
Current Planning Department Page 1 of 1 
7447 E. Indian School Road 
Scottsdale, AZ 85251 

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD 
REGULAR MEETING MEMORANDUM 

Item No.  6 

Meeting Date:  October 15, 2020 

Topic:  Public Comment for case 28‐DR‐2020 (Axon) 

From:  Greg Bloemberg, Senior Planner 

Through:  Brad Carr, AICP, LEED‐AP, Development Review Board Coordinator 

Background 

Development Review Board, 

At  the  time  the  Development  Review  Board  Report  was  being  written  for  this  proposal,  staff  had 
received very  little public comment.   Since  the publishing of  the Report,  staff has  received numerous 
emails from residents of the Stonebrook II community located southwest of the proposed Axon building.  
Staff  is providing that correspondence (attached to this memo) as an addendum to the published staff 
report. 

Greg Bloemberg 
Senior Planner  

Attachments 
1. Public comment
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Kuester, Kelli
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:25 AM
To: Carrah Abele
Cc: Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: RE: Axon proposed development

Hello Mr. and Mrs. Abele, 
 
Thank you for emailing Mayor Lane and the City Councilmembers and for taking the time to share your input prior to the 
November 10th City Council meeting.  Senior Planner Greg Bloemberg is copied on this email and will make sure your 
comments are included in the case file and is also the best resource should you have any questions on this project.   
 
More information can be found here:  https://eservices.scottsdaleaz.gov/bldgresources/Cases/Details/51367 
 
Kelli Kuester 
Management Assistant to the Mayor 
3939 N. Drinkwater Blvd., Scottsdale, AZ  85251 kkuester@scottsdaleaz.gov 
(480) 312-7977 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Carrah Abele <carrah1@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Sunday, October 11, 2020 3:05 PM 
To: Bloemberg, Greg <GBLO@Scottsdaleaz.gov>; Planning Commission <Planningcommission@scottsdaleaz.gov>; City 
Council <CityCouncil@scottsdaleaz.gov> 
Subject: Axon proposed development 
 
 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments! 
 
Dear members of the Scottsdale Planning Department, the Scottsdale Planning Commission, and the Scottsdale City 
Council: 
 
I am writing to express my deep concern about the Axon proposed development (13- ZN-2020 and 2S-DR-2020) in 
Crossroads East, which abuts our residential community. This proposal as it stands leaves us with many serious 
concerns, specifically: 
 
1) Traffic impacts and road redesigns: The impacts to us could be dramatic. There needs to be a traffic study. 
2) Noise impacts: The noise impacts to our community could be substantial. There needs to be a noise study. 
3) Building design: The design of the proposed building is objectionable. The request for a 7-story variance is obtrusive 
and likely will obstruct our view of the McDowell Mountains. An elevation analysis of this last item is needed. 
4) Environmental impacts. There needs to be an environmental impact study that addresses emissions, groundwater, 
project discharges, and any odors. 
5) Light pollution: the lighting impacts to our community are substantial and will negatively affect the enjoyment of our 
homes and community. There needs to be a lighting review and light pollution study. 
 
This proposal as it stands requires a greater analysis by the city and more transparency by the developer. It should be 
noted that while our community, Scottsdale Stonebrook II, is the ONLY residential single-family home community 
affected by this proposal, there is no mention of considerations in the proposal that would speak to the issues above nor 
have they contacted any community representative. 
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Please take another look at what this proposal suggests and how it might negatively impact our community. It deserves 
more time for review, revision, and studies. 
 
Thank you very much for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
Carrah and Steve Abele 
Date October 11, 2020 









 
 
 
Dear members of the Scottsdale Planning Department, the Scottsdale Planning 
Commission, and the Scottsdale City Council: 
 
I am writing to express my deep concern about the Axon proposed development (13-
ZN-2020 and 2S-DR-2020) in Crossroads East, which abuts our residential community.  
This proposal as it stands leaves us with many serious concerns, specifically: 
 
1) Traffic impacts and road redesigns: The impacts to us could be dramatic. There 
needs to be a traffic study. 
 
2) Noise impacts: The noise impacts to our community could be substantial. There 
needs to be a noise study. 
 
3) Building design: The design of the proposed building is objectionable. The request for 
a 7-story variance is obtrusive and likely will obstruct our view of the McDowell 
Mountains. An elevation analysis of this last item is needed. 
 
4) Environmental impacts. There needs to be an environmental impact study that 
addresses emissions, groundwater, project discharges, and any odors. 
 
5) Light pollution: the lighting impacts to our community are substantial and will 
negatively affect the enjoyment of our homes and community. There needs to be a 
lighting review and light pollution study. 
 
This proposal as it stands requires a greater analysis by the city and more transparency 
by the developer. It should be noted that while our community, Scottsdale 
Stonebrook II, is the ONLY residential single-family home community affected by 
this proposal, there is no mention of considerations in the proposal that would 
speak to the issues above nor have they contacted any community 
representative. 
 
Please take another look at what this proposal suggests and how it might negatively 
impact our community. It deserves more time for review, revision, and studies.  
 
Thank you very much for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Signed _________________________ 
 
Date ___________________________ 
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Kuester, Kelli
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:24 AM
To: David Chou
Cc: City Council; Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: RE: Axon development

Hello Mr. Chou, 
 
Thank you for emailing Mayor Lane and the City Councilmembers and for taking the time to share your input prior to the 
November 10th City Council meeting.  Senior Planner Greg Bloemberg is copied on this email and will make sure your 
comments are included in the case file and is also the best resource should you have any questions on this project.   
 
More information can be found here:  https://eservices.scottsdaleaz.gov/bldgresources/Cases/Details/51367 
 
Kelli Kuester 
Management Assistant to the Mayor 
3939 N. Drinkwater Blvd., Scottsdale, AZ  85251 
kkuester@scottsdaleaz.gov  
(480) 312-7977 
 

From: David Chou <dave_ne@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 1:05 PM 
To: City Council <CityCouncil@scottsdaleaz.gov> 
Subject: Axon development 
 
 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  

Dear members of the Scottsdale City Council, 

I am writing to express my deep concern about the Axon proposed development (13-ZN-2020 and 2S-DR-2020) in 
Crossroads East, which abuts our residential community. This proposal as it stands leaves us with many serious 
concerns, specifically:  

1) Traffic impacts and road redesigns: The impacts to us could be dramatic. There needs to be a traffic study.  

2) Noise impacts: The noise impacts to our community could be substantial. There needs to be a noise study.  

3) Building design: The design of the proposed building is objectionable. The request for a 7-story variance is obtrusive 
and likely will obstruct our view of the McDowell Mountains. An elevation analysis of this last item is needed.  

4) Environmental impacts. There needs to be an environmental impact study that addresses emissions, groundwater, 
project discharges, and any odors.  

5) Light pollution: the lighting impacts to our community are substantial and will negatively affect the enjoyment of our 
homes and community. There needs to be a lighting review and light pollution study.  

This proposal as it stands requires a greater analysis by the city and more transparency by the developer. It should be 
noted that while our community, Scottsdale Stonebrook II, is the ONLY residential single-family home community 
affected by this proposal, there is no mention of considerations in the proposal that would speak to the issues above 
nor have they contacted any community representative.  
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Please take another look at what this proposal suggests and how it might negatively impact our community. It deserves 
more time for review, revision, and studies. Thank you very much for your consideration.  

  

Sincerely,  

David Chou  
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Peggy Fawcett <pjf0731@aol.com>
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 3:10 PM
To: Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: Scottsdale Stonebrook II

 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments! 
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Cheryl Fernandez <cfernandez@cableone.net>
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 7:14 AM
To: Bloemberg, Greg; Planning Commission; City Council
Subject: Scottsdale Axon Proposed Development
Attachments: Dear City Planning.pdf; FINAL CherylCardBack.pdf

 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  
 
Signed:  
Cheryl Fernandez and Luis Fernandez    October 10 2020 
 
Cheryl Fernandez, REALTOR®, ABR® 
Realty Executives Arizona Territory 
 
http://TheWayHomeAZ.com 
 
 
 
BEWARE! WIRE FRAUD IS ON THE RISE.  
Accepting wire and disbursement instructions by email is DANGEROUS! Fraudsters are sending impostor emails with 
fake wire instructions. Verify by calling your Escrow Officer using previously known contact information prior to sending 
funds. DO NOT RELY ON CONTACT INFORMATION IN A POSSIBLY FRAUDULENT EMAIL.     
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Paul Haizlip <paulhaizlip@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 12:41 AM
To: Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: Axon proposed development (13-  ZN-2020 and 2S-DR-2020)

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

Dear members of the Scottsdale Planning Department, the Scottsdale Planning Commission, and the Scottsdale City 
Council: 

I am writing to express my deep concern about the Axon proposed development (13-ZN-2020 and 2S-DR-2020) in 
Crossroads East, which abuts our residential community.  
 
This proposal as it stands leaves us with many serious concerns, specifically: 
 
1) Traffic impacts and road redesigns: The impacts to us could be dramatic. There needs to be a traffic study. 
 
2) Noise impacts: The noise impacts to our community could be substantial. There needs to be a noise study. 
 
3) Building design: The design of the proposed building is objectionable. The request for a 7-story variance is obtrusive 
and likely will obstruct our view of the McDowell Mountains. An elevation analysis of this last item is needed. 

4)  Environmental impacts. There needs to be an environmental impact study that  
addresses emissions, groundwater, project discharges, and any odors.  

5) Light pollution: the lighting impacts to our community are substantial and will  
negatively affect the enjoyment of our homes and community. There needs to be a lighting review and light pollution 
study.  

This proposal as it stands requires a greater analysis by the city and more transparency by the developer. It should be 
noted that while our community, Scottsdale Stonebrook II, is the ONLY residential single-family home community 
affected by this proposal, there is no mention of considerations in the proposal that would speak to the issues above nor 
have they contacted any community representative.  

Please take another look at what this proposal suggests and how inegativ negatively impact our community. It deserves 
more time for review, revision, and studies.  
 
Thank you very much for your consideration.  

Sincerely,  
Paul, Suzanne & J. Elwood Haizlip 
10/11/2020  
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Christopher Harper <harper.cs@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 1:17 PM
To: City Council; Bloemberg, Greg; Planning Commission
Subject: City cases 13-ZN-2020 and 2S-DR-2000.

 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  
See attached. Thx  





1

From: Christopher Harper <harper.cs@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2020 9:52 AM 
To: Kuester, Kelli <KKuester@Scottsdaleaz.gov> 
Cc: Bloemberg, Greg <GBLO@Scottsdaleaz.gov> 
Subject: Re: City cases 13‐ZN‐2020 and 2S‐DR‐2000. 

⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments! 
Thanks for the help.  

Few extra notes... 
1. Not opposed to the project, it will be nice to have some more development behind our neighborhood.  Just not a fan
of the additional two floors.  Five floors plus screening for roof equipment is getting very tall compared to existing in the
area.  Also assuming the building pad will have to be raised for flood requirements.  Was ok with the height of
Nationwide, but did not like the building pad being raised as much as it was.  Building pushed pretty far east, which is
nice, but it won't be long before they expand and we end up with another Axon building further west behind the
neighborhood if approved for 5 floors.
2. Preferred previous master plan with Perimeter Drive being extended through this site and connecting to the new
Mayo Blvd on east side of Hayden.  Helped push traffic away from our neighborhood.  Proposed design dumps all of
Axon traffic heading to west to Hayden/west bound 101 onto Mayo and through a new roundabout connecting to our
neighborhood.  Traffic on existing Mayo Blvd heavy in morning and backs up in evening as it is with the existing Axon
campus and other businesses in the Perimeter Center.
3. Be nice to see access to Hayden directly from Axon campus vs running traffic down to Mayo Blvd.
4. Assuming the manf. portion of the project will run nights and/or split shifts, which will increase traffic at certain
normally off‐hours (nights/weekends/etc).  So better to push traffic away from the neighborhood.
5. Very modern building, I am sure SmithGroup will do a great job once they get going with full design docs, but building
a bit flashy compared to existing architecture in Perimeter Center.  Very bright colors.
6. Would like to see the future fire station further north towards 101, though I suspect it will still be loud when they go
on calls.

thx 
Chris 

On Mon, Oct 12, 2020 at 9:37 AM Kuester, Kelli <KKuester@scottsdaleaz.gov> wrote: 
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Richard Isaac <rpi2@cox.net>
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 4:26 PM
To: Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: Axon Development

 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  
To whom it may concern:  
 
I am a resident of the Scottsdale Stonebrook ll community.  I really do not want this Axon Development to proceed 
without further review and studies as indicated in the attached letter which I’ve signed. 
 
In short, I just do not understand why Axon cannot move this project further north away from single family homes.    
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Richard Isaac 
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Kuester, Kelli
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:30 AM
To: James Joyce
Cc: Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: RE: Axon Development

Hello, 
 
Thank you for emailing Mayor Lane and the City Councilmembers and for taking the time to share your input prior to the 
November 10th City Council meeting.  Senior Planner Greg Bloemberg is copied on this email and will make sure your 
comments are included in the case file and is also the best resource should you have any questions on this project.   
 
More information can be found here:  https://eservices.scottsdaleaz.gov/bldgresources/Cases/Details/51367 
 
 
Kelli Kuester 
Management Assistant to the Mayor 
3939 N. Drinkwater Blvd., Scottsdale, AZ  85251 
kkuester@scottsdaleaz.gov  
(480) 312-7977 
 

From: James Joyce <ws8103.0839@gmail.com>  
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 5:36 PM 
To: Planning Commission <Planningcommission@scottsdaleaz.gov> 
Cc: City Council <CityCouncil@scottsdaleaz.gov>; Bloemberg, Greg <GBLO@Scottsdaleaz.gov> 
Subject: Axon Development 
 
 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Kuester, Kelli
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:24 AM
To: Lisa Kotler
Cc: City Council; Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: RE: Proposed Axon development

Hello Ms. Kotler, 
 
Thank you for emailing Mayor Lane and the City Councilmembers and for taking the time to share your input prior to the 
November 10th City Council meeting.  Senior Planner Greg Bloemberg is copied on this email and will make sure your 
comments are included in the case file and is also the best resource should you have any questions on this project.   
 
More information can be found here:  https://eservices.scottsdaleaz.gov/bldgresources/Cases/Details/51367 
 
 
Kelli Kuester 
Management Assistant to the Mayor 
3939 N. Drinkwater Blvd., Scottsdale, AZ  85251 
kkuester@scottsdaleaz.gov  
(480) 312-7977 
 

From: Lisa Kotler <lkandellmsrd@cox.net>  
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 3:12 PM 
To: City Council <CityCouncil@scottsdaleaz.gov> 
Subject: Proposed Axon development 
Importance: High 
 
 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  

This project is a BAD idea. It is an infringement on our privacy and the serenity of our neighborhood. 
The land directly north of Scottsdale Stonebrook II from 82nd Street (east) to Hayden Rd (west) and 
Mayo Blvd (north) to the 101 Freeway should be zoned for RESIDENTIAL ONLY.  
 
The area from 82nd Street east to the 101 South Loop and north of Mayo boulevard would stay zoned 
for commercial business but with height restrictions, light restrictions and noise restrictions. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
 

Lisa Kotler 
Remember to laugh everyday! 
 
Resident of Scottsdale Stonebrook II since 1998. 
 



 
 
 
Dear members of the Scottsdale Planning Department, the Scottsdale Planning 
Commission, and the Scottsdale City Council: 
 
I am writing to express my deep concern about the Axon proposed development (13-
ZN-2020 and 2S-DR-2020) in Crossroads East, which abuts our residential community.  
This proposal as it stands leaves us with many serious concerns, specifically: 
 
1) Traffic impacts and road redesigns: The impacts to us could be dramatic. There 
needs to be a traffic study. 
 
2) Noise impacts: The noise impacts to our community could be substantial. There 
needs to be a noise study. 
 
3) Building design: The design of the proposed building is objectionable. The request for 
a 7-story variance is obtrusive and likely will obstruct our view of the McDowell 
Mountains. An elevation analysis of this last item is needed. 
 
4) Environmental impacts. There needs to be an environmental impact study that 
addresses emissions, groundwater, project discharges, and any odors. 
 
5) Light pollution: the lighting impacts to our community are substantial and will 
negatively affect the enjoyment of our homes and community. There needs to be a 
lighting review and light pollution study. 
 
This proposal as it stands requires a greater analysis by the city and more transparency 
by the developer. It should be noted that while our community, Scottsdale 
Stonebrook II, is the ONLY residential single-family home community affected by 
this proposal, there is no mention of considerations in the proposal that would 
speak to the issues above nor have they contacted any community 
representative. 
 
Please take another look at what this proposal suggests and how it might negatively 
impact our community. It deserves more time for review, revision, and studies.  
 
Thank you very much for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Signed _________________________ 
 
Date ___________________________ 
 
 
 

10/12/2020













1

Bloemberg, Greg

From: Kuester, Kelli
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:29 AM
To: Kevin
Cc: Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: RE: Axon Proposed Development

Hello Kevin, 
 
Thank you for emailing Mayor Lane and the City Councilmembers and for taking the time to share your input prior to the 
November 10th City Council meeting.  Senior Planner Greg Bloemberg is copied on this email and will make sure your 
comments are included in the case file and is also the best resource should you have any questions on this project.   
 
More information can be found here:  https://eservices.scottsdaleaz.gov/bldgresources/Cases/Details/51367 
 
 
Kelli Kuester 
Management Assistant to the Mayor 
3939 N. Drinkwater Blvd., Scottsdale, AZ  85251 
kkuester@scottsdaleaz.gov  
(480) 312-7977 
 

From: Kevin <kev_master@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 1:40 PM 
To: City Council <CityCouncil@scottsdaleaz.gov> 
Subject: Axon Proposed Development 
 
 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  

Hi, 
 
Please see attached file on the Axon Proposed Development. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Rusk 
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Kuester, Kelli
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:28 AM
To: SIMON SPAIZMAN
Cc: Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: RE: Axon proposal North

Hello Melissa, 
 
Thank you for emailing Mayor Lane and the City Councilmembers and for taking the time to share your input prior to the 
November 10th City Council meeting.  Senior Planner Greg Bloemberg is copied on this email and will make sure your 
comments are included in the case file and is also the best resource should you have any questions on this project.   
 
More information can be found here:  https://eservices.scottsdaleaz.gov/bldgresources/Cases/Details/51367 
 
 
Kelli Kuester 
Management Assistant to the Mayor 
3939 N. Drinkwater Blvd., Scottsdale, AZ  85251 
kkuester@scottsdaleaz.gov  
(480) 312-7977 
 

From: SIMON SPAIZMAN <SIMNMEL@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 11:50 AM 
To: City Council <CityCouncil@scottsdaleaz.gov> 
Subject: Axon proposal North 
 
 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments! 
 
Dear City council members, please see attached letter 
Thank you 
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Sent from my iPhone 
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: SIMON SPAIZMAN <SIMNMEL@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 11:44 AM
To: Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: Axon proposal

 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments! 
 
Dear Governor, 
I have attached a letter. 
Thank you 

 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Kuester, Kelli
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2020 8:27 AM
To: Susi Stone
Cc: Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: RE: Axon proposed development

Hello Ms. Stone, 
 
Thank you for emailing Mayor Lane and the City Councilmembers and for taking the time to share your input prior to the 
November 10th City Council meeting.  Senior Planner Greg Bloemberg is copied on this email and will make sure your 
comments are included in the case file and is also the best resource should you have any questions on this project.   
 
More information can be found here:  https://eservices.scottsdaleaz.gov/bldgresources/Cases/Details/51367 
 
 
Kelli Kuester 
Management Assistant to the Mayor 
3939 N. Drinkwater Blvd., Scottsdale, AZ  85251 
kkuester@scottsdaleaz.gov  
(480) 312-7977 
 

From: Susi Stone <susidos@gmail.com>  
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 6:03 PM 
To: City Council <CityCouncil@scottsdaleaz.gov> 
Subject: Axon proposed development 
 
 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  

 
Octobert 10, 2020 
 
Dear members of the Scottsdale Planning Department, the Scottsdale Planning Commission, and the Scottsdale City 
Council: I am writing to express my deep concern about the Axon proposed development (13- ZN-2020 and 2S-DR-2020) 
in Crossroads East, which abuts our residential community. This proposal as it stands leaves us with many serious 
concerns, specifically: 1) Traffic impacts and road redesigns: The impacts to us could be dramatic. There needs to be a 
traffic study. 2) Noise impacts: The noise impacts to our community could be substantial. There needs to be a noise 
study. 3) Building design: The design of the proposed building is objectionable. The request for a 7-story variance is 
obtrusive and likely will obstruct our view of the McDowell Mountains. An elevation analysis of this last item is needed. 
4) Environmental impacts. There needs to be an environmental impact study that addresses emissions, groundwater, 
project discharges, and any odors. 5) Light pollution: the lighting impacts to our community are substantial and will 
negatively affect the enjoyment of our homes and community. There needs to be a lighting review and light pollution 
study. This proposal as it stands requires a greater analysis by the city and more transparency by the developer. It should 
be noted that while our community, Scottsdale Stonebrook II, is the ONLY residential single-family home community 
affected by this proposal, there is no mention of considerations in the proposal that would speak to the issues above nor 
have they contacted any community representative. Please take another look at what this proposal suggests and how it 
might negatively impact our community. It deserves more time for review, revision, and studies. Thank you very much 
for your consideration.  
 
Sincerely,  
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Susan Stone 
8059 E Michelle Dr       
Scottsdale 85255 
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Bob Stone <bobstone1048@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 5:51 PM
To: Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: Axon proposed developmen

 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  
 
Octobert 10, 2020 
 
Dear members of the Scottsdale Planning Department, the Scottsdale Planning Commission, and the Scottsdale City 
Council: I am writing to express my deep concern about the Axon proposed development (13- ZN-2020 and 2S-DR-2020) 
in Crossroads East, which abuts our residential community. This proposal as it stands leaves us with many serious 
concerns, specifically: 1) Traffic impacts and road redesigns: The impacts to us could be dramatic. There needs to be a 
traffic study. 2) Noise impacts: The noise impacts to our community could be substantial. There needs to be a noise 
study. 3) Building design: The design of the proposed building is objectionable. The request for a 7-story variance is 
obtrusive and likely will obstruct our view of the McDowell Mountains. An elevation analysis of this last item is needed. 
4) Environmental impacts. There needs to be an environmental impact study that addresses emissions, groundwater, 
project discharges, and any odors. 5) Light pollution: the lighting impacts to our community are substantial and will 
negatively affect the enjoyment of our homes and community. There needs to be a lighting review and light pollution 
study. This proposal as it stands requires a greater analysis by the city and more transparency by the developer. It should 
be noted that while our community, Scottsdale Stonebrook II, is the ONLY residential single-family home community 
affected by this proposal, there is no mention of considerations in the proposal that would speak to the issues above nor 
have they contacted any community representative. Please take another look at what this proposal suggests and how it 
might negatively impact our community. It deserves more time for review, revision, and studies. Thank you very much 
for your consideration.  
 
Sincerely,  
Robert Stone 
8059 E Michelle Dr       
Scottsdale 85255 
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negatively affect the enjoyment of our homes and community"丁here needs to be a

lighting review and =ght po=ution study,

This proposai as it stands requires a greater anaIysis by the city and more transparency

by the developer, 1t should be noted that whiIe ou「 community, Scottsda看e

Stonebrook 11, is the ONLY residential single-family home community affected by

this proposal, the「e is no mention of considerations in the proposal that wouid

SPeak to the issues above nor have they contacted any community

representative,

P!ease take another Iook at what this proposal suggests and how it might negativeIy

impact our community. 1t deserves more time for review, reVision, and studies・

Thank you very much for you「 COnSideration.





Dear members of the Scottsdale Planning Department, the Scottsdale Planning Commission, and 

the Scottsdale City Council: 

I am writing to express my deep concern about the Axon proposed development (13-ZN-2020 

and 2S-DR-2020) in Crossroads East, which abuts our residential community. This proposal as it 

stands leaves us with many serious concerns, specifically: 

1) Traffic impacts and road redesigns: The impacts to us could be dramatic. There needs to be a 

traffic study. 

2) Noiseimpacts: The noise impacts to our community could be substantial. There needs to be a 

noise study. 

3) Building design: The design of the proposed building is objectionable. The request for a 7-

story variance is obtrusive and likely will obstruct our view of the McDowell Mountains. An 

elevation analysis of this last item is needed. 

4) Environmental impacts. There needs to be an environmental impact study that 

addressesemissions, groundwater, project discharges, and any odors. 

5) Light pollution: the lighting impacts to our community are substantial and will negatively 

affect the enjoyment of our homes and community. There needs to be a lighting review and light 

pollution study. 

This proposal as it stands requires a greater analysis by the city and more transparency by the 

developer. It should be noted that while our community, Scottsdale Stonebrook II, is the ONLY 

residential single-family home community affected by this proposal, there is no mention of 

considerations in the proposal that would speak to the issues above nor have they contacted any 

community representative.  

Please take another look at what this proposal suggests and how it might negatively impact our 

community. It deserves more time for review, revision, and studies. Thank you very much for 

your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Alivia Wieseler  10/11/2020 
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Bloemberg, Greg

From: Connie <conniezimmerman@earthlink.net>
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2020 5:13 PM
To: Bloemberg, Greg
Cc: Donovan Zimmerman
Subject: Re: Protest of Axon zonning change

 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  
Thank you for the clarification and follow up. What I meant is that our neighborhood only has one access point in and 
out of the neighborhood onto 82nd Street. We do have 2 exits at Michelle and Teresa onto 82nd Street. The concern is 
the dependence on 82nd Street.  Additional development and traffic planning should take into account how they affect 
traffic flow on 82nd Street. If we had an access point into our neighborhood from the North, South or West as well it 
wouldn't make our neighborhood as concerned about these traffic changes and the how the planned roundabout at 
82nd and Mayo will affect 82nd Street.   
Thank you! 
Connie Zimmerman  

Sent from my iPhone 
 
On Oct 8, 2020, at 2:00 PM, Bloemberg, Greg <GBLO@scottsdaleaz.gov> wrote: 

Connie, 
  
Below is the information I received from Transportation.  If you still have additional questions you can 
contact Phil Kercher, Traffic Engineering Manager directly at 480-312-7645, or by email at 
pkercher@scottsdaleaz.gov.   
  
There are actually two access points from the Scottsdale Stonebrook subdivision to 82nd Street, not one 
– Michelle Drive and Theresa Drive. These intersections will remain in place with the planned street 
improvements associated with the Axon development. As part of the improvements required, there will 
be a roundabout installed at the 82nd Street and Mayo Boulevard intersection and a traffic signal at the 
Mayo Boulevard and Hayden Road intersection. These will make it easier to access Hayden Road. The 
Mayo Boulevard street connection from 82nd Street to Perimeter Drive will remain as an alternative 
route to accessing directly onto Princess Drive. Our Traffic Engineering staff did a traffic signal warrant 
analysis at 82nd Street and Princess Drive and the traffic volumes did not meet the necessary warrants. 
With the new street system in place Traffic Engineering will reevaluate the intersection to see if it will 
meet the warrants to justify installing a traffic signal. Feel free to contact us if you have any questions or 
concerns about the changes to the streets in the Scottsdale Stonebrook area. 
  
Regards,  
  
Greg Bloemberg 

Senior Planner 
Current Planning 
City of Scottsdale 
e-mail:  gbloemberg@scottsdaleaz.gov 
phone:  480-312-4306 
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From: Connie Zimmerman <conniezimmerman@earthlink.net>  
Sent: Thursday, October 08, 2020 11:59 AM 
To: Bloemberg, Greg <GBLO@Scottsdaleaz.gov>; 'Donovan Zimmerman' 
<donovan.zimmerman@pesmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Protest of Axon zonning change 
  
 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  

Thank you Mr. Bloemberg –  
  
I would like to request that further study is done for the impact these proposed changes will have on 
82nd Street and accessibility for the Scottsdale Stonebrook II neighborhood.   
  
Residents of Scottsdale Stonebrook II have only one egress from the neighborhood onto 82nd 
Street.  This is very poor planning for emergency purposes.  During the 2019 Phoenix Open, 82nd Street 
and Mayo Blvd were completely blocked at times with lines of uber drivers accessing the birds nest and 
pick up areas.  I witnessed neighbors driving in the oncoming traffic lanes to access entrance to the 
neighborhood and feared that I would not be able to get emergency help in or out should we need 
it.  This was addressed and managed better in 2020 and we appreciate that. 
  
Residents heading north or south on 82nd Street also contend with the unsafe intersection of Princess 
and 82nd Street.  I understand it  was studied recently and deemed that stop signs or a stoplight would 
impede the plan of traffic flow heading east/west on Princess Drive to Hayden and further access to the 
101 to the North or to FLW/Greenway Hayden Loop to the South.  People speed through on Princess 
Drive and the sightlines to the east and west already make it a difficult intersection to pass through.  The 
elderly, newly licensed teens and visitors the area seem to have the most trouble with this intersection. 
The additional traffic these nearby developments will bring will increase the danger for drivers and 
pedestrians. 
  
Given the planned changes to the north end of 82nd Street, to Mayo Boulevard which is our 
neighborhood’s access to the 101 West and additional traffic Axon and the new apartment complex will 
bring to the area, I would like to request that the interest and safety of drivers in Scottsdale Stonebrook 
II is served in all decisions made.   
  
Thank you – 
Connie Zimmerman 
  

From: Bloemberg, Greg [mailto:GBLO@Scottsdaleaz.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, October 8, 2020 8:49 AM 
To: Donovan Zimmerman 
Cc: Connie Zimmerman 
Subject: RE: Protest of Axon zonning change 
  
Mr. Zimmerman, 
  
Thank you for the feedback.  I will see to it your concerns are added to the public record and included in 
future reports.   
  
Let me know if you have any additional concerns or questions.  
  
Regards,  
  
Greg Bloemberg 
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Senior Planner 
Current Planning 
City of Scottsdale 
e-mail:  gbloemberg@scottsdaleaz.gov 
phone:  480-312-4306 
  

From: Donovan Zimmerman <donovan.zimmerman@pesmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, October 07, 2020 8:03 PM 
To: Bloemberg, Greg <GBLO@Scottsdaleaz.gov> 
Cc: Connie Zimmerman <conniezimmerman@earthlink.net> 
Subject: Protest of Axon zonning change 
  
 ⥑⥒⥓External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!  

  
Dear Mr. Bloemberg: 
  
As a resident of Scottsdale Stonebrook II since 1996, I am appalled that the City 
of Scottsdale is planning on changing Zoning so a 7 story building can be built by 
Axon. In addition to increased traffic, the plans call for elimination of one of the 
few access points Mayo blvd. for our neighborhood. Proposed we have to travel 
through multiple traffic circles, traveling North and West to reach Hayden Loop. 
I current travel 1 city block to reach that know. This is a road I am my fellow 
neighbor use on a daily basis. 

  
This is also a concern about the extra traffic traveling south bound on  82nd street 
to a very dangerous intersection Princess and 82nd Street. With no new traffic 
light and triple the traffic this is a death trap in the making. 

  
Please vote NO to the AXON zoning request. 
  
Sincerely; 

  
Donovan Zimmerman, 
Stonebrook II HOA Vice President 
17905 N. 81st Way 
Scottsdale, AZ 85255 
(480) 948-7871 Office 
(480) 948-6123 Fax 
(888) 850-9528 Toll Free 
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Greg Bloemberg 

Senior Planner 
Current Planning 
City of Scottsdale 
e-mail:  gbloemberg@scottsdaleaz.gov 
phone:  480-312-4306 
  



 
 
 
Dear members of the Scottsdale Planning Department, the Scottsdale Planning 
Commission, and the Scottsdale City Council: 
 
I am writing to express my deep concern about the Axon proposed development (13-
ZN-2020 and 2S-DR-2020) in Crossroads East, which abuts our residential community.  
This proposal as it stands leaves us with many serious concerns, specifically: 
 
1) Traffic impacts and road redesigns: The impacts to us could be dramatic. There 
needs to be a traffic study. 
 
2) Noise impacts: The noise impacts to our community could be substantial. There 
needs to be a noise study. 
 
3) Building design: The design of the proposed building is objectionable. The request for 
a 7-story variance is obtrusive and likely will obstruct our view of the McDowell 
Mountains. An elevation analysis of this last item is needed. 
 
4) Environmental impacts. There needs to be an environmental impact study that 
addresses emissions, groundwater, project discharges, and any odors. 
 
5) Light pollution: the lighting impacts to our community are substantial and will 
negatively affect the enjoyment of our homes and community. There needs to be a 
lighting review and light pollution study. 
 
This proposal as it stands requires a greater analysis by the city and more transparency 
by the developer. It should be noted that while our community, Scottsdale 
Stonebrook II, is the ONLY residential single-family home community affected by 
this proposal, there is no mention of considerations in the proposal that would 
speak to the issues above nor have they contacted any community 
representative. 
 
Please take another look at what this proposal suggests and how it might negatively 
impact our community. It deserves more time for review, revision, and studies.  
 
Thank you very much for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Signed _________________________ 
 
Date ___________________________ 
 
 
 

October 13, 2020
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DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD 

REPORT 
 

Meeting Date: October 15, 2020 
General Plan Element: Character and Design 
General Plan Goal: Foster quality design that enhances Scottsdale as a unique 

southwestern desert community. 

ACTION 

Axon Request by applicant for approval of a site plan, building elevations and 
landscape plan for a +/- 400,000 square foot corporate office and 
manufacturing building on a +/- 60-acre site located at the southeast corner 
of N. Hayden Road and the Loop 101 highway. 

28-DR-2020 

SUMMARY 

Staff Recommendation 

Approve, subject to the attached stipulations 

Key Issues 

• Iconic building design 

• Illuminated private art elements included in design  

• Retains a key employer in Scottsdale and provides room for growth and expansion of event 
operations 

Items for Consideration 

• Conformance with Development Review Board Criteria  

• Integration of Sensitive Design Principles  

• Consistency with Character and Design Element of the Greater Airpark CAP  

• No community input received as of the date of this report 

BACKGROUND 
 

Location: Southeast corner of Hayden Road and Loop 101 

 

Zoning: Planned Community District (P-C) 

Adjacent Uses 
North: Loop 101 Freeway 
East: Loop 101 Freeway 
South: Office/Light Industrial  
West: Vacant 
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Property Owner   Architect/Designer 
Arizona State Land Department   Smithgroup 

Applicant   Engineer 
Smithgroup 
602-265-2200 

  Wood Patel 

DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL 

This proposal is consistent with the Zoning Ordinance as well as the Character and Design element of 
the General Plan, and the Greater Airpark Character Area Plan (GACAP), which designates the site as 
Employment.  The building design is a departure from traditional architecture in the Airpark area, and 
reflects the desire by the applicant to construct an iconic and unique addition to the area.  
Development south of Loop 101 is somewhat eclectic and is a good fit for a building that is “out of the 
norm.” 

The site plan proposes a combination 5-story office and single-story manufacturing building.  Two 
access points from E. Mayo Boulevard are proposed, one serving as the main entrance to the site, the 
other a secondary access point for refuse collection, shipping and deliveries.  The proposed building 
presents a unique form and color combination, designed to resemble a “starship” from the movie Star 
Wars, including an “observation deck” on the north-facing elevation intended to resemble a similar 
deck in the movie.  Concrete tilt panels at the base of the office component, a metal panel exoskeleton 
and high-performance glazing make up a majority of the building facade.  To further resemble a 
“starship”, building design includes an illuminated art feature at the “nose” of the building that will 
utilize a series of swirling LED light fixtures to resemble a weapon charging. The remainder of the site 
is devoted primarily to surface parking, landscaping and open space. The proposed landscaping 
features drought-tolerant and desert-appropriate plant material including many species of native 
plants. 

Development Review Board Criteria 

Staff confirms that the development proposal generally meets the applicable Development Review 
Board Criteria. For a detailed analysis of the Criteria, please see Attachment #14. 

STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Staff recommends that the Development Review Board approve the Axon proposal per the attached 
stipulations, finding that the Development Review Board Criteria have been me 
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RESPONSIBLE	DEPARTMENT	 STAFF	CONTACT	
Planning and Development Services 
Current Planning Services 

Greg Bloemberg 
Senior Planner 

480‐312‐4306  Email: gbloemberg@scottsdaleaz.gov 
 

APPROVED	BY	
 

 

 

   

Greg Bloemberg, Report Author    Date 
   

10/5/2020 

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

  Date 

     

Randy Grant, Executive Director 
Planning, Economic Development, and Tourism 
Phone: 480‐312‐2664          Email: rgrant@scottsdaleaz.gov 

  Date 

 

ATTACHMENTS	
1. Context Aerial 
2. Close‐up Aerial 
3. Site Plan 
4. Landscape Plans 
5. Open Space Plan 
6. Building Elevations 
7. Site Cross‐Sections 
8. Perspectives 
9. Materials and Colors Board 
10. Private Art Details 
11. Lighting Site Plans 
12. Exterior Lighting Cutsheets 
13. Applicant’s Narrative 
14. Development Review Board Criteria Analysis 
15. Development Information 
16. Stipulations / Zoning Ordinance Requirements 
17. Public Comment 
18. Zoning Map 
19. Notification Map

           10/5/2020 

           10/8/2020 
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SUITE 250

PHOENIX, AZ 85004
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ARIZONA STATE ROUTE 101
AXON CAMPUS

1

2

3

4

4

E MAYO BLVD

LEGEND

PERIMETER OPEN SPACE: 266,068 SQ FT

FRONT OPEN SPACE: 86,241 SQ FT

PARKING LANDSCAPE: 68,789 SQ FT

RETENTION OPEN SPACE: 194,852 SQ FT 

1

2

3

4

OPEN SPACE CALCULATION
SITE AREA (GROSS):

SITE AREA (NET): 

REQUIRED OPEN SPACE:

FIRST FLOOR (16 FT)
NET AREA x 0.10 (10%)

EVERY ADDITIONAL 10' AFTER
94' - 16' = 78' (Rounded up to 8)
NET AREA x 0.04 (4%)

TOTAL REQUIRED OPEN SPACE: 

SITE AREA
PARKING AREA
PARKING LANDSCAPE AREA
BUILDING FOOT PRINT
LOADING ZONE ACCESS ROAD

TOTAL PROVIDED OPEN SPACE:

1,319,868 SQ FT (30.3 ACRES)

1,144,189 SQ FT
(SITE - BUILDING FOOT PRINT)

114,419 SQ FT

366,141 SQ FT

480,559 SQ FT

1,320,084 SQ FT
-393,030 SQ FT

-68,789 SQ FT
-175,895 SQ FT

-66,420 SQ FT

615,950 SQ FT
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20
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ALLOWS A GLIMPSE OF THE CENTERPIECE STAIR IN THE 5 LEVEL 
LOBBY. 
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NORTH ELEVATION 

WAVE MOTION FEATURE 
Tl-IE INTERIOR SURFACES Of TI,IS FEATURE WILL BE A VIDEO 
WALL OF DIRECT VIDEO SCREENS. THIS IS THE SAME 
TECHNOU'.>GY USED IN DIGITAL SILLBOAADS ALONG i11E 
HIGHWAY. Tl-11$ Will. AllOW IT TO HAVE CHANGING LIGHT /\NO 
SWIRLING EFFECTS Tl-lERE IS NO PROJECTED LIGHT FROM Tl-11S 
ANO THE BRIGHTNESS LEVEL {NITS) GUIDELINES FOR OIGJTAL 
Bill.BOARDS TO DETERMINE BRIGHTNESS LEVELS THAT Will. BE 
APPROPRIATE IN THIS LOCATION. 

OVERLOOK 
THE POHT/\L /\NO OVERLOOK OFFER A CHANCE AT FANTASTIC 

VIEWS OF THE /lZ LANDSCAPE TO THE NORTl-1 AS WELL /\SA 
SUBTLY LIT AXON ICON ON THE ROOFTOP GATI-IERING SPACE 

EDGE-LIT PHOTOVOLTAIC PANELS 
PiiOTOVOLATAJC ARRAY ON EAST ANO WEST FACADES WILL 

HAVE A YEULOW LIGHT IN Tl-IE REVEAL BETWEEN Tl-IE PANELS 
AND Tl-IE METAL PANEL SKIN Of THE BUILDING. THIS WILL 

CREATE A GLOW THAT WILL ACCENT THE SHAPE ANO GIVE THEM 
THE APPEARANCE OF FLOATING ABOVE THE FACADE. 
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SOUTHEAST 

YELLOW LIGHT ACCENT 

WEST ELEVATION 

YELLOW LIGHT ACCENT 
THE LIGHTWII.L ACCENT AND llAING ATTENTION TO THE UNIQUE 
FEATURES OF Tl-IE FACILITY DURING HOURS OF LON LIGHT. TI-IE 
LIGHT IS NOT INTENDED AS PART OF Tl-IE LIGHTING FOR EGRESS. 
SAFE1Y OR ZONING REQUIREMENTS. ONLY AS AN 
ENHANCEMENT TO THE FUllLRISTIC AESTHETIC OF THE 
PROJECT 

YELLOW LIGHT ACCENT 

YEllOW LIGHT ACCENT 
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SMITHGROUP 
455 NORTH THIRD STREET 

SUITE 250 
PHOENIX, />J. 85004 

602.265.2200 
www.smithgroup.com 
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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. 

• The applicant states compliance with the Scottsdale Sensitive Design Principles and Office 
Design Guidelines in detail as part of their project narrative. (Attachment 13) 

• Staff finds that the proposal is generally consistent with the Zoning Ordinance as well as 

the Character and Design element of the General Plan, and the Greater Airpark Character 

Area Plan (GACAP), which designates the site as Employment.  Additionally, staff has found 

the site to be designed in general conformance with the Design Standards & Policies 

Manual. 

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. 

• The applicant states the building is designed to be both unique and unifying to the 
surrounding area, and to unite the interior and exterior spaces.  Materials and colors reflect 
the commercial and industrial uses surrounding the site and the distant mountain range, 
and the desert landscape pulls from the surrounding Sonoran Desert.  Sustainability 
features, such as high-performance glazing, solar paneling and low to no VOC interior 
materials and finishes, have been incorporated into the building design.  The site is 
thoughtfully designed to separate the delivery and service area from the main parking 
area.     

• Staff finds the proposed development is generally consistent with the City’s Sensitive 
Design Principles and other design guidelines.  The proposed building has a contemporary 
design style utilizing concrete and metal panels, accented by a metal panel exoskeleton.  
Though gray hues make up a majority of the building façade, “warmer” gray tones are 
utilized, as opposed to the slate or dark gray tones discouraged by the guidelines.  Some of 
the paneling is yellow in color, which though a corporate color, is consistent with some of 
the natural desert vegetation.  Photovoltaic panels are incorporated into the building 
design on the east and west sides of the building to promote sustainability.  Unique shapes 
and forms, planer differentiation, and score lines provided in the tilt up panels create visual 
interest and help break up the mass.  Most of the proposed landscaping is selected from 
the Arizona Department of Water Resources Low Water-Use Drought-Tolerant Plant list.  
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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. 

• The applicant states the proposed plan provides pedestrian connections from the building 
to the parking areas.    

• Staff finds the Ingress, egress, internal traffic circulation, off-street parking facilities, 
loading and service areas and pedestrian ways have been designed to promote safety and 
convenience. The site plan proposes a 5-story office component, and a single-story 
manufacturing component, with two vehicular access points at Mayo Boulevard.  The 
delivery and service area is thoughtfully located at the northwest corner of the building, 
effectively separated from the main parking field where the majority of pedestrian 
circulation is provided.  The driveway loops through the front of the site, providing 2 access 
points on 81st Street. Pedestrian facilities are provided from the parking area to the 
building entrances.  Though not shown, staff will coordinate with the applicant to provide 
at least one pedestrian connection from the building to Mayo Boulevard.  

4. If provided, mechanical equipment, appurtenances and utilities, and their associated screening 
shall be integral to the building design. 

• The applicant states the proposed mechanical equipment will be roof mounted and fully 
screened by metal paneling similar to the paneling used in the body of the building. 

• Staff finds the proposed mechanical equipment will be screened by metal paneling that is 
integral to the building design. 

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; 
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 

Zoning History 

The site was annexed into the City in 1963 by Ord. 169 and zoned to Single-family Residential District 
(R1-35). In 1986, the site was rezoned from R1-35 to the Planned Community (P-C) District with a P-
C comparable zoning of I-1 as part of the Core South zoning case (11-ZN-1986).  The I-1 District is 
intended to allow light manufacturing, aeronautical, and office uses to sustain and enhance major 
employment opportunities. Professional offices, laboratories, manufacturing, and warehousing are 
permitted as principal uses. 

Community Involvement 

With the submittal of the application, staff and the applicant notified all property owners within 750 
feet of the site. As of the publishing of this report, staff has not received any community input 
regarding the application. 

Context 

The subject site is located at the southeast corner of N. Hayden Road and Loop 101 with freeway 
frontage.  This is the first development for this portion of Crossroads.  The proposed building is 
approximately 750 feet from the nearest adjacent residence.  Please refer to the context graphics 
(attached). 

Project Data 

• Existing Use: Vacant 

• Proposed Use: Office/Manufacturing 

• Parcel Size: +/- 60 acres (net) 

• Office Space: 225,740 square feet 

• Manufacturing Space: 147,840 square feet 

• Warehousing Space: 27,505 square feet 

• Total Building Area: 401,085 square feet 

• Floor Area Ratio Allowed: 0.8 

• Floor Area Ratio Proposed: 0.13 

• Building Height Allowed: 76 feet (exclusive of rooftop appurtenances; 19-ZN-
2002#8) 

• Building Height Proposed:  76 feet (exclusive of rooftop appurtenances) 

• Parking Required: 1,027 spaces 

• Parking Provided: 1,042 spaces 

• Open Space Required: 590,640 square feet (13.5 acres) at build-out; 
cumulative 

• Open Space Provided: 365,904 square feet (8.4 acres) with this building 
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ATTACHMENT 16 

 

Stipulations for the  

Development Review Board Application: 

Axon 

Case Number: 28-DR-2020 
 

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 site design and construction shall substantially 
conform to the following documents: 

a. Architectural elements, including dimensions, materials, form, color, and texture shall be 
constructed to be consistent with the building elevations provided by Smithgroup, with a city 
staff date of 9/11/2020. 

b. Location and configuration of all site improvements shall be consistent with the site plan 
provided by Smithgroup, with a city staff date of 9/11/2020, modified to accommodate required 
infrastructure improvements. 

c. Landscape improvements, including quantity, size, and location shall be consistent with the 
preliminary landscape plan provided by Smithgroup, with a city staff date of 9/11/2020, 
modified to accommodate required infrastructure improvements. 

d. The case drainage report provided by Wood Patel and accepted in concept by the Stormwater 
Management Department of the Planning and Development Services.  

RELEVANT CASES: 

Ordinance 

A. At the time of review, the applicable Zoning cases for the subject site were: 13-ZN-2020 and 19-ZN-
2002#6.  

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. 

ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN: 

Ordinance 

C. Building height shall not exceed 82 feet (exclusive of rooftop appurtenances) from the lowest floor 
elevation, per case 13-ZN-2020. 
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DRB Stipulations 

2. All exterior window glazing shall be recessed a minimum of fifty (50) percent of the wall depth, 
including glass windows within any tower/clerestory elements. The amount or recess shall be 
measured from the face of the exterior wall to the face of the glazing, exclusive of external detailing. 
With the final plan submittal, the developer shall provide head, jamb and sill details clearly showing 
the amount of recess for all window types. 

3. All exterior doors shall be recessed a minimum of thirty (30) percent of the wall depth, the amount 
of recess shall be measured from the face of the exterior wall to the face of the glazing, exclusive of 
external detailing. With the final plan submittal, the developer shall provide head, jamb and sill 
details clearly showing the amount of recess for all door types. 

SITE DESIGN: 

Ordinance 

D. Site design to be modified as needed during construction plan submittal and review to comply with 
13-ZN-2020 stipulations. 

DRB Stipulations 

4. A minimum 6-foot wide pedestrian connection shall be provided from the easternmost roundabout 
indicated on the site plan to the main entrance of the building. 

5. All drive aisles that are fire lanes shall have a minimum width of twenty-four (24) feet.  

LANDSCAPE DESIGN: 

DRB Stipulations 

6. Prior to the issuance of any building permit for the development project, the property owner shall 
submit landscape improvement plans that demonstrate how the salvaged vegetation from the site 
will be incorporated into the design of the landscape improvements.  

7. Prior to the issuance of any building permit for the development project, the property owner shall 
submit landscape improvement plans that demonstrate the utilization of the City of Scottsdale 
Supplement to MAG Standard Specifications for the landscape and irrigation improvements within 
the public right-of-way median(s).  

8. Landscape pots and/or raised landscape planters, with a minimum of 36 inches in diameter, a 
sufficient depth to support the root system of the plants located in the pots/planters, and an 
automatic irrigation system, shall be provided (if applicable).   

EXTRIOR LIGHTING: 

DRB Stipulations 

9. With the exception of the private art features located at the “nose” of the building, the main building 
entrance and on the roof, all exterior luminaires shall meet all IES requirements for full cutoff and 
shall be aimed downward and away from property line, except for sign lighting.  

10. Incorporate the following parking lot and site lighting into the project’s design: 

a. The maintained average horizontal luminance level, at grade on the site, shall not exceed 2.0 
foot-candles.  All exterior luminaires shall be included in this calculation. 
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b. The maintained maximum horizontal luminance level, at grade on the site, shall not exceed 8.0 
foot-candles.  All exterior luminaires shall be included in this calculation.   

c. The initial vertical luminance at 6-foot above grade, along the entire property line shall not 
exceed 1.0 foot-candles. All exterior luminaires shall be included in this calculation.  

VEHICULAR AND BICYCLE PARKING: 

DRB Stipulations 

11. Carport design shall be submitted for separate review and administrative approval.     

AIRPORT: 

DRB Stipulations 

12. With the construction document submittal, the property owner shall submit an FAA FORM 7460-1 
to the FAA for any proposed structures, appurtenances and/or individual construction cranes that 
penetrate the 100:1 slope. The elevation of the highest point of those structures, including the 
appurtenances, must be detailed on the FAA form 7460-1 submittal. The property owner shall 
provide Aviation staff a copy of the FAA determination letter prior to building permit issuance.  

13. With the construction document submittal, the property owner shall submit an aircraft noise and 
overflight disclosure notice that is to be provided to occupants, potential homeowners, employees 
and/or students. The disclosure form shall be in in a form acceptable to the Scottsdale Aviation 
Director, prior to the issuance of any building permit, not including a native plant permit.  

STREET DEDICATIONS: 

Ordinance 

E. Prior to the issuance of any building permit for the development project, the property owner shall 
make all 13-ZN-2020 stipulated right-of-way dedications to the City of Scottsdale. 

STREET INFRASTRUCTURE: 

Ordinance 

F. All street infrastructure improvements shall be designed and constructed in accordance with the 
Infrastructure Master Plans for the site, City of Scottsdale (COS) Supplement to MAG Specifications 
and Details, and the Design Standards and Policies Manual, and 13-ZN-2020 stipulations.   

G. Prior to the issuance of any building permit for the development project, the property owner shall 
submit and obtain approval of all required documents in accordance with and to construct all 13-ZN-
2020 stipulations. 

DRB Stipulations 

14. All public sidewalks, curbs and gutters shall be integral colored concrete to match Davis, San Diego 
Buff.    

WATER AND WASTEWATER: 

Ordinance 

H. Prior to the issuance of any building permit for the development project, the property owner shall 
submit and obtain approval of all required documents in accordance with and to construct all 13-ZN-
2020 stipulations.   
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DRAINAGE AND FLOOD CONTROL: 

DRB Stipulations 

15. With the civil construction document submittal, the property owner shall submit a final drainage 
report that demonstrates consistency with the DSPM and the case drainage report accepted in 
concept by the Stormwater Manager or designee.  

Subsequent submittal shall evaluate and address the following stipulations:  

• Develop and submit exhibit depicting natural pre-development contours to identify locations of 
highest adjacent grade (HAG) and lowest adjacent grade (LAG).  Note, it is important for the 
design team to be aware of FEMA’s requirement to elevate all elechtromechanical equipment 
servicing subject building to regulatory flood depth (RFD).    

• Design team should to consider regional Basin 53R emergency surface spillway location and 
associated potential for emergency surface overflow.  In event of back to back major rainfall 
events, malfunctioning basin outfall via two barrel 60 inch pipes, or storm of magnitude greater 
than design standard;  emergency spillway will experience surface overflow and send potentially 
significant discharge to the project site via existing ADOT LOOP 101 culvert crossings.   

• Develop surface runoff routing summary table, which includes columns of volume required, 
volume provided and basin drain time.  

• Submit topographic data in support of watersheds depicted on the off site drainage map.  Note, 
offsite flows are subject to change upon review of subject topographic data.  

• Depict pre and post development flows along downstream project boundary.  Verify 
downstream capacity to receive post development flow if they are greater than pre 
development flows.  

16. Demonstrate consistency with the accepted master drainage plan and report.  

a. For any design that modifies the accepted master drainage report, the property owner shall 
submit a site-specific addendum to the final drainage report and plan, subject to review and 
acceptance by the Stormwater Manager or designee.  

b. An addendum generated by the final drainage analysis for this site shall be added to the 
appendix of the final drainage report.  

17. All headwalls and drainage structures shall be integrally colored concrete to blend with the color of 
the surrounding natural desert.  

EASEMENTS DEDICATIONS: 

Ordinance 

I. Prior to the issuance of any building permit for the development project, the property owner shall 
dedicate all project related, per city published standards and requirements, city easements, to the 
City of Scottsdale on a final plat or map of dedication with associated site modifications made to 
accommodate. 

ADDITIONAL ITEMS: 

DRB Stipulations 

18. Flagpoles, if provided, shall be one-piece conical tapered design and shall not exceed the height of 
the building. 
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Zimmer, Christopher

From: Rosemary Catroppa <cafeforte.az@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 7, 2020 9:37 AM
To: Bloemberg, Greg
Subject: Proposed plans and the impact on the Stonebrook 2 community

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

Hello this is regarding my opposition to any changes regarding case # ’s     716‐ 
PA‐2020  /  13‐ZN‐2020  /  28‐DR‐2020.  

I am a resident of the Stonebrook 2 community that will be directly impacted by the future plans 

regarding the case #’s above. I would like to formally note my opposition to 
these changes.
I would like to know why the developer is requesting a rezoning from P‐C 
to P‐CL‐1.  Which I believe would allow for a height increase from a 5 
story to a 7 story building of which I am completely opposed.
Please inform me of what steps, aside from the virtual open house, I can 
take in order for my opinion to be heard.

I have resided in my home in Stonebrook 2 since its inception in 1996 and have enjoyed the 
majestic view of the mountains from my backyard, these buildings will ruin the view which I have 
enjoyed for the last 24 years. 

I am also concerned about the impact of traffic & the future of Mayo Blvd being rerouted. Can 
someone please explain to me the exact plans for the roads behind and around our development, 
and the forecasted impact of the traffic from these changes. 

Thank You, 

Rosemary Catroppa & Grace Rubel 
Stonebrook 2 residents since 1996 
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From: DevelopmentReviewBoard@scottsdaleaz.gov
To: Development Review Board
Subject: Development Review Board Public Comment (response #114)
Date: Wednesday, September 30, 2020 11:52:35 AM

Development Review Board Public Comment (response
#114)

Survey Information
Site: ScottsdaleAZ.gov

Page Title: Development Review Board Public Comment

URL: https://www.scottsdaleaz.gov/boards/development-
review-board/public-comment

Submission
Time/Date: 9/30/2020 11:51:54 AM

Survey Response

COMMENT

Comment:

I have seen the preliminary design for the
Axon development which is directly north
of my neighborhood in North Scottsdale.
Guy Phillips has advised me to reach out
to your board regarding this project,
specifically the color scheme and futuristic
design. To say their current submission is
in keeping with any sort of desert motif
would be absurd. While there is an open
meeting coming up, I do want to get this
dialogue going because while we cannot
stop progress, we can ask that those in
charge remember that we as residents will
have to look at this all day and night. The
integrity of Scottsdale must be kept intact.

Comments are limited to 8,000 characters and may be cut
and pasted from another source.

PLEASE PROVIDE YOUR NAME:

First & Last Name: Mary Kennett

AND ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING ITEMS:

Email: mkennett94@aol.com

Phone: (480) 225-3756

Address: 8149 east theresa drive, Scottsdale,
85255

mailto:DevelopmentReviewBoard@scottsdaleaz.gov
mailto:DevelopmentReviewBoard@Scottsdaleaz.gov
mailto:mkennett94@aol.com


October 2, 2020 

Dear Neighbor: 

The purpose of this letter is to invite you to attend a neighborhood open house meeting for a 
proposed new corporate campus expansion in the Greater Airpark area. The approximately 
73.6 acre site is currently zoned Planned Community (P-C) and is located south of the Loop 
101 on the east side of Hayden Road. 

Our proposal is consistent with the City’s General Plan and the Greater Airpark Area Plan, and 
includes a request to rezone from Planned Community (P-C) to Planned Community Light 
Industrial District (P-C I-1). The graphic below demonstrates the zoning district before and 
after the requested rezoning: 

    Existing Zoning                 Proposed Zoning 

Additionally, we are requesting amended development standards and a development plan 
review. Given the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and in compliance with current CDC and 
Arizona Department of Health recommendations, we are talking with neighbors over the 
phone and have scheduled a virtual neighborhood open house meeting to discuss the case 
with anyone who may have questions regarding this proposal: 

Date:    Tuesday, October 13, 2020 
Time:   5:30 p.m. 
Call In/Log In: https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/820507045 

Dial In: +1 (872) 240-3212 
Access Code: 820-507-045 

If you would like to discuss this project in greater detail prior to or in place of the 
neighborhood open house meeting, I can be reached at (480) 921-2800 or via e-mail at 
charles@huellmantel.com. The City of Scottsdale planner assigned to the case is Greg 
Bloemberg, who can be reached at (480) 312-4306 or through email at 
gbloemberg@scottsdaleaz.gov. Our case numbers are 716-PA-2020/13-ZN-2020/28-DR-
2020. 

Again, please do not hesitate to contact me to discuss this proposal further. I am happy to 
answer any questions you may have. 

Thank you. 
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