Application
Narrative
Cash Transmittal
Pre-Application
Pre-App Narrative
Pre-App Cash Transmittal
Development Standards



% Development Application

Development Application Type:
Please check the appropriate box of the Type(s) of Application(s) you are requesting

Zoning Development Review Signs

O | Text Amendment (TA) ™ | Development Review (Major) {DR) O | master Sign Program (MS)

O | Rezoning (ZN) Development Review {Minor) (SA) O | Community Sign District (MS)
B3| in-fill Incentive (11} O | Wash Modification (WM) Other:

] Conditional Use Permit (UP) [ | Historic Property (HP) [] | Annexation/De-annexation {AN)
Exemptions to the Zoning Ordinance Land Divisions (PP) [ | General Plan Amendment {GP)
O | Hardship Exemption (HE) [ | subdivisions O | In-Lieu Parking {IP)

1| Special Exception {SX) O | Condominium Conversion O | Abandonment {AB)

| variance (BA) {10 | Perimeter Exceptions Other Application Type Not Listed

O/ Minor Amendment (MA) O | plat Correction/Revision 0|

Project Name:  Crown Castle Site BU# 826319 - Notre Dame Prep High Schoo!

Property’s Current Zoning District Designation: R1-35

The property owner shall designate an agent/applicant for the Development Application. This person shall be the owner’s contact
for the City regarding this Development Application. The agent/applicant shall be responsible for communicating all City
information to the owner and the owner application team.

Owner: Notre Dame Preparatory Roman Catholic HS Agent/Applicant: Kent Flake

Company: Company: Crown Castle
Address: 400 E. Monroe, Phoenix, AZ 85004 Address: 2055 S. Stearman Drive, Chandler, AZ 85286
Phone: 602-354-2161 Fax: Phone: 480-735-6951 Fax:
| E-mail:  minieri@diocesephoenix.org E-mail: kent.flake@crowncastle.com
Designer: Engineer: Jeremy D. Sharit P.E.
Company: Company: SMW Engineering Group
Address: Address: 2711 N. 24th Street, Suite 105
Phone: Fax: Phone: 602-955-2746 ..
E-mail: E-mail:

Please indicate in the checkbox below the requested review methodology {please see the descriptions on page 2).
e Thisis not required for the following Development Application types: AN, AB, BA, li, GP, TA, PE and ZN. These
applications’ will be reviewed in a format similor to the Enhanced Application Review methodology.

Enhanced Application Review: | her.eby‘auth or!ze the City of Scottsdale to review this application utilizing the Enhanced
Application Review methodology.

| hereby authorize the City of Scottsdale to review this application utilizing the Standard

E Standard Application Review: Application Review methodology. P

Owner Signature

é/ ~
Official Use Only Submittal Date: Development Appfication No.:

Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation
7447 East Indian School Road Suite 105, Scottsdale, Arizona 85251 Phone: 480-312-7000 Fax: 480-312-7088
City of Scottsdale’s Website: www.scottsdaleaz.gov
Page 1 of 3 Revision Date: 05/18/2015
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T-Mobile Site — PH30933B
Crown Castle Site: Notre Dame Prep HS / Site Number 826319
9701 E. Bell Road, Scottsdale, AZ 85260

Project Narrative

This pre-application request is to allow modification of T-Mobile’s equipment on an existing
wireless facility owned by Crown Castle. The existing antennas are collocated on a light pole
located at the baseball field of Notre Dame Preparatory High School. The proposed
modifications include: remove and replace (3) antennas (1 per sector), and remove (3) tower
mounted amplifiers.

The proposed request does not significantly change the existing pole. In fact, to the untrained
eye the changes will not be noticeable. The proposal replaces all three antennas (one per
sector) on the pole without adding any other equipment. Although the new antennas are
larger than the existing ones, they are flush mounted against a pole which also serves as a light
pole for the baseball field at Notre Dame High School. The antennas will be replaced at the 50-
foot centerline of the light pole. Existing coax cable will be used to connect the new antennas
to the ground equipment.

The monopole light pole is one of several light poles located on the high school grounds and
serves to disguise the use by mounting antennas on an existing vertical structure. The light pole
is located west of the south parking lot at the high school and is about 300 feet west of N. 98t
Street. The nearest residential property is located east of 98" Street, more than 400 feet east
of the wireless facility. Access to the site is through the south parking lot to an access gate
which provides access to the back side of the baseball fields. The height of the tower will not
change, and the width changes only slightly due to the larger antennas. No ground will be
disturbed with this change. The pole is surrounded by a CMU wall, which also surrounds the
ground equipment and shields it from public view.

There is no impact to car or pedestrian traffic in the area. Other than the initial installation
process, which may take a couple of days, the site continues to be unmanned and will only be
accessed for periodic maintenance visits. Traffic in the area will not be affected.

There will be no change to the site in regards to noise or lighting. Equipment on the ground is
unchanged and there will be no noise emissions from the new antennas. Lighting will be
unchanged.

The new equipment will improve coverage in the area for local residents and emergency
responders. T-Mobile considers this antenna upgrade to be necessary to keep pace with
technology demand from smartphones and other handheld devices.

46-DR-2004#3
11/29/2016



City of Scottsdale Cash Transmittal

# 108794
Received From : Bill To:
Crown Castle Crown Castle
2055 S STEARMAN DR 2055 S STEARMAN DR
CHANDLER, AZ 85286 CHANDLER, AZ 85286
480-735-6957 480-735-6957
Reference # 804-PA-2016 Issued Date 11/29/2016
Address 9701 EBELL RD Paid Date 11/29/2016
Subdivision PROPERTY ASSEMBLAGE Payment Type CHECK
Marketing Name Lot Number 1 Cost Center
MCR 1155-47 County No Metes/Bounds No
APN 217-14-989 Gross Lot Area 0 Water Zone
Owner Information NAOS Lot Area 0 Water Type
Notre Dame Prep High School Net Lot Area Sewer Type
400 E MONROE
PHOENIX. AZ 85004 Number of Units 1 Meter Size
' Density Qs 36-51
Code Description Additional Qty Amount Account Number
3178 DEVELOP REVIEW APPLICATION MCD 1 $460.00 100-21300-44221
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Total Amount $460.00

SIGNED BY - ON 11/29/2016

(When a credit card is used as payment | agree to pay the above total amount according to the Card Issuer Agreement.)

TO HAVE WATER METER SET - CALL 480-312-5650 AND REFER TO TRANSMITTAL # 108794




submittal Date: 11-29-1&  Project No.: XQ& PA-_Q016

Wireless Communication Facilities (WCF)
Development Review/Conditional Use Permit
Development Application Checklist

Minimal Submittal Requirements:

At your pre-application meeting, your project coordinator will identify which items indicated on this
Development Application checklist are required to be submitted. A Development Application that does not
include all items indicated on this checklist may be rejected immediately. A Development Application that is
received by the City does not constitute that the application meets the minimum submittal requirements to
be reviewed.

In addition to the items on this checklist, to avoid delays in the review of your application, all Plans, Graphics,
Reports and other additional information that is to be submitted shall be provided in accordance with the:

e Design Standards & Policies Manual;

e requirements of Scottsdale Revised Code (including the Zoning Ordinance); and

e stipulations, including any additional submittal requirements identified in the stipulations, of any
Development Application approved that this application is reliant upon; and

e the city’s design guidelines.

If you have any question regarding the information above, or items indicated on this application checklist, please
contact your project coordinator. His/her contact information is on the page 11 of this application.

All WCFs shall require Development Review Board or City Council approval, with the exception of minor
facilities, which the Zoning Administrator shall have authority to approve. (Section 1.908. Zoning
Administrator review of minor applications).

Is WCF located in the City right-of-way? If yes, the provider must apply for permission to work in City right-of-
way and permission to leave Antenna Right-of-way License Agreement with the Construction Document
submittal.

Please be advised that a Development Application received by the City that is inconsistent with information
submitted with the corresponding pre-application may be rejected immediately, and may be required to submit a
separate: pre-application, a new Development Application, and pay all additional fees.

PART | -- GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

Description of Documents Required for Complete Application. No application shall be accepted without all
items marked below.

1. Development Review/Conditional Use Permit Application Checklist (this list)

K | @ | Req'd
R Ek Rec'd

2. Application Fee $ 4@0. 00 (subject to change every July)
46-DR-2004#3
Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation Division 11/29/2016

7447 E Indian School Road Suite 105, Scottsdale, AZ 85251 Phone: 480-312-7000 Fax: 480-312-7088

Development Review Application Checklist Page 1 of 10 Revision Date: 2/11/2012




Wireless Communication Facilities (WCF)
Development Review/Conditional Use Permit

M Er 3. Completed Development Application Form (form provided)

Prior to application submittal, please research original zoning case history to find the original
adopted ordinance(s) and exhibit(s) to confirm the zoning for the property. This will help to define
your application accurately. The City's full-service Records Department can assist.

=

4. Letter of Authorization (from property owner(s) if property owner did not sign the application form)

=
E\D
v

Affidavit of Authorization to Act for Property Owner (required if the property owner is a
corporation, trust, partnership, etc. and/or the property owner(s) will be represented by an
applicant that will act on behalf of the property owner

6. Policy for Appeal of Required Dedications or Exactions (form provided)

e g
IZ/ 7. Request for Site Visits and/or Inspections Form (form provided)
O

8. Commitment for Title Insurance — No older than 30 days from the submittal date
(requirements form provided)
e 8-1/2” x11” -1 copy
e Include complete Schedule A and Schedule B.

O | 9. Legal Description: (if not provided in Commitment for Title Insurance)
e 8-1/2” x11” -2 copies

10. Request to Submit Concurrent Development Applications (form provided)

= = v
glo|Tr| ¥ mlalm

RD

11. Neighborhood Notification Process Requirements: (form provided)
e Provide one copy of the Neighborhood Notification Report

e Provide one copy of the Community Input Certification attached to the Neighborhood
Notification Report

e |f substantial modifications are made to an application, additional notification may be required
by the Zoning Administrator, or designee. When required, provide one copy of the
Neighborhood Notification Report addendum.

12. Property Owners’ Association Input

O
M d 13. Existing Conditions Photo Exhibit: Printed digital photos on 8-1/2”x11” Paper
e 8-1/2” x11” - 1 copy of the set of prints

e See attached Existing Conditions Photo Exhibit graphic showing required photograph locations
and numbers.

e 8-1/2" x 11” - 11 copies of the set of prints (Delayed submittal. At the time your Project
Coordinator is preparing the public hearing report(s), he/she will request these items, and
they are to be submitted by the date indicated in the request.

14. Archaeological Resources (information sheets provided)
O Certificate of No Effect / Approval Application Form (provided)
O Archaeology Survey and Report - 3 copies
O Archaeology ‘Records Check’ Report Only - 3 copies
O Copies of Previous Archeological Research - 1 copy

Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation Division
7447 E Indian School Road Suite 105, Scottsdale, AZ 85251 Phone: 480-312-7000 Fax: 480-312-7088
Development Review Application Checklist Page 2 of 10 Revision Date: 2/11/2013




Wireless Communication Facilities (WCF)
Development Review/Conditional Use Permit

O | O |15. Completed Airport Vicinity Development Checklist — Your property is located within the vicinity of
the Scottsdale Municipal Airport (within 20,000 foot radius of the runway; information packet
provided)

O Airport Data Page
O Aviation Fuel Dispensing Installation Approval form

O Heliport (requires a Conditional Use Permit)

PART Il -- REQUIRED PLANS & RELATED DATA

Description of Documents Required for Complete Application. No application shall be accepted without all
items marked below. .

B | Req'd

Q Rec’d

16. Application Narrative (On provided form or on separate 8 5" x 11”)
e 8%”x11" -4 copies’

O The application narrative shall specify how the proposal separately addresses each of the
applicable Development Review Board criteria. (Form provided)

O The application narrative shall specify how the proposal separately addresses each of the
applicable Conditional Use Permit criteria. (Form provided)

O O | 17. Context Aerial with the proposed site improvements superimposed
e 24" x36” — 2 color copies, folded

e 11”x17” -1 color copy

e 87" x11” -1 color copies (quality suitable for reproduction)

Aerial shall not be more than 1 year old and shall include and overlay of the site plan
showing lot lines, tracts, easements, street locations/names and surrounding zoning
for a radius from the site of:

750 foot radius from site
1/4 mile radius from site
Other:

d IZ/ 18. Site Plan

e 24" x36” —4 copies, folded

e 11” x17” — 11 copies (quality suitable for reproduction)

e 87" x11” -1 color copies (quality suitable for reproduction)
e Digital - 1 copy (See Digital Submittal Plan Requirements)

V] d 19. Map of the service area for this proposed facility
e 8%x11” 1 copy (quality suitable for reproduction)

| d 20. Map that shows other existing or planned facilities that will be used by the personal wireless
service provider who is making this application.

e 8%x11” 1 copy (quality suitable for reproduction)

Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation Division
7447 E Indian School Road Suite 105, Scottsdale, AZ 85251 Phone: 480-312-7000 Fax: 480-312-7088
Development Review Application Checklist Page 3 of 10 Revision Date: 2/11/2013




Wireless Communication Facilities (WCF)
Development Review/Conditional Use Permit

O | 21. Map that shows, up to a distance of %-mile from the project, any single family residential
developments that are either existing, zoned or are shown in the General Plan.

O O | 22. Landscape Plan
e 24" x36” — 2 copies, folded of black and white line drawings

(a grayscale copy of the color Landscape Plan will not be accept.)
e 11” x17” —11 copies, folded (quality suitable for reproduction)
e 87" x11” -2 copies (quality suitable for reproduction)
e Digital — 1 copy (See Digital Submittal Plan Requirements)

@> O | 23. Photo simulations of current and proposed antenna
e Provide 1 color original set mounted or printed on 8 %" x 11” paper

e 11 color copy sets for inclusion in DRB packets (DRB submittal only)

d m’ 24. Elevations drawings of new additions, building, screening, poles or other changes: Description of
height and diameter of existing pole to be replaced or extended if facility is co-locating or a
joint-use.

e 24" x36” — 4 folded black and white line drawing copies

e 11”x17” - 11 black and white line drawing copies, folded (quality suitable for
reproduction)

e 8%”x11” -2 black and white line drawing copies, folded (quality suitable for reproduction)

e Digital — 1 copy (See Digital Submittal Plan Requirements)

O O | 25. Drainage Report

See the City's Design Standards & Policies Manual for specific submittal and content requirements
for drainage report. The report shall be bound (3 ring, GBC or coil wire, no staples) with card stock
front and back covers, and must include all required exhibits, full color aerial, topography maps and
preliminary grading and drainage plans. Full size plans/maps shall be folded and contained in
pockets.

e 8-1/2” x11” - 2 copies of the Drainage Report including full size plans/maps in pockets

M d 26. A written report verifying that, at its maximum load, including cumulative effects of multiple
facilities, the WCF meets or exceeds the Federal Communication Commission’s radio frequency

safety standards. R ' / EME S. “"-“'ﬁmm‘\'

O O | 27. Other:

O 24" x36" - copy(ies), folded
B 117 x177— copy(ies), folded (quality suitable for reproduction)
O 8%’ x11" - copy(ies) (quality suitable for reproduction)

O Digital — 1 copy (See Digital Submittal Plan Requirements)

Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation Division
7447 E Indian School Road Suite 105, Scottsdale, AZ 85251 Phone: 480-312-7000 Fax: 480-312-7088
Development Review Application Checklist Page 4 of 10 Revision Date: 2/11/2013




Wireless Communication Facilities (WCF)
Development Review/Conditional Use Permit

PART lll - SAMPLES & MODELS

o T Description of Documents Required for Complete Application. No application shall be accepted without all
;3 2 | items marked below.
7| O | 1. Exterior Building Color & Material Sample Board(s):
F 8-1/2” x 11” or 11” x 17” material sample board(s)
“ e The material sample board shall include the following:

o Acolor elevation of one side of the building
o 3”x3” Glass samples mounted on the board with reflectivity identify

o 3”x3” of each the building materials mounted on the board (i.e. split face CMU, Stucco,
, EIFS, etc.)

o 2"x2” of proposed paint colors
o All material manufacture names and material identification names and numbers shall be
keynoted on the individual materials and the elevation.

e 11" x17” -1 copy, folded of a printed digital photo of the material board
e 8%"”x11” -1 copy of a printed digital photo of the material board

O O |2. Electronic Massing Model:

e 11" x17” -1 color copy, folded

e 8%'x11"-1 coldr copy (quality suitable for reproduction)

Scaled model indicating building masses on the site plan and the mass of any building within:
750 foot radius from site

________ Other:

(The electronic model shall be a computer generated Sketch-up” model or other electronic
modeling media acceptable to the Current Planning Services department.)

PART IV — SUBMITTAL OF THE DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION

Description of Documents Required for Complete Application. No application shall be accepted without all

o ©

g‘ E items marked below.

M O |1. An appointment must be scheduled to submit this application. To schedule your submittal
meeting please call 480-312-7000. Request a submittal meeting with a Planning Specialist and
provide your case pre-app number; §04& -PA- 2016 .

2. Submit all items indicated on this checklist pursuant to the submittal requirements.

%] O |3. Submit all additional items that are required pursuant to the stipulations of any other
Development Application that this application is reliant upon

Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation Division
7447 E Indian School Road Suite 105, Scottsdale, AZ 85251 Phone: 480-312-7000 Fax: 480-312-7088
Development Review Application Checklist Page 5 of 10 Revision Date: 2/11/2013




Wireless Communication Facilities (WCF)
Development Review/Conditional Use Permit

M O |a. Delayed Submittal. Additional copies of all or certain required submittal indicated items above
will be require at the time your Project Coordinator is preparing the public hearing report(s). Your
Project Coordinator will request these items at that time, and they are to be submitted by the date
indicated in the request.

O O |5. Other:

8

6. If you have any question regarding this application checklist, please contact your Project
Coordinator.

Coordinator Name (print): &,:ﬂ MV&V Phone Number: i&-:la.g 311
Coordinator email: km'GJ v Hrdal Date: [0-14- 2000
Coordinator Signature: ;

If the Project Coordinator is no-longer available, please contact the Current Planning Director at the
phone number in the footer of this page if you have any question regarding this application checklist.

This application need a: [ New Project Number, or

+#
A New Phase to an old Project Number: 4¢6-0R - 2004 2

Required Notice

Pursuant to A.R.S. §9-836, an applicant/agent may request a clarification from the City regarding an
interpretation or application of a statute, ordinance, code or authorized substantive policy, or policy
statement. Requests to clarify an interpretation or application of a statute, ordinance, code, policy
statement administered by the Planning, Neighborhood and Transportation Division, including a request
for an interpretation of the Zoning Ordinance, shall be submitted in writing to the One Stop Shop to the
attention of the Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation Administrator. All such requests must be
submitted in accordance with the A.R.S. §9-839 and the City’s applicable administrative policies available
at the Planning, Neighborhood and Transportation Division’s One Stop Shop, or from the city’s website:

http://www.scottsdaleaz.gov/bldgresources/forms.

Planning, Neighborhood and Transportation Division
One Stop Shop

Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation Administrator
7447 E. Indian School Rd, Suite 105 :
Scottsdale, AZ 85251

Phone: (480) 312-7000

\
|
|
Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation Division
7447 E Indian School Road Suite 105, Scottsdale, AZ 85251 Phone: 480-312-7000 Fax: 480-312-7088
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Development Applications Process
Enhanced Application Review

Development Review (DR)

Enhanced Application Review Methodology

Within the parameters of the Regulatory Bill-of-Rights of the Arizona Revised
Statutes, the Enhanced Application Review method is intended to increase
the likelihood that the applicant will obtain an earlier favorable written
decision or recommendation upon completion of the city's reviews. To
accomplish this objective, the Enhanced Application Review allows:

¢ the applicant and City staff to maintain open and frequent communication
(written, electronic, telephone, meeting, etc.) during the application review;

* City staff and the applicant to collaboratively work together regarding an
application; and

« City staff to make requests for additional information and the applicant to
submit revisions to address code, ordinance, or policy deficiencies in an
expeditious manner.

£ Pre- Application Generally, the on-going communication and the collaborative work
i Submittal and environment will allow the review of an application to be expedited within the
- |Pre-application Meeting published Staff Review Time frames.
v
< Citizen and Neighborhood Involvement
g Contact Application Completed
- by the Owner / Applicant
v
Submittal/Resubmittal of Application and ; Issues Resolved by
| Administrative Review for Completeness e Wm
Isthe Appieahon Determined Cny Sends Letter to Napiwl
to be Cclnplah
Yes
A 4
City Sends Letter to Applicant
lnformlnl the Applicant that the
lication has been A d for
Substantive Review
Tssues Resolved by
1* and Subsequent
J Substantive Review i‘ ApplosiOmn® it
City Sends Letter to Applicant
( lssues >"Ye Requesting Additional Information

No / Minimal / In
Accordance with Enhanced
Application Review Methodology
/ or to Comply with Time Frames

Development Review Board
i Mo::n(s) Scheduled, Report, Note:
"‘u"".q". ments 1. Time period determined by
* | (Determination and/or Non-action Hearing(s) as owner/applicant.
Determined By City Staff) 2. All reviews and time frames

are suspended from the
date a the letter is issued
DRS Hearing(s) requesting additional
information until the date
the City receives the
resubmittal from the owner/
3. The substantive review, and
the overall time frame time
is suspended during the
public hearing processes.
4. Owner/applicant may agree
to extend the time frame by
25 percent

Time Line
Administrative Review Substative Review Public Hearing Process Apprcwam)enial
|1ssmm &P«mel 95 Total Staff Working Days, Multiple Reviews in This Time Frame®** |  Time Frames Vany® Letter Issued

Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation Division
7447 E Indian School Road, Suite 105, Scottsdale, AZ 84251 « Phone: 480-312-7000 « Fax: 480-312-7088
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Development Applications Process
Standard Application Review

Development Review (DR)

S Application Review Methodoloay:
Under the Standard Application Review, the application is processed in
accordance with the Regulatory Bill-of-Rights of the Arizona Revised
Statutes. These provisions significantly minimize the applicant's ability to
collaboratively work with City Staff to resolve application code, ordinance,
or policy deficiencies during the review of an application. After the
completion the city's review, a written approval or denial,
recommendation of approval or denial, or a written request for additional
information will be provided.

s Pre- Application ) ) ) ;
i Submittal and The City is not required to provide an applicant the opportunity to resolve
- |Pre-application Meeting application deficiencies, and staff is not permitted to discuss or request
additional information that may otherwise resolve a deficiency during the
& time the City has the application. Since the applicant's ability to
< Citizen and Neighborhood Involvement collaboratively work with Staff's to resolve deficiencies is limited, the total
g Contact Application Completed Staff Review Time and the likelihood of a written denial, or
- by the Owner / Applicant recommendation of denial is significantly increased.
Submittal/Resubmittal of Application and § Issues Resolved by
Administrative Review for Completeness .| Applicant/Owner
Is the Application Determined No City Sends Letter to Applicant
to be Complete Identifying Deficiency
T
Yes
Y
City Sends Letter to Applicant
Informing the Applicant that the
Appl has been A d for
Substantive Review
1% 12 Substantive § WWW”“‘“ :’n ( City Sends Letter to Applicant
Review 2 | Resubmits Application Requesting Additional Information
Are the Issues on the OJ
CeD () —

No / Minimal / In
Accordance with Standard
Application Review Methodology
/ or to Comply with Time Frames

I
Yes

Y
Applicant/Agent Agrees to a 3rd Substantive Review

2 A 7 3 City Sends Letter to Applicant
and an increase in the substantive and overall time M‘D—Yes(R sting Additional Inf :

(Must be In Writing)

and

i OVEA

Time Line

(SOUeA

Applicant/Owner
Resubmits Application

AL

3" Substantive Review

DRB Hearing(s)

Approval/Denial Letter Issued
(End of Substantive Review)

Note:

1. Time period determined by
owner/applicant.

2. All reviews and time frames
are suspended from the
date a the letter is issued
requesting additional
information until the date
the City receives the
resubmittal from the owner/
applicant.

3. The substantive review, and
the overall time frame time
is suspended during the
public hearing processes.

4. Owner/applicant may agree
to extend the time frame by
25 percent

Administrative Review Substative Review Public Hearing Process IApprovallDenial
15 Staff Working Days Per Review | 95 Total Staff Working Days. Two Reviews in This Time Frame®** Time Frames Vary® Letter Issued
Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation Division
7447 E Indian School Road, Suite 105, Scottsdale, AZ 84251 « Phone: 480-312-7000 « Fax: 480-312-7088
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Development Applications Process
Enhanced Application Review

Conditional Use Permit (UP)

\soruep

Enhan Application Review M ol

Within the parameters of the Regulatory
Bill-of-Rights of the Arizona Revised
Statutes, the Enhanced Application Review
method is intended to increase the
likelihood that the applicant will obtain an
earlier favorable written decision or
recommendation upon completion of the
city's reviews. To accomplish this
objective, the Enhanced Application Review

‘ s: s allows:
e the applicant and City staff to maintain
Aol o open and frequent communication
( o e lnboCompleh el } t»( Cy Sends L’““mwm ) (written, electronic, telephone, meeting,
etc.) during the application review;
Yes e City staff and the applicant to
City Sends m'.r T ASTIEATE collaboratively work together regarding
Informing the Applicant that the an application; and
Application has been Accepted for e City staff to make requests for
Sbdantive Renel additional information and the applicant
to submit revisions to address code,
o < Issues Resolved by ordinance, or policy deficiencies in an
l1 I.ndl MI' G § | Applicant/Owner and expeditious manner.
g = | Resubmits Application
Generally, the on-going communication and
the collaborative work environment will
City Sends Letter to Applicant allow the review of an application to be
( Issues )—Yes-b(k v Additional Information expedited within the published Staff Review
Time frames.
No / Minimal / In
Accordance with Enhanced
Application Review Methodology 73
1 or to Comply with Time Frames—.G Isa Mm;*m Board
N
Yes
Review Board
Hearing(s) Scheduled, Report,
and Related Requirements
ecommendation and/or Non-action Hearing(s)
as Determined ﬂm
DRB Hearing(s)
l?lmrha Commission
Hearing(s) Scheduled, Report,
{ and Related Requirements
“ | (Recommendation and/or Non-action Hearing(s)
a5 as Determined By City Staff) Note:
1. Time period determined by
owner/applicant.
@ 2. All reviews and time frames
are suspended from the
date a the letter is issued
g requesting additional
£ e St o, -
A and Related Requirements ¢
42 ; resubmittal from the owner/
applicant.

3. The substantive review, and
the overall time frame time
is suspended during the
public hearing processes.

7 4. Owner/applicant may agree
ApprovallDenial Letter lssued to extend the time frame b
: y
(End of Substantive Review) 25 percent
Time Line
Administrative Review Substative Review Public Hearing Process Apprwa-vﬁenial
15 Staff Per Review | 95 Total Staff Days, Multiple Reviews in This Time Frame®>* Time Frames Vary® | Letter Issued

Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation Division

7447 E Indian School Road, Suite 105, Scottsdale, AZ 84251 « Phone: 480-312-7000 « Fax: 480-312-7088
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Development Applications Process
Standard Application Review

Conditional Use Permit (UP)

= Pre- Application Standard Application Review Methodology:
; Submittal and Under the Standard Application Review, the
- |Pre-application Meeting lication is pi d in accordance with the
Regulatory Bnll-of-nghts of the Arizona Revised
Stati These provisi significantly minimize
< | Citizen and Neighborhood Involvement the applicant's ability to collaboratively work with
i Contact Application Completed City Staff to resol ion code, ordil , or
% by the Owner / Applicant policy deficiencies durlng the review of an
{ application. After the completion the city's review,
= a written approval or denial, recommendation of
Submittal/Resubmittal of Application and Issues Resolved by approval or denial, or a written request for

Administrative Review for Completeness .| Applicant/Owner additional information will be provided.

The City is not required to provnde an applicant the

opportunity to resol ies, and
Is the At.;plb:atc:“n Dett:nnned )—No{ City Sends Letter to Applicant staff is not permltted to discuss or request
( ple Identitying Deficiency additional information that may otherwise resolve a
deficiency during the time the City has the
Y'es application.  Since the applicant's ability to
- collaboratively work with Staffs to resolve
n(;'ty s:"d::m':::m";. deficiencies is limited, the total Staff Review Time
Jmormeng 2 ’:;’:' < fb and the likelihood of a written denial, or
T $ Do) -3 g recommendation of denial is significantly
Substantive Review e
1%/ 2™ Substantive § A':;mm““““:"n ( City Sends Letter to Applicant
Review e | Resubmits Applicati Requesting Additional Information
Are the Issues on the OJ
‘ Issues ’—Yes 2 Review? N
T
Yes
h 4 —
) Applicant/Agent Agrees to a 3rd Substantive Review %
No/Minimal / In and an increase in the substantive and overall time frames*? Yesb(R Cly st? s Le":n: fn‘:pma'm'.l
Accordance with Standard (Must be In Wiiting) equesting Additi o
Application Review Methodology T
/ or to Comply with Time Frames No
\ 4 < [ssues
f Is a Development Review Board ; Applicant/Owner and
'Qaview Required by City or Requested? < | Resubmits i
N
Yes
Y 39 Substantive
TR Review
< Hearing(s) Scheduled, Report,
i and Related Requirements
(Recommendation and/or Non-action Hearing(s)
as Determined By City Staff)
DRB Hearing(s)
P Commission
Hearing(s) Scheduled, Report,
E and Related Requirements
(Recommendation and/or Non-action Hearing(s) Note: _ _
as Determined By City Staff) 1. Time period determined by

owner/applicant.
2. All reviews and time frames

are suspended from the
date a the letter is issued

requesting additional

2 % information until the date

s City Council the City receives the

i‘_ Hearing(s) Scheduled, Report, resubmittal from the owner/
and Related Requirements applicant.

3. The substantive review, and

the overall time frame time
is suspended during the
public hearing processes.

4. Owner/applicant may agree

: to extend the time frame by
Approval/Denial Letter Issued 25 percent

(End of Substantive Review)

Time Line
Administrative Review Substative Review Public Hearing Process | Approval/Denial
15 Staff Working Days Per Review | 95 Total Staff Working Days, Two Reviews in This Time Frame®>* Time Frames Vary® Letter Issued
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g{" Request for Site Visits and/or Inspections

sc DALE Construction Document Application

This request concerns all property identified in the construction document (plan review) application.

Project Name: Notre Dame Prep High School / Crown Castle Site 826319

Project Address: 9701 E. Bell Road, Scottsdale, AZ 85260

STATEMENT OF AUTHORITY:

1. | am the owner of the property, or | am the duly and lawfully appointed agent of the property and
have the authority from the owner to sign this request on the owner’s behalf. If the land has more
than one owner, then | am the agent for all owners, and the word “owner” refer to them all.

2. | have the authority from the owner to act for the owner before the City of Scottsdale regarding any
and all development application regulatory or related matter of every description involving all
property identified in the construction document.

STATEMENT OF REQUEST FOR SITE VISITS AND/OR INSPECTIONS

1. | hereby request that the City of Scottsdale’s staff conduct site visits and/or inspections of the
property identified in the construction document in order to efficiently process the application.

2. | understand that even though | have requested the City of Scottsdale’s staff conduct site visits
and/or inspections, city staff may determine that a site visit and/or an inspection is not necessary,
and may opt not to perform the site visit and/or an inspection.

Property owner /Property owner’s agent: Kent Flake
Print

City Use Only:

Submittal Date: Plan review number:

Planning and Development Services Department
7447 E Indian School Road, Suite 100, Scottsdale, AZ 85251 # Phone: 480-312-2500 ¢ Fax: 480-312-7088
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Review Methodologies
For Application for Permitting
SOOTISDALE and Development Applications

Review Methodologies

The City of Scottsdale maintains a business and resident friendly approach to new development and improvements to existing
developments. In order to provide for flexibility in the review of Development Applications, and Applications for Permitting, the
City of Scottsdale provides two methodologies from which an owner or agent may choose to have the City process the
application. The methodologies are:
1. Enhanced Application Review Methodolo
Within the parameters of the Regulatory Bill-of-Rights of the Arizona Revised Statutes, the Enhanced Application Review
method is intended to increase the likelihood that the applicant will obtain an earlier favorable written decision or
recommendation upon completion of the city’s reviews. To accomplish this objective, the Enhanced Application Review
allows:

e the applicant and City staff to maintain open and frequent communication (written, electronic, telephone, meeting,
etc.) during the application review;

e  (ity staff and the applicant to collaboratively work together regarding an application; and

e ity staff to make requests for additional information and the applicant to submit revisions to address code, ordinance,
or policy deficiencies in an expeditious manner. .
Generally, the on-going communication and the collaborative work environment will allow the review of an application to
be expedited within the published Staff Review Time frames.
2. Standard Application Review Methadology:

Under the Standard Application Review, the application is processed in accordance with the Regulatory Bill-of-Rights of the
Arizona Revised Statutes. These provisions significantly minimize the applicant’s ability to collaboratively work with City
Staff to resolve application code, ordinance, or policy deficiencies during the review of an application. After the completion
the city’s review, a written approval or denial, recommendation of approval or denial, or a written request for additional
information will be provided.

The City is not required to provide an applicant the opportunity to resolve application deficiencies, and staff is not
permitted to discuss or request additiona! infarmation that may otherwise resolve a deficiency during the time the City has
the application. Since the applicant’s ability to collaboratively work with Staff’s to resolve deficiencies is limited, the total
Staff Review Time and the likelihood of a written denial, or recommendation of denial is significantly increased.

In addition to the information above, please review the Development Application, and/or the Application for Permitting flow
charts. These flow charts provide a step-by-step graphic representation of the application processes for the associated review
methodologies.

| hereby authorize the City of Scottsdale to review this application utilizing the

Enhanced Application Review: Enhanced Application Review methodology.

| hereby authorize the City of Scottsdale to review this application utilizing the

D Standard Application Review: Standard Application Review methodology. -

T

Owner Signature Agefit/Applica nt

Official Use Only:_Submittal Date: Development Application No.:

Planning and Development Services Department
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