
 

 

Arcadia Camelback Mountain Neighborhood Association 4340 E. Indian School Road, Suite 21-293, Phoenix, AZ 85018 

 

May 8, 2018 

Zoning Hearing Officer,  c/o Edward Keyser 
City of Phoenix, Planning and Development Department 
200 W. Washington Street, 2nd Floor  
Phoenix, Arizona 85003  
 
Re:  ZA-176-18  4602 E Camelback Rd - Arcadia Camelback Special Planning District 
 

Dear Sir or Madam 

On behalf of the ACMNA we oppose the variance being sought for 4602 East Camelback Rd.  This is an 
entirely new construction project with no unique size, shape or irregularity to the lot which justify special 
circumstance considerations or a hardship for the property owner. 

On Thursday May 3rd we had roughly a dozen neighbors attend our monthly ACMNA Board Meeting to voice 
objections relating to this project.  The neighbors firmly feel that a massive block wall on all sides of the 
property will create a commercial compound and contradict any semblance of a residence.  Thus, eliminating 
any front yard at all most certainly would be detrimental to these neighbors and the neighborhood.  They had 
concerns as it relates to the impact to neighborhood feel, the views that get impeded for those who like to walk 
the neighborhood and the closeness to the street. 

In speaking with the architect, Daniel Istrate via phone, it was explained to me that this request was for a block 
wall, six feet in height as opposed to the 40 inches allowed to the East (front side).  The architect mentioned that 
it also moves the wall closer to the street with a 10 foot setback as opposed to the 40 foot setback required for 
building.  ACMNA has concerns with the way this request has been written.  Based on the conversation it 
sounds like the applicant is requesting a variance for an over-height wall (6 feet vs 40 inches allowed), however 
the request asks for a building setback of 10 feet from the property line.  If the request is granted as written, it 
opens the door for the builder to build a covered structure right on that 10 foot line which we feel is highly 
objectionable. 

ACMNA feels the request should be denied outright as it no way meets the four tests.  However, should this 
request be entertained by the ZHO, we strongly request that stipulations be put in place to limit this request to a 
wall only, never to be applied to separate covered structures. 

It is my hope that you find this information of value in your decision on this case.   

Thank you for considering our position on this matter. 

Sincerely 
 
Tristahn Schaub  
ACMNA Vice President 
Preservation Committee Chairman 
 
www.acmna.org 


