Development Application s

SR i Please check the appropnate box: of the Type(s} of Appincatmn(s) vou are reques ng
Zoning Development Review Land Divisions

[0 Rezoning (ZN} Development Review (Major) {DR) 1 Subdivision (PP)

[0 in-fill Incentive (1) [l Development Review (Minor) (SA) [ Subdivision (Minor} {MB}

[0 Conditional Use Permit (UP} 3 wash Modification (WM) [0 tand Assemblage

[[] Text Amendment (TA) O Historic Property (MP) Other

[] Development Agreement {DA) Wiretess Communication Facilities O Annexation/De-annexation (AN)
Exceptions to the Zoning Ordinance 1 small Wireless Facilities (SW) [ General Plan Amendment (GP)
O Minor Amendment (MN) [ Type 2 WCF DR Review Minor {SA) ] In-Lieu Parking {IP)

] Hardship Exemption {HE) Signs [J Abandonment (AB)

[0 variance/Accommodation/Appeal {BA) | [ Master Sign Program (MS) Other Application Type Not Listed
[[] Special Exception (X} [0 Community Sign District (MS) [0 Other:

Project Name:  Artesia
Property’s Address: 7291 N. Scottsdale Rd. Scotisdale, AZ 85253

_Propeny 5 Current Zomng DlStI‘ICt Deszgnat:on R5 PCD

ﬁf-The:property o_wner hall desugnate an ag_ent/apphcant for the Development Appilcatlen Th|s person shall be the owner’ s contact
Aor the City regarcfmg this Deve!opment Appllcatzon The agent/appiicant shall be responsnble for commumcatang aEE Cxty
-information, to the owner and the: owner appllcation team ; R i S

Owner: Ron Hoyl Agent/Applicant: John Berry / Michele Hammond
Company: Artesia Multifamily Owner, LLC Company: Berry Riddell LLC

Address: 3953 Maple Ave, Suite 300 Dallas, TX 75201 Address: 750 E. Camelback Rd. Suite 100 Scottsdale, AZ 85251
Phone: 972-934-0100 Fax: Phone: 480-385-2753 Fax:

E-mail: ron@rockpeint.com E-mail. mh@berry-riddell.com

Designer: J. Robb Hicks Engineer: Michael Delmarter

Company: StreetLights Creative Studio, LLC Company: Kimley-Hom and Associates, Inc.

Address; 2300 N. Field St. Suite 800 Dallas, TX 75201 Address: 7 740 N. 16th St. Suite 300, Phoenix, AZ 85020
Phone: 214-922-1182 Fax: Phone: 602-806-1374 Fax:

E-malk: rhncks@streeti:ghtsres com E-mail: mike.delmarter@kimley-horn.com

‘thi _checkbox below the requ_ested remew methodology (please see the descnptlons on page 2)
for: ] ] e_velopmentApphcatron types: AN, AB, BA, Ii, GP,-TA, PE:and ZN.. These
5 apphcatfonsi w;ll be: rewewed ing format similar to'the Enhanced Applicatmn Rewew methodo!ogy

! hereby authorize the City of Scottsdale to review this application ut;lizmg the Enhanced

Enhanced Application Review: Application Review methodology.

t hereby authorize the City of Scottsdale to review this application utilizing the Standard
Application Review methodology.

R Digitally signed by Michele
@VL Michele Hammond' Hammond

Date: 2022,05.26 15:21:02 -07'00'
Agent/Applicant Sighature

D Standard Application Review:

Owner Signature




Development Application
Review Methodologies

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. Enbanced 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:

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

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

# 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 aliow the review of an application to

be expedited within the published Staff Review Time frames.

2. Standard Application Review Methodology:

Under the Standard Application Review, the application is processed in accordance with the Regulatory Bili-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 additional information that may otherwise resolve a deficiency during the time the City has
the application. Since the applicant’s ability to collaboratively work with 5taff’s to resolve deficiencies is limited, the totat
Staff Review Time and the likelihood of a written denlal, 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.

Note:

1. Please see the Current Planning Services and Long Range Planning Services Substantive Policy Statements and Staff Review

Timeframes for Development Applications, number HI.




Development Application CITY OF
Arizona Revised Statues Notice SCOTTSDALE

§9-834. Prohibited acts by municipalities and employees; enforcement; notice

A. A municipality shail not base a licensing decision in whole or in part on a licensing requirement or condition that
is not specifically authorized by statute, rule, ordinance or code. A general grant of authority does not
constitute a basis for imposing a licensing requirement or condition unless the authority specifically authorizes
the requirement or condition.

B. Unless specifically authorized, a municipality shall avoid duplication of other laws that do not enhance regulatory
clarity and shall avoid dual permitting to the maximum extent practicable.

C. This section does not prohibit municipal fiexibility to issue licenses or adopt ordinances or codes.
D. A municipality shall not request or initiate discussions with a person about waiving that person's rights.

E. This section may be enforced in a private civil action and relief may be awarded against a municipality. The court
may award reasonable attorney fees, damages and all fees associated with the license application to a party that
prevails in an action against a municipality for a violation of this section.

F. A municipal employee may not intentionally or knowingly violate this section. A violation of this section is cause
for disciplinary action or dismissal pursuant to the municipality’s adopted personnel policy.

G. This section does not abrogate the immunity provided by section 12-820.01 or 12-820.02.




