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City of Scottsdale - Minor Amendment - Application Narrative 

Property Address: 7655 East Cactus Rd. Scottsdale AZ 85260 

 

Requirements 

Sec. 1.207.E.1 - Minor amendments: In reviewing an application for a minor amendment, the Zoning 

Administrator shall first determine whether the application meets the definition of a minor amendment 

set forth in A. above. If the application meets the definition, the Zoning Administrator may grant the 

minor amendment if he or she determines that it enhances the built environment and would not be 

materially detrimental to the surrounding areas. In making his or her determination, the Zoning 

Administrator must find that the following criteria have been met:  

1. That the minor amendment would continue to achieve the purpose of the underlying zoning 
district.  

2. That the minor amendment would have no or only negligible visual impact from the street or 
surrounding properties.  

3. That the minor amendment would be compatible and in character with existing buildings in the 
surrounding areas.  

4. That the minor amendment would not materially impact or limit the use and enjoyment of 
adjacent properties or properties in the surrounding areas.  

5. That the minor amendment would not be materially detrimental to the public health, safety or 
general welfare.  

6. That the minor amendment represents the only minor amendment granted for the property.   
 

Type of minor amendment requested 

Owner response: 

4-foot (10% allowable) front yard minor amendment. (36-foot setback in lieu of a 40-foot setback).   

 

1. That the minor amendment would continue to achieve the purpose of the underlying zoning district.  
Owner response: 

The requested minor amendment does continue to achieve the purpose of the underlying zoning 

district, which is R1-35 zoning. 

 

2. That the minor amendment would have no or only negligible visual impact from the street or 
surrounding properties.  

Owner response: 

There is negligible, if any visual impact at all, with the proposed minor amendment request. The clean 

site lines of a cantilevered RV cover do provide clean, architectural interest. No vertical columns to be 

constructed within the minor amendment request.  

 

3. That the minor amendment would be compatible and in character with existing buildings in the 
surrounding areas.  

Owner response: 

This same architectural interest is found all over the City of Scottsdale. 

 

4. That the minor amendment would not materially impact or limit the use and enjoyment of adjacent 
properties or properties in the surrounding areas.  
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Owner response: 

At no point is the requested setback minor amendment request a determinant to the persons residing 

or working in the area. The minor amendment request would only be granted and utilized behind a 

block wall fence. The future garage will be constructed with the complementing color and architectural 

style as the existing residence. Which will enhance the overall appeal of the area.  

 

5. That the minor amendment would not be materially detrimental to the public health, safety or 
general welfare.  

Owner response: 

At no point is the requested minor amendment a determinant to the persons residing or working in the 

area. 

 

6. That the minor amendment represents the only minor amendment granted for the property.   
Owner response: 

This minor amendment request represents the only minor amendment granted for the property. 

 

Thank you, 

Robert F. Sonders 

 

Robert F and Leslie E Sonders 

rob@sonders.com 

720.530.0567 
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