
 
NOTICE OF A REGULAR MEETING OF THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 

OF THE TOWN OF CLARKDALE 
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 5, 2022 AT 6:30 PM 

 
In Person:  Clark Memorial Clubhouse, 19 N. Ninth St., Clarkdale AZ 

OR 
Join Zoom Meeting 

https://zoom.us/j/9554994085 
Meeting ID:955 499 4085 

 
Town of Clarkdale Vision 

The Town of Clarkdale connects our unique history, proximity to the Verde River, and small-town 
charm to a future with a vibrant economy. 

We cultivate an environment where residents and businesses can thrive; providing services and jobs 
for our residents and capitalizing upon tourism. 

We sustainably enhance our infrastructure, support the arts and education, and develop recreational 
opportunities to create a bright future for our entire community. 

 
PURSUANT TO A.R.S. §38-431.02, NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Design Review Board will hold a 
Regular Meeting open to the public on Wednesday, October 5, 2022, at 6:30 PM at 19 N. Ninth Street, 
Clarkdale, Arizona, Clark Memorial Clubhouse, Men’s Lounge. A quorum of Town Council members 
may be present at this meeting; however, they will not deliberate or take action on any items. All 
members of the public are welcome to attend.  
  
ALL ITEMS ON THIS AGENDA ARE SCHEDULED FOR DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION, 
UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 
  

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 
2. 

 
ROLL CALL 

 
3. 

 
PUBLIC COMMENT 

 The Design Review Board invites the public to provide comments at this time. Members of the 
Commission may not discuss items that are not specifically identified on the agenda. Therefore, 
pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.01 (G), action taken as a result of public comment will be limited to 
directing staff to study the matter, responding to any criticism, or scheduling the matter for 
further consideration and decision at a later date. Persons interested in making comments on a 
specific agenda item are asked to complete a brief form and submit it to the Commission Liaison 
during the meeting. Each Speaker is asked to limit their comments to five minutes.  
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4. MINUTES 

   
 A. Approval of minutes 
 Consider and act upon the approval of the draft minutes from the meeting held on Sept. 7, 

2022.   
 
5. 

 
REPORTS 

   
 A. Action Minutes Policy 
 Community Development Director Ruth Mayday will provide an update on the Action Minutes 

Policy that was approved by Council on Sept. 13, 2022.  

   
 B. Call to the Public 
 Community Development Director Ruth Mayday will discuss the Attorney General's opinion 

regarding responses by individual members of a public body during a Call to the Public.   
 
6. 

 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 

   

 A. Taawaki Inn 
 Public hearing regarding application DRB-093581, for the Taawaki Inn, submitted by Ryan 

Smith with Smith Architects, on behalf of the Hopi Tribe Economic Development Corporation 
for a proposed two-story hotel with 44 guest-rooms at 441 S. Broadway St., Clarkdale, AZ 
(APN 400-07-023C)  

 
7. 

 
ACTION ITEMS 

   

 A. Taawaki Inn  
 Discussion and possible action to approve application DRB-093581, for the Taawaki Inn. 

Submitted by Ryan Smith with Smith Architects, on behalf of the Hopi Tribe Economic 
Development Corporation for a proposed two-story hotel with 44 guest rooms at 441 S. 
Broadway St., Clarkdale, AZ (APN 400-07-023C)  

 
8. 

 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS  

 Design Review Board may propose items to be placed on a future agenda. This item is for 
discussion only.  

 
9. 

 
ADJOURNMENT 

 

Values 

Values are the guiding principles that provide an organization with purpose and direction. The 
Town of Clarkdale’s organizational values are: 
 
COPPER 
Customer focused 
Open, transparent and equitable 
Preserving our history, charm, and environment 
Planning for a sustainable future 

Page 2 of 34



Economic and social resiliency 
Resourceful and innovative 

Mission 

The Town of Clarkdale serves the community by providing amenities, infrastructure, services, 
and public safety to enhance quality of life.  We are stewards of our history while we 
sustainably and resiliently plan for the future with an emphasis on community engagement 
and transparency. 
 
 
Persons with a disability may request reasonable accommodations by contacting the Town Hall at (928) 639-2400 (TTY: 1-
800-367-8939) at least 72 hours in advance of the meeting.
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Staff Report 
Item Number: 4.A. 

 
Agenda Item: Approval of minutes 

Consider and act upon the approval of the draft minutes from the meeting 
held on Sept. 7, 2022.  
 

Staff Contact: 
 

Ruth Mayday, Community Development Director 

Meeting Date: October 5, 2022 
 

Strategic Goal: •    Goal Area 1 – Preserve and celebrate Clarkdale’s unique, complex history. 
   

Background: Draft minutes from the regular meeting held on Sept. 7, 2022.  
 

Budget Impact: No budget impact.  
 

Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of the draft minutes from the meeting held on 
Sept. 7, 2022.  
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FINAL 

 

MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING OF THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
OF THE TOWN OF CLARKDALE 

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 2022, AT 6:30 PM  

 

 1. CALL TO ORDER – Meeting called to order at 6:30 p.m.  
 

 

2. 

 

ROLL CALL  
Board Member Present/Absent 

Chair Snyder Present 

Vice Chair Kelly Present 

Board Member Foutz Present 

                   Board Member Robbins Present 

Board Member Jernigan Present 
 

 

 
3. 

 
PUBLIC COMMENT- No public comment 

 The Design Review Board invites the public to provide comments at this time. Members of the 
Commission may not discuss items that are not specifically identified on the agenda. Therefore, 
pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.01 (G), action taken as a result of public comment will be limited to 
directing staff to study the matter, responding to any criticism, or scheduling the matter for further 
consideration and decision at a later date. Persons interested in making comments on a specific 
agenda item are asked to complete a brief form and submit it to the Commission Liaison during 
the meeting. Each Speaker is asked to limit their comments to five minutes.   

 

 

4. 

 

MINUTES 
 

   

 A. Approval of Minutes 

 Consider and act upon the draft minutes from the meeting held on Aug. 3, 2022.  
 
Motion by Foutz, second by Jernigan to: approve the minutes from the meeting held on 
Aug. 3, 2022. 
Approved:  5-0 
 
  

Board Member Present/Absent 

Chair Snyder Present 

Vice Chair Kelly Present 

Board Member Foutz Present 

               Board Member Robbins Present 

              Board Member Jernigan Present 
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FINAL 

 

5. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING 
 

   

 A. NEW SIGN AND EXTERIOR PAINT AT 414 PEACE GARDEN PATH, CLARKDALE, AZ 

 Public Hearing for application DRB-093564, submitted by Novie Trump and Eric Flippo for 
proposed signage and new exterior paint colors at 414 Peace Garden Path, Clarkdale, AZ.  (APN 
400-07-026F 
Staff presented a PowerPoint showing the sign location, design features and how it meets the 
sign code in Chapter 7-080.C.  Staff also presented the proposed new paint colors for the 
exterior of the existing building and how they meet the design review criteria in Chapter 
11.040.  The applicant answered Board’s questions regarding building paint colors. 

 

 

6. 

 

ACTION ITEMS 
 

   

 A. NEW SIGN AND EXTERIOR PAINT AT 414 PEACE GARDEN PATH, CLARKDALE, AZ 

 Discussion and possible action to approve DRB Application 093564 for new signage and paint 
colors at 414 Peace Garden Path, Clarkdale, AZ.  (APN 400-07-026F)  
 
Motion by Jernigan, second by Robbins to:  approve DRB application 093564 for new 
signage and paint colors. 
Approved:  5-0 

Board Member Present/Absent 

Chair Snyder Present 

Vice Chair Kelly Present 

Board Member Foutz Present 

               Board Member Robbins Present 

              Board Member Jernigan Present 
 

 

 
7. 

 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS  

 The Design Review Board may propose items to be placed on a future agenda. This item is for 
discussion only.   
Staff received DRB application for a two-story hotel, which may be the Oct. 5, 2022, DRB agenda. 

 

 
8. 

 

ADJOURNMENT  - meeting adjourned without objection at 6:47 pm 

 

 

 

___________________________________            ________________________________________ 
Chairperson Kerrie Snyder                                            Community Development Director Ruth Mayday  
Design Review Board  
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 Action Minutes   

 

I. Purpose:  
To establish policy and procedures for the administration of action minutes per A.R.S. 
§38-431.01.  

 
II.  Policy:  

A. All meetings of any public body shall be public meetings and all persons so desiring 
shall be permitted to attend and listen to the deliberations and proceedings.  All legal 
action of public bodies shall occur during a public meeting. 

B. All public bodies shall provide for the taking of written minutes or a recording of all their 
meetings, including executive sessions.  For meetings other than executive sessions, the 
minutes or recording shall include: 

1. The date, time and place of the meeting. 
2. The members of the public body recorded as either present or absent. 
3. A general description of the matters considered. 
4. An accurate description of all legal actions proposed, discussed or taken, including a 
record of how each member voted. The minutes shall also include the names of the 
members who propose each motion and the names of the persons, as given, who make 
statements or present material to the public body and a reference to the legal action 
about which they made statements or presented material. 

C. Minutes of executive sessions shall include items set forth in subsection B, paragraphs 1, 
2 and 3 of this section, an accurate description of all instructions given pursuant to section 
38-431.03, subsection A, paragraphs 4, 5 and 7 and other matters as may be deemed 
appropriate by the public body. 

D. The minutes or a recording of a meeting shall be available for public inspection three 
working days after the meeting except as otherwise specifically provided by this article. 

E. A public body of a city or town with a population of more than two thousand five hundred 
persons shall: 

1. Within three working days after a meeting, except for subcommittees and advisory 
committees, post on its website, if applicable, either: 

(a) A statement describing the legal actions taken by the public body of the city or 
town during the meeting. 
(b) Any recording of the meeting. 

2. Within two working days following approval of the minutes, post approved minutes of 
city or town council meetings on its website, if applicable, except as otherwise specifically 
provided by this article. 

 

 

TOWN OF CLARKDALE 

HUMAN RESOURCES POLICY MANUAL 

POLICY NO. 

XX.XX 

SECTION XX Title of Policy: Action Minutes 

ORIGINATION DATE: 8/29/2022 
REVISION DATE(S): 
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3. Within ten working days after a subcommittee or advisory committee meeting, post on 
its website, if applicable, either: 
    a) A statement describing legal action, if any. 
    b) A recording of the meeting. 

F. All or any part of a public meeting of a public body may be recorded by any person in 
attendance by means of a tape recorder or camera or any other means of sonic 
reproduction, provided that there is no active interference with the conduct of the meeting. 

G. The secretary of state for state public bodies, the city or town clerk for municipal public 
bodies and the county clerk for all other local public bodies shall conspicuously post open 
meeting law materials prepared and approved by the attorney general on their website.  A 
person elected or appointed to a public body shall review the open meeting law materials at 
least one day before the day that person takes office. 

H. A public body may make an open call to the public during a public meeting, subject to 
reasonable time, place and manner restrictions, to allow individuals to address the public 
body on any issue within the jurisdiction of the public body. At the conclusion of an open call 
to the public, individual members of the public body may respond to criticism made by those 
who have addressed the public body, may ask staff to review a matter or may ask that a 
matter be put on a future agenda.  However, members of the public body shall not discuss 
or take legal action on matters raised during an open call to the public unless the matters 
are properly noticed for discussion and legal action. 

I. A member of a public body shall not knowingly direct any staff member to communicate in 
violation of this article. 

J. Any posting required by subsection E of this section must remain on the applicable 
website for at least one year after the date of the posting. 

 

II. Action Minutes Agreement:  
 
Action minutes are also called decision-only minutes.  They include only the decisions made 
and none of the discussions that went into making them.  They capture only the conclusion 
of discussions and the actions that need to be taken.  
 
Per A.R.S. §38-431.01, the town clerk or board liaison for municipal public bodies, shall 
post on its website, a recording of the meeting within three working days after the 
meeting except as otherwise specifically provided by this article. 

Within two working days following approval of the action minutes, the town clerk or board 
liaison shall post approved action minutes of city or town council meetings on its website, if 
applicable, except as otherwise specifically provided by this article. 
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STATE OF ARIZONA 
 

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
 

 
ATTORNEY GENERAL OPINION 

 
By 

 
MARK BRNOVICH 

ATTORNEY GENERAL 
 

August 1, 2022 
 

 
No. I22-003 
(R20-002) 

 
Re: A.R.S. § 38-431.01(H) and Responses by 

Individual Members of a Public Body 

 
To: John Kavanagh, Representative 
 Arizona House of Representatives 

 
Question Presented 

Do rules or practices of a public body that do not allow individual members of the public 

body to respond to criticism made during a call to the public, ask staff to review a matter raised 

during a call to the public, or put a matter raised during a call to the public on a future agenda 

violate A.R.S. § 38-431.01(H)? 

Summary Answer 

 Yes, if a public body were to enact a rule or practice prohibiting individual members of 

the public body from (1) responding to criticism made by those who have addressed the public 

body during a call to the public, (2) asking staff to review a matter raised during a call to the 

public, or (3) putting a matter raised during a call to the public on a future agenda, such rule or 

practice would violate A.R.S. § 38-431.01(H).  Thus, a public body that has enacted such a rule 

or practice should rescind or modify it to make it consistent with Arizona law. 
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2 

Background 

Arizona enacted its Open Meeting Law (“OML”) in 1962 to ensure that Arizona public 

bodies conduct their business in open, public meetings and to eliminate secret decision-making.  

See 1962 Ariz. Sess. Laws ch. 138, § 1 (2d Reg. Sess.) (“It is the public policy of this state that 

proceedings in meetings of governing bodies of the state and political subdivisions thereof exist 

to aid in the conduct of the people’s business. It is the intent of this act that their official 

deliberations and proceedings be conducted openly.”).  The Legislature has since amended the 

OML several times.  See, e.g., Ariz. Att’y Gen. Op. 75-007 (detailed discussion of the early 

history of the OML through 1975); 2000 Ariz. Sess. Laws, ch. 358, § 1 (2d Reg. Sess.) 

(comprehensive amendments). 

Relevant here is A.R.S. § 38-431.01(H), the text of which was added by the 2000 

amendments and which provides the following: 

A public body may make an open call to the public during a public meeting, 
subject to reasonable time, place and manner restrictions, to allow individuals to 
address the public body on any issue within the jurisdiction of the public body. At 
the conclusion of an open call to the public, individual members of the public 
body may respond to criticism made by those who have addressed the public 
body, may ask staff to review a matter or may ask that a matter be put on a future 
agenda. However, members of the public body shall not discuss or take legal 
action on matters raised during an open call to the public unless the matters are 
properly noticed for discussion and legal action. 

This subsection is comprised of three operative parts.  First, “[a] public body may” decide 

whether or not to hold a call to the public at a duly noticed public meeting (the “Call to the 

Public Provision”).  A.R.S. § 38-431.01(H).  Second, after a call to the public has concluded, 

“individual members of the public body may” respond to a member of the public in one of three 

ways (the “Response Provision”).  Id.  Finally, when a member of the public brings up a matter 

that is not listed on the agenda, “members of the public body shall not” discuss or take legal 

action on that matter unless the matter is listed on the agenda (the “Agenda Provision”).  Id.  At 
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3 

issue here is the Response Provision and whether a public body is permitted to prohibit 

individual members of the public body from responding after a call to the public in one of the 

three ways specified in the statute. 

Analysis 

 Statutory interpretation seeks “to effectuate the legislature’s intent,” SolarCity Corp. v. 

Ariz. Dept. of Revenue, 243 Ariz. 477, 480 ¶ 8 (2018), and the plain language of a statute is 

always the starting point, see id. (“The best indicator of [legislative] intent is the statute’s plain 

language.”); Woyton v. Ward, 247 Ariz. 529, 532 ¶ 8 (App. 2019) (“When interpreting a statute, 

we begin with its plain language.”).  In construing a specific provision, the words of a statute 

should be read in context with the statute as a whole to determine their meaning.  See Glazer v. 

State, 244 Ariz. 612, 614 ¶ 10 (2018).  Any interpretation should also avoid rendering “any 

clause, sentence or word ‘superfluous, void, contradictory or insignificant.’”  State v. Cid, 181 

Ariz. 496, 499−500 (App. 1995) (citations omitted).  Further, the OML instructs that “any person 

or entity charged with the interpretations of [Arizona’s OML, A.R.S. § 38-431, et seq.,] shall 

construe [the OML] in favor of open and public meetings.”  A.R.S. § 38-431.09(A). 

Both the Call to the Public Provision and the Response Provision use the term “may,” 

while the Agenda Provision uses the term “shall not.”  See A.R.S. § 38-431.01(H).  Arizona 

courts have generally interpreted the word “may” as permissive and “shall” as mandatory.  See 

Walter v. Wilkinson, 198 Ariz. 431, 432 ¶ 7 (App. 2000) (The “use of the word ‘may’ generally 

indicates permissive intent . . . while ‘shall’ generally indicates a mandatory provision.”); but see 

HCZ Const., Inc. v. First Franklin Financial Corp., 199 Ariz. 361, 364 ¶ 11 (App. 2001) 

(explaining that while the “ordinary meaning of ‘shall’ in a statute is to impose a mandatory 

provision . . . it may be deemed directory when the legislative purpose can best be carried out by 
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such construction.”).  When both “may” and “shall” are used “in the same paragraph of a statute, 

[courts] infer that the Legislature acknowledged the difference and intended each word to carry 

its ordinary meaning.”  HCZ Const., Inc., 199 Ariz. at 365 ¶ 15; see also City of Chandler v. 

Ariz. Dep’t of Transp., 216 Ariz. 435, 438–39 ¶ 10 (App. 2007) (presuming “that the Legislature 

was aware of the difference between [‘may’ and ‘shall’] and meant each to carry its ordinary 

meaning”). 

In the context of A.R.S. § 38-431.01(H), nothing indicates that the Legislature intended 

to give the terms “may” and “shall” anything other than their ordinary meanings.  For example, 

interpreting “shall not” in the Agenda Provision as mandatory rather than discretionary is 

consistent with other provisions of the OML.  Compare § A.R.S. 38-431.01(H) (“[M]embers of 

the public body shall not discuss or take legal action on matters raised during an open call to the 

public unless the matters are properly noticed for discussion and legal action.”) with A.R.S. § 38-

431.02(G), (H) (specific matters must be listed on agendas before a public body can discuss or 

take legal action).  And interpreting the Call to the Public Provision to be discretionary rather 

than mandatory is not only consistent with the ordinary use of “may” in statutory interpretation, 

but it is also consistent with long-term guidance from the Attorney General’s Office issued 

before the Call to the Public Provision was codified.  See Ariz. Att’y Gen. Op. I99-006 (“[F]or 

more than 17 years, the Attorney General’s Office has recognized that a ‘call to the public’ may 

be used if the members of the public body properly limit their responses to any item raised.”).  

Thus, where the Response Provision states that “individual members of the public body may” 

react in one of three ways, the statute is best read as giving individual members of the public 

body discretion to respond.1 

                                                            
1   This interpretation is also supported by the Legislature’s use of the term “may” in other provisions of the OML.  
See Qasimyar v. Maricopa County, 250 Ariz. 580, 587 ¶ 19 (App. 2021) (“[A] word or phrase used in related 

Page 12 of 34
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But that conclusion does not fully answer the inquiry here.  If the public body has 

discretion whether or not to hold a call to the public in the first place, does the public body 

similarly have discretion to prohibit members from responding?  The answer is also found in the 

statutory language itself. 

The Call to the Public Provision grants discretion to hold a call to the public to a “public 

body,” while the Response Provision grants discretion to respond to “individual members of the 

public body.”  A.R.S. § 38-431.01(H).  We presume that the Legislature fully recognized the 

difference between a “public body” and its “individual members” and purposefully differentiated 

between the two when enacting this statute.  See State v. McDermott, 208 Ariz. 332, 334–35 

(App. 2004) (“[W]e . . . presume that the legislature does not include statutory ‘provisions which 

are redundant, void, inert, trivial, superfluous, or contradictory.’”). 

Therefore, the statutory language in the Response Provision permits individual members 

to make the decision whether they will react to public comments in one of the three specified 

manners.  A public body cannot override the Legislature’s purposeful decision to grant each 

individual member of a public body with discretion to decide whether and how to respond—

within the statutory constraints—to a public comment made during a call to the public.  Allowing 

a public body to do so would effectively nullify the statutory language granting discretion to 

individual members and instead allow a public body to make the decision whether to respond to 

public comment, including by prospectively prohibiting a response in any circumstance.  Thus, a 

public body that has enacted a rule or practice prohibiting individual members from responding 

                                                                                                                                                                                                
statutes should be construed to bear the same meaning throughout.”). For example, A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A) states that 
a public body “may hold an executive session” under nine enumerated circumstances.  Reading “may” as mandatory 
in that provision would create the absurd result of requiring public bodies to hold an executive session any time any 
matter falls within one of the nine enumerated circumstances, rather than allowing public bodies discretion to utilize 
an executive session.  This would result in public bodies discussing matters outside of public view far more often, 
which would contravene the purpose of the OML. 
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in a manner described in A.R.S. § 38-431.01(H) must rescind or modify the rule or practice to 

make it consistent with Arizona law. 

Notwithstanding this conclusion, an individual member’s ability to respond to public 

comment is not unlimited.  The Legislature provided individual members the discretion to do so 

only at the conclusion of a call to the public and not after each individual speaker.  A.R.S. § 38-

431.01(H).  Moreover, the ability to respond is limited only to (1) responding to criticism, (2) 

asking staff to review a matter, and (3) asking for a matter to be added to a future agenda.  Id.  

And the Response Provision does not allow the public body to engage in a discussion or take 

legal action unless the matter is specifically listed on the agenda.2  Id. Ultimately, however, 

individual members of a public body must have the opportunity to determine for themselves 

whether or not they provide a limited response to comments made by members of the public at 

the conclusion of the call to the public. 

Conclusion 

Because the Legislature expressly provided that individual members of a public body 

have the discretion to provide a limited response at the conclusion of a call to the public, a rule or 

practice prohibiting individual members of the public body from providing a limited response 

would violate A.R.S. § 38-431.01(H).  Thus, a public body that has enacted such a rule or 

practice would need to rescind or modify it to render it consistent with Arizona law. 

 

Mark Brnovich 
Attorney General 

                                                            
2   It is also likely that a public body could require individual members to follow content- and viewpoint-neutral 
rules of decorum when responding to public comments.  
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Staff Report 
Item Number: 6.A. 

 
Agenda Item: Taawaki Inn 

Public hearing regarding application DRB-093581, for the Taawaki Inn, 
submitted by Ryan Smith with Smith Architects, on behalf of the Hopi Tribe 
Economic Development Corporation for a proposed two-story hotel with 44 
guest-rooms at 441 S. Broadway St., Clarkdale, AZ (APN 400-07-023C) 
 

Staff Contact: 
 

Tom Blanchard, Senior Planner 

Meeting Date: October 5, 2022 
 

Strategic Goal: •    Goal Area 4 – Strengthen and diversify our economy through cultivating a 
business-friendly climate for business attraction and strategically capitalizing 
upon tourism. 
   

Background: The purpose of this Public Hearing is to take comment on the proposed 
design for the Taawaki Inn, a commercial development. The project site is a 
7.0-acre undeveloped commercial parcel located at the south-east corner of 
South Broadway Street and Tuzigoot Road (APN 400-07-023C)  Access to the 
site will be from South Broadway Street. 
 
The subject property consists of a central “flat” area which will be the primary 
location of development. The remainder of the site is sloped and will remain 
in its natural state. Adjacent property is vacant and zoned commercial and 
residential. 
 
Project Details: 
 
•    Two-story (28-40 feet height) 32,776 sq. ft. hotel, 44 guest rooms 
•    Traditional Hopi pueblo architecture and will showcase traditional Hopi art 
and culture 
•    Custom circular stained-glass design above entrance 
•    Porte Cochere entry to main lobby 
•    Outdoor courtyard, natural gas fire pit and covered seating areas 
•    Monument entry sign and building signage 
•    Building, accent and parking lighting 
•    Parking spaces for 53 vehicles, including four handicap spaces 
•    Drought resistant landscaping and irrigation system 
 
BUILDING SITE PLAN  
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CUSTOM STAINED-GLASS HOPI SUN KACHINA 
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CLARKDALE ZONING CODE 
 
  Section 3-100 Commercial (C) 
  A. Principal Uses permitted (Not requiring a use permit). 
      10. Hotels and Motels 
 
 The Taawaki Inn meets the definition of a ‘motel’ and is therefore a 
permitted use. 
 

Page 19 of 34



 
 

 
 
TOWN OF CLARKDALE GENERAL PLAN 2021 
LAND USE: Neighborhood Commercial 
AREA PLAN:  Broadway Corridor Planning Area 
 

 
 
Neighborhood Commercial (NC) - The purpose of this district is to provide 
a mix of residential, multi-family commercial and industrial opportunities. The 
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majority of the west side is single family residential (R1) and the majority of 
the east side is commercial,  with the recently approved Rain Spirit RV Resort 
and now the proposed Taawaki Inn.   
 
Broadway Corridor Planning Area - This area is mostly undeveloped and 
provides an opportunity for additional housing and tourism-oriented growth. It 
encompasses the historic State Route 89A pathway that connects Historic 
Clarkdale with Old Town Cottonwood. This corridor provides access to two of 
the region’s main tourism draws: The Verde Canyon Railroad and Tuzigoot 
National Monument. The Broadway Corridor's goal is to guide development 
that compliments and sustains existing and new residential and commercial 
development while preserving the scenic view. Taawaki Inn will provide a 
unique Clarkdale lodging experience, support the Hopi Nation and strengthen 
tourism for Clarkdale, the Verde Valley, and surrounding communities. 
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CLARKDALE SIGN CODE 
Section 7-080 Permitted signs 
  C. Freestanding Monument Signs: 
 
       1. Permitted in commercial and multifamily zoning districts and for 
residential subdivisions. 
 
       2. The minimum setback from the property line equals 1 foot for each 
foot of height of the sign for signs 6 feet or less in height; for signs in excess 
of 6 feet in height, the setback shall be greater than or equal to the height of 
the sign. 
 
 Section 7-090 Maximum Sign Square Footage for Commercial Uses 
 
   The maximum allowable combined signage size is calculated as 1.5 square 
feet per 1 linear foot of street frontage as follows:   

  Sign Code: 276 feet street frontage x 1.5 square foot per linear feet = 
414 square feet max signage. 
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o    Proposed:  One Monument Sign at 38 square feet plus wall 
signs at 48 square feet equals 86 square feet total. 

 
 Section 7-030 Sign Illumination 
 
   B. All light fixtures shall be fully shielded and shall be installed in a manner 
as defined for fully or partially shielded fixtures. 
 
   D. Internally illuminated signs shall be constructed with an opaque 
background and translucent lettering or symbols, or with a colored 
background and lighter letters. The color of the background is not limited by 
this Code.   
    
 The proposed signage meets sign code requirements for height, square 
footage and lighting. 
 

 
 

 
  
 WALL SIGNAGE:    
SIGNAGE KEY NOTES: 
4    SIGNAGE ON EXTERIOR OF BUILDING: CUTOUT LETTERS IN 
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      BLACK HOT ROLLED STEEL 3 DIMENSIONAL AND LIT FROM 
      BEHIND.   HOLLOW LETTERS WITH LIGHTS INSIDE.  
  

    
 

 
 

Page 24 of 34



 
 

Page 25 of 34



 
 

Page 26 of 34



 
 

Page 27 of 34



 
 

Page 28 of 34



 
 

Page 29 of 34



 
 

Page 30 of 34



 
 
Section 11-040 Review Criteria for Design Review 
 
A. The Design Review Board shall review applications for design approval of 
new construction, alterations, additions, or renovations to existing buildings or 
structures and shall have the power to approve, conditionally approve, or 
disapprove all such requests. The decisions will be based on the following 
criteria: 
 
1. ARCHITECTURAL MERIT: 
The architecture and design shall be visually compatible with the buildings, 
structures and places to which it is related. 
The proposed structure reflects the traditional Hopi pueblo architecture that is 
visually compatible with the site. The subject property and adjacent properties 
are currently vacant and there are currently no existing structures to measure 
compatibility of architectural merit. 
 
2. PROPORTION: 
The relationship of the width of the building or structure to its height shall be 
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visually compatible with the buildings, structures and places to which it is 
related or shall be  maintained as original whenever feasible. 
The proposed structure has an overall width of 77 feet, which is proportional 
to the staggered heights from 26 feet to 40 feet at the main entrance/lobby. 
The subject property and adjacent properties are currently vacant and there 
are currently no existing structures to measure compatibility of proportion. 
 
3. OPENINGS: 
The relationship of the width of the windows and doors, to the height of 
windows and doors in buildings shall be visually compatible with buildings, 
structures and places to which it is related. 
The proposed window and door widths and heights are visually compatible 
with the proposed structure’s architecture. The subject property and adjacent 
properties are currently vacant and there are currently no existing structures 
to measure visual compatibility of openings. 
 
4. PATTERN: 
The relationships of solids to voids in a facade of a building or structure shall 
be visually compatible with buildings, structures and places to which they are 
related. 
The proposed structure has a balance of solids and voids that complement the 
proposed structure’s traditional Hopi pueblo architecture.  The subject 
property and adjacent properties are currently vacant and there are currently 
no existing structures to measure visual compatibility of patterns. 
 
5. SPACING: 
The relationship of the building to the open space between it and the 
adjoining buildings shall be visually compatible to the buildings, structures and 
places to which it is related. 
The subject property and adjacent properties are currently vacant and there 
are currently no existing structures to measure visual compatibility of spacing 
between buildings. 
 
6. ENTRANCES, PORCHES AND PROJECTIONS: 
The height, projection, supports and relationship to streets and sidewalks, of 
entrances, porches, awnings, canopies and balconies of a building shall be 
visually compatible to the buildings, structures and places to which it is 
related. 
The proposed  entrances, porches and projections are visually compatible with 
the proposed structure’s traditional Hopi pueblo architecture.  The subject 
property and adjacent properties are currently vacant and there are currently 
no existing structures to measure visual compatibility of entrances, porches 
and projections. 
 
7. MATERIAL, TEXTURE AND COLOR: 
The materials, textures and colors of the facade of a building shall be visually 
compatible with the predominant materials, textures and colors used in the 
buildings and structures to which they are related. 
The proposed material, texture and color are visually compatible with the 
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traditional Hopi pueblo architecture.  The subject property and adjacent 
properties are currently vacant and there are currently no existing structures 
to measure visual compatibility of material, texture and color. 
 
8.  ROOFS: 
The roof shape and materials of a building shall be visually compatible with 
the buildings to which it is related.   
The proposed roof shape is flat and not visible behind the parapet walls of the 
proposed structure. The subject property and adjacent properties are 
currently vacant and there are currently no existing structures to measure 
visual compatibility of roofs. 
  
9. ARCHITECTURAL DETAILS: 
Doors, windows, eaves, cornices and other architectural details of a building 
or structures shall be visually compatible with the building and structures to 
which they are related.   
The doors, windows, eaves, cornices, and other architectural details are 
compatible with the proposed structure’s traditional Hopi pueblo architecture. 
 The subject property and adjacent properties are currently vacant and there 
are currently no existing structures to measure visual compatibility of doors, 
windows, eaves, cornices, and other architectural details. 
 
10. ACCESSORY FEATURES:  Garages,  carports, sheds, enclosures, 
walkways, stairways, and landings shall be visually compatible with buildings 
and structures to which they are related. 
This proposal does not include garages, carports, sheds, enclosures, stairways 
and landings. There is a concrete walkway around the perimeter of the 
proposed hotel that connects to parking, entranceways and the outdoor patio 
area. The subject property and adjacent properties are currently vacant and 
there are currently no existing structures to measure visual compatibility of 
 garages, carports, sheds, enclosures, walkways, stairways, and landings. 
 
11.  LANDSCAPING: 
Landscaping shall be visually compatible with the landscaping around the 
buildings, structures and places to which it is related. 
The proposed drought tolerant landscaping is visually compatible with the 
proposed structure’s traditional Hopi pueblo architecture.  The subject 
property and adjacent properties are currently vacant and there are currently 
no existing structures or landscaping to measure visual compatibility of 
adjacent structure’s landscaping. 
  
12. LIGHTING: 
Any on-site illumination shall be architecturally compatible to the overall 
project and not create a negative or visually detrimental effect on the building 
or neighboring properties. 
The proposed on-site illumination is architecturally compatible with the 
proposed structure’s traditional Hopi pueblo architecture. All proposed lighting 
will project downward and not spill onto adjacent properties. The subject 
property and adjacent properties are currently vacant and there are currently 
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no existing structures or landscaping to measure visual compatibility of 
adjacent structure’s landscaping.  
 
B. The Design Review Board may review applications for design approval of 
signs and shall have the power to approve, conditionally approve, or 
disapprove all such requests based on the following criteria: 
  
1. The sign shall be in appropriate scale, proportion, color and overall design 
relative to the exterior architectural character of the building, structure or site. 
(Prior code §  11-4) 
  
The proposed signage includes a free-standing monument sign at the hotel 
entrance on  
South Broadway Street and two building-mounted metal signs. The proposed 
signage design is relative to the proposed structure’s architectural character, 
structure, and site. 
 
Staff has reviewed all related area plans and documents affecting the 
Broadway corridor and find that the proposed Taawaki Inn would provide 
value to the Town of Clarkdale and surrounding communities as follows: 
1.    Meets Strategic Plan Goals, General Plan 2021 Plan Goals and Zoning. 
2.    Will provide economic value through tourism and employment 
opportunities. 
3.    Strengthen the identity of the Broadway Corridor and preserve the scenic 
view shed. 
 

Budget Impact: No budget impact.  
 

Recommendation: Staff recommends the Design Review Board to conduct the requisite Public 
Hearing, prior to taking action on DRB-093581 The Taawaki Inn.  
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