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February 22, 2018

CEDA AUSTERMAN
9840 N 110TH ST
SCOTTSDALE, AZ 85259

RE: Rancho Pacifico
2-UP-2017

Dear Ms Austerman:

The Planning and Development Services Division had completed a review of the above
referenced application submitted on 3/2/2017; however, there has not been activity on
the application since the first review letter was sent to Mr. Hadder, SR. on 4/5/2017.

For the purpose of our records, please contact me in writing within 30 days of the date of
this letter regarding your intentions for this application. Please be advised that if we do
not hear from you, this application will be considered closed and will be withdrawn from
our active applications. This action will necessitate a new application (with
accompanying fees) should you decide to proceed.

Sincerely,

%Zarnes

Senior Planner

CC: Case File



February 12, 2018

Jeff Barnes

Senior Planner

City of Scottsdale

7447 E. Indian School Road
Scottsdale, AZ 85251,

RE: Rancho Pacifico — 2-UP-2017

Dear Mr. Barnes:

As of last September, | notified my client Ceda Austerman that | no longer was of any value and service
to her regarding the Rancho Pacifico use permit application based on the following considerations:

a) | had not received any form of response to the substantial report regarding the review of
existing equestrian facilities including those with current use permits;

b) Based upon the inappropriate treatment | had received by the Board of Adjustment a year
before, | have no trust on the Board and the variance process;

c) The Troon North Resort case had become a liability for her with my involvement; and

d) With the extensive medical treatments | was having and would continue to have, | would not
have the time and energy to properly represent her.

| also advised her that | could see no viable means to move forward with the request.

| am most concerned that under the current attitudes and administration, the equine industry in
Scottsdale will gradually disappear by having no reasonable and viable support. This is regrettable in
that it has been a significant part of the economy and image of the community since the late 1930s and,
if supported properly, could endure long into the future. Itis also disturbing the County has taken a
similar tack in recent years.

Sincerely,

ot

Donald Hadder, Sr.



Barnes, Jeff

From: Ceda Austerman <cedaausterman@cox.net>
Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 9:24 AM

To: Barnes, Jeff

Subject: 2-UP-2017

Good Morning Jeff,

| want to thank both you and Randy for meeting with me yesterday. | appreciate the update regarding Rancho Pacifico
and the application | had submitted.

At this time, and per our discussion, | would like to keep this open and ongoing. If there was a definitive change regarding
my horse property and its use, | will notify you.

Thanks again,

Ceda Austerman



CITY OF
SCOTTSDALE

4/5/2017

Donald Hadder, Sr.
8232 E San Miguel
Scottsdale, AZ 85250

RE: 2-UP-2017
Rancho Pacifico

Dear Mr. Hadder:

The Planning & Development Services Division has completed the review of the above referenced
development application submitted on 3/2/2017. The following 1% Review Comments represent
the review performed by our team, and is intended to provide you with guidance for compliance

with city codes, policies, and guidelines related to this application.

Zoning Ordinance and Scottsdale Revise Code Significant Issues

The following code and ordinance related issues have been identified in the first review of this
application, and shall be addressed in the resubmittal of the revised application material.
Addressing these items is critical to scheduling the application for public hearing, and may affect
the City Staff’s recommendation. Please address the following:

Zoning:
1. Please submit a revised Project Narrative that addresses the Conditional Use Permit criteria
for a Ranch as set forth in Sec 1.403.0, specifically the following.

a. Sec. 1.403.0.1 - The minimum property shall be five (5) acres gross.

The site currently consists of two 2.5 acre parcels that will need to be combined together
as one to meet the required 5 acre property size.

b. Sec. 1.403.0.2 - Structures or facilities used for the stabling, storing, showing or training
of animals and for temporary manure storage shall be set back a minimum of fifty (50)
feet from any single-family residential property other than those zoned Single-family
Residential R1-190 and Single-family Residential R1-130. Dwelling units, accessory
structures incidental to dwelling units, and irrigated pasturage may occur within the fifty-
foot setback area subject to the setback requirements of the applicable zoning district.

There is an existing arena along the north property boundary and existing stables along
the west and south boundaries that do not meet the currently required fifty (50) foot
setback from adjacent single-family residential properties.

There are future private stalls identified in the middle of the property towards the north
boundary. They are shown at a twelve (12) foot setback but will need to be shown to
meet the required fifty (50) foot setback.



Technical Corrections

The following technical ordinance or policy related corrections have been identified in the first
review of the project. While these items are not as critical to scheduling the case for public
hearing, they will likely affect a decision on the final plans submittal (construction and
improvement documents) and should be addressed as soon as possible. Correcting these items
before the hearing may also help clarify questions regarding these plans. Please address the
following:

Fire:

1. All new proposed structures shall be required to be fire sprinklered per SRC 36-18, sec 903.
Site:

2. Aland division plat assembling the two parcels is required. The plat is to include a formal right

of way in fee dedication and show evidence of occupation & encroachments. This plat should
occur before the Conditional Use Permit application goes before the City Council.

3. The site plan should show the location of the existing water meter and identify if the existing
meter will be adequate to serve the proposed improvements.

4. The site plan should show the location of the existing septic systems as they relate to the other
improvements on the site. If proposed improvements include adding fixture units to the septic
system, that will require the abandonment of the septic system per Maricopa County Health
Department requirements and connecting to the COS sewer system.

5. The proposed future site improvements should include upgrading the driveway to meet current
COS standards.

Please resubmit the revised application requirements and additional information identified in
Attachment A, Resubmittal Checklist, and a written summary response addressing the
comments/corrections identified above as soon as possible for further review. The City will then
review the revisions to determine if the application is to be scheduled for a hearing date, or if
additional modifications, corrections, or additional information is necessary.

PLEASE CALL 480-312-7000 TO SCHEDULE A RESUBMITTAL MEETING WITH ME PRIOR TO YOUR
PLANNED RESUBMITTAL DATE. DO NOT DROP OFF ANY RESUBMITTAL MATERIAL WITHOUT A
SCHEDULED MEETING. THIS WILL HELP MAKE SURE I’'M AVAILABLE TO REVIEW YOUR
RESUBMITTAL AND PREVENT ANY UNNECESSARY DELAYS. RESUBMITTAL MATERIAL THAT IS
DROPPED OFF MAY NOT BE ACCEPTED AND RETURNED TO THE APPLICANT.

The Planning & Development Services Division has had this application in review for 25 Staff
Review Days since the application was determined to be administratively complete.

These 1** Review Comments are valid for a period of 180 days from the date on this letter. The
Zoning Administrator may consider an application withdrawn if a revised submittal has not been
received within 180 days of the date of this letter (Section 1.305. of the Zoning Ordinance).

If you have any questions, or need further assistance please contact me at 480-312-2376 or at
jbarnes@ScottsdaleAZ.gov.

Sincerely,

Jeff Barnes
Planner



ATTACHMENT A
Resubmittal Checklist
Case Number: 2-UP-2017

Please provide the following documents, in the quantities indicated, with the resubmittal (all plans
larger than 8 % x11 shall be folded):

X One copy: COVER LETTER — Respond to all the issues identified in the 1st Review Comment Letter
X 2 copies: Revised Narrative for Project

X site Plan:

6 24” x 36” 2 11" x 17" 1 8% 211"



Barnes, Jeff

From: Barnes, Jeff

Sent: Wednesday, April 05, 2017 2:43 PM
To: dhadder85 (dhadder85@gmail.com)
Subject: 2-UP-2017 review comments
Attachments: 201704051438.pdf

Don,

We have completed our review of your application 2-UP-2017 and attached are our review comments. Please let me
know once you have had an opportunity to review them and we can discuss them in greater detail.

Jeff Barnes

Planner

City of Scottsdale

Planning & Development Services

jbames@scottsdaleaz.gov
(480) 312-2376

r n :

* Avoid long waits at the One Stop Shop Service Counters by checking real-time wait fimes:
https: i it v/bldgr I WaitTim

https: i ttsdal v/bldar I



u'" Community & Economic Development Division
Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation

7447 East Indian School Road
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251

Date: 2/3/ I~
ContactName: ~polz AUskeman
Firm name:

Address: a840 N o™ s+

City, StateZip: S #sdale A2, ®S3Sq

RE: Application Accepted for Review.
Q¢ q-pa-20\

Dear (PAB

It has been determined that your Development Application for Z au Le /? ac F.co

has been accepted for review.

Upon completion of the Staff’s review of the application material, | will inform you in writing or
electronically either: 1) the steps necessary to submit additional information or corrections; 2) the date
that your Development Application will be scheduled for a public hearing or, 3) City Staff will issue a
written or electronic determination pertaining to this application. If you have any questions, or need
further assistance please contact me.

Sincerely,
Name: Jese R3cces
Wies Rantec

Phone number:  4¢p-3\3- 237
Email address: Jbauney € <eotsdale 92.qnv
>




u“ Community & Economic Development Division
Planning, Neighborhood & Transportation

7447 East Indian School Road
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251

Date:

Contact Name:

Firm name:

Address:

City, State Zip:

RE: Minimal Submittal Comments
- PA-

Dear

It has been determined that your Development Application for
does not contain the minimal information, and has not been accepted for review.

Please refer to the application checklist and the Minimal Information to be Accepted for Review
Checklist, and the Plan & Report Requirements pertaining to the minimal information necessary to be
accepted for review.

PLEASE CALL 480-312-7000 TO SCHEDULE A RESUBMITTAL MEETING WITH ME PRIOR TO YOUR
PLANNED RESUBMITTAL DATE. DO NOT DROP OFF ANY RESUBMITTAL MATERIAL WITHOUT A
SCHEDULED MEETING. THIS WILL HELP MAKE SURE I’'M AVAILABLE TO REVIEW YOUR RESUBMITTAL
AND PREVENT ANY UNNECESSARY DELAYS. RESUBMITTAL MATERIAL THAT IS DROPPED OFF MAY
NOT BE ACCEPTED AND RETURNED TO THE APPLICANT.

These Minimal Submittal Comments are valid for a period of 180 days from the date on this letter. The

Zoning Administrator may consider an application withdrawn if a revised submittal has not been
received within 180 days of the date of this letter (Section 1.305. of the Zoning Ordinance).

Sincerely,

Name:
Title:

Phone number:

Email address:




