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From: Berry, Melissa
To: Berry, Melissa
Subject: RE: 50-DR-2018
Date: Wednesday, April 15, 2020 12:38:41 PM

 
 

From: Zafi Gamlieli <zafi@cox.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, April 15, 2020 11:31 AM
To: Projectinput <Projectinput@Scottsdaleaz.gov>
Subject: 50-DR-2018
 
⚠External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!

To the Development Review Board,
 

We are writing to you IN OBJECTION to the proposed development of 50-DR-2018 (Bellezza
Da Stallone TSG Foundation.
 

WE respectfully request that DO NOT approve this change in zoning or the construction of
the proposed project.
 
Respectfully,
 
Mr. & Mrs. Z. Gamlieli

mailto:MBerry@Scottsdaleaz.gov
mailto:MBerry@Scottsdaleaz.gov
mailto:zafi@cox.net
mailto:Projectinput@Scottsdaleaz.gov
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ATTCHMENT #19



City of Scottsdale

From: watson.wayne@hotmail.com
To: Perone, Steve
Subject: Church Proposal at Corner of Pima and Stagecoach Pass
Date: Saturday, November 17, 2018 2:57:55 PM

City of Scottsdale

Barbara and I live at 8916 E Stagecoach Pass Rd and oppose the building of a church. How can we hep
influence the decision. W -- sent by Wayne H Watson (case# 50-DR-2018)

  © 2018 City of Scottsdale. All Rights Reserved.

http://www.scottsdaleaz.gov/
mailto:watson.wayne@hotmail.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=d40355a23d1640edb552feeeeb9c94aa-Perone, Ste
http://www.scottsdaleaz.gov/


From: Tammy P
To: Projectinput
Subject: Local Resident Opposition and Concerns Regarding Case #50-DR-2018 Bellezza da Stallone
Date: Monday, December 10, 2018 12:46:07 PM

12/10/2018

City of Scottsdale
Point of Contact Jesus Murillo

Dear City of Scottsdale / Mr Murillo,

I am writing regarding a proposed project under consideration at SWC E Stagecoach
and N. Pima - Case Name Bellezza da Stallone, Case Number 50-DR-2018.  

This proposal for abandonment of unimproved right of way and for site and
landscape plans and building elevations for a new church on 13 acres within our
single family residential, environmentally sensitive lands.  

As per above, these are SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL AND ENVIRONMENTALLY
SENSITIVE LANDS.  My husband and I are wholly opposed to the building of a church
(read "NOT SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL") in this area.  We request our opposition
to be formally noted, particularly in light of the fact that we did NOT receive any
notification of the project under consideration.  A neighbor in our community emailed
us and gave us PDF document of two post cards he received regarding the project. 
As such, we just found out about the project and about the hearing date of
tomorrow.

Our address is 8650 E STAGHORN LN, SCOTTSDALE, AZ 85266 for future
correspondence.  

We are opposed to any building that is not single family residential and we do not
want to expose this environmentally sensitive land to the increased traffic of a church
and its congregants, vehicles and activities.  

Please do not hesitate to contact me for additional questions or concerns.

Sincerely,
Tammy J Penhollow, DO

The information contained in this email, including any attachments, may contain proprietary,
legally privileged and confidential information and is only for the use of the individual named
in the body of this email and the intended recipient(s). Any dissemination, distribution, or
copying of this document is strictly prohibited. If you have received this in error, please
immediately notify the sender by replying to this message, and delete all copies of it from your
system.  Thank you.

mailto:tjpenhollow@gmail.com
mailto:Projectinput@Scottsdaleaz.gov


From: Lourdes Aguila
To: Venker, Steve
Cc: Andrea Gregory
Subject: RE: Work order for review and comment on a cultural resources survey for 50-DR-2018 Bellezza De Stallone
Date: Monday, December 17, 2018 8:13:31 AM
Attachments: image001.jpg

ACS_Review_SWC_PimaRoad_Stagecoach_Cultural_Survey.pdf

Good morning, Steve,
 
Attached please find ACS’ review of the cultural resources report entitled A Cultural
Resources Survey of 17 Acres of Privately Owned Land Located at the Southwest Corner of
Pima Road and Stagecoach Pass Road near Carefree, Maricopa County, Arizona, by
Northland Research, Inc. A Class III Report Checklist is appended to the review.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or need anything else.
 
Thank you very much,
 
Lilly
 
 
Lourdes Aguila, M.A., RPA
Principal Investigator

Archaeological Consulting Services, Ltd. (ACS) since 1977
424 W. Broadway Road | Tempe, Arizona 85282
Phone: (480) 894-5477
Cultural Resource, Environmental Planning, and GIS Services 
www.acstempe.com

________________________________________________________________________________

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for the use of the addressee(s) and may contain
information that is privileged and confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, any
dissemination or copying of this communication is prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please erase all copies of the message and its attachments and notify the
sender immediately.
 
 
 
 

From: Venker, Steve <JVenker@Scottsdaleaz.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2018 5:18:48 PM
To: Margerie Green

mailto:laguila@acstempe.com
mailto:SVenker@Scottsdaleaz.gov
mailto:agregory@acstempe.com
http://www.acstempe.com/
mailto:JVenker@Scottsdaleaz.gov







 


TO:   Steve Venker 


  City of Scottsdale Historic Preservation Division 


FROM:  Lourdes Aguila 


  Principal Investigator 


DATE:  December 17, 2018 


RE:  A Cultural Resources Survey of 17 Acres of Privately Owned Land Located at the Southwest 


Corner of Pima Road and Stagecoach Pass Road near Carefree, Maricopa County, Arizona 


 


I have reviewed the report entitled A Cultural Resources Survey of 17 Acres of Privately Owned Land Located at 


the Southwest Corner of Pima Road and Stagecoach Pass Road near Carefree, Maricopa County, Arizona, by 


Northland Research, Inc. Attached is a completed checklist review form for this report. As the survey yielded no 


findings, the report is presented in Survey Report Summary Form (SRSF) format; therefore, not all items on the 


checklist will apply to this review. 


The Class III survey of the subject property identified one isolated occurrence consisting of five small (1-3 cm) 


plain ware sherds; no cultural resource sites were identified. The general location of the isolated occurrence is 


shown on one of the project area maps attached to the SRSF.  


At your discretion, the following minor revisions are recommended so that the SRSF better conforms to current 


COS guidelines (as outlined in the COS Report Review Checklist): 


1) Section 4a, Sponsor: the project sponsor is not identified. 


2) Section 4c, Agency Project Number: the COS Application/Case Number is not identified. 


3) Section 4g, Applicable Regulations: refers to City of Scottsdale Ordinance, but does not specify Scottsdale 


Revised Code, Chapter 46, Article VI. 


4) Section 5, Description of Project/Undertaking: does not reference Scottsdale Revised Code, Chapter 46, 


Article VI. 


5) Section 9, Environmental Contexts: vegetation (9f) is noted for current conditions, but not historically. 


6) Section 12, Background Research Sources, subsection 12g, Land-Managing Agency Files: does not 


include the COS Historic Register or COS HPO. 


7) Section 13, Background Research Results: review area buffer is not defined, and no buffer is delineated 


on the previous sites/projects maps. 


8) Table 13a, Previous Projects within Study Area: Stage Coach Pass Conversion (Gage 2003) is listed on 


the table, but this project is not shown on the previous projects map. 


9) Table 13a, Previous Projects within Study Area: Moses and Luchetta 2013 on the table is labeled 


Luchetta and Moses 2013 on the previous projects map.  


10) Table 13a, Previous Projects within Study Area: Schmidt and Mitchell 2003 on the table is labeled 


Schmidt and Douglas 2003 on the previous projects map. 


11) The professional qualifications of the individual(s) performing the survey, and project management, are 


not provided in the SRSF (Sections 1b, 15a, 15b, 15c). 


12) The SRSF contains no Summary or Recommendations; Section 18, Comments, is blank. 


13) No recommendations for Certificate of No Effect/Certificate of Approval are provided in the SRSF. 


14) COS Discovery Clause is not included in the SRSF. 


Should you have any questions or comments regarding this review, please email me at laguila@acstempe.com. 
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City of Scottsdale 
Historic Preservation 


Office 


Class III Report Review 
Checklist 
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COS Case No.____________________ Date____________________  


Recommendation for Certificate of No Effect or Certificate of Approval (Circle one)  


Overall Comments: 


Note: If “does not meet standards” or “needs more info” boxes are checked, see additional notes on last 
page for further explanation. 


General 


   x
 


Does report meet SHPO revised reporting standards (December 2012)? 


   x
 


Includes ASM site criteria for recording of cultural resources? 


x
 


   Maps showing newly or previously identified cultural resources are in Appendix? 


   x
 


Use “cultural resources” instead of “archaeological”? 


   x
 


Use “historic property” as appropriate according to NHPA (federal projects only)? 


  x
 


 Does the report reference Scottsdale Revised Code, Chapter 46, Article VI? 


x
 


   Includes review of COS Historic Register as part of background research? 


    


 


Title Page 


x
 


   Title with Locational Information and Number of Acres Surveyed  


x
 


   Name of Archaeologist/Consulting Firm 


 x
 


  Client Name 


x
 


   Date of Report 


   x
 


ASM Permit Number 


    


 


Abstract 


x
 


   Report Title 


x
 


   Report Date  


  x
 


 Project Description 


  x
 


 


Agency and Applicable Regulations: reference Scottsdale Revised Code, Chapter 46, Article VI; also 
Antiquities Act, Section 106 as appropriate 


  x
 


 Project Number: All relevant agencies/project numbers are included 


x
 


   Land Status/Jurisdiction: Distinguish between land owner/manager, ROW and easements 


x
 


   


Location: Nearest city or topographic feature, as appropriate; project area legal description, USGS quad 
names 


x
 


   UTM Coordinates for project area 


   x
 


Permit Numbers: as applicable 


x
 


   


Number of Acres Surveyed: If multiple land owners/managers are involved, provide acreage by 
ownership; include total acreage for areas not surveyed 


x
 


   Date(s) of Field Survey 


   x
 Number of Cultural Resources: (sites, building, structures, objects, districts, isolates); also distinguish 


between newly and previously recorded sites)  


   x
 List of Register Eligible Properties: Determined or Recommended eligible for inclusion in the 


Arizona/National Register of Historic Places (A/NRHP). Include Criterion/Criteria.  


   x
 


List of Ineligible Properties: Distinguish between determined and recommended eligibility.  


   x
 


List of Properties for Which Eligibility is Not Determined/Recommended  


   x
 


Assessment of Effect and Treatment Recommendations  


 x
 


  COS Discovery Clause  
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Report Introduction 


x    Name of company  


 x   Name of client  


  x  Clear project description and survey objective. Reference Scottsdale Revised Code, Chapter 46, Article 
VI.  


x    Clearly defined survey area/project location – Description and map; include area of potential effects for 
Federal undertakings  


x    Land ownership and municipality  
     


Environmental Setting 


x    Brief description of physical setting  


  x  Vegetation; historically and at time of survey  


x    Disturbances noted at time of survey  
     


Culture History 


   x Brief discussion if no cultural resources discovered  


   x Expanded discussion if cultural resources discovered  


   x Does discussion place identified resources in appropriate historic contexts?  
     


Records Check/Literature Review 


  x  State the sources used: minimally include AZSITE, NRHP database, COS Register, and BLM General 
Land Office (GLO) maps (For GLO - reference plat # and survey year or date filed)  


 x   Define the parameters of the study area: 1 mile radius can be reduced to 0.5 mile if high density of 
projects/sites, but state this in the report  


x    Past surveys: brief discussion; include Table if more than 3 projects. Minimally include agency reference 
number and author/year. Provide full citations in the Reference section.  


 x   Previous survey results: provide a brief discussion of all positive and negative findings  


 x   For past surveys more than 10 years old: include discussion of adequacy of those surveys, particularly 
any that intersect the current project area, rather than the buffer  


  x  Include all previously surveyed areas on map  


x    Include all previously recorded sites on map (to be included as Appendix)  
     


Historic Context and Survey Expectations 


   x Briefly identify the appropriate context(s) for evaluating the significance and A/NRHP eligibility of cultural 
resources within the project area based on the results of previous research and newly identified cultural 
resources. The historic context can be supported by culture history, but not boiler plate  


   x Expectations for number of new and previously recorded sites  
     


Field Methods 


 x   Include professional qualifications of individuals performing survey, and project management  


   x Permit(s), as applicable  


x    Estimates percent of ground surface visibility  


x    Survey methods (e.g., systematic with transects spaced at 15 to 20 m apart, for 100 percent coverage)  


x    Define site recording criteria (generally ASM standards)  


 x   Include appropriate citations for artifact identification  
     


Survey Results 


   x Description of all new and previously recorded sites within the project area (to ASM, SHPO standards)  


   x Determination of significance of resourcing standards from Scottsdale Revised Code, Chapter 46, 
Article VI  


   x A/NRHP Eligibility Recommendations (as related to appropriate context, and with discussion of aspects 
of integrity)  


x    Description of isolates (Table if more than 3)  
     







Date of Last Revision: April 2017 
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Site Descriptions 


   x Location, land owner, landform, elevation, site size  


   x Depositional environment, condition of each site/disturbances  


   x Site type, cultural and temporal affiliation  


   x Observed features, diagnostic artifacts, artifact concentrations, point located items  


   x Potential for subsurface cultural deposits  


   x A/NRHP Eligibility recommendations, as appropriate  


   x Need for additional investigations, as appropriate  


   x For historic period sites, include information source cited, dates of production, maker marks, etc.  


   x Register eligibility evaluations must include criterion or criteria of significance. If assessment cannot be 
completed using available data, specify why  


   x Assessment of Effect: include mitigation measure if eligible property  


   x Site maps and photographs included. Maps should show boundary and identified features, disturbances, 
etc.  


     


Summary and Recommendations 


 x   Brief summary of survey results, COS assessment of significance, A/NRHP recommendations, direct 
and indirect impacts, need for additional investigations  


 x   Recommendation for Certificate of No Effect or Certificate of Approval, as appropriate  


 x   Discovery Clause: If previously unreported cultural resources are identified during project activities, all 
ground disturbing activities in the vicinity of the discovery shall cease until the COS Historic Preservation 
Office is notified and the nature and significance of the discovery is evaluated.  


     


Appendix for Confidential Information 


   x Project maps showing site locations (USGS 1:24,000)  


   x Management Summary Table (if more than 3 sites) with legal descriptions, UTM data  


x    Isolated occurrence data table with UTMs  


 


  


Preparing Cover Letter to SHPO? See SHPO standards (December 2012) 


 


NOTES: Checklist for: A Cultural Resources Survey of 17 Acres of Privately Owned Land Located at the Southwest 
Corner of Pima Road and Stagecoach Pass Road near Carefree, Maricopa County, Arizona, by Northland Research, Inc. 
 







Cc: Andrea Gregory; Murillo, Jesus
Subject: Work order for review and comment on a cultural resources survey for 50-DR-2018 Bellezza
De Stallone
 
Hi Margie, 

Please find the attached work order for review and comment on the attached Class III Cultural
Resources Survey report that is related to a parcel of land that is proposed for development in the
City of Scottsdale.

Thank you.

Steve Venker
City Archaeologist
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