over time that can-
not be assessed to new devel-
opment; and to identify and 
develop revenue sources that 
can fund those needs.

FN FN Medium 
Term

Review of revenue stream is 
part of an annual process tied 
to budget and legislative restric-
tions. 

COD.2 4.1.2, 4.1.3 Implement a proactive an-
nexation study to prioritize pro-
posed annexations, concen-
trating on those proposals that 
create efficiency in service 
provision by the Town. Ensure 
that both long term and short 
term costs and benefits of an-
nexations are addressed.

SP TM Medium 
Term

A proactive annexation strate-
gic plan has been developed 
by the Town Manager’s Office. 
Finance department conducts 
a cost based analysis on every 
annexation proposal. 

COD.3 4.1.7, 4.1.9 Identify exceptions, if any, to 
fair share cost recovery that 
the Town finds to be in the 
public interest.

FN; ED FN Medium 
Term

Exceptions, if any, are evalu-
ated on a case-by-case basis. 
Legal limitations exist, including 
the gift clause. 

COD.4 4.1.5, 1.5.7 Identify proposed new and 
upgrades to existing regional 
facilities, and determine if 
new development can legally 
be assessed responsibility for 
improvement of each facility.  
Develop options for implemen-
tation for consideration by the 
Town Council.

FN; P&Z FN Medium 
Term

Impact fees cover regional 
facilities such as: major roads, 
libraries, and parks. 
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4. Cost of Development Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

COD.5 4.1.6 Continue to require new de-
velopment to provide infra-
structure that accommodates 
future development identified 
in the General Plan, as nec-
essary, with an appropriate 
payback mechanism.

P&Z PLG Ongoing Accommodation for future 
developments, including water 
and roads, require payback. 

COD.6 4.1.8 Develop an intergovernmental 
agreement with Pima County 
for service provision standards 
in unincorporated areas of the 
Planning Area.

TM TM Medium 
Term

A formal IGA has not been ad-
opted. The Town and PC work 
together through PAG to ensure 
that roadway and other re-
gional projects within the Plan-
ning Area meet Town standards. 
Pima County also provides op-
portunity for the Town to com-
ment on development projects 
within the Planning Area.

COD.7 4.3.3 Concisely and clearly docu-
ment on an annual basis the 
status of the annual budget, 
CIP, and all studies related to 
provision of infrastructure by 
the private and public sector.

FN FN Annual The Infrastructure Asset Inven-
tory is tracked and updated on 
an annual basis and reported in 
financial statements. 
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5. Circulation and Transportation
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

CT.1 5.1.1, 5.1.2, 
5.2.1, 5.9.2, 
5.9.3, 1.5.2

Annually update the CIP, pri-
oritizing street and circulation 
capital improvements neces-
sary to implement the General 
Plan Circulation and Transpor-
tation Element. 

PW IS Annual Multi-modal construction taking 
place throughout arterial road-
way network. 

CT.2 5.1.5, 5.4.5 Implement the subdivision 
street standards.

PW TE Ongoing Subdivision Street Design Stan-
dards Adopted by Ordinance 
11-15, Amended May 18th, 2011 

CT.3 5.1.1, 5.1.2 Regularly update the town 
wide traffic volume count 
program to serve as a basis for 
future planning. 

PW IS Ongoing Working with PAG regionally.

CT.4 5.1.3, 5.9.7 Maintain a traffic safety pro-
gram to identify and program 
projects for traffic safety im-
provements.

PW IS Ongoing 2010 Established a Traffic Engi-
neering Unit.

CT.5 5.1.4, 5.1.9, 
5.4.1

Implement the traffic calming 
plan to preserve neighbor-
hoods through the reduction 
of cut-through traffic.

PW IS Ongoing Incorporated traffic calming 
into private and public projects.

CT.6 1.5.2, 5.1.5, 
5.1.6, 5.1.7, 
5.3.2, 5.9.1, 
5.9.2, 5.9.3, 
5.9.5, 6.2.6, 
8.2.1, 8.2.2, 
8.2.4, 8.5.2, 
8.5.3, 8.5.4, 
11.3.4

Implement the Pedestrian and 
Bicycle Plan, and the trails 
plan.

PW; P&R IS Ongoing Constructing Multimodal proj-
ects, CDO Linear Park, and con-
nected open space.

CT.7 1.5.6 Implement Access Control 
Guidelines for arterial streets.

PW IS; 
Permits

Ongoing Incorporated access manage-
ment into private and public 
projects
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5. Circulation and Transportation
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

CT.8 5.1.8 Evaluate possible creation of a 
connected network of exclu-
sive and on-street routes for 
neighborhood electric vehi-
cles and similar alternatives.

PW IS Long 
Term

Town density does not support 
exclusive and on-street routes. 
Town has implemented sun 
shuttle dial-a-ride program as a 
transit alternative. 

CT.9 5.1.10, 
11.3.4

Implement a pavement pres-
ervation and street mainte-
nance program.

PW IS Ongoing Fully operational Pavement 
Management Program.

CT.10 5.2.2, 5.9.2, 
5.9.3, 8.5.3

Seek funding for all aspects of 
financing the Town’s transpor-
tation system including alter-
native modes. 

PW IS Ongoing Secured RTA funding for bike, 
pedestrian, and transit projects. 
Road Funding from HURF.

CT.11 5.3.3, 5.8.2, 
5.9.5, 
11.3.4

Working with other jurisdic-
tions, develop a public-private 
partnership to promote trip 
reduction programs to reduce 
vehicle miles traveled (VMT).  

PW IS Ongoing Working with PAG committees 
to develop regional trip reduc-
tion programs such as ride-
shares. Ride-share program is 
promoted through the Town’s 
Human Resources Department.

CT.12 1.5.7, 1.6.8, 
5.1.1

Continue to require a full Trans-
portation Impact Study for all 
major development, defined 
as all non-residential and multi-
family residential over 20 acres 
and residential developments 
of 200 lots or greater.

PW IS; 
Permits

Ongoing Required through the develop-
ment process

CT.13 5.4.2 Coordinate street improve-
ments with drainage and flood 
control needs.

PW IS Ongoing Combined Stormwater and 
roadway projects

CT.14 5.4.2 Evaluate any wash crossings 
for collector streets and above 
in the design process to ensure 
minimal feasible impact on 
environmentally sensitive areas 
or riparian habitat, while main-
taining hydraulic efficiency.

PW IS Ongoing The Regional Transportation Au-
thority plan includes $45 million 
for transportation-related critical 
wildlife linkages as part of the 
environmental and economic 
vitality element of the plan.
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5. Circulation and Transportation
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

CT.15 5.4.3, 
11.3.1, 
1.1.4

Design improvements of major 
corridors to maximize protec-
tion of scenic vistas and mini-
mize the visual impact of road-
ways constructed on slopes. 

PW IS Ongoing ESL’s Scenic Resources Catego-
ry provides protection for scenic 
corridors, by directing develop-
ment design to conserve scenic 
views across private property. 

CT.16 1.5.5, 5.5.1, 
5.5.2, 5.5.3, 
5.5.4, 5.6.1, 
5.6.2, 5.6.3, 
5.7.1, 5.7.2, 
5.7.3

Update Transit Development 
Plan periodically, as delineat-
ed in the adopted plan.

TS T Ongoing Town has adopted the Regional 
Transit Plan and works with the 
RTA to update this plan annu-
ally. 

CT.17 1.5.5, 5.4.1, 
5.5.1, 5.6.1, 
5.6.3

Continue to review major 
development plans and public 
projects for transit integration 
and pedestrian access.

TS T Ongoing Transit Services reviews transit 
needs for development proj-
ects.

CT.18 5.6.1, 5.7.2 Annually update the public 
transit facilities in the capital 
improvement program. 

TS T Ongoing Capital Improvement Program 
now regional with RTA as lead 
agency.

CT.19 5.5.3, 5.6.2, 
5.7.3

Integrate Sun Tran Express Ser-
vice (Route 162) contract to 
include opportunities for trans-
fers between Coyote Run and 
Route 162.  

TS T Short 
Term

All services within Pima County 
have been regionalized and 
seamless transfers now exist be-
tween these routes. Smart Car 
technology is soon to be imple-
mented in 2013 which will im-
prove upon integration of these 
connections. 

CT.20 5.5.3, 5.6.4, 
5.7.3, 5.8.1

Work with the jurisdictions in 
the northwest region to coor-
dinate public transit services in 
the Northwest Valley.

TS; TC T Medium 
Term

RTA is the overarching author-
ity for the region, including the 
Northwest Valley. RTA has imple-
mented all inclusive sun shuttle 
services throughout the region. 

CT.21 5.8.1 Participate in efforts to study 
the feasibility of a Regional 
Transit Authority should the op-
portunity arise.

TC T Long 
Term

RTA was created and a sales tax 
initiative approved by voters in 
2006.
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5. Circulation and Transportation
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

CT.22 5.6.1, 5.7.3 Locate, design and construct 
a modest public transit transfer 
facility as stated in the Transit 
Development Plan.  If possible, 
contract with local business 
owners or property owners to 
establish a mini park-and-ride 
lot with the transfer facility. 

TS T Medium 
Term

Two Park  and Ride facilities 
were completed in 2009. 

CT.23 5.9.4, 8.5.4 Continue to develop and 
distribute promotional ma-
terials, including information 
on bike locker locations and 
pedestrian and bike routes, to 
denote Oro Valley as a Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Friendly Com-
munity.

PW; P&R PW Ongoing Oro Valley Police Dept. offers 
bike/pedestrian safety informa-
tion available on their website. 

CT.24 5.9.8, 6.2.6, 
8.5.1, 8.5.2, 
11.3.4

Coordinate through PAG to 
create a regional pedestrian 
and bike network.

PW; P&R IS; P&R Ongoing Working with PAG and RTA  to 
create “the Loop” a regional 
bike and pedestrian path. 

CT.25 5.9.9 Develop a maintenance pro-
gram for bicycle facilities.

PW IS; P&R Medium 
Term

Sweeping and fog seal pro-
grams implemented 

CT.26 5.6.4 Encourage private sector 
installation of alternative fuel 
stations.

P&Z C&S Medium 
Term

Ordinance 11-31 (May 18th, 
2011) approved 4 EV charging 
stations across OV.  
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6. Public Facilities, Services and Safety Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

PFS.1 6.4.4 Expand emergency train-
ing programs, such as 
CPR.

FM; P&R F Medium 
Term 
then  
Ongoing

GRFD has been expanding programs

PFS.2 6.1.4 Develop a flood control 
ordinance that prohibits 
development within the 
floodway.

PW IS;
Permits; 
PW

Short 
Term

Adoption of the Floodplain Manage-
ment Ordinance in 2005.

PFS.3 6.1.5 Actively solicit non-Town 
service providers, such 
as fire districts, to provide 
comments on proposed 
rezonings, subdivisions and 
development plans per 
the OVZCR.

P&Z PLG Ongoing Golder Ranch Fire District provides com-
ments on all development review pro-
posals.

PFS.4 6.1.6 Investigate and evaluate 
opportunities to contract 
out or privatize public 
services.

TC TM Ongoing The Town is currently pursuing a limited 
amount of privitized services. Those in-
clude certain Parks Programs, fleet main-
tenance, and potential legal services. 

PFS.5 6.2.1, 
6.2.2, 
6.2.5, 
6.2.6, 
6.4.1, 
9.1.7 

Jointly work with school 
districts in siting new 
schools, development of 
joint use opportunities on 
school sites, safe student 
bike and pedestrian ac-
cess to school sites and 
implementing school site 
reservation policies.  Refer 
also to Action LU.3.

CD PLG Ongoing PAD applications require a Public Ser-
vices and Facilities Element that includes 
school siting, student enrollment fore-
casts, and school/park site dedications. 
Additionally, new subdivision plans must 
incorporate safe pedestrian and bike 
access to schools. 
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6. Public Facilities, Services and Safety Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

PFS.6 6.2.1, 6.2.3,  
6.2.4, 6.4.1

Amend the site analysis re-
quirements for residential 
rezoning cases to incorporate 
evaluation of school facili-
ties and address other school 
planning issues. 

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

Site analysis for rezoning cases 
require the applicant to indi-
cate the number of elementary, 
junior and senior high school stu-
dents generated by the rezon-
ing, remaining capacity within 
the area schools serving the site, 
and for the applicant to provide 
a letter from affected school 
district indicating that a pro-
posed site can accommodate 
the educational space require-
ments for the projected number 
of residents.

PFS.7 5.1.7, 5.9.6, 
5.9.7, 6.2.6

Expand the bicycle safety 
course program, and develop 
a pedestrian safety program.

P P Ongoing Implemented a two part bicy-
cle safety course that includes 
traffic laws, bicycle mainte-
nance, safe riding techniques 
and a five mile ride. Have also 
partnered with School Resource 
Officers to provide bicycle 
safety at the schools. Continue 
to conduct “bicycle rodeo’s” at 
Neighborhood Watch events

PFS.8 6.3.1, 6.3.2, 
6.3.3

Develop and maintain a 
Library Strategic Plan in con-
junction with Pima County and 
the Friends of the Library.

L P&R; L Medium 
Term 
then  
Ongoing

IGA with Pima County Resolu-
tion 12-14 on March 7th, 2012 to 
transfer OV public library facili-
ties and operations to the Pima 
County free library district.

PFS.9 6.4.2 Continue the programs to 
decentralize public safety and 
other public facilities to pro-
vide the best service consider-
ing new developments and 
annexations.

TC TM Ongoing Town recently opened new PD 
substation in OV Marketplace 
in partnership with a private 
landowner. Town will continue 
to uphold this policy as future 
development and annexations 
are considered. 
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6. Public Facilities, Services and Safety Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

PFS.10 6.4.3 Maintain a community-polic-
ing and neighborhood watch 
program.

P P Ongoing Over 40 active NW groups; rep-
resenting nearly 3,000 individual 
homes.

PFS.11 6.4.4 Expand the Town’s public 
safety awareness program.

P; FM; BS P Ongoing PD implemented a reverse 911 
program with public works and 
water. PD also offers several 
safety and awareness pro-
grams, they are all listed on their 
website. 

PFS.12 6.4.5 Improve upon a Crime Preven-
tion through Environmental 
Design (CPTED) Program – a 
program to reduce opportu-
nities for crime by reviewing 
development plans to ensure 
easy surveillance, control of 
access, and establishment of 
territories (ownership) – with 
specific criteria when review-
ing development properties. 
Work with Planning & Zoning 
to add these as Design Guide-
lines in the Code.

P P Medium 
Term

Completed through adoption 
of Design Standards in 2011. 

PFS.13 6.4.7 Amend the site analysis re-
quirements and subdivision 
/ development plan require-
ments in the OVZCR to address 
response to wildfire impacts.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

Site analysis requirements have 
not been amended, however, 
the Oro Valley Fire Department 
reviews all development plans 
and enforces the Adopted In-
ternational Fire Code. This code 
is used to guide development 
in order to implement neces-
sary mitigation measures to limit 
wildfire impacts.  
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6. Public Facilities, Services and Safety Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

PFS.14 6.4.6, 6.1.3 Establish an emergency man-
agement plan.

P; FM; BS P Short 
Term

Emergency Management Plan 
was adopted by Council on 
9-19-12.

PFS.15 6.2.7 Develop siting possibilities and 
dialogue with Pima Commu-
nity College and the Univer-
sity of Arizona regarding the 
potential for branch campuses 
in the Town.

TC; P&Z TM Long 
Term

The Town maintains close re-
lations with PCC, which has 
opened a NW campus just 
outside of the Town boundaries. 
The Town also continues to de-
velop relationships with the U of 
A, which recently purchased a 
research laboratory in the Town 
and has opened a new Oro Val-
ley BIO 5 campus. 

PFS.16 3.1.8,  
5.2.2, 6.1.7, 
6.3.1, 8.1.3, 
11.1.1, 
11.5.7, 
11.5.11

Pursue and hire a professional 
grant writer.

CD PLG Medium 
Term

No specific staff hired. Respon-
sibility currently spread across 
various departments. No further 
action planned. 
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7. Housing Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

H.1 7.1.1, 7.1.4, 
7.1.5, 7.2.1, 
7.2.3

Implement and periodically re-
view design guidelines, includ-
ing those for special needs, to 
ensure high-quality residential 
environments. 

P&Z PLG Ongoing Design Standards Adopted by 
Ordinance 11-20 on July 6, 2011.

H.2 7.1.2 Establish procedures to moni-
tor neighborhood conditions 
and work with neighborhoods 
to take appropriate actions. 

P&Z PLG Long 
Term

Action implemented through 
neighborhood meetings, wash 
(watch) maintenance program, 
HOA forums, and Constituent 
Service Coordinator. 

H.3 7.1.3 Amend the OVZCR to provide 
incentives for incorporation of 
amenities, including day care, 
in multifamily development.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

Day care currently requires a 
Conditional Use Permit. Plans 
to amend the OVZCR are not 
currently on the Planning Work 
Plan. 

H.4 7.1.2 Create and initiate a neigh-
borhood enhancement pro-
gram to ensure that Oro Valley 
neighborhoods remain at a 
high quality standard.

P&Z PLG Long 
Term

Initiated Neighborhood Clean 
Up Program in 2005, however it 
was terminated in 2009 due to 
budgetary constraints. 

H.5 7.2.1, 7.2.2, 
7.2.3, 7.2.4, 
7.3.1

After developing a housing 
and employment baseline, 
biennially report to the Town 
Council and the community 
on the changes to the hous-
ing base for the previous year, 
including but not limited to 
provision of special needs 
housing, number of units per 
residential building type.

P&Z PLG Short 
Term / 
Ongoing

A housing inventory and report 
is planned for Fall 2012 in con-
junction with the General Plan 
update. Bienniel updates to the 
housing report are not feasible. 



8. Parks and Recreation Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

PR.1 8.1.1, 
11.1.1, 
11.1.2, 
11.1.5, 
11.1.7, 
11.1.10, 
11.5.4, 
11.5.6, 
11.5.11

Prepare an Open Space 
Management Plan to deter-
mine the appropriate level of 
use and protection of natural 
open space areas within the 
Town.

P&R P&R; L; 
CR

Short 
Term

An Open Space Management Plan 
has not been completed. Per Oro 
Valley Parks and Recreation, cur-
rent levels of open space do not 
necessitate an Open Space Man-
agement Plan. However, a regional 
open space aquisition program has 
been established and initiated on 
such projects as the Tortolita Park 
Expansion. Future action should be 
considered.  

PR.2 8.1.1, 8.1.2, 
8.3.2, 8.3.3, 
8.3.5, 8.3.6, 
9.1.5

Acquire, design and construct 
municipal park and open 
space facilities, considering 
the diversity of needs, demo-
graphics and preferences of 
residents.

P&R P&R; L; 
CR

Ongoing Several park projects have been 
approved including the CDO Lin-
ear Park,  a new Accessible Play-
ground, the archery range, and the 
Aquatic Center Expansion. Naranja 
Park, however, was  defeated by 
voters in a bond proposal in 2008. 

PR.3 8.1.2, 8.2.1, 
8.3.1, 8.4.1, 
8.4.2  

Annually update the CIP to 
include improvements to the 
parks, recreation, and open 
space system.

P&R P&R; L; 
CR

Annual A new CIP is produced annu-
ally and includes parks and 
recreation improvements when 
revenues allow.

PR.4 8.1.3, 8.3.1, 
11.1.11

Work with community mem-
bers to create a park, recre-
ation and trails advocacy and 
funding entity.

P&R; TC P&R; L; 
CR

Medium 
Term

To date this type of funding and 
advocacy has not been devel-
oped.

PR.5 8.3.2, 8.3.3, 
8.3.7 

Incorporate into the plan review 
process, requirements, proce-
dures, and criteria for assessing 
the recreational facility needs of 
the residents of proposed subdivi-
sions. 

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

Amendments to subdivision 
Recreation Area standards to 
P&ZC 10-5 adopted by Town 
Council. 

PR.6 8.3 (all) Implement, and update as 
necessary, adopted parks and 
recreation plans.

P&R P&R; L; 
CR

Ongoing Individual plans exist and are 
updated for individual parks. 
A comprehensive town-wide 
parks and recreation master 
plan has yet to be developed.
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8. Parks and Recreation Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

PR.7 8.2 (all), 
8.4.1, 8.4.2, 
8.5.1, 8.5.5, 
11.1.6, 
11.1.10

Initiate a phased Trail Loca-
tion, Acquisition, and Develop-
ment Program including the 
annual action items in the Trails 
Task Force Report.

P&R P&R; L; 
CR

Ongoing Trail acquisition and develop-
ment occurs in tandem with the 
development of each parcel. 

PR.8 8.5.5 Initiate a Park and Trail Mainte-
nance Program.

P&R P&R; L; 
CR

Medium 
Term

Adopt-a-trail program along 
with parks and recreation staff 
address any ongoing mainte-
nance. 

PR.9 8.5.6, 8.5.7 For trail installation to be con-
structed and maintained by 
the private sector, require 
appropriate signage to be 
addressed as part of the de-
velopment review process and 
subsequently installed.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

Appropriate signage is required 
as part of the development 
process.

PR.10 8.6.1, 6.2.5, 
6.2.2

Develop joint use agreements 
of recreational facilities with 
the School District to further 
enhance the availability of 
recreational facilities to the 
community.

P&R P&R; L; 
CR

Ongoing Agreements established with 
Amphi School District. 

PR.11 8.2.2, 8.2.3 Revise the OVZCR to include 
provisions that ensure public 
access per the approved trails 
plan.

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

Currently, public access is 
ensured as a part of the de-
velopment process without an 
amendment to the OVZCR. No 
further action is planned.  

PR.12 6.1.7 Seek corporate underwriting 
for park facilities.

P&R P&R; L; 
CR

Medium 
Term

Town continues to seek and re-
ceive corporate underwriting.

PR.13 8.3.7 Modify the OVZCR and the de-
velopment review process to 
seek creation of larger, shared 
recreational facilities in prefer-
ence to smaller, subdivision-
based facilities.

P&Z; P&R P&R; L; 
CR

Medium 
Term

This item has been accom-
plished through the adoption of 
the ESL ordinace. 



9. Arts and Culture Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

AC.1 9.1.2 Keep the master operating 
agreement between the Town 
and Greater Oro Valley Arts 
Council (GOVAC) current.

CD PLG Ongoing July 14th 2009, GOVAC became 
SAACA. Memorandum of un-
derstanding now under Eco-
nomic Development. 

AC.2 9.1.3, 9.1.4 Regularly update and utilize 
the Cultural Assessment to 
ensure needs of existing and 
new residents are being ad-
equately addressed.

CD P&R; L; 
CR

Medium 
Term

Town does not update or utilize 
Cultural Assessment Report, 
this is an out of date report first 
published in 1994 by the Town 
Clerk’s office. 

AC.3 9.1.5 Complete planning and work 
to develop the Performing 
Arts, Cultural Arts and Com-
munity Center (Naranja Town 
Site). 

TM; CD P&R; L; 
CR

Ongoing 2008 Election Bond not passed 
- postponed. No action plan in 
place. 

AC.4 9.1.8, 9.1.5 Further develop a variety of 
opportunities for visual and 
performing arts.

CD P&R; L; 
CR

Ongoing Town works with SAACA to fur-
ther a variety of opportunities 
for the arts. Additionally, Town 
continues to pursue develop-
ment of a performing arts cen-
ter. 

AC.5 9.1.9, 
9.1.10, 
9.1.13

Develop relationships with 
businesses and other arts/cul-
tural organizations around the 
state to capitalize on limited 
resources and create new op-
portunities for Town residents. 

CD ED Ongoing Town continues to partner with 
SAACA and local businesses. 

AC.6  9.1.11 Continue to provide organiza-
tional resources to implement 
the Oro Valley endowment 
fund which includes an arts 
component per Town Council 
resolution.

CD P&R; L; 
CR

Ongoing Became Oro Valley Community 
Foundation - no longer Town 
sponsored.
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9. Arts and Culture Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

AC.7 8.3.4,  
9.1.12

Continue to implement and 
direct funding of arts resourc-
es, including the 1% arts ordi-
nance. 

P&Z PLG Ongoing The Town of Oro Valley contin-
ues to implement the 1% arts 
ordinance on all applicable 
development projects over 
$50,000. Additionally, the Town 
utilizes max PAG grant in the 
amount of $25,000 toward Trans-
portation Art by Use program. 

AC.8 9.1.7, 9.1.8 Form collaborative efforts 
between the Library, Parks and 
Recreation, arts organizations 
and the school district on arts, 
cultural, recreational and edu-
cational programs.

CD; P&R P&R; L; 
CR

Ongoing Library/ Parks and Recreation 
work with SAACA and the 
School District to host annual 
recreation programs such as the 
tree lighting festival and Steam 
Pump Ranch festivals. 

AC.9 9.1.6 Develop a plan and fund-
ing sources to encourage the 
creation of one or more arts 
districts

CD PLG Medium 
Term

Initial work Fall/Winter 2012. 

AC.10 9.1.12 Revise the Town Code and 
Zoning Code so that all public 
art is reviewed by the Public 
Art Review Committee. 

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

Public Art Review Committee 
was reorganized and dissolved. 



10. Archaeological and Historic Resources Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

AHR.1 10.1.6, 
10.2.2, 
10.2.3, 
10.2.4 

Independent of the develop-
ment review process, work 
to protect cultural resources 
through interagency partner-
ships. 

CD P&R; L; 
CR

Ongoing Town works collaboratively with 
Pima County and the State His-
toric Preservation Officer (SHPO) 
to protect cultural resources. 

AHR.2 10.1.5, 
10.1.6, 
10.3.1

Seek funding for preservation 
and interpretive facilities.

CD P&R; L; 
CR

Medium 
Term

Town seeks funding through 
Pima County Bonds, the Tohono 
O’odham Nation, and SHPO for 
preservation and interpretive 
facilities. 

AHR.3 10.1.2, 
10.1.3, 
10.1.4

Initiate and implement Certi-
fied Local Government pro-
cess

CD P&R; L; 
CR

Medium 
Term

The Town was granted Certifica-
tion in 2009.

AHR.4 10.1.2, 
10.1.3, 
10.2.1, 
10.2.4

Create an historic and cultural 
overlay district with standards 
and design guidelines. 

P&Z P&R; 
PLG

Short 
Term

Oro Valley’s plan for a historic 
and cultural overlay district is 
in draft form, but has yet to be 
initiated. 
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11. Open Space and Natural Resources Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

OS.1 8.1.1, 
11.1.1, 
11.1.2, 
11.1.10,  
11.5.1, 
11.5.2, 
11.5.6

Develop a prioritization and 
acquisition program for open 
space to be owned by the 
Town. (Related to PR.1)

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

Means for ownership addressed 
as apart of ESL process. A re-
gional acquisition program has 
been established through Pima 
County. 

OS.2 11.1.3, 
11.2.1

Review existing approved 
PADs to find ways to addition-
ally minimize environmental 
impacts and seek ways to do 
so without negatively affecting 
property rights.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

PAD requests to increase den-
sity trigger ESL compliance. No 
other action planned. 

OS.3 11.1.6, 
10.2.2, 
8.5.5, 8.5.6, 
8.5.7

Develop a program to place 
interpretive elements for trails 
to provide educational infor-
mation on the environment 
and the protection of resourc-
es in an unobtrusive manner.

P&R P&R; L; 
CR

Medium 
Term

Interpretive Signage has been 
placed in several parks around 
Oro Valley including the James 
D. Kriegh Park, and at the Oro 
Valley Municipal Complex.

OS.4 8.2.3, 
11.1.4, 
11.1.8, 
11.2.6

Amend the OVZCR to use 
open space preservation as a 
criterion in deciding the ap-
proval or denial of land use 
rezoning proposals.

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

Implemented through ESL

OS.5 11.2.5 Work with Pima County, Arizo-
na Game and Fish Dept., the 
Nature Conservancy and oth-
ers to develop a GIS database 
of biological resources for the 
Town, and updated upon an-
nexation.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

ESL process resulted in updated, 
Town-wide mapping of ripar-
ian, significant vegetation, and 
wildlife corridors.

OS.6 11.2.8 Participate in the develop-
ment and implementation of 
the Sonoran Desert Conserva-
tion Plan. 

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

ESL will implement many SDCP 
principles.



11. Open Space and Natural Resources Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

OS.7 11.2.16 Amend the OVZCR to allow, 
if in-place protection is not 
feasible, the transplantation of 
healthy native vegetation to 
approved sites within, or as a 
less preferable option, outside 
the project limits.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

The Landscape Conserva-
tion Section of the OVZCR was 
amended February 16, 2011 
and provides for mitigation 
techniques (including transplan-
tation) when areas of significant 
vegetation are present but can-
not be preserved in place due 
to development. 

OS.8 11.2.18, 
11.5.5, 
12.1.5

Within the limits of state law, 
consider an ordinance limiting 
mineral material extraction in 
wash and flood prone areas. 
(unimplementable, new state 
legislation regarding mineral 
extraction prevents this action)

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

State legislation allows for min-
ing activities in mineral rich 
areas.  

OS.9 11.2.19 , 
5.4.2, 1.1.5

Review, and amend as nec-
essary, the OVZCR to provide 
guidelines for the safe move-
ment of wildlife above and 
below roadways and through 
or around other man-made 
environments.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

Addressed through ESL Circula-
tion Improvements Section. 

OS.10 1.1.4, 5.4.3, 
5.4.5, 
11.3.1, 
11.3.2, 
11.3.3

Review, and amend as nec-
essary, the OVZCR to require 
all new development and 
improvements to existing 
development, both public 
and private, to maintain and/
or enhance the character 
and quality of views from and 
along scenic corridors and 
public parks.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

Action prevented by Proposition 
207. 
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11. Open Space and Natural Resources Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

OS.11 11.5.1, 
11.5.2, 
11.5.3, 
11.5.6 

Create and work with the ESL ad-
visory committee to establish an 
open space strategic planning pro-
cess per OS.1.

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

ESL Public and Technical Advi-
sory Committees contributed 
to creating permanent Open 
Space standards. 

OS.12 8.1.1, 
11.1.1, 
11.1.2, 
11.5.1, 
11.5.2

Appoint or hire a Town staff mem-
ber, or a volunteer, with natural 
open space and natural resources 
background to research, identify 
and secure funding for open space 
acquisition and management.

P&Z PLG Short 
Term

Not included in the Work Plan. 
No resources available. 

OS.13 10.1.5, 
10.2.2, 
10.2.4, 
11.5.7, 
11.5.8, 
11.5.9, 
11.5.10

Working with other agencies, de-
velop environmental education 
programs to educate the commu-
nity on cultural heritage, wildlife, 
vegetation and resource areas in 
the Town. 

P&R PLG Medium 
Term

Environmental education pro-
grams have been developed 
in coordination with Oro Val-
ley Historic Society, the Historic 
Preservation Commission, SHPO, 
Pima County, Native Seed 
Search, and the University of 
Arizona, such as: Steam Pump 
Ranch, interpretive signage, 
Save-a-plant, and Community 
Academy.

OS.14 11.5.11 Coordinate and cooperate with 
Pima County, State Lands, State 
Parks, and  national conservation 
organizations towards protection 
and preservation of environmentally 
sensitive Sonoran Desert lands ex-
tending north and west from Honey 
Bee Canyon/Sausalito Creek to 
the Tortolita Mountain Park and the 
Pinal County line for the establish-
ment of a passive use natural recre-
ation area through the Arizona Pre-
serve Initiative, IGAs, possible leases 
or acquisitions, land use planning, 
and other protection strategies.

P&Z PLG Ongoing Support for Tortalita Mountain 
Park made available through 
open space bond acquisition. 
ESL provides for habitat linkages 
and connectivity.



11. Open Space and Natural Resources Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

OS.15 11.1.7, 
11.1.10, 
11.5.11

Work with other local jurisdic-
tions to create a regional 
open space system.

P&Z PLG Ongoing Coordinated open space plan-
ning with Pima County regional 
trails. Additionally, the Town 
worked with The Town of Ma-
rana to produce a trail map for 
public distribution. 

OS.16 11.1.1, 
11.1.2, 
11.1.11, 
11.5.6, 
11.5.11

Identify and implement strate-
gies and mechanisms, other 
than by fee simple acquisition, 
that hold the highest poten-
tial for success for conserving 
open space.  

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

ESL  used as one strategy for 
Open Space conservation. 
Additionally, working with Pima 
County to pursue bond acquisi-
tion for priority environmentally 
sensitive areas.  

OS.17 11.2.20, 
11.5.8, 
11.5.9

Continue to promote the 
Save-A-Plant program.

P&Z PLG Ongoing Re-activated in town program 
in 2012. 
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12. Water Resources Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

WR.1 11.2.18, 
12.1.2, 
12.1.3, 
12.1.4, 
12.1.5 

Develop a floodplain man-
agement ordinance.

PW IS; PW Short 
Term

Adoption of the Floodplain 
Management Ordinance in 
2005

WR.2 12.1.3 Amend the site analysis re-
quirements, as necessary, to 
address cumulative impacts 
on on-site and off-site drain-
age.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

Accomplished through drain-
age report process. 

WR.3 12.1.6, 
12.1.7

Implement the storm water 
management program.

PW IS Ongoing Fully operational Stormwater 
Management Program in 2007

WR.4 12.1.7 Coordinate with Pima County 
Wastewater Management 
to investigate neighborhood 
conversions from septic tank to 
sewer systems where existing 
wells are potentially threat-
ened.

PW Permits; 
WU

Ongoing This item has been completed 
and resolved by requiring con-
nection to the Pima County 
Wastewater System and there 
have been no problems with 
existing wells. 

WR.5 12.2.1, 
12.2.2, 
12.2.3, 
12.2.4, 
12.2.5, 
12.2.6, 
12.3.4

Investigate and evaluate op-
portunities for water manage-
ment, including acquisition 
and use of alternative supplies, 
so Oro Valley can adequately 
plan for the future and ensure 
a sufficient water quality and 
supply. 

WU W Ongoing This item is an ongoing item 
for Oro Valley Water Utility. The 
Town has diversified its water 
supplies and has developed its 
Reclaimed Water System and 
its Central Arizona Project water 
through IGAs with Tucson Water.  
In addition, the Town recharges 
its CAP water in facilities and 
has built up groundwater stor-
age accounts in the Tucson Ac-
tive Management Area.  These 
sources of supply ensure a safe 
and reliable water supply for our 
community.



12. Water Resources Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

WR.6 12.2.5 If used, monitor the effects of 
the use of CAP water as identi-
fied in Policy 12.2.5.

WU W Long 
Term

This item has been completed 
and Oro Valley Water Utility 
has conducted studies to show 
the potential changes in wa-
ter quality with the use of CAP 
water.  Those studies concluded 
it is a safe and reliable supply 
that meets the water quality 
standards.  Future studies may 
be implemented as we increase 
our use of CAP water. 

WR.7 12.3.1, 
12.3.2, 
12.3.3, 
12.3.4, 
12.3.5

Implement a comprehensive 
Town-wide water conservation 
program, and participate in 
regional water conservation 
programs.

WU W Ongoing Oro Valley water Utility has an 
ongoing Water Conservation 
Program that includes water 
audits to help customers save 
water and money. Oro Valley 
Water also provides water con-
servation information through 
the water bill inserts, the Oro 
Valley Vista and water conser-
vation seminars. OV Water also 
has a tiered water rates pricing 
structure that encourages water 
conservation.  Additionally, OV 
Water is currently developing a 
water conservation education 
program with local schools and 
are a member in the regional 
Water Conservation alliance of 
Southern Arizona (Water CASA). 

WR.8 12.1.7 Revise the OVZCR to ensure 
that sewage systems can be 
physically provided within 
subdivisions when off-site infra-
structure becomes available.

P&Z PLG Medium 
Term

OVZCR has not been revised. 
Item not included in the Work 
Plan.
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12. Water Resources Actions
Status Number Policy Actions Primary 

Responsibility
Lead Time 

Frame
Notes

WR.9 12.2.7 Set up procedures to meet all 
State and Federal regulations 
regarding the treatment, qual-
ity, and monitoring required for 
the use of reclaimed water.

WD W Long 
Term

Design, construction, delivery 
and use of reclaimed water by 
the Town’s end users are com-
pliant with all State regulatory 
requirements. In coordination 
with Arizona Dept. of Environ-
mental Quality (ADEQ), Water 
Utility developed a monitoring 
program that ensures full regula-
tory compliance. 

WR.10 6.1.1 Update the Potable Water Sys-
tem Master Plan to reflect this 
General Plan.

WU W Short 
Term

The Potable Water Master Plan 
was completed in 2006 and is 
currently being used.  Costs and 
some modifications to this plan 
are being updated. 



Town of Oro Valley Parks and Recreation Department 

Naranja Park Master Plan Update 
Project Information  
 
 

 
el 

ns 

Park Location:  The 213 acre Naranja Park site is located 
north of Naranja Drive, between La 
Canada Drive and First Avenue in Oro 
Valley. 

 
Project History:  The Town of Oro Valley purchased the 

park property from the Arizona State Land 
Department in 2000 for the purpose of 
developing a community park.   Prior to 
the Town’s acquisition of the property, the
site had been used as a sand and grav
pit.  Large portions of the site were 
disturbed by this prior use.  Other portio
of the site, including a riparian corridor, 
remain in a natural condition. 

 
Previous Planning  In 2002 the Town prepared a master plan for the site.  This plan was updated in  
Projects:  2007.  These plans called for the development of various recreational, cultural, and 

community facilities.  In 2008 a bond was proposed that would have provided $ 53 million 
for the initial development of the park.  The bond proposal was not approved by the 
residents of Oro Valley. 

 
Existing   In 2012 members of the Oro Valley community proposed the construction of an archery 
Development  range on the southern portion of the site.  This range has been built and is currently in 
and Use:  use.  Other portions of the site are being used as a model airplane park.  These existing 

uses are subject to conditional use agreements between the Town of Oro Valley and the 
user groups. 

 
New   The Town of Oro Valley is currently constructing two multi‐sport athletic fields (with 
Construction:    lights), a dog park, and associated parking.  These facilities will be available for public use 

in early 2015. 
 
Current   Between 2000 and the present, the population of Oro Valley has grown from 29,700 to 
Community  an estimated 42,000.  During this same period the acreage of developed parkland in Oro 
Needs:  Valley has remained unchanged.  Existing fields at James D. Kriegh Park and CDO  

Riverfront Park are deteriorating due to overuse.  
 
The Master  The project will identify current community needs and preferences.   This information  
Plan Project:  will be used to update the facility program and master site plan for Naranja Park.  It will 

ultimately be used to guide the phased development of this community resource. 
 
How to   Initial public input will be received through July 5, 2014.  Comment forms are available at 
Participate:   (http://www.orovalleyaz.gov/parksandrec).   Future project meetings will be advertised 

on the Town’s website.  For additional information, contact Nancy Ellis, Project Manager, 
Town of Oro Valley (nellis@orovalleyaz.gov). 

       

http://www.orovalleyaz.gov/parksandrec
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Information 

SUBJECT: 
NARANJA PARK PROGRAMMING & DESIGN MASTER PLAN UPDATE 
PRESENTATION AND APPROVAL OF PROGRAMMING ELEMENTS 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The Parks & Recreation Advisory Board unanimously approved the programming 
components for Naranja Park at their September 16, 2014, meeting.  Staff agrees and 
recommends that Council approve the programming components as presented. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

The Naranja Park “programming” element recommendation was presented to the 
Parks & Recreation Advisory Board (PRAB) on September 16, 2014, for review and 
approval.  The Town’s consultant, McGann & Associates, conducted a statistically 
valid telephone survey (report is attached) of Oro Valley residents, distributed and 
collected opinion surveys, and met with parks user groups to ascertain their 
requirements and wishes for both the future Naranja Park and Oro Valley parks 
system amenities.  The data from the community outreach process identified a desired 
list of amenities for Naranja Park, which consists of the following elements for the 70-
75 buildable acres: 

 Multi-sport fields with lights 
 User storage facility 
 Outdoor performance space/amphitheater 
 Playgrounds and splash pad 
 Picnic areas with ramadas 
 General-use area with large ramada 
 Skate/bike park 
 Bicycle staging area 
 Tennis courts 
 Food service vending area(s) 
 Expand existing trail system 
 Existing dog park 
 Existing archery range and walking courses 
 Municipal operations area 



 Recreation center 
 Event center (footprint) 

The PRAB unanimously approved these elements at their September 16, 2014, 
meeting. 

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION: 

It was determined that an update of the Naranja Park Plan was needed to reflect the 
current site’s use, the Town’s new demographics, and the recreational amenities 
desired by the residents.  The Town Council approved $40,000 in FY 2014 and 
$40,000 in FY 2015 for an update to the Plan. The scope of the project includes: 
community outreach/data collection; feasibility studies; facility programming; and 
conceptual design.  
 
Proposals were solicited for the update in December 2013.  The final contract was 
signed with the consultant, McGann & Associates, in March 2014.  The 
interdepartmental team involved on the project consists of representatives from 
McGann & Associates, Parks and Recreation, Development & Infrastructure Services, 
the Town Manager’s Office, and the Oro Valley Police Department. 
 
The initial Open House for this project was held on Thursday, June 5th for Oro Valley 
residents.  A statistically valid telephone survey of 300 Oro Valley residents was also 
conducted this summer.  In addition, information was provided and opinions sought 
from residents at other Town events such as the 4th of July Celebration, Oro Valley 
Farmer’s Market, and the “Put Me In Coach” event.  Additional workshops were also 
held with park user groups (such as youth field sport organizations, etc.) and the 
Town’s Youth Advisory Council.  In total, approximately 500 people provided 
information on desired facilities for Naranja during the community outreach process. 
 
Based on the outreach efforts, McGann & Associates presented their findings and 
programming recommendations to the PRAB on September 18, 2014.  The PRAB 
unanimously approved the following elements as presented: 

 Multisport fields with lights 
 User storage facility 
 Outdoor performance space/amphitheater 
 Playgrounds and splash pad 
 Picnic areas with ramadas 
 General-use area with large ramada 
 Skate/bike park 
 Bicycle staging area 
 Tennis courts 
 Food service vending area(s) 
 Expand existing trail system 
 Existing dog park 



 Existing archery range and walking courses 
 Municipal operations area 
 Recreation center 
 Event center (footprint) 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

The fiscal impact of the recommended programming elements has not been 
established, but will be identified when the conceptual design is created. 

SUGGESTED MOTION: 

I MOVE to (recommend or deny) approval of the Naranja Park programming elements 
as presented.  
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TOWN OF ORO VALLLEY
NARANJA PARK PROGRAM AND

FACILITY NEEDS OUTREACH SURVEY
June, 2014

Introduction
and Goals

Methodology 
Overview

This Outreach Survey, conducted for McGann & Associates, was 
designed to assess resident attitudes and opinions to determine 
program and facility needs for the further development and 
planning of Naranja Park in Oro Valley.  This telephone survey is
part of the overall Programming and Conceptual Design Updates 
project conducted by McGann & Associates for the Town of Oro 
Valley.

Areas of Investigation – The following areas of investigation 
were considered the central points for this Outreach Survey:

1. Current Oro Valley Parks Usage – What is the aided 
visitation of the various parks and related facilities in the 
Town of Oro Valley?  What is the visitation profile for each 
park facility?

2. Facility Importance Evaluations – Among Oro Valley 
residents, what is the perceived level importance of 
constructing different categories of parks, sports, 
recreation, performance, community and natural resource 
park facilities?  For each considered important by 
residents, what is the importance of specific facilities or 
amenities that define the category?  

3. Revenue Option Evaluations – What is the likelihood of 
support for three different methods that the Town might 
implement to fund improvements for parks and new 
facilities? 

To accomplish the goals of this study, a random sampling of 
adult (18 or older) Town of Oro Valley residents was interviewed 
by telephone during June 2014.  The specific procedures used to 
select the sample are explained in detail in the Appendix of this 
report.
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Respondent
Characteristics

Sample Composition – Tables I-1 to I-3 summarize the 
characteristics of the final completed in-tab sample of 306 adult 
Oro Valley residents.

In accordance with the sampling quotas (determined using 2010 
Census data for the Town of Oro Valley), the final in-tab sample 
includes a mix of 49% men and 51% women (Table I-1).  The 
median age is 58.1 years (Table I-2).

A majority of residents surveyed have lived in the Town of Oro 
Valley for more than ten years (57%) (Table I-3).  Still, 16% are 
“newer” residents (for less than five years) – while the balance 
(26%) are 6-to-10 year residents.

Table I-1 Gender of Respondents

Total

Current OV Park Usage

Frequent Occasional
Infrequent/

Non
Men 49% 51% 47% 56%
Women 51% 49% 53% 44%

N=306 N=70 N=182 N=54

Table I-2 Age of Respondents

Total

Current OV Park Usage

Frequent Occasional
Infrequent/

Non

18 to 24 5% 9% 3% 4%
25 to 34 9% 23% 4% 7%
35 to 44 12% 10% 13% 11%
45 to 54 18% 26% 17% 9%
55 to 64 22% 17% 25% 15%
65 or older 35% 16% 37% 54%

N=306 N=70 N=182 N=54

Table I-3 Length of Residence in Oro Valley

Total

Current OV Park Usage

Frequent Occasional
Infrequent/

Non

Less than three years 5% 6% 5% 6%
3-5 years 11% 9% 12% 13%
6-10 years 26% 37% 26% 15%
More than 10 years 57% 49% 57% 67%

N=306 N=70 N=182 N=54
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Current 
Oro Valley
Park Usage
Index

As an additional dimension of respondent classification, we have 
developed a Current Oro Valley Park Usage Index.  This index 
categorizes all survey respondents into one of three 
classifications based on their past visitation of the seven Oro 
Valley parks evaluated: James D. Kreigh Park, Cañada del Oro 
Riverfront Park, West Lambert Lane Park, Honey Bee Canyon 
Park, Naranja Park, the Oro Valley Aquatic Center and Steam 
Pump Ranch.  The three index categories are based on Table 1 
results and defined as follows:

 Frequent Users – residents who have visited at least three 
of the seven parks monthly (1-3 times per month) or more 
frequently.

 Occasional Users – residents who indicate mixed or less 
regular visitation of the seven parks.

 Infrequent/Non-Users – residents who report only infrequent 
(less than annual) visitation and/or have never visited (or are 
unfamiliar with) all seven parks evaluated.

As indicated in Table I-4, six of ten Oro Valley residents are 
categorized as occasional park users.  Among the rest, more are 
frequent (23%) than infrequent/non-users (18%). 

Table I-4 Current Oro Valley Park Usage Index

Total

Frequent 23%
Occasional 60%
Infrequent/Non 18%

N=306
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TOWN OF ORO VALLEY NARANJA PARK PROGRAM AND 
FACILITY NEEDS OUTREACH SURVEY

June 2014

Executive Summary

A 306-person, randomly-selected and statistically-projectable telephone survey of adult 
(18 or older) Oro Valley residents was conducted in June 2014.

The survey was designed to determine resident attitudes and opinions to determine 
program and facility needs for the further development and planning of Naranja Park. 
Specifically, survey respondents were asked to evaluate six different categories of parks 
facilities or improvements (along with up to 34 specific facilities/amenities).

Before evaluating the six different categories, survey respondents were read the 
following statement: “The Town of Oro Valley is updating its plan for parks throughout 
the community.  It is also updating the plan for Naranja Park – a largely undeveloped 
park site located north of Naranja Drive, between La Cañada Drive and First Avenue.”

Survey respondents were read the six categories of park facilities or amenities and 
asked to indicate their degree of importance for the Town to construct such facilities or 
amenities.  For each category rated “very” or “somewhat” important, residents were 
asked to rate the importance of specific facilities or amenities within that category.

The Sample – A sampling plan (based on population data from the 2010 Census) was 
developed to ensure that the sample was as close as possible to actual gender/age 
distributions for the Town of Oro Valley.  The final in-tab sample is reflective of these 
sampling quotas, with a mix of 49% men/51% women and a median age of 58.1 years.  
(For comparison purposes, the 2010 Census data for Oro Valley is 47% male/53% 
female, with a median age of 55.5. years.)

The display below summarizes the demographic composition of the survey sample, 
broken out by the Oro Valley Park Usage Index.  It is clear that frequent park users are 
balanced between men and women, skew younger and tend to be newer Town of Oro 
Valley residents.

Display 1 Demographic Summary by Oro Valley Park Usage Index

Total

Current OV Park Usage Index (1)

Frequent Occasional
Infrequent/

Non

Male/Female 49%/51% 51%/49% 47%/53% 56%/44%
Median age 58.1 years 48.3 years 60.0 years 58.5 years
Length of residence in Oro Valley:
    5 or fewer years 16% 15% 17% 19%
    6-10 years 26% 37% 26% 15%
    More than 10 years 57% 49% 57% 67%

(1) See page I-3 for explanation of Current Oro Valley Park Usage Index.
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1.0 Current Park Usage

A summary of the annual aided visitation of the seven Town of Oro Valley parks/ 
facilities (plus the multi-use path system) includes:

 Cañada del Oro Riverfront Park (56% visit/use at least annually)
 James D. Kreigh Park (46%)
 The Town’s multi-use path system (43%)
 Steam Pump Ranch (41%)
 Oro Valley Aquatic Center (38%)
 Honey Bee Canyon Park (37%)
 Naranja Park (29%)
 West Lambert Lane Park (27%)

2.0 Facility Importance Evaluations

Display 2 summarizes the Net Importance (Very Important minus Not Important) for the 
six park categories of park facilities/amenities evaluated.  

The three categories with the highest Net Importance include: Outdoor Recreation 
Facilities (+44%); Natural Resource Parks & Natural Open Space Areas (+42%); and 
General Recreation Facilities (+40%).

Display 2 Importance of Constructing/Establishing 
Different Categories of Park-Related Facilities

Category Description:
Very

Important
Not

Important
Net

Importance
(1)

Outdoor Recreation Facilities 55% 11% +44%
Natural Resource Parks & 
Natural Open Space Areas 54% 12% +42%
General Recreation Facilities 50% 10% +40%

Multi-Use Community Centers 
With Facilities for Indoor 
Recreation/Fitness Programs 51% 14% +37%

New Facilities for Organized 
Sports Programs 44% 12% +32%
Music, Dance & Theatrical 
Performance Facilities 41% 21% +20%

(1) Net Importance = Very Important minus Not Important. Based on results of Tables 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 in the main 
report.

Based on the degree of perceived importance of the six categories summarized above, 
survey respondents evaluated up to 34 specific park facilities/amenities.  (Refer to page 
A-4 in the Appendix for a per-category summary of the facilities/amenities tested.)  The 
importance of these 34 facilities/amenities was measured on a “1-to-5” scale – where 
“5” is “very important” and “1” is “not at all important.”
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Display 3 on the following page summarizes the Weighted Net Importance of all 34 park 
facilities/amenities.  As detailed in the footnotes included for Display 3, the Weighted 
Net Importance is derived by multiplying Net Importance for each facility/amenity (from 
the “1-to-5” scale) by the Indexed High Importance of Category Description.  The 
Weighted Net Importance allows for a direct, “apples-to-apples” comparison of the 34 
park facilities/amenities evaluated.

The three park facilities/amenities with the highest Weighted Net Importance include: 
playgrounds and play structures (81); ramadas and picnic areas (78); and paved 
walking paths (71).
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Display 3 Weighted Net Importance of Specific Types of Facilities/Amenities

Important
(4 & 5)

Not
Important

(1 & 2)
Net

Importance (1)

Indexed
High

Importance
of Category

Description (2)

Weighted
Net

Importance (3)

Playgrounds and play structures 82% 3% 79% 1.02 81

Ramadas and picnic areas 78% 2% 76% 1.02 78

Paved walking paths 76% 6% 70% 1.02 71

Youth baseball and Little League 
fields 69% 12% 57% 0.90 51

Indoor court facilities, such as 
basketball, pickleball and 
racquetball/handball 62% 14% 48% 1.04 50

Multi-sport fields – fields for soccer, 
lacrosse, football, etc. 68% 13% 55% 0.90 50

Youth softball fields 66% 12% 54% 0.90 49

Rooms for aerobics, yoga and similar 
classes 63% 16% 47% 1.04 49

Natural surface trails 60% 14% 46% 1.02 47

Outdoor basketball courts 56% 18% 38% 1.12 43

Tennis courts 52% 15% 37% 1.12 41

Cardio and weight training facilities 57% 21% 36% 1.04 37

Dog park 55% 19% 36% 1.02 37

Indoor theater 54% 18% 36% 0.84 30

Outdoor amphitheater 53% 23% 30% 0.84 25

Meeting rooms and classrooms 45% 22% 23% 1.04 24

Fitness courses 46% 24% 22% 1.02 22

Interpretive trails 42% 23% 19% 1.10 21

Indoor walking track 47% 31% 16% 1.04 17

Mountain bicycle trails 46% 30% 16% 1.02 16

Birding areas 41% 28% 13% 1.10 14

Adult recreational softball fields 39% 27% 12% 0.90 11

Art studios 41% 32% 9% 1.04 9

Skate park 37% 29% 8% 1.12 9

Adult, full-size baseball fields 34% 31% 3% 0.90 3

Computer labs 37% 35% 2% 1.04 2

Sand volleyball courts 34% 35% -1% 1.02 -1

Racquetball courts 28% 38% -10% 1.12 -11

BMX park 20% 48% -28% 1.12 -31

Pickleball courts 20% 53% -33% 1.12 -37

Remote control model airplane park 19% 57% -38% 1.12 -43

Ropes course 17% 58% -41% 1.12 -46

Golf courses 17% 63% -46% 1.02 -47

Zip lines 17% 64% -47% 1.12 -53

(1) “Net Importance” = “Important” (4 & 5 scale responses) - “Not Important” (1 & 2 scale responses (from Tables 2a, 
3a, 4a, 5a, 6a and 7a).

(2) “Indexed High Importance of Category Description” = “Very Important” (from Tables 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7) for each 
category divided by the average “Very Important” for all categories.

(3) “Weighted Net Importance” = “Net Importance” x “Indexed High Importance of Category Description.”
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3.0 Revenue Option Evaluations

Of the three methods evaluated that the Town of Oro Valley might use to generate 
revenue to fund improvements for parks and new facilities, only one elicits support.  

Most survey respondents (56%) are “very” (33%) or “somewhat” (23%) likely to support 
user fees to fund improvements for parks and new facilities.  This compares to 19% 
who are not likely to support.

Meanwhile, six of ten each are not likely to support a Town of Oro Valley property tax
or increased sales tax to fund park improvements and new facilities.  Just two of ten 
each are likely to support either revenue-raising method.
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Details of the Findings

Current Park Usage

Parks and Related Facilities Visitation – Residents were read the names of seven 
Town of Oro Valley parks/facilities (plus the Town’s multi-use path system) and asked 
how often they visit each.  Results are summarized in Table 1, ranked by the sum of 
frequent (daily + weekly + monthly) visitation.

The two most-visited parks/facilities include:

 Cañada del Oro Riverfront Park (34% frequent visitors, with another 22% who visit 
“a few times per year.”  Frequent visitors skew slightly male and are more likely to be 
18 to 54, although 18 to 34 year-olds are most apt to visit at least once a week.  
Nearly three of ten overall have never visited [28%], especially progressively newer 
Oro Valley residents.)

 The Town’s multi-use path system (32% frequent users, with another 11% who 
utilize the paths “a few times per year.”  Frequent usage is consistent regardless of 
gender and among residents 18 to 64 [with an emphasis on 35 to 44 year-olds].  
Four of ten are non-users [especially those 65+].)

About two of ten overall are frequent visitors of the following parks/facilities:

 Steam Pump Ranch (23% frequent visitors, with another 18% who visit “a few times 
per year.”  Frequent usage is consistent between men and women, and greatest 
among 18 to 34 or 55 to 64 year-olds.  More than four of ten are non-users [44%], 
including a majority of 35 to 54 year-olds and newer [for less than five years] Oro 
Valley residents.)

 James D. Kreigh Park (22% frequent visitors, with another 24% who visit “a few 
times per year.”  Frequent visitors are most apt to be younger [18 to 34].  Men and 
45 to 64 year-olds are more likely to visit “a few times per year.”  Overall, 42% never 
visit – including the majority of those 65+.)

 Oro Valley Aquatic Center (17% frequent visitors, with another 21% who visit “a 
few times per year.”  Men and 18 to 34 year-olds are most likely to indicate frequent 
visitation, while 35 to 44 or 55 to 64 year-olds tend to visit “a few times per year.”  
One-half never visited, including a majority of women, 45 to 54’s and those 65 or 
older.)
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Fewer are frequent visitors of the remaining parks/facilities evaluated:

 West Lambert Lane Park (16% frequent visitors, with another 11% who visit “a few 
times per year.”  Frequent users tend to be 18 to 34 or 45 to 64.  Nearly two-thirds 
overall [65%] have never visited [55%] or are unfamiliar [10%].)

 Honey Bee Canyon Park (14% frequent visitors, with another 23% who visit “a few 
times per year.”  Frequent visitors skew female and younger [18 to 34].  Meanwhile, 
those who visit “a few times a year” tend to be men and older [45 to 64].  More than 
four of ten have never visited [42%].)

 Naranja Park (12% frequent visitors, with another 17% who visit “a few times per 
year.”  Resident s 35 to 64 are more likely to be regular visitors.  Six of ten are non-
visitors [54%] or unfamiliar [7%].)

Table 1 Frequency of Visiting Various Town of Oro Valley 
Parks and Related Facilities

(Ranked by Percentage of Frequent Visitors)

(N=306)

%
Frequent
Visitors*

Nearly
Every
Day

Once a
Week

1-3
Times/
Month

A Few
Times/
Year

Less
Often Never

Don’t
Know/

Unfamiliar

Cañada del Oro Riverfront Park 34% 7% 8% 19% 22% 13% 28% 3%
The Town’s multi-use path system 32% 9% 8% 15% 11% 5% 40% 12%
Steam Pump Ranch 23% 1% 8% 14% 18% 10% 44% 5%
James D. Kriegh Park 22% 3% 6% 13% 24% 7% 42% 6%
Oro Valley Aquatic Center 17% 5% 5% 7% 21% 11% 49% 3%
West Lambert Lane Park 16% 1% 1% 14% 11% 8% 55% 10%
Honey Bee Canyon Park 14% 2% 1% 11% 23% 17% 42% 4%
Naranja Park 12% 2% 2% 8% 17% 10% 54% 7%

* Frequent Visitors = “Nearly Every Day” + “Once a Week” + “1-3 Times Per Month”

Question: First, I am going to read you names of the various parks and related facilities in the 
Town of Oro Valley.  For each, tell me if you visit nearly every day, once a week, one 
to three times a month, a few times each year or less often.  If you have never 
visited, just let me know.  How often do you visit...
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Facility Importance Evaluations

Before evaluating different categories of park facilities or improvements, all respondents 
were read the following statement: “The Town of Oro Valley is updating its plan for 
parks throughout the community.  It is also updating the plan for Naranja Park – a 
largely undeveloped park site located north of Naranja Drive, between La Cañada Drive 
and First Avenue.”

Respondents were then read six different categories of park facilities or amenities and 
asked to indicate their degree of importance for the Town to construct such facilities or 
amenities.  For each category rated “very” or “somewhat” important, residents were 
asked to rate the importance of specific facilities or amenities within that category.  Turn 
to page A-4 in the Appendix for a per-category summary of the facilities/amenities 
tested.

Importance of Constructing New Facilities for Organized Sports Programs – The 
vast majority (86%) indicate that it is “very” (44%) or “somewhat” (42%) important for the 
Town of Oro Valley to construct new facilities for organized sports programs.  Women 
and 18 to 54 year-olds are most apt to indicate a high degree of strong importance.  In 
addition, there is strong importance regardless of current park usage.  Overall, just 12% 
think that new facilities or organized sports programs are “not important.”

Table 2 Importance of Constructing New Facilities
for Organized Sports Programs

Question: How important do you think it is for the Town to construct new facilities for organized 
sports programs?  Would you say it is...

2%

12%

42%

44%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Very important

Somewhat important

Not important

Don't know/Not sure

N=306
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Importance of Various Types of Organized Sports Facilities – Among the 86% who 
think it is important for the Town to construct new facilities for organized sports 
programs, the specific features considered most highly important (measured on a “1-to-
5” scale) include:

 Youth baseball and Little League fields (46% “very important” [a “5” on the “1-to-
5” scale]/69% important to some degree, 4.0 average score.  Most highly important 
to women, 35 to 54 year-olds and progressively more frequent park users.)

 Multi-sport fields – fields for soccer, lacrosse, football, etc. (43% “very 
important”/68% important to some degree, 4.0 average score.  Women and frequent 
or occasional park users indicate the greatest degree of strong importance.)

 Youth softball fields (40% “very important”/66% important to some degree, 3.9 
average score.  Women and the oldest residents are most apt to say that youth 
softball fields are “very important.”  More highly important to infrequent/non park 
users [4.1] than frequent or occasional visitors [3.8-3.9].)

Overall, there is a lesser degree of importance (regardless of current park usage) 
placed on adult recreational softball fields (39% important, 3.2 average score) or 
adult, full size baseball fields (34% important, 3.1 average score).

Table 2a Importance of Various Types of Organized Sports Facilities
(Among Those Who Say Constructing Such Facilities 

Is at Least “Somewhat” Important)

(N=264)
Very

Important
Somewhat
Important

Neither
Important

Nor
Unimportant

Not
Very

Important

Not
At All

Important

Average
Score on
1-5 Scale

Youth baseball and Little League 
fields 46% 23% 19% 9% 3% 4.0
Multi-sport fields – fields for soccer,
lacrosse, football, etc. 43% 25% 19% 9% 4% 4.0
Youth softball fields 40% 26% 21% 8% 4% 3.9
Adult recreational softball fields 17% 22% 34% 19% 8% 3.2
Adult, full-size baseball fields 14% 20% 35% 21% 10% 3.1

Question: I am now going to read you some types of outdoor sports facilities.  Rate the 
importance of each on a “1-to-5” scale, where a “5” is “very important” and “1” is “not 
at all important.”  You can give me any number between “1” and “5.”  How important 
are...
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Importance of Constructing New General Recreation Facilities – One-half of 
residents think that it is “very important” for the Town to construct new recreational 
facilities for families and individuals who are not involved in organized sports programs.  
This especially true among women, 18 to 34 year-olds and residents for less than six 
years.  Another four of ten say such facilities are “somewhat important,” with just one of 
ten who indicate they are unimportant.

Table 3 Importance of Constructing New General Recreation Facilities

Question: How important do you think it is for the Town to construct new recreational facilities 
for families and individuals who are not involved in organized sports programs?  
Would you say it is...

10%

40%

50%
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Importance of Various Types of General Recreation Facilities – Among the nine of 
ten who believe constructing general recreation facilities is important, the three specific 
features that elicit the highest degree of strong importance include:

 Playgrounds and play structures (55% “very important” [a “5” on the “1-to-5” 
scale]/82% important to some degree, 4.3 average score.  Strong importance is 
directly related to current park usage, and highest among 18 to 44 year-olds and 3-
to-10 year Oro Valley residents.)

 Ramadas and picnic areas (53% “very important”/78% important to some degree, 
4.3 average score.  Frequent Oro Valley park users, women and 18 to 54 year-olds 
[with an emphasis on 18 to 34’s] are more apt to indicate a high level of strong 
importance.)

 Paved walking paths (50% “very important”/76% important to some degree, 4.2 
average score.  Important to both frequent and occasional park users, especially 
women – with fewer differences based on age.)

At least one-half or so overall consider the following general recreation facilities 
important to some degree:

 Natural surface trails (60% important [31% “very”], 3.7 average score.  Women, 
those 45 or older and newer Town residents [for less than six years] indicate some 
increased importance – with few differences based on current park usage].)

 Dog park (55% important [33% “very”], 3.6 average score.  More highly important to 
occasional [3.7] or infrequent/non [3.5] park users as compared to frequent [3.3] 
visitors.  Women and 35 to 54 year-olds also place increased importance on a dog 
park.)

 Mountain bicycle trails (46% important [26% “very”], 3.3 average score.  
Progressively more frequent park visitors, women and 45 to 54 year-olds indicate 
increased importance.  Meanwhile, most 18 to 34 year-olds think mountain bike trails 
are unimportant.)

 Fitness courses (46% important [20% “very”], 3.3 average score.  Of higher 
importance to both frequent [3.5] and infrequent/non park visitors [3.6].  On average, 
fitness courses score lower only among 45 to 54 year-olds.)

Fewer overall place importance on sand volleyball courts (34% important, 2.9 average 
score) or, especially, golf courses (17% important, 2.2 average score).
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Table 3a Importance of Various Types of General Recreation Facilities
(Among Those Who Say Constructing Such Facilities 

Is at Least “Somewhat” Important)

(N=274)
Very

Important
Somewhat
Important

Neither
Important

Nor
Unimportant

Not
Very

Important

Not
At All

Important

Average
Score on
1-5 Scale

Playgrounds and play structures 55% 27% 15% 2% 1% 4.3

Ramadas and picnic areas 53% 25% 20% 1% 1% 4.3
Paved walking paths 50% 26% 19% 4% 2% 4.2
Natural surface trails 31% 29% 26% 10% 4% 3.7
Dog park 33% 22% 26% 11% 8% 3.6
Mountain bicycle trails 26% 20% 24% 17% 13% 3.3
Fitness courses 20% 26% 29% 14% 10% 3.3
Sand volleyball courts 12% 22% 30% 19% 16% 2.9

Golf courses 11% 6% 20% 17% 46% 2.2

Question: I am now going to read you some types of facilities for general recreation.  Rate the 
importance of each on a “1-to-5” scale, where a “5” is “very important” and “1” is “not 
at all important.”  You can give me any number between “1” and “5.”  How important 
are...
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Importance of Constructing Outdoor Recreational Facilities – A majority of 
residents survey say that is “very important” for the Town of Oro Valley to construct 
recreational facilities for school age children, young adults and older active adults 
(55%).  The percentage of strong importance is high among both men (52%) and 
women (58%), as well as among those 18 to 64 (with an emphasis on 35 to 44 year-
olds).  Strong importance is directly related to current park usage.  Another one-third 
overall think constructing outdoor recreational facilities is “somewhat important,” while 
just one of ten say it is “not important.”

Table 4 Importance of Constructing Outdoor Recreation Facilities

Question: How important do you think it is for the Town to construct new outdoor recreation 
facilities for school age children, young adults and older active adults?  Would you 
say it is...

1%

11%

33%

55%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

Very important

Somewhat important

Not important

Don't know/Not sure
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Importance of Various Types of Outdoor Recreation Facilities – Among the 88% of 
residents who report that constructing outside recreation facilities is at least “somewhat” 
important, two specific features are considered more highly important:

 Outdoor basketball courts (27% “very important” [a “5” on the “1-to-5” scale]/56% 
important to some degree, 3.6 average score.  On average, there are few 
differences based on current park usage or gender.  Instead, it is 18 to 34 year-olds 
who place the highest degree of strong importance on outdoor basketball courts.)

 Tennis courts (24% “very important”/52% important to some degree, 3.6 average 
score.  More highly important to frequent park users, women and 18 to 34 year-
olds.)

More also consider a skate park important (37%) than not (29%), for a 3.1 average 
score.  This is the case regardless of current park usage.  As might be anticipated, 
perceived importance skews younger (18 to 34).

Each of the remaining outdoor recreation facilities tested elicit a lower degree of 
importance overall:

 Racquetball courts (28% important versus 38% not important, 2.8 average score.  
Some elevated importance among 18 to 34 year-olds.)

 BMX park (20% important versus 48% not important, 2.6 average score.  Only 18 to 
34 year-olds indicate some increased importance.)

 Pickleball courts (20% important versus 53% not important, 2.5 average score.)

 Remote control model airplane park (19% important versus 57% not important, 
2.4 average score.)

 Ropes course (17% important versus 58% not important, 2.3 average score.)

 Zip lines (17% important versus 64% not important, 2.2 average score.)



Town of Oro Valley Parks Survey, June 2014 10

Table 4a Importance of Various Types of Outdoor Recreation Facilities
(Among Those Who Say Constructing Such Facilities 

Is at Least “Somewhat” Important)

(N=270)
Very

Important
Somewhat
Important

Neither
Important

Nor
Unimportant

Not
Very

Important

Not
At All

Important

Average
Score on
1-5 Scale

Outdoor basketball courts 27% 29% 25% 10% 8% 3.6
Tennis courts 24% 28% 32% 9% 6% 3.6
Skate park 19% 18% 33% 16% 13% 3.1
Racquetball courts 13% 15% 33% 18% 20% 2.8
BMX park 11% 9% 32% 25% 23% 2.6
Pickleball courts 8% 12% 27% 22% 31% 2.5

Remote control model airplane park 8% 11% 24% 26% 31% 2.4
Ropes course 8% 9% 26% 20% 38% 2.3
Zip lines 11% 6% 18% 17% 47% 2.2

Question: I am now going to read you some types of outdoor recreation facilities.  Rate the 
importance of each on a “1-to-5” scale, where a “5” is “very important” and “1” is “not 
at all important.”  You can give me any number between “1” and “5.”  How important 
are...
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Importance of Constructing Multi-Use Community Centers With Facilities for 
Indoor Recreation/Fitness Programs – A slight majority of residents overall (51%) 
indicate that it is “very important” for the Town to construct a multi-use community 
center with facilities for indoor recreation and fitness programs, along with meeting 
rooms, classrooms and studios.  These tend to be frequent (50%) or occasional (55%) 
park users, as well as women and 18 to 44 year-olds.  Another one-third say 
constructing multi-use community centers is “somewhat important” – while 14% (more 
often infrequent/non users) say it is “not important.”

Table 5 Importance of Constructing Multi-Use Community Centers 
With Facilities for Indoor Recreation/Fitness Programs

Question: How important do you think it is for the Town to construct a multi-use community 
center with facilities for indoor recreation and fitness programs, along with meeting 
rooms, classrooms and studios?  Would you say it is...
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34%

51%
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Importance of Various Types of Indoor Recreation, Fitness and Community 
Center Facilities – Among the 85% who say that constructing a multi-use center is 
important (to some degree), most think it is important that the center include:

 Rooms for aerobics, yoga and similar classes (39% “very important” [a “5” on the 
“1-to-5” scale]/63% important to some degree, 3.8 average score.  More highly 
important to women, with few differences [on average] based on age and frequent or 
occasional park visitors.)

 Indoor court facilities, such as basketball, pickleball and racquetball/handball
(37% “very important”/62% important to some degree, 3.8 average score.  Important 
to both frequent and occasional park users – along with 18 to 44 year-olds.)

 Cardio and weight training facilities (35% “very important”/57% important to some 
degree, 3.6 average score.  High importance is directly related to current park 
usage, and higher among women and 18 to 34 year-olds.  Consistent levels of 
importance among 35 to 64 year-olds.)

Two other community center features are important to just less than one-half, including:

 Meeting rooms and classrooms (45% important [25% “very”], 3.4 average score.  
More important to occasional or infrequent/non visitors [3.5 each versus 3.1 among 
frequent visitors], women and those 55 or older.)

 Indoor walking track (47% important [28% “very”], 3.3 average score.  Scores 
highest among infrequent/non visitors [3.7 versus 3.2 each among frequent or 
occasional users], women and 55 to 64 year-olds.)

The two remaining features – art studios (3.2 average score) and computer labs (3.1 
average score) – elicit some degree importance among about four of ten each (41% 
and 37%, respectively).  Both (particularly computer labs) are more important to 
infrequent/non park visitors.
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Table 5a Importance of Various Types of Indoor Recreation,
Fitness and Community Center Facilities

(Among Those Who Say Constructing Such Facilities 
Is at Least “Somewhat” Important)

(N=260)
Very

Important
Somewhat
Important

Neither
Important

Nor
Unimportant

Not
Very

Important

Not
At All

Important

Average
Score on
1-5 Scale

Rooms for aerobics, yoga and similar 
classes 39% 24% 22% 9% 7% 3.8
Indoor court facilities, such as basketball, 
pickleball and racquetball/handball 37% 25% 24% 7% 7% 3.8
Cardio and weight training facilities 35% 22% 23% 12% 9% 3.6
Meeting rooms and classrooms 25% 20% 32% 12% 10% 3.4
Indoor walking track 28% 19% 22% 13% 18% 3.3
Art studios 21% 20% 27% 21% 11% 3.2
Computer labs 21% 16% 28% 20% 15% 3.1

Question: I am now going to read you some types of indoor recreation, fitness and community 
center facilities that might be included in a multi-use center.  Rate the importance of 
each on a “1-to-5” scale, where a “5” is “very important” and “1” is “not at all 
important.”  You can give me any number between “1” and “5.”  How important is 
are...
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Importance of Constructing Facilities for Music, Dance and Theatrical 
Performances – Nearly eight of ten residents (78%) indicate that it is “very” (41%) or 
“somewhat” (37%) important for the Town of Oro Valley to construct facilities for music, 
dance and theatrical performances.  Strong importance is higher among infrequent/non 
visitors (46% versus 40% each of frequent or occasional users) – as well as among 
men, 35 to 44 year-olds and residents 55 or older.  Two of ten overall claim these 
facilities are “not important,” more often the most long-term (10+ years) Oro Valley 
residents.

Table 6 Importance of Constructing Facilities for Music, 
Dance and Theatrical Performances

Question: How important do you think it is for the Town to construct facilities for music, dance 
and theatrical performances?  Would you say it is...
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Importance of Various Types of Music, Dance and Theatrical Performance 
Facilities – Among the 78% who think that constructing a performance facility is 
important to some degree, as many indicate that building an indoor theater (54%) is as 
important as an outdoor amphitheater (53%).  However, a few more indicate that an 
indoor theater is more highly important (32% versus 26% for an outdoor amphitheater) –
along with fewer who think it is unimportant (18% versus 23%, respectively).  As a 
result, the average importance for an indoor theater (3.6 on the “1-to-5” scale) is slightly 
greater than that of an outdoor amphitheater (3.4).  An indoor theater is more important 
women and 18 to 34 year-olds – while an outdoor amphitheater scores highest among 
frequent park visitors and 35 to 54 year-olds.  Both types of theaters are particularly 
appealing to the newest Oro Valley residents (for less than three years).

Table 6a Importance of Various Types of Music, 
Dance and Theatrical Performance Facilities

(Among Those Who Say Constructing Such Facilities 
Is at Least “Somewhat” Important)

(N=237)
Very

Important
Somewhat
Important

Neither
Important

Nor
Unimportant

Not
Very

Important

Not
At All

Important

Average
Score on
1-5 Scale

Indoor theater 32% 22% 29% 11% 7% 3.6
Outdoor amphitheater 26% 27% 24% 10% 13% 3.4

Question: I am now going to read you some types of facilities for music, dance and theatrical 
performances.  Rate the importance of each on a “1-to-5” scale, where a “5” is “very 
important” and “1” is “not at all important.”  You can give me any number between “1” 
and “5.”  How important is an...
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Importance of Establishing Accessible Natural Resource Parks and Natural Open 
Space Areas – A majority of Oro Valley residents surveyed (54%) say that it is “very 
important” for the Town to establish natural resource parks and natural open space 
areas (featuring preserved tracts of desert land with trails but no other development, 
where the public can walk, hike, observe and enjoy the natural environment).  This is 
especially true among occasional park visitors, women, 35 to 64 year-olds and 3-to-5 
year Oro Valley residents.  Among the rest, one-third indicate that such natural resource 
areas are “somewhat important” – while just 12% believe they are “not important.”

Table 7 Importance of Establishing Accessible Natural
Resource Parks and Natural Open Space Areas

Question: How important do you think it is for the Town to establish accessible natural resource 
parks and natural open space areas featuring preserved tracts of desert land with 
trails but no other development, where the public can walk, hike, observe and enjoy 
the natural environment?  Would you say it is...
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Importance of Various Types of Natural Resource Areas – Among the 88% who 
think natural resource areas are important to some degree, the two options evaluated 
elicit very similar opinions:

 Interpretive trails (42% important [20% “very”], 3.2 average score.  On average, 
scores are slightly higher among occasional park visitors, women and 55 to 64 year-
olds.  Overall, 23% think these trails are unimportant – more often 18 to 34 year-
olds.)

 Birding areas (41% important [19% “very”], 3.2 average score.  Women and those 
55+ indicate increased importance – with few differences based on current park 
usage.  Nearly three of ten consider birding areas to be not important.  These tend to 
be men and 18 to 44 year-olds.)

Table 7a Importance of Various Types of Natural Resource Areas
(Among Those Who Say Establishing Such Areas 

Is at Least “Somewhat” Important)

(N=268)
Very

Important
Somewhat
Important

Neither
Important

Nor
Unimportant

Not
Very

Important

Not
At All

Important

Average
Score on
1-5 Scale

Interpretive trails 20% 22% 35% 8% 15% 3.2
Birding areas 19% 22% 31% 13% 15% 3.2

Question: I am now going to read you some types of natural resource areas.  Rate the 
importance of each on a “1-to-5” scale, where a “5” is “very important” and “1” is “not 
at all important.”  You can give me any number between “1” and “5.”  How important 
are...
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Revenue Option Evaluations

Likelihood of Supporting Various Means to Fund Park Improvements and New 
Facilities – Residents were asked to rate (on a “1-to-5” scale) the likelihood of 
supporting three methods that the Town of Oro Valley might use to generate revenue to 
fund improvements for parks and new facilities.

Of the three methods evaluated, only one elicits support.  As indicated in Table 8, most 
residents (56%) are “very” (33%) or “somewhat” (23%) likely to support user fees to 
fund improvements for parks and new facilities.  This compares to 19% who are not 
likely to support – resulting in a 3.6 average score on the “1-to-5” scale.  There is similar 
likelihood of support among both frequent and occasional park visitors (3.7 each versus 
3.2 among infrequent/non users), and regardless of gender or age (slightly lower only 
among those 65+).

On the other hand, six of ten each are not likely to support a Town of Oro Valley 
property tax or increased sales tax (2.3 average score each) to fund park 
improvements and new facilities.  Just two of ten each are likely to support either 
revenue-raising method.

Table 8 Likelihood of Supporting Various Means of Raising
Revenues to Fund Park Improvements and

New Facilities in the Town of Oro Valley

(N=306)
Very
Likely

Somewhat
Likely

Neither
Likely Nor
Unlikely

Not
Very
Likely

Not
At All
Likely

Average
Score on
1-5 Scale

User fees 33% 23% 24% 8% 11% 3.6
A Town of Oro Valley 
property tax 10% 10% 23% 14% 44% 2.3
Increased sales tax 8% 11% 22% 16% 42% 2.3

Question: In order to fund improvements for parks and new facilities, the Town of Oro Valley 
would need to raise revenues from residents – to supplement existing taxes and 
fees.  As I read some different ways that the Town might use to generate revenue, 
tell me how likely you would be to support each on a “1-to-5” scale – where a “5” 
means you are “very likely” to support the method and “1” is “not at all likely.”  You 
can give me any number between “1” and “5.”  To fund improvements for parks and 
new facilities, how likely would you be to support...
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TOWN OF ORO VALLEY
NARANJA PARK PROGRAM AND

FACILITY NEEDS OUTREACH SURVEY
June 2014

Appendix

Survey
Methodology
and Sample
Selection

This study consists of a 306-person, randomly-selected and 
statistically-projectable sample of adult (18 or older) Town of Oro 
Valley residents.  A sampling plan (based on population 
distribution data from 2010 Census data) was developed to 
ensure the composition of the final sample was as close as 
possible to actual sex/age proportions in the Town of Oro Valley.

All interviews were conducted by telephone during June 2014. 
The fielding was conducted using a computer-assisted predictive 
dialing system.  Respondents included in this survey were 
selected through a random sampling procedure that allows equal 
probability of selection.  This technique ensures that area 
residents who are not yet listed in a telephone directory (or 
choose not to be listed) are still eligible for selection. In addition, 
qualified respondents in each household were further 
randomized by the “last birthday” method.  There was only one 
interview per residence.  The telephone interviews lasted 12 
minutes on average.  Neither the interviewer nor the interviewee 
had any direct knowledge of the study sponsor.  All interviews 
were conducted and validated by the FMR field staff.

Cell Phone Only Households – To address “cell phone only” 
households (households without a land line that utilize a cell 
phone exclusively), FMR interviewers manually dialed randomly-
generated cell phone numbers (based on known cell phone 
exchanges) and attempted to interview these households.  
Potential respondents reached through manually dialing were 
given three options: to proceed with the interview using their cell 
phone provider’s calling plan minute allocations; allow for a call-
back at a mutually arranged time on a land line; or to call the cell 
phone back when minutes are “free” (i.e., weekends, evenings, 
etc.).
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Statistical
Reliability

The statistics in this report are subject to a degree of variation 
that is determined by sample (or sub-sample) size.  All research 
data are subject to a certain amount of variation for this reason.  
This does not mean that the figures represented in the various 
tables are wrong.  It means that each percentage represents a 
possible “range” of response. This is because the random 
sampling process, as well as human behavior itself, can never 
be perfect.  For this sample, N=300 (conservatively rounded), 
the statistical variation is +5.7% under the most extreme 
circumstances – with a 95% confidence level.  That is, when the 
percentages shown in the tables are near 50% (the most 
conservative situation), the actual behavior or attitude may range 
from 44.3% to 55.7%.  The 95% confidence level means that if 
the survey were repeated 100 times, in 95 cases the same range 
of response would result.  Those percentages that occur at either 
extreme (for example, 10% or 90%) are subject to a smaller 
degree of statistical fluctuation (in this case, +3.3%).

Sub-samples, such as gender or age groups, have a higher 
degree of statistical fluctuation due to the smaller number of 
respondents in those groupings.

Confidence Intervals for a Given Percent
(at the 95% confidence level)

N Reported Percentage

(Base for %)
10 or
90%

20 or
80%

30 or
70%

40 or
60% 50%

300 3.3% 4.5% 5.1% 5.5% 5.7%

250 3.8% 5.0% 5.8% 6.2% 6.3%

200 4.2% 5.5% 6.4% 6.8% 6.9%

100 5.9% 7.8% 9.0% 9.6% 9.8%

50 8.3% 11.1% 12.7% 13.6% 13.9%

25 11.8% 15.7% 18.0% 19.2% 19.6%

Example: If the table shows that 20% of all respondents (when N=300) 
have a positive or negative attitude about a question category, 
the chances are 95 out of 100 that the true value is 20% +4.5 
percentage points; that is, the range of response would be 
15.5% to 24.5%.
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Significance of Difference Between Percentages
(at the 95% confidence level)

Average of the
Bases of Percentages

Being Compared

Reported Percentage

10 or
90%

20 or
80%

30 or
70%

40 or
60% 50%

250 5.2% 7.1% 8.1% 8.6% 8.8%
200 5.9% 7.8% 8.9% 9.6% 9.8%
150 6.8% 9.1% 10.3% 11.0% 11.3%
100 8.3% 11.0% 12.7% 13.6% 13.9%
50 11.7% 15.7% 18.0% 19.2% 19.7%
25 16.7% 22.2% 25.5% 27.2% 27.7%

Example: If a table indicates that 35% of women have a positive attitude 
toward a category of response, and that 24% of men have the 
same attitude, the following procedure should be used to 
determine if this attitude is due to chance:

The average base is 150 (rounded) for the reported percentages 
(151+155)/2=153.  The average of the percentages is 30.0% –
(35+24)/2=29.5%.  The difference between the percentages is 
11%.  Since 11% is greater than 10.3% (the figure in the table for 
this base and this percentage), the chances are 95 out of 100 
that the attitude is significantly different between female and 
male Oro Valley residents.
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Category Definitions by Types of Facilities/Amenities Evaluated

Category Description Facilities/Amenities Evaluated

New Facilities for Organized 
Sports Programs

Multi-sport fields – fields for soccer, lacrosse, football, etc.
Youth baseball and Little League fields
Youth softball fields
Adult, full-size baseball fields
Adult recreational softball fields

General Recreation Facilities Playgrounds and play structures
Ramadas and picnic areas
Paved walking paths
Fitness courses
Natural surface trails
Mountain bicycle trails
Dog park
Sand volleyball courts
Golf courses

Outdoor Recreation Facilities Outdoor basketball courts
Skate park
Tennis courts
BMX park
Racquetball courts
Zip lines
Ropes course
Pickleball courts
Remote control model airplane park

Multi-Use Community Centers 
With Facilities for Indoor 
Recreation/Fitness Programs

Indoor court facilities, such as basketball, pickleball and
   racquetball/handball
Cardio and weight training facilities
Rooms for aerobics, yoga and similar classes
Indoor walking track
Meeting rooms and classrooms
Computer labs
Art studios

Music, Dance & Theatrical 
Performance Facilities

Outdoor amphitheater
Indoor theater

Natural Resource Parks & 
Natural Open Space Areas

Interpretive trails
Birding areas
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ORO VALLEY PARKS PROGRAM SURVEY
- Screening Form -

TIME INTERVIEW STARTED:          ENDED:          DATE:

INTERVIEWER NAME:                          QUESTIONNAIRE NO.:
                                                                                                                                                                                                                       (1-4)

TELEPHONE: 

Hello, my name is                     .  I am calling for FMR Research, a nationwide public opinion 
company.  We are conducting a survey about existing and planned parks in the Town of Oro 
Valley.  The results will be used to assist the Town in preparing park plans that best meet the 
needs of the community.  This is not a sales call of any kind.  All answers are strictly confidential 
and a matter of personal opinion.  First...

A. Do you reside in Oro Valley?

Yes............................ 1 (CONTINUE)
No ............................. 2 (TERMINATE)
Not sure/Don't know.. 3 (TERMINATE)  (15)

B. For this survey, we need to speak with the male or female in your household who is 
eighteen years old or older and most recently celebrated a birthday. Are you that person?

Yes.............................. (CONTINUE)
No................................ (ASK TO SPEAK TO THE MALE OR FEMALE WHO

  MOST RECENTLY CELEBRATED A BIRTHDAY,
  RETURN TO INTRODUCTION, THEN TO Q.B)

C. Please stop me when I read the age category you belong to.  Are you...

Men (47%) Women (53%)
17 or younger........ (TERMINATE)   17 or younger ............. (TERMINATE)
18 to 24................. 01 18 to 24 .......................07
25 to 34................. 02 25 to 34 .......................08
35 to 44................. 03 35 to 44 .......................09
45 to 54................. 04 45 to 54 .......................10
55 to 64................. 05 55 to 64 .......................11
65 or older............. 06 65 or older ...................12  (16-17)

For Coding: Sex: Man.......... 1 (140)
Woman .... 2 (160)  (18)

Age: 18 to 24.... 1  (20)
25 to 34.... 2  (25)
35 to 44.... 3  (40)
45 to 54.... 4  (55)
55 to 64.... 5  (60)
65 or older 6  (100) (19)

Rev: 6/17/14  13:45 Copyright, FMR Associates, Inc., 2014
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D. How many years have you lived in Oro Valley? (READ)

Less than three years ....... 1
3-5 years........................... 2
6-10 years......................... 3

                               -OR- More than 10 years........... 4  (20)
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ORO VALLEY PARKS PROGRAM SURVEY
- Main Questionnaire -

1. First, I am going to read you names of the various parks and related facilities in the Town of Oro 
Valley.  For each, tell me if you visit nearly every day, once a week, one to three times a month, a 
few times each year or less often.  If you have never visited, just let me know.  How often do you 
visit...(READ ITEMS IN RANDOM ORDER) (READ LOCATIONS ONLY IF NEEDED FOR 
CLARIFICATION)

Nearly 1-3 Times A Few
Every Once a Per Times/ Less Don’t know/

(MARK ‘X’ WHERE START) Day Week Month Year Often Never Unfamiliar
(  ) James D. Kriegh (“Kree”) Park 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (21)

   (On Calle Concordia near Oracle Road)
(  ) Cañada del Oro Riverfront Park 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (22)

   (On Lambert Lane west of Oracle Road)
(  ) West Lambert Lane Park 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (23)

   (On Lambert Lane west of La Cañada)
(  ) Honey Bee Canyon Park 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (24)

   (On Rancho Vistoso and Honey Bee Trail)
(  ) Naranja (“Na-rahn-hah”) Park 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (25)

   (On Naranja (“Na-rahn-hah”) Drive east of 
   La Cañada)

(  ) Oro Valley Aquatic Center 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (26)
   (On Calle Concordia near Oracle Road)

(  ) Steam Pump Ranch 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (27)
   (Near Oracle Road and First Avenue)

ASK LAST:
(  ) Finally, how often do you utilize the Town’s

   multi-use path system? 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (28)

(READ TO ALL): The Town of Oro Valley is updating its plan for parks throughout the 
community.  It is also updating the plan for Naranja (“Na-rahn-hah”) Park – a largely 
undeveloped park site located north of Naranja (“Na-rahn-hah”) Drive, between La Cañada 
Drive and First Avenue.  To begin...(CONTINUE TO Q.2)
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2. How important do you think it is for the Town to construct new facilities for organized 
sports programs?  Would you say it is...(READ)

Very important ...........................................1 (ASK Q.2a)
Somewhat important..................................2 (ASK Q.2a)

          -OR- Not important .............................................3 (SKIP TO Q.3)

    (DO NOT READ) Don’t know/Not sure ..................................4 (SKIP TO Q.3)  (29)

2a. I am now going to read you some types of outdoor sports facilities.  Rate the importance 
of each on a “1-to-5” scale, where a “5” is “very important” and “1” is “not at all important.”  
You can give me any number between “1” and “5.”  How important are...(READ ITEMS IN 
RANDOM ORDER)

Neither
Very Important Nor Not at All

(MARK ‘X’ WHERE START) Important Unimportant Important
(  ) Multi-sport fields – fields for soccer, 

   lacrosse, football, etc. 5 4 3 2 1  (30)
(  ) Youth baseball and Little League fields 5 4 3 2 1  (31)
(  ) Youth softball fields 5 4 3 2 1  (32)
(  ) Adult, full-size baseball fields 5 4 3 2 1  (33)
(  ) Adult recreational softball fields 5 4 3 2 1  (34)

3. How important do you think it is for the Town to construct new recreational facilities for 
families and individuals who are not involved in organized sports programs?  Would you 
say it is...(READ)

Very important ...........................................1 (ASK Q.3a)
Somewhat important..................................2 (ASK Q.3a)

          -OR- Not important .............................................3 (SKIP TO Q.4)

    (DO NOT READ) Don’t know/Not sure ..................................4 (SKIP TO Q.4)  (35)

3a. I am now going to read you some types of facilities for general recreation.  Rate the 
importance of each on a “1-to-5” scale, where a “5” is “very important” and “1” is “not at 
all important.”  You can give me any number between “1” and “5.”  How important 
are...(READ ITEMS IN RANDOM ORDER)

Neither
Very Important Nor Not at All

(MARK ‘X’ WHERE START) Important Unimportant Important
(  ) Playgrounds and play structures 5 4 3 2 1  (36)
(  ) Ramadas and picnic areas 5 4 3 2 1  (37)
(  ) Paved walking paths 5 4 3 2 1  (38)
(  ) Fitness courses 5 4 3 2 1  (39)
(  ) Natural surface trails 5 4 3 2 1  (40)
(  ) Mountain bicycle trails 5 4 3 2 1  (41)
(  ) Dog park 5 4 3 2 1  (42)
(  ) Sand volleyball courts 5 4 3 2 1  (43)
(  ) Golf courses 5 4 3 2 1  (44)
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4. How important do you think it is for the Town to construct new outdoor recreation facilities 
for school age children, young adults and older active adults?  Would you say it 
is...(READ)

Very important ...........................................1 (ASK Q.4a)
Somewhat important..................................2 (ASK Q.4a)

          -OR- Not important .............................................3 (SKIP TO Q.5)

    (DO NOT READ) Don’t know/Not sure ..................................4 (SKIP TO Q.5)  (45)

4a. I am now going to read you some types of outdoor recreation facilities.  Rate the 
importance of each on a “1-to-5” scale, where a “5” is “very important” and “1” is “not at 
all important.”  You can give me any number between “1” and “5.”  How important 
are...(READ ITEMS IN RANDOM ORDER)

Neither
Very Important Nor Not at All

(MARK ‘X’ WHERE START) Important Unimportant Important
(  ) Outdoor basketball courts 5 4 3 2 1  (46)
(  ) Skate park 5 4 3 2 1  (47)
(  ) Tennis courts 5 4 3 2 1  (48)
(  ) BMX park 5 4 3 2 1  (49)
(  ) Racquetball courts 5 4 3 2 1  (50)
(  ) Zip lines (1) 5 4 3 2 1  (51)
(  ) Ropes course (2) 5 4 3 2 1  (52)
(  ) Pickleball courts (3) 5 4 3 2 1  (53)
(  ) Remote control model airplane park 5 4 3 2 1  (54)

(1) (INTERVIEWER: IF RESPONDENT NEEDS A DEFINITION OF “ZIP LINES,” SAY: “A user in a harness rides 
or glides along a cable mounted above an incline.”)

(2) (INTERVIEWER: IF RESPONDENT NEEDS A DEFINITION OF “ROPES COURSE,” SAY: “Individual users or 
teams go across sturdy ropes suspended a few feet above the ground.”)

(3) (INTERVIEWER: IF RESPONDENT NEEDS A DEFINITION OF “PICKLEBALL COURTS,” SAY: “Pickleball is a 
racquet sport similar to tennis and badminton that utilizes paddles, a net and a ball similar to a wiffle ball.”)
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5. How important do you think it is for the Town to construct a multi-use community center 
with facilities for indoor recreation and fitness programs, along with meeting rooms, 
classrooms and studios?  Would you say it is...(READ)

Very important ...........................................1 (ASK Q.5a)
Somewhat important..................................2 (ASK Q.5a)

          -OR- Not important .............................................3 (SKIP TO Q.6)

    (DO NOT READ) Don’t know/Not sure ..................................4 (SKIP TO Q.6)  (55)

5a. I am now going to read you some types of indoor recreation, fitness and community 
center facilities that might be included in a multi-use center.  Rate the importance of each 
on a “1-to-5” scale, where a “5” is “very important” and “1” is “not at all important.”  You 
can give me any number between “1” and “5.”  How important is are...(READ ITEMS IN 
RANDOM ORDER)

Neither
Very Important Nor Not at All

(MARK ‘X’ WHERE START) Important Unimportant Important
(  ) Indoor court facilities, such as basketball,

   pickle ball and racquetball/handball 5 4 3 2 1  (56)
(  ) Cardio and weight training facilities 5 4 3 2 1  (57)

(  ) Rooms for aerobics, yoga and similar classes 5 4 3 2 1  (58)
(  ) Indoor walking track 5 4 3 2 1  (59)
(  ) Meeting rooms and classrooms 5 4 3 2 1  (60)
(  ) Computer labs 5 4 3 2 1  (61)
(  ) Art studios 5 4 3 2 1  (62)

6. How important do you think it is for the Town to construct facilities for music, dance and 
theatrical performances?  Would you say it is...(READ)

Very important ...........................................1 (ASK Q.6a)
Somewhat important..................................2 (ASK Q.6a)

          -OR- Not important .............................................3 (SKIP TO Q.7)

    (DO NOT READ) Don’t know/Not sure ..................................4 (SKIP TO Q.7)  (63)

6a. I am now going to read you some types of facilities for music, dance and theatrical 
performances.  Rate the importance of each on a “1-to-5” scale, where a “5” is “very 
important” and “1” is “not at all important.”  You can give me any number between “1” and 
“5.”  How important is an...(READ ITEMS IN RANDOM ORDER)

Neither
Very Important Nor Not at All

(MARK ‘X’ WHERE START) Important Unimportant Important
(  ) Outdoor amphitheater 5 4 3 2 1  (64)
(  ) Indoor theater 5 4 3 2 1  (65)
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7. How important do you think it is for the Town to establish accessible natural resource parks 
and natural open space areas featuring preserved tracts of desert land with trails but no 
other development, where the public can walk, hike, observe and enjoy the natural 
environment?  Would you say it is...(READ)

Very important ...........................................1 (ASK Q.7a)
Somewhat important..................................2 (ASK Q.7a)

          -OR- Not important .............................................3 (SKIP TO Q.8)

    (DO NOT READ) Don’t know/Not sure ..................................4 (SKIP TO Q.8)  (66)

7a. I am now going to read you some types of natural resource areas.  Rate the importance 
of each on a “1-to-5” scale, where a “5” is “very important” and “1” is “not at all important.”  
You can give me any number between “1” and “5.”  How important are...(READ ITEMS IN 
RANDOM ORDER)

Neither
Very Important Nor Not at All

(MARK ‘X’ WHERE START) Important Unimportant Important
(  ) Interpretive trails 5 4 3 2 1  (67)
(  ) Birding areas 5 4 3 2 1  (68)

8. In order to fund improvements for parks and new facilities, the Town of Oro Valley would 
need to raise revenues from residents – to supplement existing taxes and fees.  As I read 
some different ways that the Town might use to generate revenue, tell me how likely you 
would be to support each on a “1-to-5” scale – where a “5” means you are “very likely” to 
support the method and “1” is “not at all likely.”  You can give me any number between 
“1” and “5.”  To fund improvements for parks and new facilities, how likely would you be 
to support...(READ ITEMS IN RANDOM ORDER)

Neither
Very Likely Nor Not at All

(MARK ‘X’ WHERE START) Likely Unlikely Likely
(  ) User fees 5 4 3 2 1  (69)
(  ) Increased sales tax 5 4 3 2 1  (70)
(  ) A Town of Oro Valley property tax 5 4 3 2 1  (71)

(END):  THANK RESPONDENT FOR HIS/HER TIME AND SAY: “IN CASE THE OFFICE 
WANTS TO CHECK MY WORK, MAY I HAVE YOUR FIRST NAME AND THE ZIP CODE OF 
YOUR HOME ADDRESS?”

RESPONDENT’S NAME   ZIP CODE (72-76)

* * * (REMEMBER TO VERIFY RESPONDENT’S PHONE NUMBER) * * *

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:
Validation Questions
Q Q   

Q Q   

Q Q   



 NARANJA PARK PROGRAMMING & DESIGN MASTER PLAN UPDATE 
PRESENTATION AND APPROVAL OF PROGRAMMING ELEMENTS 

 
 
Naranja Park Telephone Survey Report 
 
 
Ms. Kristy Diaz-Trahan introduced item #9. 
 
 
Don McGann, representative for McGann and Associates, presented the Naranja Park Master 
Plan Update. 
 
Andy Wellik, Research Manager for FMR Associates Inc., provided an overview of the 
telephone survey. 
 
 
Discussion ensued amongst Council, staff and Mr. McGann regarding the Naranja Park Master 
Plan Update. 
 
 
The following individual spoke on item #9. 
 
Oro Valley resident Bill Adler 
 
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Snider and seconded by Mayor Hiremath to 
Recomend Approval of the Naranja Park programming elements as presented. 
 
Councilmember Hornat requested an amendment to the motion to bring a comprehensive park 
plan to Council at the same time as the Naranja Park plan.  Councilmember Hornat and Mayor 
Hiremath agreed to the amendment.  
 
 
MOTION carried, 6-1 with Councilmember Burns opposed.  
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