SIGN CRITERIA
EASELINE PROFESSIONAL FLAZA
GILBERT, RARIZONA

July &8, 13936

The puwrpase of the ocwners and the mamagemewrt is to create a
graphic envirarment that is individual anmd distinctive in
identity for the ocwmer and in complisrnce with the City of Gilbert
Sign Codes. The total concept should give anm impressicorn of
quality, professicmalism and ivmstill & good business image.

he following specificaticons are to be used For design of your
igms however, in all cases Tinal written approval by LESSQRTS
management 1is reguired pricoe to manufacturing and installation of
all siogrns.

WRITTEN AFFROVAL. AND COMFORMANCE WITH THIS SFECIFICATION DOES MOT
IMELY CONFORMANCE WITH LOCAL CITY AND OTHER AFRRLICABLE SIGN
CODES. YOUR SIGN MUST RE FERMITTED AND mMUST COMPLY WITH THE CITY
OF GILEBERT'S SIGN CRDDES AMND ELECTRICAL CODES AND A RECEIRT OF A
SIGN FERMPMIT MUST BE RECEIVED FRIOR TO MANUFACTURINMG AND
INGTALLATION OF ALL SIGNS.

Ha GENERALL REGUIREMENTS

1. Noe sigrs, advertisements, notices, or other lettering
shall be displaved, exhibited, inscribed, painmted o affixed in

any marner to amy part of the buildinmg exterior except as
approved in wreiting by landloerd.

=5 Terarnt shall defewnd, indemnify armd hold _andloed
harmless fram, for and agaivnst all claims, cost, atbtorney's fees,
damages, expenses, liabilities and lossaes arising out of the
itrmstallation, mairnterance and repair of Temant's signs.

S Each electrical sign, and the irnstallation therenof,
shall comply with all local buildimg and electrical codes.

4. Terarmt shall abtain all recessary pavmits for sigos and
the comstructicon and ivstallaticon of sigrs.



5. No labels shall be placed on the exposed surfaces of
signs except thase reguired by local ordirarnces. Required labels
szhall be applied in irconspicuous locations,

= Sigrm copy shall be limited to Ternant?s proper fivm mame
and arny additional copy shall be subject to llandlord’s appraval.
The use of a crest, shielid, logo, o obther established corporate
imsigrmia which has beern displayed or asscocciated with Ternant's
Firm mame shall be permitted subject to Landlord?s approval.

7. Ternarmt shall be required to idermtify the FPremises by an
extericor sigm. Any sign that does oot oonform with the
reguirements or was not approved by lLlandliord shall be immediately
removed or brought dato comformance at Ternant?! s expernse.

3. If the PFremizes has a mnon-customer dooris) for
recelving mevchandise, Tenant may bhave marked thereon, inm a
location desigrmated by Landlord, Terant?s mame in four inch high

painted bBlock letiter.

B TYRFE OF SIGNS

Directory signs to he single face, covstructed of alumiwum
with opague face arnd illuminated copy conly.

b. PMovument Sign
Mormument sigrm to be double face, cormstructed of aluminum with
cpague Faces and i1lluminated copy only.

e Wall Sigrns
Wall signs to be individual pan charomel letters with neon
illumivaticon, plex faces, and " returns. Exposed rnecn o
iliuminated cabirnets shall mot be allowed.

. STZE OF SIGN

1. Lergth — The overall lenghh of spread of letters shall
ot excesd 7D of leased Fromt foobtage as specified by

lease. {(Example: Maximum spread forr & sign Ffor a space

30 feet wide will be ZE.3 Feebt.) ITMRORTHANT ¢ Checol
City Codeg!!

= Height — The maximum bheight for omeg live of copy shall

gm0
e L2



STYLE OF SIGN

i1

Bloek style letterinmg to be used for better
readability. Upper and lower case may alsao be wsed.
Miviimum stroke iz 1 172" inches.

leogos in additicon to sigrmage must be approved. They
will be proporticnate to height of facia and sign and
also im lime with basic color of sigmage.

COLOR OF SIGN
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FAorylic Faces - Acrylite Plastic, &l—Wed.
Retury — Duramodic Bromze.

Trimocap — Gold.
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MINUTES OF THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD REGULAR MEETING Of SEPT. 12, 1996
1025 S. GILBERT ROAD, GILBERT, AZ 85296

ro

Areas proposed to be planted with turf shall be separated from the areas planted with low
water consumptive species by a 6” concrete or brick header.

3. The overall height of the building, area covering the cultural center, shall be lowered by 3’3"
or the applicant shall apply for a variance to deviate from the terms of the zoning code.

4. Any future signs, free monument signs shall integrate materials and design used on the
building into the design of the sign. Any sign application for a free standing sign shall be
reviewed by the Planning Department staff prior to issuance of a sign permit by the Building
Department.

5. All mechanical equipment, including satellite dishes shall be screened from public view by a
screen wall.

Voice vote carried the motion 6-0.

DRY6-44 Approval of a sign packet for wall signs for an office complex at 2451 East Baseline
Road/Baseline Professional Complex. Applicant: Christy Signs

Planner Cadavid briefed the Board about this parcel-saying it was zoned as C-1 Neighborbood
Commercial and had been approved by the Design Review Board for site plan, building
elevations, landscaping, grading and drainage and monument signage in 1994. She added the
Board had stipulated that the tenant signage would require Board approval prior to installation.
Ms. Cadavid stated the neighborhood residents had complained about the illuminated sign
currently on the building. She added staff preferred professional offices to have non-illuminated
sizns with the same signage used for all three buildings. Planner Cadavid continued to say the
current tenant of an urgent care facility had received a permit for the installation of a sign which
had two frontages, one the parking lot and a the other to Baseline Road. ™lanner Cadavid stated
the residents on half acre lots to the south had felt the impact of the interaally illuminated signs
and felt these were not appropriate. Ms. Cadavid stated the applicant was proposing internally
illuminated signs, red in color for the entire building and staff recommended the color should be
more in compliance with a professional office building colors and be non-illuminated. She added
that the same type of signs be used throughout all of the buildings.

Chairman Truitt remembered the residents that had attended the previous meeting to complain
about the light shining into their neighborhood. He wondered if they had complained about the
parking lighting as well but Planner Cadavid stated those were the ones required by code. Planner
Cadavid stated the illuminated sign had been disconnected. Planner Cadavid stated there were no
exposed fixtures and all the recessed lighting under the parking structures are not expanded.

Chairman Truitt opened the public heanng.

Dane Christianson stated he had been unaware that the sign package had not originally been
approved as he had made the submittal to the applicant but a year later found out it had not been

MINUTES OF THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD REGULAR MEETING OF SEPT. 12, 1996
1025 SOUTH GILBERT ROAD, GILBERT, ARIZONA 85296
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MINUTES OF THE DES:uN REVIEW BOARD REGULAR MEETING C »EPT. 12,1996
1025 S. GILBERT ROAD, GILBERT, AZ 85296

submitted to the Town. He discussed how this seemed to have been lost in the shuffle since the
first tenant had received a sign permit. Mr. Christianson stated he had not seen the color package
which had been approved by the Board and he would not recommend a large green base for a
sign. Mr. Christianson stated some of the tenants such as a dentist would not be open at night but
he felt they should be atlowed to have advertising at night since they were paying high dollars for
rent. Mr. Christianson agreed with keeping the light unhooked on the east £levation but did not
agree that all illuminated signs should be discontinued in a professional plaza.

Board Member Gilbert asked about the sign span referred to in the applicant’s submittal. Mr.
Christianson explained this was a spacing issue between tenants and the Town sign code would
still be adhered to.

Chairman Truitt stated the Town had issued permits for signs not approved by this Board but
recommended the applicant and owner should have been at the meetings or should have looked at
the files which are public record to make sure everything had been submitted by the architect. He
added he would not have approved such a sign submittal.

Mr. Christianson stated the passing public should be entitled to see an illuminated sign to
advertise the 24 hour clinic. Chairman Truitt stated an illuminated sign would be one thing but
different than internally illuminated. Chairman Truitt did not feel that the red of the sign was
compatible with the building. Tt was discussed that the background of the sign was opaque and
could be easily changed colorwise where it would be much more difficult to change the color of
the letters. Mr. Christianson suggested picking up a color from the building and using the tile
colors to tie the sign in with the building. Chairman Truitt was surprised that an urgent care
facility was allowed in an office zoning but Planner Cadavid stated the zoning was actually
commercial just the building was identified as a professional office complex. Chairman Truitt
stated that changed his thinking since commercial zoning should be allowed to have internally lit
signs, just as a Circle K would have. Board Member Hitzel recommended they go with a
background lit sign for building 2 along Baseline Road but no internally lit signs to the residential
areas. The existing sign would be internally lit and red in color and the monument sign would be
internally lit as well. Mr. Christianson stated that any suites with courtyard enirances would only
have directory signs applied to the wall. Mr. Christianson pointed out another sign that was
internally lit at the same location and he recommended the same availability of color as that one.
Chairman Truitt stated that every other commercial site is allowed three or fou: gaudy colors and
internally lit and he felt they were being more picky since this was named a professional office
complex instead.

A motion was made by Vice Chairman Petterson, seconded by Board Member Brown to approve
DR96-44 as follows:

1. No internally illuminated signs will be allowed except along Baseline Road.

2. The sign turned off on the east elev ation of the westerly most building (Urgent Care Facility)
will remain turned off.

MINUTES OF THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD REGULAR MEETING OF SEPT. 12, 1996
1025 SOUTH GILBERT ROAD, GILBERT, ARIZONA 85296
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MINUTES OF THE DE>(GN REVIEW BOARD REGULAR MEETING u. SEPT. 12, 1996
1025 S. GILBERT ROAD, GIL_BERT, AZ 85296

3. The background color of the monument sign shall be compatible with one of the five colors
except the lightest color.

4, Base planter shall be completed per the original design approved by the Board in August 1994
(DR94-26).

Voice vote carried the motion 6-0.

DR96-45 Approval for site plan, landscaping, grading and elevations for 4 industrial
(office/warehouse/manufacturing) facilities in the Sunrise Business Park at the northwest corner
of Elliot and McQueen Roads. Applicant: Diemer Associates

Planner Cadavid stated the four buildings range in size from 6,265 to 21,406 square feet on 2.87
acres. Planner Cadavid stated the understory plant material will only look good in the Summer
and needed something to perform all year round. She stated the landscaping setback established
the theme and character of the industrial park with mature trees (Ashes and Pines). Planner
Cadavid suggested the plant palette should have better ground covers. Ms. Cadavid discussed the
driveway cuts and the shared driveway of the two buildings. Ms. Cadavid showed the elevations
and site plans of each building.

Board Member Hitzel asked if the canopy of Building C secmed lost and was concerned with the
weak columns of Building D but Board Member Deardorff thought it would show better n
reality.

Les Parch of Diemer Associates stated that Building A looked different since it was an office
building and the other three uses were industrial. He addressed a concern from the Board about
Building B stating there will be a site wall 16’ above the paving surrounding the trash enclosure
where it drops to 3’ above the paving.

Board Member Hitzel felt they needed to improve the building more with stronger columns and
better color contrast, Vice Chairman Petterson agreed.

A motion was made by Board Member Hitzel, seconded by Board Member Deardorff, to
approved DR96-45 as follows:

1. Landscaping plans shall incorporate shrubs and colorful vines on both sides of the low walls
for the parking spaces to enhance the landscaping along the frontages of all the sites.

2. Plant palette in the landscaping construction plans shall include an additional shrub specie that
performs during the late Winter and Spring seasons.

3. Plant palette shall also include an additional groundcover, besides the Sun Gold gazania, that
perform during the Summer months.

MINUTES OF THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD REGULAR MEETING OF SEPT. 12, 1996
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MINUTES OF THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD REGULAR MEETING OF . 3. 15, 1996
1025 S. GILBERT ROAD, GILBERT, AZ 85296

Voice vote carried the motion 6-0.

DRY6-44 - Approval of a sign packet for an office complex at 2451 East Baseline Road.
Applicant: Christy Signs

A motion was made by Boardmember Deardorff, seconded by Boardmember Kane to
continue DR96-44. Voice vote carried the motion 6-0.

DRY6-41 - Approval of grading, landscaping, elevations and signage for Serrano’s Restaurant
proposed on Pad D of the Patterson Landing Center at the northeast corner of Guadalupe and
Val Vista. Applicant: Emest Serrano

Planner Cadavid discussed the site plan and suggested a planter with a more significant design be
installed as a focal point in the revised island between the two phases. She was concerned with
the plant choices and recommended pedestrian scale trees in the planters outside the patio area.
Ms. Cadavid stated the bulk of the interest features were on the south elevation. She stated the
secondary elevation to the west was acceptable and discussed previous recommendations for
other pads in this center required the applicant to have the logo only, not entire name on the sides
of the building facing the parking lot.

Michael Kelly stated they intend to comply with all of staff’s stipulations.

A motion was made by Boardmember Kane, seconded by Boardmember Deardorff, to approve
DRO96-41 as follows:

1. Striping, curbing and Jandscaping islands for the revised layout of the parking areas to the
north and northeast of the building shall be installed at the time of occupancy of this building.

2. Parking areas to the north and south of the building shall be screened from Val Vista Drive by
a wall constructed 3’ feet above the grade of the parking lot or adjacent street. Said wall shall
be built of masonry to match the design of screening wall for the rest of the center.
3. Landscaping plan shall be revised and presented to staff to reflect the following information:

e Existing and proposed Jandscaping material including sizes.

o Additional Jandscaping: pedestrian scale trees, colorful shrubs and ground covers On both
sides of the main entrance (south elevations).

e Year round greenery in the planter at the base of the east elevations. Other colorful shrubs
other than the Mexican Bird of Paradise should be considered for this side of the building.
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