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Board of Adjustment Decision
SC%T'H)'FS ALE Zoning Ordinance Variance

Variance Request

Case Numbers: 674-PA-2018 / 10-BA-2019
Project Name: Saldafia Residence

Location: 8535 E Thomas Rd

X Single-Family Residential [] Multi-Family Residential [] Commercial [] Industrial
Section of the Zoning Ordinance to be varied: Section 5.504.H.1.a

Scottsdale Ordinance Requires: 12-foot rear yard setback

Applicant's Request: Request by owner for a variance from the City of Scottsdale Zoning Ordinance,
Section 5.504.H.l.a, pertaining to an addition in the rear yard, for a property with Single-Family
Residential (R1-7) zoning, located at 8535 East Thomas Road.

Amount of Variance: 2.5 Feet

Board of Adjustment Decision

Hearing Date: September 4, 2019

[¥ Approved [J Approved with Stipulation(s):
[J Denied ] Continued to:
[] other:

Chair Signature’
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~ REPORT

Meeting Date: September 4, 2019

Item No.: 5
ACTION

Saldaita Residence
10-BA-2019

Request to consider the following:

1. Request by owner for a variance from the City of Scottsdale Zoning Ordinance, Section
5.504.H.1.a, pertaining to an addition in the rear yard, for a property with Single-Family
Residential (R1-7) zoning, located at 8535 East Thomas Road.

OWNER/APPLICANT CONTACT ?
Hilda Saldafia
480-709-8333 E-Thomas-Road S

: \ £
LOCATION EERRE [
8535 E Thomas Road _;'E [
BACKGROUND i —E.-Edgemonf-Avenu;
History [ T T T T I(

The subject site was annexed into the City of Scottsdale in 1965 through Ordinance No. 273 and
the City of Scottsdale R1-7 zoning designation was applied. This property is identified as Lot

" 1353 of the Scottsdale Estates 10 subdivision plat, which was platted in 1959. The subdivision
plat was recorded prior to the City’s annexation. The County Assessor’s records identify the
house having been constructed in 1961.

Zoning/Development Context _
The subject site is zoned Single-family Residential (R1-7) and is located on the south side of E.
Thomas Road, west of N. 86 Street, and is Lot 1353 of the Scottsdale Estates 10 subdivision
plat.
Adjacent Uses and Zoning
e North: Scottsdale Estates 10 subdivision, zoned Single-family Residential (R1-7); Grace
Chapel worship facility.

e South: Scottsdale Estates 10 subdivision, zoned Single-family Residential (R1-7); existing
single-family residence.
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e East: Scottsdale Estates 10 subdivision, zoned Single-family Residential (R1-7); existing
single-family residence.

e West: Scottsdale Estates 10 subdivision, zoned Single-family Residential (R1-7); existing
single-family residence

Zoning Ordinance Requirements
Pursuant to Section 5.504.H.1.a of the City of Scottsdale Zoning Ordinance, pertaining to the
required rear yard setback:

The main building and an addition to the main building may extend into the rear yard if:

It is setback a minimum of fifteen (15) feet from the rear property line or twelve (12) feet
where the property owner has dedicated a minimum of eight (8) feet for alley purposes.

The applicant is requesting a variance of two and a half (2.5) feet to allow the existence
of a bedroom addition within a portion of the required twelve-foot (12-ft} rear yard
setback, as shown on the submitted site plan.

Code Enforcement Activity
The owner received a notice of violation from the City’s Code Enforcement Department for
building without a permit. The compliance notice has been placed on “hold” awaiting the
outcome of this variance request. The inspection report identifies the violation as Case No.
297019 (See Attachment #8).

Community Input

The Owner notified property owners within 750 feet of the site regarding the filing of this
application. The City also notified property owners within 750 feet of the site regarding the
filing of this application. Staff has received one communication in opposition and five
comments in support as of the writing of this report (See Attachment #10).

Discussion:

The applicant is requesting to maintain the expanded single-family home footprint. The owner
added a bedroom to the rear of the property which encroaches into a portion of the required
twelve-foot (12-ft) rear yard setback.. This calculation is based on the site plan stamped and
provided by a registered surveyor. The encroachment consists of a maximum of 2.5-feet the
building’s southernmost fagade (See Attachments #6 and #7).

The existing structure, originally constructed in 1961, has a covered patio at the rear of the
house that also encroaches into the required 12-foot rear yard setback. The owner did not
obtain a permit for this addition as well. This non-conforming addition was discovered as a
review of this variance request. The owner has agreed to obtain permits and reduce this
covered patio area to the overall twenty-two-foot (22-ft) rear yard requirement. The reduction
of the covered patio will allow, if approved, the bedroom addition to not violate the maximum
required rear yard area coverage — which is a maximum of thirty (30%) percent.

Page 2 of 5
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VARIANCE CRITERIA ANALYSIS

1. That because.of special.circumstances applicable.to the.property-including its size, shape,

2.

topography, location, or surroundings, the strict application of the zoning ordinance will
deprive such property of privileges enjoyed by other property of the same classification in
the same zoning district:

Applicant Statement:

| noticed other homes in my neighborhood have similar additions and structures built in the
back.

- Staff Analysis:

The property is similar in shape, topography, location, and surroundings as other property
of the same classification in the same zoning district. The average net lot area for the lots
located within this subdivision is approximately 6,943 square-feet. The subject lot is
approximately 6,709 square-feet; approximately 200 square-feet less than the subdivision
average, and approximately 300 square-feet less than the zoning district required minimum
7,000 square-foot net lot area.

Staff’s analysis identified 11 additional lots that appear to be non-conforming in regards to
Zoning Ordinance Section 5.504.H.1.a. Staff’s analysis, based on aerial surveillance,
identified approximately 3.5% of the properties located within the Scottsdale Estates 10 as
not meeting this requirement (See Attachment #9).

That the authorization of the variance is necessary for the preservation of privileges and
rights enjoyed by other property of the same classification in the same zoning district, and
does not constitute a grant of special privileges inconsistent with the limitations upon
other properties in the vicinity and zone in which such property is located:

Applicant Statement.:

The request for a variance of 2.5 feet because of the way it was built, the addition to the
part that i would have to remove contains plumbing and electrical work. Not having this
variance approved would make me need to tear down the addition and move from this
neighborhood I love. | need this variance because | have children and an elderly mother
living with me. | have noticed the homes in my neighborhood with back additions have
sold, | want to be able to compete with the same property values.

Staff Analysis:

The R1-7 zoning district allows primary use as a single-family residence and regardless of
the outcome of this variance request, the existing structure can continue to function as a
single-family residence. Without the requested variance the owner would be required to
remove 2.5 feet at the rear of the structure and reconstruct that portion of the addition.

Permits shall be required regardless of the variance outcome.

Page 3 of 5
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3. That the special circumstances applicable to the property were not self-imposed or
created by the owner or applicant:

Applicant Statement:

| don't think this was self-imposed being that | trusted the contractor had acquired permits
and received approval to do the addition and have tried to get a hold of the contractor who
did this, but | have not been able to locate him.

Staff Analysis:

Staff did not identify evidence of a final plan submittal or of permit issuance by the City.
Aerial records identify the addition occurring sometime between November of 2017 and
April of 2018. The additional has been identified as encroaching 2.5 feet into the required
rear yard setback as per the registered surveyor’s submitted site plan.

4. That authorization of the variance will not be materially detrimental to persons residing
or working in the vicinity, to adjacent property, to the neighborhood or to the public
welfare in general:

Applicant Statement:

I have letters from owners to the north, south, east, and west of my property, all are in
favor of this variance request. Also, during this process | was informed that another portion
of my house did not meet ordinance. | have agreed to remove these portions of my house.

Staff Analysis:

If the variance request is granted, the owner would be required to remove the
southernmost 2.5 feet of the existing addition. The existing addition, if approved, would
not encompass more square footage than allowed by the zoning ordinance (30 percent
maximum of the require rear yard). The owner has proposed removing the other,
unpermitted addition, to the 22-foot setback requirement.

As of the writing of this report, staff has received comments from six residents regarding
the proposed variance request. Five of the six communications have ben in support; with
one communication in opposition (See Attachment #10).

SUMMARY

Based on the facts presented by the applicant, the evidence would support a finding that the
property may not have special circumstances that would warrant relief from the strict
application of the Zoning Ordinance requirements. The shape, topography or configuration of
the property is not unique and applicable. However, the lot size is smaller than other similarly
zoned properties. Further, the-applicant’s proposed variance does not appear that it would be
detrimental to persons residing or.working in the surrounding neighborhood. However, the
decision about whether the criteria have been met is for the Board to make after hearing all the
evidence at the hearing.

Page 4 of 5
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APPROVED BY
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Murillo, Report Author Date
-312-7849, jmurillo@scottsdaleaz.gov
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Brad Car'r, AICB,'Board of Adjustment Liaison Date
480-312-7713, bcarr@scottsdaleaz.gov
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Tim Curti P, Cirrent Planning Director Date
480-312-4210, tcurtis@scottsdaleaz.gov
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ATTACHMENTS

Justification (Applicants Narrative)
Context Aerial

Aerial Close-Up
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Site Photographs
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Public Correspondence
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Board of Adjustment
Zoning Variance

My elderly mother lives with me and | help take care of her. | did an addition in the back of my
house to be able to house my mother , to be able to take better care of her and all her health
needs. She does not drive and speaks limited English and | am her only daughter that she has
here in Arizona.This is why on December of 2017 | got help to do an addition in the back of my
house . | trusted the contractor would acquire any necessary permits or reviews. After the
addition was complete i received a compliance notice this was around April of 2018. Shortly
thereafter, | submitted a pre-qualification to request a variance. | have sent notification letters to
surrounding neighbors with in 750 ft and to the cities interested parties list. | have not heard
back from anyone . | have received letters of support from some neighbors. Please see below
for my responses to the variance criteria.

1. That because of special circumstances applicable to the property including its
size, shape, topography, location, or surroundings, the strict application of the
zoning ordinance will deprive such property of privileges enjoyed by other
property of the same classification in the same zoning district .

| noticed other homes in my neighborhood have similar additions and structures built in the
back.

2. That the authorization of the variance is necessary for the preservation of
privileges and rights enjoyed by other property of the same classification in the same
zoning district, and does not constitute a grant or special privileges inconsistent with the
limitations upon other properties in the vicinity and zone in which such property is
located:

The request for a variance of 2 2 feet. Because of the way it was built, the addition to the part
that i would have to remove contains plumbing and electrical work. Not having this variance
approved would make me need to tear down the addition and move from this neighborhood |
love. | need this variance because | have children and an elderly mother living with me. | have
noticed the homes in my neighborhood with back additions have sold, | want to be able to
complete with the same property values.

3. That the special circumstances applicable to the property were not self imposed or
created the owner or applicant :

} don't think this was self imposed being that i trusted the contractor had acquired permits and
received approval to do the addition, and have tried to get ahold of the contractor who did this ,
but i have been able to locate him.

——————
—

| 10-BA-2019 '.
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4. That the authorization of the variance with not be materially detrimental to the

person residing or working in the vicinity, to adjacent property, to the neighborhood or to
the public welfare in general :

| have letters from owners to the north ,south , east , west of my property, all in favor of this

variance request . Also, during this process | was informed that another portion of my house did
not meet ordinance.l have agreed to remove these portions of my house.

- ——
e = —— 1

anm MmA ANAOGO



. = — =E. ThomoJ Rd
- g :.#'_—'ff‘u_.' bit»{- | , b ‘.'_ P oLV »‘:‘-‘ - * _‘f“

B i S 3 % e [Eg . s EO0 SRR Y AR &
. B 8 il 4 P :
E Edgemom A«. T ST Aeietie. AmimdniloL001 Nm— Q VIR .

VARE
R
S

2=

=

- o o = 0 R b
s E. Roanoke ‘Ave —=200 2
, Jl L .':<' IA 1 2 ‘." o
w1} g 2

o~ - ga
®/ = Wmdsor Avo o kil
e ap R SRl

-
L - > -

). E. Combndge Ave ‘_._:,7!, —
’ b!-'“

=87 T 3 - ﬁ&;'{"mm
¥
_E. Vugmta Ave_

R e IR,
L, X R e A
[ﬂ— ‘ _‘i d,lﬂ
¥ E. Wllsh:rc Dr S AT ) |
» r vy ’ £ - L-.a AL
- i P cy-, -~ X

14'48 ey Sasd i o el
Context Aerial '
ATTACHMENT #2 1 O'BA'201 9

- 0

AW




E. Thomas Rd

53 -3 =)
' - N edi=p L
e, f ; Y|
Ry fare o ! ‘ - S ; i -
= 4 \ :
: 5y 5 Site e, 3470 S

R
(
!
“
ot
'

- i sy !

-

. w-\ £ z

- j sy 33 {

g = o 2 T

: ; : p 1 -
4
Q.S. b o . . k" o Fhoam'
v w " -

14-48 HoRh

Close-up Aerlal R 1 0-BA-201 9



N. 86th Street

g el

gl =

il S ' EdgemontAv‘enue .
i ,hl (59 A 0 A

-I
Onlng Aerlal ATTACHMENT #4 1 O-BA-201 9




ject Variance Request Area (Citation Areaq) Other Unpermitted Addition Area
th Elevation - Looking East) (South Elevation - Looking East)

ATTACHMENT #5




ject Variance Request Area (Citation Areaq)
st Elevation - Looking West)




er Unpermitted Addition Area
st Elevation - Looking East




AINAGE NOTES:
M GRADE SevdiL SLCPE 3% AOR & DISTANCE OF 10 TO AN
PROVED WA TER DISPOSAL AREA

TS L OF SET REASNADLY

JACINT GRAOES TO FROVIOE FLOGD PROTEG TCN LEOER e
»-rEAR STORM EVENT

LITIED WAL AOT BE LOCATED m ma RURAL E

TS PLOCR enteen

|
263-100 -
1-800-STAKE-IT

SHEET INDEX:

AGDHENTS
ELEY SAL, oy THE COB FOR
HMA. r-ERE SEQIMTD

DRI POCLS, SPAS, PENCEY, &iTE reALLS, AND RETARNS mALLS
AME AETARATE PER TS

'AELIRITY FENCSS TwAl 13 REGURED Ol 15
TIOWALL T POOVIDED SHALL i 1 ACCORCMNCE WITIe TR
oo ANO THE Tucm 51 ANDARDS MO
LICIES HANUAL (20 Sec 1T, D34 M 1 407
LY NITH THE CITT OF NATVE
DWARLE (CHAPTER 46, ARTK P v, P e CITT OF
OTTSOAES REVISED CITY Cope, AND 2 TIOW 1300
&nwmw © 0 o OF OTSTURDED

TTTD T
W4T TTD 3 Teo

SUPS MHOSE SHALL NEVER B orremen ROl KEXT (82 S SLX2A b c. AD

. 302 A8 ¢

PESNOUSE SHALL WOT EXCAPD A SROYS MODTPRINT %28 GREATER THAR 308
ne AUIE OF NE pRiRC AL BADIS (10 Sac. SOOARD AD

. 3J02A6D)

1-{]

7 ALNJINMJVVLLY

10-BA-2019
07/18/2019

YICNITY MAP

O ATION Sropw |
Ell !: PLAN

FLOOR PLAR

ELECTRICA] PLAN

o eded

NOTES

SITE PLA

T et ear )

B3

RESIDENCE

5 Nom

- T e R

7 o

EXISTING
PATIO

3

19

AT A

20

B8535 E THOMAS RD

SCOTTSDALE, ARIZONA 85261

MCA PARCEL #131-34-003

MCR #85-24

ZONINQ: R1-7

LOT AREA: 8806S.F.

BUILDING SIZE: EXISTING - 2008 S.F.
ADDITION - 470 S.F.
TOTAL- 3377 S.F. (50%)
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June 20, 2019

SALDANA HILDA
8535 ETHOMAS RD
SCOTTSDALE, AZ 85251

Inspection Report
RE: Case# 297019 - 8535 E THOMAS RD, SCOTTSDALE, AZ 85251 (APN: 131-34-003)

In reference to case 297019, opened on Tuesday, April 17, 2018 for the property listed above, a
subsequent re-inspection of the property showed that the attached violations were not corrected;
therefore you have until Sunday, June 30, 2019 to bring this property into compliance. If the
property remains in violation beyond the due date of Sunday, June 30, 2019, additional
enforcement actions will occur.

Uncorrected violations may result in fines of up to $2,500 for each day a violation is found, six
(6) months in jail, probation, or any combination thereof. Property Maintenance Ordinance
violations that are not corrected, may be abated by a City hired contractor with an assessment
against the property for the costs incurred. Recidivists (repeat offenders) may receive only ONE
official Compliance Notice.

We appreciate your cooperation in this matter. If for any reason you have difﬁculty.
complying with the noted corrective actions listed on the attached page or need further
information, please contact us by using any of the following methods below:

Call Code Inspector: Jorge Espinoza-reach directly at (480)312-2596(Office hours
vary)

Email Us: Code@ScottsdaleAZ.gov

Write Us: 7447 E. Indian School Rd. Ste. 100, Scottsdale, AZ 85251

Call Us: Mon-Fri 8 AM -5 PM at (480) 312-2546 or Fax (480) 312-2455

Web Address: http://www.ScottsdaleAZ.gov/codes/code-enforcement

Please Note: Scottsdale Code Inspectors work varied hours and days each week at different
locations other than our main address. You are encouraged to call us before visiting our office.

For TTY users, have operator at the AZ Relay Services (711) call our number. This information
is available in alternate format upon request. Thank you.

S aea: Y0IMN10 S & e



VIOLATION, DEAATLLS)

Please be advised that an mvestlgatlon has shown that this property is in wolatlon of the Clty
Nuisance and Property Maintenance Ordinance or City Code in the following areas(s):

Correct all violation(s) by: Sunday, June 30,2019

Violation Code: 1.1101 - Building Permits Required
Violation Description:

Constructing, altering, repairing, removing or demolishing, or commencing construction,
alteration, removal or demolition of a building or structure without a formal permit from
the Zoning Administrator. Contact the City’s Planning Neighborhoods and
Transportation Department at 480-312-2500, on line at
http://www.scottsdaleaz.gov/bldgresources/counterresources.asp  or visit the One Stop
Shop at 7447 E. Indian School Road for more information and to initiate the process to
obtain required permits.

Note: Based on building and zoning code requirements, it may be determined that your
construction is not allowed and must be removed.

Corrective Action:

New livable addition that was recently added to the back of property required building
permits. Contact the planning department to obtain proper permits. Planning department
phone number is (480)312-2500 and is located at 7447 E. [ndian School Road, Suite #105
Scottsdale, AZ 85251.
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Murillo, Jesus

From: Maggie Keasler <maggie@studiokz.com>
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2019 12:01 PM

To: Murillo, Jesus

Subject: Variance at 8535 E Thomas rd

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

/\EXTERNAL Email with links or attachments. Please use caution!
Jesus,

| was wondering if there is any information regarding the variance at 8535 E Thomas Rd. | received a letter from the
owner Hilda Saldana wanting a variance of 2.5' for an addition in the rear of the property but she didn't provide any
more information. Is there a site plan? Size of the addition, etc? It appears per the 2019 aerial on the assessor's website
that she already has 2 additions that go past the rear setback of the property. | know with R1-7 zoning she is allowed to
go into the rear setback if she meets the following criteria:

The main building and an addition to the main building may extend into the rear yard if: A. It is set back a minimum of
fifteen (15) feet from the rear property line or twelve (12) feet where the owner has dedicated a minimum of eight (8) feet
for alley purposes, and It does not occupy more than thirty (30) percent of the area of the rear yard as set forth in E.
above...

It appears that she has far exceeded this already. If this is the case. | do not support this variance. Thanks for your time.
Maggie Keasler

Studio KZ
480.824.8697 (cell)
480.246.9332
www.studiokz.com

7127 E 6th Ave,
Scottsdale, AZ 85251
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Murillo, Jesus

From: dbarron9 <dbarron9@cox.net>
Sent: Monday, July 01, 2019 2:05 PM
To: Murillo, Jesus

Subject: question on variance notification

/\EXTERNAL Email with links or attachments. Please use caution!
We received a notification from Hilda Saldana at 8535 E Thomas Rd informing us that she is asking
for a variance of 2.5 feet for an addition in the rear of her property. Since | don’t know exactly what
this is, I'm not sure if we should be concerned. | know her property, like ours, backs to an
alley. What code exactly does this variance refer to?

Thank you,

Peggy Barron
8449 E Thomas Rd
dbarron9@cox.net




Murillo, Jesus

———= T e =T T
From: dbarron9 <dbarron9@cox.net>
Sent: Wednesday, July 03, 2019 3:46 PM
To: Murillo, Jesus
Subject: Re: question on variance notification

/\EXTERNAL Email with links or attachments. Please use caution!
What is the minimum rear setback for residential homes in this R-7 area and does this apply only to
extensions to the main house? | ask because the property at 8437 E Thomas has a 2-car garage
directly on the rear property line which can be accessed from the alley which | assume is okay since
it's there. As for my opinion on Ms Saldana’s request, | assume we are talking about an addition to
her home. |don’t see an issue with receiving a variance unless she added on to her home knowing
about the setback rules and chose to ignore them. If she’s like me, | had no idea there were
minimum rear setbacks so can see where an error could be made unintentionally. Thank you for the
information and the quick reply.

Peggy Barron

From: Murillo, Jesus

Sent: Monday, July 01, 2019 2:55 PM

To: dbarron9

Subject: RE: question on variance notification

Hello Ms. Barron,

The ordinance requires a minimum rear yard setback to all properties within the R-7 zoning district, and Ms. Saldana was
identified as having an addition that encroached into that required setback by 2.5 feet. The ordinance requires the
addition to be brought into conformance. The ordinance also allow for a variance, if granted by the Board of
Adjustment. Ms. Saldana is seeking relief from the ordinance requirement for 2.5 feet. Her request would have to be
reviewed and voted upon by the Board of adjustment. The ordinance identifies four criteria that must be met in order
for the variance to be granted. One of the criteria is that the granting of the variance will not be detrimental to
surrounding properties (in my words). Therefore it is appropriate for a property owner requesting a variance to attempt
to receive comments from surrounding neighbors. | hope this helps identify the request a little better. You may respond
to Ms. Saldana, or provide me with your opinion on the request.

Please feel free to contact me with any further questions or comments.
Sincerely,

Jesus

From: dbarron9 <dbarron9@cox.net>

Sent: Monday, July 01, 2019 2:05 PM

To: Murillo, Jesus <JMurillo@ScottsdaleAz.Gov>
Subject: question on variance notification

/\EXTERNAL Email with links or attachments. Please use caution!
We received a notification from Hilda Saldana at 8535 E Thomas Rd informing us that she is asking
for a variance of 2.5 feet for an addition in the rear of her property. Since | don’t know exactly what
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alley. What code exactly does this variance refer to?

Thank you,

Peggy Barron
8449 E Thomas Rd
dbarron9@cox.net



Murillo, Jesus

From: dbarron9 <dbarron9@cox.net>
Sent: Friday, July 05, 2019 3:34 PM

To: Murillo, Jesus

Subject: Re: question on variance notification
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

/\EXTERNAL Email with links or attachments. Please use caution!

Thank you for the info. | really appreciate your taking the time to provide me with the needed
details. I've learned a lot.

Peggy

From: Murillo, Jesus

Sent: Friday, July 05, 2019 3:16 PM

To: dbarron9

Subject: RE: question on variance notification

Hello Peggy,

The rear yard setback for the district is 22 feet if there is an alley behind the property. She has stated that she trusted
her contractor knew the guidelines and acquired the correct permits. The addition was ultimately built and scaled at
19.5 feet from the rear property line. There are different setback guidelines for additions to the main structure than
there are for accessory structures. | am not personally familiar with the property you are mentioning, but it sounds as
though that is a detached structure versus an addition. That property seems to be in conformance. Thank you for your
communication and comments.

Sincerely,

Jesus

From: dbarron9 <dbarron9@cox.net>

Sent: Wednesday, July 03, 2019 3:46 PM

To: Murillo, Jesus <JMurillo@ScottsdaleAz.Gov>
Subject: Re: question on variance notification

/\EXTERNAL Email with links or attachments. Please use caution!
What is the minimum rear setback for residential homes in this R-7 area and does this apply only to
extensions to the main house? | ask because the property at 8437 E Thomas has a 2-car garage
directly on the rear property line which can be accessed from the alley which | assume is okay since
it's there. As for my opinion on Ms Saldana’s request, | assume we are talking about an addition to
her home. |don’t see an issue with receiving a variance unless she added on to her home knowing
about the setback rules and chose to ignore them. If she's like me, | had no idea there were
minimum rear setbacks so can see where an error could be made unintentionally. Thank you for the
information and the quick reply.

Peggy Barron



From: Murillo, Jesus

Sent: Monday, July 01, 2019 2:55 PM

To: dbarron9

Subject: RE: question on variance notification

Hello Ms. Barron,

The ordinance requires a minimum rear yard setback to all properties within the R-7 zoning district, and Ms. Saldana was
identified as having an addition that encroached into that required setback by 2.5 feet. The ordinance requires the
addition to be brought into conformance. The ordinance also allow for a variance, if granted by the Board of
Adjustment. Ms. Saldana is seeking relief from the ordinance requirement for 2.5 feet. Her request would have to be
reviewed and voted upon by the Board of adjustment. The ordinance identifies four criteria that must be met in order
for the variance to be granted. One of the criteria is that the granting of the variance will not be detrimental to
surrounding properties (in my words). Therefore it is appropriate for a property owner requesting a variance to attempt
to receive comments from surrounding neighbors. | hope this helps identify the request a little better. You may respond
to Ms. Saldana, or provide me with your opinion on the request.

Please feel free to contact me with any further questions or comments.
Sincerely,

Jesus

From: dbarron9 <dbarron9@cox.net>

Sent: Monday, July 01, 2019 2:05 PM

To: Murillo, Jesus <JMurillo@ScottsdaleAz.Gov>
Subject: question on variance notification

/\EXTERNAL Email with links or attachments. Please use caution!
We received a notification from Hilda Saldana at 8535 E Thomas Rd informing us that she is asking
for a variance of 2.5 feet for an addition in the rear of her property. Since | don’t know exactly what
this is, I'm not sure if we should be concerned. | know her property, like ours, backs to an
alley. What code exactly does this variance refer to?

Thank you,

Peggy Barron
8449 E Thomas Rd
dbarron9@cox.net






Grace Chapel
8524 E Thomas RD
Scottsdale, AZ 85251

July 17, 2019

RE: Addition on property at 8535 £ Thomas Rd, Scottsdale

To Whom [t May Concern:

As Pastor of Grace Chapel | want to affirm that we have no objections to the additions to Hilda
Saldana’s to property and nor to the variance she is requesting at 8535 E Thomas Rd,
Scottsdale, AZ 85251.

If you can any further questions feel free to contact me at 602-684-6291

YIS

Sincerely,
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Dear Home Owner,

My Name is Hilda Saldana owner at the property at 8535 E. Thomas
Road Scottsdale Arizona 85251. | am asking the City of Scottsdale for a
variance of 2 % feet for an addition in the rear of my property. If you
have, any questions feel free to contact me at 480-709-8333 or City
Senior Planner Jesus Murillo at 480-312-7849

Hilda Saldana



