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Meeting Date: May 15, 2025 
General Plan Element: Character and Design 
General Plan Goal: Foster quality design that enhances Scottsdale as a unique 

southwestern desert community. 

ACTION 
Desert Summit Lot 34 
- Building Envelope 

Request for approval to modify the previously approved building envelope 
for Lot 34 of Desert Summit, as established through 12-PP-1995, for a +/- 
2.0-acre property. 12-PP-1995#2 

SUMMARY 
Staff Recommendation 
Continue the proposal to allow the applicant to seek an alternative building envelope 
location/configuration. 

Key Issues 
• Building envelope modification inconsistent with prior stipulations, ESL purpose, and open 

space location guidelines 
• Proposal is not in conformance with Development Review Board Criteria 

Items for Consideration 
• Community input received in opposition 

BACKGROUND 
 

Location: 27241 N. 112th Place 

 

Zoning: Single-family Residential, Environmentally Sensitive Lands 
(R1-70 ESL) 

Adjacent Uses 
North: Desert Summit Lots 33 and 31, zoned R1-70 ESL; Pinnacle Vista 

beyond, zoned Single-family Residential, Environmentally 
Sensitive Lands (R1-190 ESL) 

East: Desert Summit Lot 33, zoned R1-70 ESL; Atalon beyond, zoned 
R1-70 ESL 

South: Desert Summit Lots 63, R1-70 ESL; more of Desert Summit 
beyond, zoned Single-family Residential, Environmentally 
Sensitive Lands (R1-43 ESL & R1-35 ESL). 

West: Desert Summit Lots 35, 25, and 26, R1-70 ESL; more of Desert 
Summit beyond, zoned Single-family Residential, 
Environmentally Sensitive Lands (R1-130 ESL). 
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Property Owner/Applicant  Architect/Designer 
Johnny Angelone 
John A Angelone Revocable Trust 
480-620-6066

 Gramling Architecture 

DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL 
This application seeks to modify the location of the conceptual building envelope for Lot 34, 
established through the Desert Summit zoning and preliminary plat approval actions, from the 
current positioning at a lower elevation close to the street to a new, higher elevation toward the 
south end of the lot. 

Development Review Board Criteria 
Staff finds that the proposal is not in conformance with the applicable Development Review Board 
Criteria and that the proposed building envelope modification is inconsistent with prior approval 
stipulations, the expressed purpose of ESL, and its natural area open space (NAOS) location 
guidelines. For a detailed analysis of the Criteria, please see Attachment #4. 

STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION 
Staff recommends that the Development Review Board continue the Desert Summit Lot 34 - Building 
Envelope development proposal to allow the applicant to address concerns regarding the proposed 
building envelope modification. 

RESPONSIBLE DEPARTMENTS STAFF CONTACTS 

Planning and Development Services 
Current Planning Services 

Jeff Barnes 
Principal Planner 
480-312-2376 jbarnes@ScottsdaleAZ.gov

APPROVED BY 

4/24/2025 
Jeff Barnes, Report Author Date 

5/8/2025 
Brad Carr, AICP, LEED-AP, Planning & Development Area Manager 
Development Review Board Liaison 
Phone: 480-312-7713            Email: bcarr@scottsdaleaz.gov 

Date 
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ATTACHMENTS 
1. Context Aerial
2. Close-up Aerial
3. Applicant’s Narrative
4. Development Review Board Criteria Analysis
5. Development Information
6. Stipulations / Zoning Ordinance Requirements
7. 76-ZN-1992#2 Stipulations (Ord. 2751)
8. 76-ZN-1992#2 Development Site Plan
9. 76-ZN-1992 Development Site Plan
10. 12-PP-1995 Stipulations
11. 12-PP-1995 NAOS Exhibit
12. Proposed Building Envelope Site Plan
13. Topographic Survey
14. Zoning Map
15. ESL Landform Map
16. Community Involvement
17. City Notification Map
18. Public Comment
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DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD CRITERIA ANALYSIS 
Per Section 1.904. of the Zoning Ordinance, in considering any application for development, the 
Development Review Board shall be guided by the following criteria: 

1. The Board shall examine the design and theme of the application for consistency with the design 
and character components of the applicable guidelines, development standards, Design 
Standards and Policies Manual, master plans, character plan and General Plan. 
• Staff finds that the Desert Summit zoning stipulations (76-ZN-1992 & 76-ZN-1992#2) 

established that building envelopes would be required for each lot and directed the 
implementation of those envelopes to the Preliminary Plat and Final Plat processes. The 
Preliminary Plat approval (12-PP-1995) and associated Natural Area Open Space (NAOS) 
Plan directed that the area outside of the building envelopes be maintained as NAOS and 
comply with the zoning stipulated minimum dimensional parameters between envelopes.  
This proposal seeks to modify the envelope location for Lot 34 more significantly than other 
deviations seen in the surrounding lots and in conflict with the stated purpose of the 
Environmentally Sensitive Lands (ESL) ordinance and its NAOS preservation and location 
guidelines. The purpose statement of the ESL (Sec. 6.1011) specifies intentions that include 
but are not limited to the following: 
o Protect and preserve significant natural and visual resources. Such resources include, 

but are not limited to, major boulder outcrops and large boulders, major ridges and peaks, 
prime wildlife habitat and corridors, unique vegetation specimens, significant washes, 
and significant riparian habitats. 

o Conserve the character of the natural desert. Guide the location and distribution of 
meaningful on-lot and common tract open space and protect sensitive environmental 
features to sustain the unique desert character found in ESL District areas. 

o Minimize the impacts of development by controlling the location, intensity, pattern, 
design, construction techniques, and materials of development and construction. 

o Retain the visual character of the natural landscape to the greatest extent feasible by 
regulating building mass, location, colors, and materials; grading location, design and 
treatment; and landscaping design and materials. 

o Maintain significant open spaces which provide view corridors, buffers, protect landmarks 
and large boulders, and prime wash habitats, by preserving these features in their natural 
state to maintain the city's unique desert setting. 

2. The architectural character, landscaping and site design of the proposed development shall: 
a. Promote a desirable relationship of structures to one another, to open spaces and 

topography, both on the site and in the surrounding neighborhood; 
b. Avoid excessive variety and monotonous repetition; 
c. Recognize the unique climatic and other environmental factors of this region to respond to 

the Sonoran Desert environment, as specified in the Sensitive Design Principles; 
d. Conform to the recommendations and guidelines in the Environmentally Sensitive Lands 

(ESL) Ordinance, in the ESL Overlay District; and 
e. Incorporate unique or characteristic architectural features, including building height, size, 

shape, color, texture, setback or architectural details, in the Historic Property Overlay 
District. 

• Staff finds that, in addition to the findings above, the Desert Summit development project 
appears to have originally utilized building envelopes as a tool to control and restrict 
individual lot development to stay within the Lower Desert landform and limit individual lot 
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development from encroaching into the portion(s) of the subdivision with Hillside landform 
designations and Conservation Area easement protection. With the exception of adjacent Lot 
35, the other lots surrounding the Hillside landform boundary have developed with limited 
encroachments. The modified building envelope location proposed for Lot 34 does not 
appear to align with the implicit purpose behind the current building envelope positioning or 
the protection of the hillside slopes and significant natural features of this lot and those 
surrounding the Hillside landform boundary and Hillside Conservation easement area. 
The proposed envelope location for Lot 34 also does not appear to achieve the minimum 60-
feet separation stipulation when measured to the constructed location of the home and 
associated improvements on adjacent Lot 35. There is no clear specific approval record for 
the modified building envelope location of Lot 35 as it exists today beyond the site plan 
approval record for the permitting of that house in 2020. The retaining wall improvements on 
Lot 35 sit 15-20 feet setback from the shared boundary between Lots 34 and 35. The 
proposed building envelope location on Lot 34 appears to similarly be setback around 20 
feet, achieving only an approximate 40 feet separation between the two building envelopes. 

3. Ingress, egress, internal traffic circulation, off-street parking facilities, loading and service areas 
and pedestrian ways shall be designed as to promote safety and convenience. 
• Staff finds the modified building envelope location proposed for Lot 34 requires additional 

driveway length and pavement to provide access to the higher elevations of the lot, farther 
away from the street than the current envelope. That change in positioning results in more 
driveway related disturbance through the lower portions of the lot and extending up the 
hillside, and less protection/preservation of the more significant natural features of the upper 
portion of the lot as directed within the purpose of the ESL overlay. 

4. If provided, mechanical equipment, appurtenances and utilities, and their associated screening 
shall be integral to the building design. 
• This criterion is not applicable to the scope of this application. 

5. Within the Downtown Area, building and site design shall: 
a. Demonstrate conformance with the Downtown Plan Urban Design & Architectural 

Guidelines; 
b. Incorporate urban and architectural design that address human scale and incorporate 

pedestrian-oriented environment at the street level; 
c. Reflect contemporary and historic interpretations of Sonoran Desert architectural traditions, 

by subdividing the overall massing into smaller elements, expressing small scale details, and 
recessing fenestrations; 

d. Reflect the design features and materials of the urban neighborhoods in which the 
development is located; and 

e. Incorporate enhanced design and aesthetics of building mass, height, materials and intensity 
with transitions between adjacent/abutting Type 1 and Type 2 Areas, and adjacent/abutting 
Type 2 Areas and existing development outside the Downtown Area. 

• This criterion is not applicable. 

6. The location of artwork provided in accordance with the Cultural Improvement Program or Public 
Art Program shall address the following criteria: 
a. Accessibility to the public; 
b. Location near pedestrian circulation routes consistent with existing or future development or 

natural features; 
c. Location near the primary pedestrian or vehicular entrance of a development; 
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d. Location in conformance with Design Standards and Policies Manual for locations affecting
existing utilities, public utility easements, and vehicular sight distance requirements; and

e. Location in conformance to standards for public safety.
• This criterion is not applicable.
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DEVELOPMENT INFORMATION 
History 
This area was annexed into the City in 1981 and zoned to the Single-family Residential (R1-190) 
zoning designation, and the Environmentally Sensitive Lands (ESL) overlay district was applied in 
1991. This site was part of a rezoning action in 1993 (76-ZN-1992) setting up what was then referred 
to as the Desert Sun (a.k.a. Desert Summit) 132-lot residential subdivision. An application to amend 
the 1993 zoning stipulations was processed in 1995 (76-ZN-1992#2) addressing building envelope 
area increases, Natural Area Open Space (NAOS) dimensional reductions between building 
envelopes, and the allowance of a meandering perimeter wall.  

Some of the key building envelope related stipulations of 76-ZN-1992#2 identified that: 
• All NAOS between building envelopes shall be as shown on the development plan except that 

in no case shall any dimension be less than 60 feet in width. 
• Building envelopes and clustered building envelopes shall be as shown on the development 

plan, except that no envelope shall exceed 20,000 square feet in the R1-130 and R1-70 zoning 
areas, and 13,500 square feet in R1-43 and R1-35 zoning areas. 

• As part of a Preliminary Plat or Development Review application, building/construction 
envelopes shall be shown on the site plan identifying where all construction envelopes will 
exist. The envelopes shall be identified at the time of final plat submittal on an unrecorded 
supplement document. 

The Preliminary Plat for Desert Summit (12-PP-1995) was approved through the Development Review 
Board action in 1995. That approval accounted for a 132-lot residential subdivision and included a 
NAOS Plan carrying forward the building envelope stipulations and development plan of the zoning 
case and limiting each lot to developing within a defined building envelope while leaving other 
surrounding areas as NAOS. 

Community Involvement 
With the submittal of the application, the applicant and staff notified all property owners within 750 
feet of the site. As of the publishing of this report, staff has received various community input emails 
expressing concern and opposition to the proposed building envelope modification. Those are 
included with the attachments to this report. 

Context 
The subject property is located along the east side of N. 112th Place, within the northwest portion of 
the Desert Summit residential subdivision. Desert Summit is generally located along the north side 
of E. Jomax Road and the west side of E. 118th Street. 

Site Conditions/Topography 
Lot 34 has a lower/flatter area nearest to the street, narrows in the middle as it progresses up a hillside, 
and includes a hilltop and a portion of a second hilltop with a saddle area in-between. The lot’s 
topography ranges from an elevation of 2660.00 at the lowest grade up to an elevation of 2746.00 at 
the highest grade. The applicant has indicated that drainage ponding occurs in the lower part of the 
property where the building envelope is currently positioned as part of the rational for requesting to 
move the building envelope up to the saddle area at the higher elevation. The City’s Stormwater staff 
has reviewed the lot based on the topographic survey provided and currently available GIS contour 
data. It appears from their preliminary review that water is ponding at the northwest corner of the 
property, however, without a detailed grading & drainage plan and drainage analysis they are unable to 
provide specific technical recommendations at this stage. Maintaining natural stormwater runoff flows 
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and mitigation of water ponding would typically be addressed with a site-specific grading & drainage 
plan accompanying the permit application. 
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Stipulations for the  

Development Review Board Application: 

Desert Summit Lot 34 - Building Envelope 

Case Number: 12-PP-1995#2 
 

These stipulations are intended to protect the public health, safety, welfare, and the City of Scottsdale.   

APPLICABLE DOCUMENTS AND PLANS: 

1. Except as required by the Scottsdale Revised Code (SRC), the Design Standards and Policies Manual 
(DSPM), and the other stipulations herein, the civil construction documents shall substantially 
conform to the following documents: 

a. The adopted stipulations, building envelope exhibits, NAOS exhibits, and other approvals of 76-
ZN-1992#2 and 12-PP-1995. 

RELEVANT CASES: 

Ordinance 

A. At the time of review, the applicable Zoning and Preliminary Plat cases for the subject site were: 76-
ZN-1992#2 and 12-PP-1995. 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES: 

Ordinance 

B. Any development on the property is subject to the requirements of Scottsdale Revised Code, 
Chapter 46, Article VI, Section 46-134 - Discoveries of archaeological resources during construction. 
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Barnes, Jeff

From: David Clark <dclark@a-tacinc.com>

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2025 10:00 AM

To: Barnes, Jeff; Kellie Clark; Mfischer53@gmail.com

Subject: Pre-Application #459 PA 2024

���External Email: Please use cau�on if opening links or a�achments! 

 

Good morning Mr. Barnes, 

 

We received this morning a copy of a le�er from Johnny Angelone in the Desert Summit community reques�ng a change 

of envelope to accommodate building on top of the hill located on lot 34 of Desert Summit. 

 

We recently built on Lot 35 at Desert Summit. We wanted to reach out and advise that we plan to contest a build where 

he has proposed, as it requires a change of building envelope and we have concerns with them excava�ng so closely 

above our retaining walls. 

 

We purchased this property with considera�on of the approved envelope in lot 34.  Any change to the envelope would 

be completely contrary to the development plans for the community and our personal investment for our residence. 

 

If this building envelope is extended or altered for Lot 34 it opens up the ability to add or change the envelope on other 

homes within the preserve.  The current owner was aware of the envelope when he purchased the property, as it is his 

responsibility as the buyer to do proper due diligence. 

 

I have also copied the neighbor located on the east side of Lot 34 in Lot 33, Mark Fischer.  Mr. Fischer also has concerns 

with this proposal and intends to contest the request as well. 

 

Please let us know you have received the email and if you have any ques�ons or concerns.  Our formal contest of this 

proposal will be forthcoming. 

 

Thank you! 

 

David Clark 

ATAC, Inc. 

Sent from my cell 

909.303.0777 

JBarnes
Text Box
ATTACHMENT #18



1

Barnes, Jeff

From: Ronald Cohen <rcbrady@ameritech.net>

Sent: Sunday, March 9, 2025 9:07 PM

To: Barnes, Jeff

Subject: Pre-Application Number: Project 459 PA 2024

���External Email: Please use cau�on if opening links or a�achments! 

 

Jeff 

 

Reference is made to Project 459 PA 2024 which iI believe is a preliminary request made by lot owner Johnny Angelone 

to build a home on Desert Summit  lot 34 located at 27241 N. 112th Place in Sco�sdale. It appears Mr, Angelone is 

reques�ng  a dras�c change to the loca�on of a  long established  building envelope to build on the top of this 2 acre 

hillside lot. 

 

I am the homeowner of  lot #63 in Desert Summit which abuts and borders Mr. Angelone’s lot.  I strongly object to 

changing the building envelope on lot 34 to the top eleva�on on the lot for numerous reasons. 

 

I am not very familiar with Sco�sdale zoning  procedures. 

What is the current status of this applica�on? 

What steps can I take to voice my objec�ons to changing the building envelope for lot 34? 

 

Your guidance would be appreciated. 

 

Thanks 

Ron Cohen 

11310 E. Pinon Dr., Sdo�sdale 

708-205-1130 (cell) 



City of Scottsdale

From: NoReply
To: Projectinput
Subject: Case 12-PP-1905#2
Date: Wednesday, April 2, 2025 1:44:40 PM

I strongly object to the applicants request to drastically change the established building
envelope for lot 34. Constructing a long winding driveway and moving the building envelope to
the near top of a hill on the lot most certainly would conflict with Scottsdale NAOS guidelines.
The applicant alleges flooding issues as a reason to change the building envelope. IF there any
drainage or flooding issues, they most likely can be solved more economically with construction
or expansion of a culvert. The Scottsdale building envelope for this lot was well known to the
applicant when he purchased the lot years ago. A request to radically change the envelope to
build a home near the highest elevation of the lot for the purpose of having a better view
should not be allowed. -- sent by Ron Cohen (case# 12-PP-1995#2)

  © 2025 City of Scottsdale. All Rights Reserved.

https://www.scottsdaleaz.gov/
mailto:rcbrady@ameritech.net
mailto:Projectinput@Scottsdaleaz.gov
https://www.scottsdaleaz.gov/


From: Paul Jawin
To: Projectinput
Subject: 12-PP-1995#2 DESERT SUMMIT LOT 34 - BUILDING ENVELOPE
Date: Thursday, April 3, 2025 4:51:57 PM

External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!

Dear Mr. Barnes,

I reside at 11307 E Piñon Drive in Desert Summit and am writing to comment on the captioned proposed building
envelope change. I support and agree with other neighbors that feel it is unfair to allow changes in the building
envelope the would place the house on the top of the hill and obstruct the views of other homeowners.  All of the
homeowners bought their properties in reliance on the existing building envelopes and it would be unfair to change
them in a manner that adversely impacts the neighbors. The propose change would also cause a much greater
disturbance of the site than if left in its current position, which would have the least impact.

Thank you,

Paul Jawin

mailto:p_jawin@yahoo.com
mailto:Projectinput@Scottsdaleaz.gov


City of Scottsdale

From: NoReply
To: Projectinput
Subject: Case 12 - PP-1995 II Desert Summit Lot 34 Building Envelope
Date: Monday, March 24, 2025 10:57:23 AM

We don't need new residential on environmentally sensitive land ! -- sent by Carolyn Kinville
(case# 12-PP-1995#2)

  © 2025 City of Scottsdale. All Rights Reserved.
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mailto:jckn1746@gmail.com
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Barnes, Jeff

From: Jai Larman <jlarman987@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2025 8:31 AM

To: Barnes, Jeff

Subject: Pre-Application #459 PA 2024

���External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  

Dear Mr. Barnes,  

 

I am in receipt of your packet sent on 2/25/2025 regarding the request to change site plans. I am writing 

to express my concern.  The open space between (buffer) between Desert Summit and Atalon 

Community is one of the only (North-South) wildlife corridors between Alma School and 118th.  This area 

does allow for some safe space for these native animals to move, live and thrive within the many housing 

communities that now exist in the N. Scottsdale area.  If this request is approved this corridor (buffer) 

shrinks significantly.  I ask that you take this into consideration when making a decision on the requested 

change of approved building plans.  The current approved building location would have been known 

when Mr. Angelone purchased this piece of property.  I am struggling to accept his suggestion that the 

current building location is difficult due to its "distinctly challenging" terrain.  

 

Thank you for considering my comments in your decision.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Jai Larman 

Scottsdale Resident 

Atalon Community 



1

Barnes, Jeff

From: Robert Lisowski <RWLisowski@outlook.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 5, 2025 9:23 AM

To: Barnes, Jeff; bigjangelone@gmail.com

Subject: Desert Summit Lot 34 Development Application

Attachments: Angelone Lot 34 Dvlpmt App.pdf; Angelone Lot 34 Dvlpmt App.pdf

���External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  

Dear Jeff Barnes (City of Scottsdale) & Johnny Angelone (Lot 34 Homeowner): 

 

I received by mail the attached Desert Summit Lot 34 Development Application and Project Information Details. 

Thank you. 

 

I am an adjacent neighbor, residing in the Talon Ranch neighborhood at 11435 E Quail Track Dr, Scottsdale, AZ 

85262; otherwise referred to as Maricopa Co. Parcel # 216-79-341. 

 

In 2016, before purchasing the most expensive lot offered by Toll Brothers in Talon Ranch, I did my due diligence in 

reviewing the building envelopes of all lots within my territorial view of the natural desert hills looking northwest, 

west and southwest — views which were a major contributing factor in determining my lot’s value. My review of 

those building envelopes in Desert Summit indicated no significant potential view alterations or obstructions. I 

consequently moved forward with my purchase. 

 

Now, in 2025, if the Lot 34 building envelope is to be changed, potentially nullifying the basis of my purchase 

decision, I first need to understand what, if any, impact that might have on the value of my investment. 

 

Therefore, based on Lot 34’s proposed new building envelope, and assuming the specific planned house location, 

profile and height, I respectfully request an artist / architectural rendering of how, if at all, the Lot 34 proposed 

change would affect my southwest view. 

 

I have attached a pdf depicting my specific view concerns. 

 

Thank you, 

 

Bob Lisowski 

 



Lot 34
Proposed

New 
Building 

Envelope

SW VIEW
(From 11435 E Quail Track Dr)

Desert Summit
Lot 33

SW VIEW CONCERN
FROM 11435 E QUAIL TRACK DR

11435 E Quail Track Dr

Lot 33

Lot 35
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Barnes, Jeff

From: Danny Proko <danny.proko@outlook.com>

Sent: Thursday, April 10, 2025 2:26 PM

To: Barnes, Jeff

Subject: 12-PP-1995#2 / DESERT SUMMIT LOT 34 - BUILDING ENVELOPE

���External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  

Mr. Barnes, 

 

As residents of Lot 64, which runs adjacent and nearby to Lot 34, and Desert Summit (DS) homeowners, we do 

not agree with the relocation of Lot 34's building envelope for these reasons: 

• According to the DS Architectural and Landscape Guidelines, dated Jan 2009, DS Board approval is 

required before altering the exterior appearance of any lot.  During the latest March 2025 public HOA 

meeting, this approval was not sought, nor of course, approved.  It's abundantly clear in other places 

throughout this document, Board and ARC approval is required to change Lot configurations from the 

baseline. 

• Even so, the proposal is missing key information, i.e., the basic home design and position on the lot to 

identify key features impacting neighboring homes.  The document is quite clear about the impact to 

the natural landscape, elevations, neighbors, as well as how this impacts the due diligence required for 

the DS HOA Board's approval within these guidelines.   

• To this end, the Guidelines seek "to minimize the impact of construction on the desert terrain.  The 

homes within Desert Summit shall be sensitive to existing site contours, native vegetation, views, and 

neighboring lots.  This will be achieved by using materials and creating forms that minimize reflection, 

exposure, and mimic natural elements in the surrounding desert.  The Homeowner must use the 

topography and vegetation to shield the Homeowner's residence from neighboring lots and streets." 

• The 31 March 1998 amended DS CCR&Es' Exhibit A is also clear about prevention of negative impacts 

"to the natural or existing surface or drainage thereon."  "Any grading must be performed with 

minimum disruption to the Lot and shall not cause water existing on the Lot to drain from different 

points, in greater quantities or at greater velocities than occurred in its natural condition."  Also, 

"Sensitivity to height and relationship to other Living Units immediately surrounding the Lot must be 

taken into consideration and will play a role in the review process by the Committe." 

• Our home sits very low on Lot 64, below a decent-sized hill, with varying washes running down both 

sides, one of them quite large.  When we first moved in, we had significant water run-off that came 

down the hill and over our wall and into our pool area, even down our driveway.  A simple, small berm 

helped divert the water to each side, into the washes where the other drainage went, without 

negatively impacting our neighbors.  In fact, they were happier about that solution and adding rip-rap, 

given there was no more sand washing out in front of their houses after each heavy monsoon. 

• Finally, Lot 34's building envelope was well-known at purchase time.  If it were me, and I did the proper 

due diligence, I wouldn't have purchased that lot if it didn't fit my desired final custom home location 

and/or configuration.  The disruption to neighbors and lack of consideration of the current neighbors, 

who followed the city and HOA guidelines, are a bit too much to ask several years after the lot's 

purchase.  Nobody currently living in our neighborhood wants to see a house perched above all the 

others, if it is unfortunately placed at a higher elevation than originally finalized.  It would stand out 

and disrupt the normal neighborhood vibe and atmosphere, not to mention being invasive of others' 

privacy below. 
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Thanks for your time and request for comment on this matter. 

 

Sincerely, 

Danny 

c.703.201.6036 

11334 E Pinon Dr 

Scottsdale, AZ 85262 

 

========== 

Daniel A. Proko, Jr 

Arizona 



City of Scottsdale

From: NoReply
To: Projectinput
Subject: 12-PP-1995#2
Date: Thursday, May 1, 2025 7:20:27 PM

I am the direct neighbor of this property. My address is 27189 N. 112th place. There are
several concerns that the community has, but I would like to point out some obvious facts. Mr.
Angelone has tried to sell his property a few times, and you can see on zillow currently that the
last price was quite high and also based on false information. Online, it is stated that the
building envelope is located at the exact spot he's fighting for. False advertising, and also
correlates to the huge price tag he put on the property. The listing was taken down, when he
realized he couldn't sell the property with the location he desired.
https://www.zillow.com/homedetails/27241-N-112th-Pl-LOT-34-Scottsdale-AZ-
85262/2078093915_zpid/ All residents in the community built their homes within city and HOA
guidelines. It is Mr. Angelone's responsibility to do proper due diligence upon purchasing
property. He did not and cannot change the community due to his lack of responsibility. -- sent
by Kellie Clark (case# 12-PP-1995#2)

  © 2025 City of Scottsdale. All Rights Reserved.
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