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RIGANS: W'Ill go ahead and call the regular

nmeeting of the Pinal County and Zoni ng Commi ssion to order.

agenda is

AGUI RRE- VOGLER: So where’s Steve?

RIGA NS: Were is Steve?

??. He's on vacation.

DENTON: On vacati on.

RIGA NS: Oh, okay.

AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Dedrick, are you doing it, or?
DENTON:  No, Ashlee will be running the neeting.
RIGA NS: Oh, Ashlee?

AGUJI RRE- VOGLER: \Where is she?

MACDONALD:  Good nor ni ng.

RIGA NS: | see the second order of business on the
el ection of Chair and Vice Chair.

SALAS: Wiy don't we take care of that first?
RIGANS: W'Ill take care of that right now
AGU RRE- VOGLER: Ckay, 1’1l nake -

RIGANS: So is there a notion fromthe —

AGUlI RRE- VOGLER: [’Il make a nomination or a notion

to actually keep it status quo, if you don't mnd, if the tw

Chair and Vice Chair will accept their position again, |I'm

going to nomnate it’s status quo.

GRUBB: | second that.
MORI TZ: | second it.

RIGA NS: Okay, we have a notion and we have a
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1 second. Everybody in favor signify by saying aye.

2 CCOLLECTI VE:  Aye.
3 RIGA NS: All opposed? GCkay, well thank you al
4 very much. W’'IIl continue with status quo, then. Qur next

5 agenda itemis a discussion of Action Item Report. And I

6 would assunme that woul d be Ashl ee.

7 MACDONALD: It is. The action itemfromthe [|ast
8 nmeeting is in your packet. | would be happy to answer any
9 questions that you have regarding that. |If there aren’t any,

10 then I can just nove onto the item nunber 4 on your agenda.
11 RIGA NS: Ckay, any questions fromthe Comm ssion?
12 Appears to be none.

13 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Rem nd everybody to turn their

14 phones down.

15 RIGA NS: Well thank you, Mary. [’'ll turn m ne down
16 too.

17 AGUI RRE-VOGLER: | just did too.

18 RIGA NS: Yes. Mary just nmade a comment that we

19 probably should all renenber to take care of our cell phone

20 issues. And | shall. Oay. Report on Board of Supervisors
21 Action on P & Z cases.

22 MACDONALD: The only Board itens that have gone

23 since your |ast Conmi ssion neeting was on Septenber 239 —

24 that’s not on your agenda - that was Saddl ebrooke Ranch, which

25 the Conm ssion saw just at your Septenber neeting, the
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Comm ssi on recommended approval, and the Board adopted that
recommendati on of approval. So that is it for itens on the
Board agenda.

RIGA NS: Ckay.

SALAS: | nove for adjournnent.

RIGA NS: Now Frank.

??: Second.

RIGANS: W got to finish ny coffee anyway. All
right, the next is the Planning Manger’s Discussion |tens.

MACDONALD: | actually amgoing to just quickly junp
ahead to the reappoi ntnent of Conm ssioner Salas. That was on
t he August Board hearing, or Board neeting, and Comm ssion
Sal as was reappoi nted until August of 2019, with —

RIGA NS: Congratul ati ons.

[ Appl ause. ]

MACDONALD: And the second itemthat we have |isted
there, adm nistrative review of tentative plant extensions,
|’mgoing to turn that over to Dedri ck.

DENTON: Good norning, M. Chairman and Menbers of
the Commission. | would like to take this nonent just to
announce to the Conm ssion that there’s been a change in the
way that we’'re going to process the plat extensions for
subdi vi sions that are under the old subdivision regulations.
It was determ ned by our |egal counsel that since in 2007 we

adopted the current subdivision regulations, it repealed the
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1 old so they no longer exist. So | just wanted to announce to
2 the Commission that we’'re going to process subdivisions that
3 was approved under the old regs, under the current subdivision
4 regulations, which basically nmeans they can ask for one

5 request for an additional year. So you guys are no |onger

6 going to see the ol der extension request, except for the ones
7 that have a devel opnment agreenent, and that devel opnent

8 agreenent |locks themto the old code. And | believe we m ght
9 have |like one or two of themout there, so overall you re not
10 going to see too many extension requests for old tentative

11 plats, that they're going to be processed under the current

12 subdi vi sion regul ati ons.

13 RIGA NS: (kay, questions on that.

14 HARTMAN:  Yes.

15 RIGA NS: Vice Chair Hartnman

16 HARTMAN:  Chair Riggins, Planner Denton. Excuse ne
17 - Pl anner Denton what — who’s going to do the review of that
18 now?

19 DENTON:. That will be handl ed through staff and our

20 director.

21 HARTMAN: Okay. So we were kind of having sone

22 questions in the Conm ssion after we’ve done it for |ike six,
23 seven, eight, ten years and whatever, and we were kind of

24 wondering if we should not limt this or whatever. So you

25 wll be the ones, staff will be the ones that neakes that
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1 decision now.

2 DENTON:. That is correct. Except for the ones that
3 have a devel opnent agreenent -

4 HARTMAN:  Yes, | got that.

5 DENTON: - you guys wll continue to see those.

6 Oher than that, it’s going to be handl ed through staff and

7 our director.

8 HARTMAN: Al l right, thank you. Thank you Chair.

9 DENTON. That's per code.

10 ??:  (Inaudible).

11 DENTON: Yes, the current subdivision regs.

12 RIGA NS: So any other Comm ssioners with questions?
13 | have one. So what will be the parameters of a rei ssuance of

14 a tentative plat after it’s expired then?

15 DENTON: Well, there’s a couple in the code,

16 paraneters that the director has to follow. One of them he

17 can look at if there’'s been a substantial change in the area
18 that surround the tentative plat and how it affects the

19 layout, he could deny the request based off of that. And then
20 if there haven’'t been any activity done, which neans that if
21 they haven't submtted a final plat and they’'re currently are
22 not working on it, then he can deny their request. So they
23 have to be actively processing a final plat in order to get it
24 extended, and the conditions in the areas hasn’t changed, that

25 would require a change in their layout. And then what
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1 basically happens if it gets denied by the director, then they
2 would need to cone through you guys to get it reapproved. It
3 would be basically just filling out a new subdivision

4 application, and then cone back to P & Z for your

5 considerati on.

6 RIGA NS: Conmi ssi oner Sal as.
7 SALAS: (Il naudi bl e) going back to square one?
8 RIGANS: That's, that's correct. Not back down to

9 the zoning level, but back down to the platting |evel.

10 RIGA NS: (Okay. Just out of curiosity, what was
11 the, what was the inpetus to nake this change?

12 DENTON: Back in 2007, the ol d subdivision code was
13 repealed by the current code. So it doesn’t exist anynore, so
14 all those rules and regul ations that were under the old

15 subdivision code, doesn’'t exist anynore.

16 RIGA NS: So the new subdivision code has this

17 entire time called for the Conmi ssion not to review tentative
18 plat extensions?

19 RIGANS: Correct. Until we got our opinion from
20 the — our legal counsel that because it was repeal ed, that

21 those should be handl ed adm nistratively per the current code.

22 RIGA NS: Ckay, so this was a | egal opinion that -
23 DENTON: Correct.

24 RIGANS: - initiated this.

25 DENTON: Correct.
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1 RIGE NS: Ckay.
2 LANGLI TZ: M. Chair, Mark Langlitz, Deputy County
3 Attorney. | believe that the |Iegal opinion that Dedrick is

4 referring to probably canme fromne. Basically what we did is
5 we | ooked at what to do when these extension requests cane in.

6 Now, the old devel opnent services code, it was 20077

7 DENTON: It was in 2007 when the current code was
8 passed.
9 LANGLI TZ: Ckay, so the new code was adopted in

10 2007, so that becones effective then. The only tinme we can go
11 back to the old code is if there’'s a devel opnent agreenent

12 which locks in that old code. Sone of the old agreenents did

13 that. |It’s not a great thing to do, you never want to | ock in
14 any code at any particular tine. So now in going forward, the
15 old code doesn’t exist anynore. It’s gone. So now under the

16 new code - and | had no involvenent in drafting that — but

17 these procedures for plat extensions have been in the new code
18 since, since 2007.

19 RIGA NS: And the procedures in the new code cal

20 for it to be done totally adm nistratively.

21 DENTON. That’s correct.
22 RIGE NS: Ckay.
23 LANGLI TZ:  You know, it’s just like any tine the

24 County changes its |laws, the new | aws take effect then.

25 Oherwse there’s — you can’'t make new | aw and then say well
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1 the old law, you know, we’'re still going to apply the old | aw
2 that -
3 RIGANS: It sounds |ike we have an eight year

4 | ayover on that particul ar concept here.

5 LANGLI TZ: Well, | don’t know. | guess so.

6 SALAS: How many of these do we have grandfat hered
7 in? You say they can go back to the old code, sonme of these
8 guys.

9 DENTON:  Yeah, there’s not too nmany out there that
10 has a devel opnment agreenent. There m ght be maybe one or two.
11 | know Robson Ranch devel opnent agreenent expired, so they no
12 | onger have a devel opnent agreenent. So it mght be |ike

13 maybe one or two out there.

14 LANGLI TZ: Yeah, some of these old devel opnent

15 agreenents had a provision in there that the devel opnent of

16 the property shall be pursuant to the devel opnent services

17 code in effect as of the date of this agreenent. So when that
18 happens, that by contract it freezes in all the old

19 provisions, so we have to use those. But if there is no

20 devel opnment agreenent which does that, the new requirenents
21 cone into effect and govern the matter.

22 RIGA NS: Okay. Any other questions concerning this
23 by the Comm ssion? | have a, | have a request, and I'Il run
24 it by the Comm ssion. Renewal of tentative plats is an issue

25 that gives us sone information on sone of the activities that
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1 are going on around the County and keeps us up to date on sone
2 of the things that we need to know for doing current

3 decisions. And | would recomrend that if this is the

4 direction we’'re going admnistratively, that we add an agenda
5 itemto our neeting every nonth to get a report on

6 admnistratively, which tentative plats have been renewed or

7 denied to keep us totally, 100 percent in the |oop of exactly
8 what’'s going on. Because it’'s an inportant part of what we do

9 and does the Conmm ssion consider this to be a —

10 ??. that’s good idea.

11 RIGANS: Valid thing to do?

12 SALAS: An update nonthly?

13 RIGA NS: Yes, nonthly. Every nonth, to know

14 exactly what’ s happened with tentative plats.

15 AGU RRE- VOGLER: | think, though, in a way we should
16 get that ahead of what they re going to say.

17 RIGANS: | don’t know how they can give us

18 information on what they' re going to do before they do it, if
19 it’'s an admnistrative issue. | don’t know how they can do
20 that, and it sounds like we don’'t have a say in it anyway.

21 AGU RRE- VOGLER: Well, it cones up.

22 RIGANS: But | do definitely believe that that is
23 sonething that would valuable to retain for an information
24 base for the Comm ssion.

25 ??: Absolutely, yeah.
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1 RIGANS: Do we, do we have that by accl amati on?

2 W’re just a consensus?

3 HARTMAN:  Yes.

4 RIGANS: Okay. W would definitely Iike them to
5 see the current neeting format nodified to where we get a

6 report on tentative plats at every regul ar neeting.

7 SALAS: As part of our agenda.

8 RIGA NS: As part of our agenda.

9 DENTON: If it’s acceptable to the Comm ssion, what
10 | can do — because we don’t get themlike every nonth, so we

11 mght go through a little dry — but -
12 RIGA NS: Well, you know, obviously if there’'s

13 nothing, there’s nothing to say.

14 DENTON:  Ckay.
15 RIGA NS: No, no, | understand that.
16 DENTON:. | was just going to say, every tine we get

17 one in and if it’s been approved or denied, then we can inform
18 the Comm ssi on.

19 RIGANS: Mnhm And of course in the report, we

20 would want to know admi nistrative why it was approved, or why
21 it was denied. You know, that would be part of the format.

22 SALAS: (lnaudible) all you got to do is the status
23 is the sane.

24 RIGANS: Yeah. |If there’s nothing there, there’'s

25 not an issue.
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1 MORI TZ: M. Chairman? Personally —
2 RIGA NS: Conmi ssioner Mritz.
3 RIGANS: It’s ne. Personally I think it’s a good

4 thing. Part of our consternation on these renewals is the age
5 of the ongoing renewal process. So | |ike that concept, and |
6 think would be hel pful to know if you have renewed one that we
7 have worked on in the past, or — and nost of them are ones

8 that have been worked on in the past, obviously. So that

9 would be nice, just an agenda itemthat says either we don’'t
10 have any, or we have this one and we renewed it under the 2007
11 forward rules.

12 RIGANS: And | think 1'Il — 1 believe the fornmat

13 that would be best to issue with this, is have it be a

14 pernmanent agenda line item and it can easily say there were
15 none this nonth. But | think it needs to be addressed and

16 Iline itemed everything since regular Conm ssion neeting, so we
17 can keep track of this and we can have an under st andi ng of

18 what’s going on with this, because it’s an inportant function
19 of what we do.

20 LANGLI TZ: M. Chair, under the new code, part of

21 what’s going to happen is there will be no | engthy periods of
22 extensions. Under the new code you get the tentative plat is
23 good for one year, and then basically if the devel oper’s nmade
24 good faith efforts to do sonmething to advance it, you know,

25 maybe sonme things out of their control wll happen, so you
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1 know, they weren’t able to conplete it, but |I think a good

2 faith showing that they're not just sitting there, then they

3 can get a one year extension, and that’s it. And after that,
4 then they got to — if the final plat isn't conpleted by then,
5 then it’s gone and they go back to square one with their plat.
6 So we won’t see these continuous ten year extensions.

7 RIGA NS: But by the sanme token, what’s going to

8 happen with this is there will be active tentative plats that
9 mght be inactive, but all of a sudden they re going to be

10 comng off the books. And so areas are going to change with
11 howthey're in title and how fast they can go forward. That’s
12 inportant information for us to have. It sounds as if what

13 I'mhearing, that there are a lot of tentative plats out there
14 that are about to get expired, is what it sounds |ike to ne,

15 if this admnistrative process is going to go the way you' re

16 stating.

17 SALAS: M. Chair?

18 RIGA NS: Conm ssioner Sal as.

19 SALAS: Seens to ne that |’ m hearing sonme noi se over

20 there like they’'re not in agreenent with that.

21 MORI TZ:  Yeah.

22 SALAS: | don't see what the problemis. You know,
23 we conme up to that agenda item one or two or whatever it

24 mght be, you say there is no report, the status is the sane,

25 and we go on. |If there is a change and there’'s a report that
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1 has to be nade, then you go ahead and nmake the report.

2 DENTON: We don’t have an issue with it.

3 RIGA NS: Perfect.

4 SALAS: Ckay, let’s go on, then.

5 RIGA NS: Then we’'ll see a new agenda itemon the

6 Conmi ssion report starting next nonth. So that sounds

7 fabul ous.

8 LANGLI TZ: My comrents weren’t intended to reflect

9 any disagreenent with it, just to |let you know that these |ong
10 termextensions and that shouldn’t occur any nore.

11 RIGA NS: And again, just as an aside, that neans

12 that there’'s going to be a |lot of things expiring here over

13 the next year then. GOCkay. Al right. | don't know - | won’'t
14 say very good, because |I'’msure there’s going to be sone

15 people who think that isn't very good, but if that is the

16 direction that we are going to go, and everybody is

17 understanding it and cogni zant of it, we’'ll go ahead and nove

18 onto the next agenda item

19 LANGLI TZ: The other possible alternative is if you

20 wanted to take a look at it — and | don’t want to — I’ m

21 starting to get a little bit sonme concerns about open neeting

22 |law, because this itemwasn’'t on the agenda for action and

23 that, but it’'s not — everything that’'s occurred so far is

24 fine, but in the future if you wanted the County to take a

25 look at it, the remedy would be -

Page 13 of 104




October 15, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 RIGA NS: Take a | ook at what?

2 LANGLI TZ: Wwell if you wanted to have plats cone

3 back to the Conmi ssion, all you have to do is just revise the
4 devel opnent services code.

5 RIGA NS: kay.

6 LANGLITZ: |I'mjust trying to be hel pful and provide
7 options.

8 RIRGANS: And | will state unequivocally that | am
9 in total disagreenent that anything even cane close to an open
10 nmeeting law i ssue here, because this is an agenda itemthat

11 we’'re discussing. It was brought up on the agenda, and this
12 is just a decision of the item so we're not — there’s not an
13 open neeting |l aw i ssue here, we’'re just responding to what was
14  said.

15 SALAS: How nuch open can you get? 1It’s on the

16 agenda in a public neeting.

17 RIGA NS: kay, very good then. Any — Vice Chair
18 Hart man.
19 HARTMAN: Chair Riggins, Mark, | appreciate you

20 making that comment, though, if the Commission felt |ike we
21 wanted to have sone input into it, we could have input into
22 it. |1 — as a Conm ssion Menber, |I’mkind of shake ny head
23 every tinme certain obligations of the Conm ssion get taken
24 away fromthe Commi ssion, and it’s need to hear you say that

25 at least we can discuss it further. So thank you. That’'s ny

Page 14 of 104




October 15, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 coment.

2 MORI TZ: M. Chairman?

3 RIGA NS: Conmi ssioner Miritz.

4 MORI TZ: Just one | ast comment.

5 RIGA NS: There we are.

6 MORI TZ: | have no desire to have control over

7 anything. | think it — again, I'll repeat, very w se decision

8 to take the action you ve taken, and we | ook forward to seeing
9 those listed on the agenda itemon the nonthly neetings.

10 Thank you.

11 RIGE NS: Very good.

12 SALAS: M. Chairnman, one |ast comment.

13 RIGA NS: Commi ssi oner Sal as.

14 SALAS: | just think that we're trying to make

15 chicken soup out of chicken feathers, so let’s get on with our
16 agenda.

17 RIGA NS: Very good. And we have anot her commrent

18 from Comm ssi oner Snyres.

19 SMYRES: Just one quick question to staff. Under

20 the new — or under the systemwhere it expires after the year
21 or whatever, will the devel oper be notified that this thing is
22 fixing to expire in case they' ve been sitting around tw ddling
23 their fingers for a year?

24 DENTON: No, that’s their responsibility.

25 SMYRES: O, that’'s their responsibility.
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1 DENTON: Right. But since we're nmaking the swtch,
2 what I'’mgoing to do is go back through and see which ones are
3 active and just notify themto | et them know that the process
4 has changed, so that they can, at |east, nmake an attenpt to

5 give us an extension request if they choose to do so.

6 RIGANS: Rght. And | amvery, I'mvery glad to

7 hear that because this is a marked change over what we’ ve been
8 doing. It would be unfair to catch a bunch of people

9 unawar es.

10 DENTON: That’s correct.

11 SMYRES: Thanks, staff.

12 AGU RRE- VOGLER: One | ast.

13 RIGA NS: And Comnmi ssi oner Aguirre-Vogl er.

14 AGU RRE- VOGLER: So, am | hearing that naybe we want

15 to change the devel opnent service code?

16 RRGANS: | would — and I'll respond to that. | can
17 see sonme wisdomin this concept. What | would say we should
18 do, is we should take all the (inaudible) that we ve asked

19 for, take a look at it, see howit runs for the next few

20 nonths and see what we think about it. And then if we decide

21 to put it as an agenda item to discuss it further, then we

22 can.

23 GRUBB: M. Chair.

24 RIGA NS: Commi ssi oner G ubb.

25 CGRUBB: One very last, and it’s directed to Mark.
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Over the last period of tinme, from 2007, when this was enacted
that said only a one year extension could occur, how many have
been approved — and | guess this includes staff — that went
beyond that, and therefore nmay be in violation of the code,

t hat we have been violating our own code. Because | know
since |I’'ve sat on here, we’ve done two year, and three year
extensions, and if that violates the code, where does that

| eave us as a Conm ssion and staff, and you know, the whole
devel opnent group, have we been violating our own code, and do
we — and what do we have to do to fix it?

LANGLI TZ: M. Chair, Conm ssioner Gubb, | don’t
know t he nunber, | would have to rely on staff to provide you
with that information. But no, there’s been no violation of
the code. It’s just a matter of different interpretation, so
those plats that were approved under the prior code, they're
not in any jeopardy of being held to be invalid. They're,
they’re good and they will continue up until their expiration
date. So let’s say for exanple earlier this year a plat
extensi on under the old code was approved for two to three
years, they’' Il have that two or three years. Then if at the
end of that tine they need another extension, the new code
will apply and they will be told okay, you get one nore one
year extension, and then that’s it, so that the rug isn't
pul l ed out fromunderneath them and they' |l know, okay, we

have one year now to decide if we're going to proceed and if,
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1 and if it doesn’'t work out, then after one year we’' Il have to
2 go back and do a new tentative plat.

3 GRUBB: Ckay, thank you. M concern was that we had
4 given these extensions, you know, I didn't want to have to

5 call these devel opers and say whoops, well sorry. You know -

6 RIGA NS: (I naudible).

7 GRUBB: Yeah, we gave them sonething that maybe we
8 couldn’'t have, and | just wanted to make sure that | was clear
9 on that.

10 LANGLI TZ: No, no, no, yeah, no we’'re not doing

11 that. That's not fair. They're entitled to rely on what

12 they're agreeing to, and they'll be able to do that.

13 GRUBB: Thank you.

14 RIGA NS: And of course, I'Il have one |ast conmment
15 too. And of course one thing that could not necessarily, but
16 any neans, but one thing that could thing that coul d happen
17 fromthis, is sone day we m ght have an agenda item here for
18 the industry to cone in and have a chat with us about what

19 they think about this new change. That’s al ways possible too.
20 So we’'re entering into a, into a new situation and we'll see
21  how our new report goes, and we’' |l see how everybody is

22 affected, and how it all works forward. So, any other

23 questions or comments whatsoever? Vice Chair Hartman?

24 HARTMAN:  You're noving on up to a new subject, |

25 hope?
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1 RI G NS:  Yes.

2 HARTMAN. Okay. M/ conment is yes | see a whole

3 pack of cards that — | want to say this is nore cards than |

4 have for my business, but | |ook on here and there’'s tw tel -

5 there’s a tel ephone nunber and a fax nunber, and | wondered if
6 | give this card to sonebody, who are they going to be getting

7 in touch with? Wth that 866-64427

8 MACDONALD: Chairman, Vice Chair, that is our main
9 Iline, sothey will be contacting the Planning D vision.
10 RIGANS: And we certainly wouldn’t want our own

11 personal phone nunbers on this, so that is correct.

12 MACDONALD: Correct.
13 HARTMAN:. That was a question. Thank you.
14 MACDONALD: That emmil address on there, as well,

15 comes to us for our public records requests, so everything

16 wll be directed to staff.

17 RIGANS: kay. Perfect. Wll, let’s, let’s go

18 ahead and get on with the business of the Conm ssion. W have
19 a continued case. It’s case PZ-001-15.

20 MACDONALD: Chair Riggins, before we junmp into that

21 case, if we can just do sone qui ck housekeeping itens.

22 RIGA NS: Well certainly.

23 MACDONALD: Just for the benefit of the audience in
24 case they're here for any particular itenms. On your agenda,

25 new case item nunber 8, Arizona Water Conpany, there was a
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1 notice deficiency on that, so that won’'t be heard today. That
2 wll conme back at a later date. And then also item nunber 10,
3 the plat for Morning Sun Farns, there is a continuance request
4 on that to our Novermber 19'" hearing. So if the Commi ssion

5 would like to take action on that and nove that forward, you

6 can certainly do that, or we can nove onto the continued case.

7 RIGA NS: kay, so we're being ask to continue that
8 case?

9 MACDONALD:  Correct.

10 HARTMAN: It’s a continuance, yeah.

11 RIGA NS: Okay, well we can do it in order. W can

12 do it in order. Gkay? Any other housekeeping issues?

13 Anything el se?

14 MACDONALD: That’'s it.
15 RIGA NS: Okay. Well then let’s go on to PZ-001-15.
16 MACDONALD: Thank you. This is a case that you have

17 had on your agenda for a couple of nonths now. This was

18 continued last nonth to today. The request is for approval of
19 a rezone fromCR-3/PAD, and CB-2/PAD to |-3, and approval of a
20 Planned Area Devel opnment Overlay District for the Resolution
21 Copper Concentrate Transfer Facility. |It’s on 559.88 acres

22 |located on the north side of Skyline Drive, two mles east of
23 the Felix Road alignnment. The applicant is Integrity Land and
24 Cattle with Rose Law Group acting as their agent. The

25 property is, as you can see on this map, on the northern
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1 portion of the County. It is west of H ghway 79, on the north
2 side of Skyline Road. [It’s surrounded |argely by State Land.
3 You can see at the northwest corner of that section is sone

4 privately-held property that is residentially zoned. Skyline
5 Road is the southern boundary, and you can see the railroad

6 track runs diagonally, bisecting the two parcels that are part
7 of this application. The Conprehensive Plan designation

8 onsite is enploynent. Last year as part of your najor

9 anendnent cycle you saw this case cone forward. They did an
10 anendnent to change the designation of this |and use parcel to
11 enploynent. So it is in conformance with our Conprehensive

12 Plan. Existing zoning onsite is CR-3 and CB-2, wth a Pl anned
13 Area Devel opnent Overlay. It was originally intended to be a
14 master planned comunity. Surrounding properties are Ceneral
15 Rural, with the exception of that northwestern corner, |ike

16 mentioned that is residentially zoned. Aerial photograph of
17 the property. |It’s currently vacant, desert. You can see

18 that there was sone grading that took place in anticipation of
19 devel opnent of that nmaster planned community that never cane
20 to fruition. This is the applicant’s devel opnent plan. You
21 can see that the devel opnent of the site is concentrated to

22 the northern boundary of the site. There wll be a rail spur
23 that goes through the site bringing in the copper concentrate,
24 and then all activity will occur primarily at the northern

25 portion of the site, within enclosed structures. Sone
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1 elevations of the proposed structures. Photos of the site

2 were taken along Skyline Drive. The Skyline Drive is

3 «currently closed prior to the site, about a mle and a half

4 before you get to the site, so these photos were taken at the
5 closure of the gate, so this is not at the site itself, but

6 just showing the road that is there and the gate closure. And
7 then fromthe site itself, sone photos | ooking north into the
8 site. And then farther along where the railroad bisects the
9 two parcels. You can see the railroad there on the site.

10 This is looking south. This is fromthe — where the pavenent
11 ends, |ooking back al ong Skyline. Looking northeast. Staff
12 has one stipulation for PZ-001-15. There are 24 stipul ations
13 for PZ-PD-001-15. While we’'re getting sonme nore information,
14 | did receive a letter fromthe adjacent property owner that
15 owns that portion in the northwest corner. This cane in after
16 your packet went out just earlier this week, indicating that
17 they are in opposition to the request. Utimately in their
18 letter they were asking for a continuance to continue

19 negotiations with Resolution Copper, but their letter is in
20 opposition. | guess they had been working with sonebody that
21 wanted to buy the property, and that’s been del ayed and so

22 they’'re not |longer in support of the proposal. | can get

23 copies of this if the Comm ssion would like. | — they had

24 intended on comng, but | don't see themhere today. That’s

25 it for this.
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1 RIGA NS: Wuld the Comm ssion |like to take a pause
2 for just a noment to receive that so we can be |looking at it

3 during the case? It seens |ike they would, so. And this was,
4 this was received just in the |ast couple of three days?

5 MACDONALD: Yeah, | believe it was not yesterday,

6 the day before.

7 RIGA NS: kay, and they had not been opposition up
8 wuntil that point?

9 MACDONALD: They had not.

10 RIGANS: Okay. Al righty. Well we’'ll just, we'll
11 just wait for a copier to do its magic. Comm ssioner — Vice
12 Chair Hartman?

13 HARTMAN: Chair Riggins, what — |1 think this is the
14 third continuance that we’ve — we’'re having right now |

15 think the Comm ssion had originally decided that three

16 continuances was really all we were going to do, so I, | don't
17 know whet her that’s — whether we as a Conm ssion have

18 authority to say three and now we’re getting a request for a
19 fourth continuance, is legitimte.

20 RIGANS: | would see — let’s see what the applicant
21 has to say.

22 HARTMAN:. Ckay. | have a comm - Chair Riggins,

23 have a question of Ashlee.

24 RIGA NS: kay, go right ahead.

25 HARTMAN:  Ashlee, | did not see — you said staff has
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included a stipulation requiring — requiring - the dedication
of an easenent for a trails corridor. What stipulationis
that? | couldn’t find that stipulation, so | wote 25.

MACDONALD: That is stipulation 16.

HARTMAN: 167

MACDONALD: Prior to site plat approval, the
applicant property owner shall dedicate a 50 foot easenent
al ong (i naudi bl e).

HARTMAN: Oh, | got you. That’'s it. Ckay.

AGU RRE- VOGLER: | have a questi on.

RI GA NS: Conmi ssi oner Aguirre-\Vogl er

AGUI RRE-VOGLER: | don’t know if the Comm ssioners
have noticed kind of a different format that has cone before
us, where the staff now is recommendi ng approval, and that
seens to be swaying an opinion, | believe, and | don’t know
what the rest of the Comm ssioners think, but | don’t knowif
| like that, that consideration. It's a different fornmat.

RIGANS: If the Conm ssioners will correct nme if
|’ mwong, but in ny recollection there has al ways been, due
to the facts put together by the staff, where they have said
t hey recommend approval or denial.

AGUI RRE-VOGLER: No, it’'s different now, it’'s
different. On the first page is different. |It’s different.
Yes, | renmenber they would always say if for some reason you

approve, if you sonme reason deny, but now, now on the very
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1 first page they re recommendi ng what they think we should do.
2 MORITZ: Mmhm It doesn’t nmean we have to do it.
3 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Wl | no, | understand, but | don’t
4 know if the other Conm ssioners —

5 HARTMAN: M. Chair, yeah, we did discuss that |ast
6 tinme, and staff said that they felt |like they were the

7 professionals and it was within their powers to give us a

8 professional view of what —

9 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: | just wonder what the other

10 Conmi ssioners feel.

11 RIGANS: |, | do agree that the page format, it’s
12 not in the same place it used to be, but at the back of the
13 narrative, it always said what the staff’s opinion was, and
14 always has. As far as | recall.

15 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Yeah, approval or denial it used to
16 say. Does the staff have an opinion on that, or the attorney?
17 RIGANS: Wll, we are, we are in the mddle of just
18 about to start sonebody’s case, so that seens to ne a little
19 bit nore of a housekeeping issue.

20 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Ckay.

21 RIGA NS: But Jordan, if you could just — let’s get
22 that letter.

23 AGUI RRE-VOGLER: It’'s on the case, that’s why I

24 brought it up.

25 RIGANS: W’Il get that letter out to everybody and
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1 then we'll get started.

2 HARTMAN: There is a difference in the format

3 between these two.

4 RIGANS: | knowthere’'s a — that’s changed. |’ m

5 sorry, pardon ne.

6 LANGLI TZ: M. Chair, Mark Langlitz, Deputy County

7 Attorney. Just a couple of comments in follow ng up from

8 Ashlee’ s presentation. The letter that she nentioned that was
9 received fromthe law firm Sacks Tierney, it really involves a
10 private matter, it has nothing to do with the County. It

11 sounds |like they' re asking for a continuance so that

12 di scussions can continue between the parties regarding a sale.
13 That really is conpletely irrelevant to this matter, and it

14 wouldn't be appropriate, it’s not a basis to continue it. And
15 then they're also asking for a stipulation that would require
16 - let ne see — that would require the Resol ution Copper to buy
17 their land, which totally isn't appropriate either. | just

18 wanted to nention that in case anyone had any qual ns or

19 issues, soreally this letter is — doesn’t do anything in this
20 matter.

21 RIGANS: It is a, it is a input fromthe affected
22 community that needs to be at |east seen by the Conm ssion.

23 1, | didn't know those were the issues that were going to be
24 in it, but obviously that weighs to what its validity is in

25 the case.
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1 LANG.I TZ: Oh absolutely, yeah, they — anybody can

2 make any comments that they want regarding a case, but | just
3 wanted to indicate that that wasn't really anything that we

4 could deal wwth. The other factor is in the stipulations,

5 there are a couple of stipulations relating to public

6 infrastructure inprovenents, and the parties have been working
7 pretty diligently in — at comng up with a devel opnent

8 agreenent that ultimately will address those issues, and we’'re
9 working — both sides are working real hard with each other in
10 good faith, and we’'re getting there, but those things just

11 take tinme. So we had sone initial thought about well, should
12 we wait until we conplete that agreenent before we proceed

13 with this, but we figured no, let’'s, let’s keep it going. The
14 Board is adverse to continuing nmatters past a certain point,
15 which is fine. So we are suggesting that we add a stipulation
16 at the end, it would be stipulation nunber 25, and | wll ask
17 - you want to hand — so that you can see it, but basically

18 stipulation 25 would read prior to Board of Supervisors

19 approval of this rezoning request. Now, are these

20 stipulations in the rezoning or the PAD?

21 MACDONALD:  PAD.
22 LANGLI TZ: Oh, in the PAD. Gkay. Then let ne
23 change that. |If you substitute the word rezoning for PAD, it

24 would read prior to Board of Supervisors approval of this PAD

25 request, the owners of the land and the rail line shall enter
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1 a road construction devel opnent agreenent with the County,

2 acceptable in formand substance to the County, in connection
3 wth public infrastructure inprovenents, including, wthout

4 limtation, inprovenents to Skyline Drive and the rai

5 crossing, through the rail line. Those are the public

6 infrastructure inprovenents that we were referring to, so what
7 we anticipate will happen is the stipulations are attached to
8 the case, the 24 stipulations. That's fine. W expect that

9 we will subsequently, probably change what those stipul ations
10 state in the devel opnent agreenent, and then it will proceed
11 and go to the Board. So in that way we're maintaining a

12 cooperative relationship in noving this forward and not

13 delaying it, or asking for a continuance. So we would ask

14 that if the Comm ssion takes action on this, that it include
15 that stipulation 25 as corrected.

16 RIGA NS: Thank you for the explanation. Do we have
17 the opposition letter done yet, or are we still waiting for

18 that? Okay, let’s go ahead and hand those all out so we don’'t
19 have to interrupt Jordan’s case, as we al ready have done but
20 it’s all pertinent. Vice Chair Hartnman.

21 HARTMAN: Chair Riggins. Mark, | want to just state
22 as a Comm ssion Menber, that | was kind of under the

23 inpression that you were going to say well naybe we ought to
24 wait until the agreenent on the road is done before we pass it

25 onto the Supervisors, but what you have just said is what this
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Comm ssi on has done prior, is tolet it go onto the Board, but
have that decided prior to being presented to the Board.

That’s, in nmy opinion as a Commi ssion Menber, that’s a wi se

statement .

LANGLI TZ: M. Chair, M. Vice Chair, yes that's it.
And you know, | want to nake sure you understand, we’'re
wor ki ng cooperatively to get this thing done. It just |’ve

wor ked on sone devel opnent agreenents that have taken years to
get conpleted. |1’mnot suggesting that’s the case here, |

just want to nake the point that it takes a little bit — and
whenever you get |awers involved, we, you know, we got to

di sagree on everything. Lawyers have ruined nore business
deals than — I’ mkidding, kind of, but I nmean it’s, it’s the
details that, you know got to -

RIGA NS: Ckay, well let’s go ahead and get to the
case. Ms. Rose, if you'll cone up and sign in as the norma
procedure and provide your address, and then tell us, tell us
what we’re doi ng here.

ROSE: Ckay. Chair R ggins and Vice Chair Hartman,
Menbers of the Comm ssion, for your records |I’m Jordan Rose
and with me today is ny senior planner Jennifer Hall. And I
wanted to first thank staff, H manshu and Ashl ee, Lester and
(i naudi bl e) and also Mark Langlitz. W’ ve been working really
closely with themover the last nonths, and even in the | ast

few days, so we really appreciate the tinme that you guys have
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1 taken, so thank you. [I’'Ill just run through this — and Mark

2 and | can agree on that letter. | don’t want you to

3 necessarily have to read the letter while I’mtal king, because
4 | have actually featured the letter in ny review here, so

5 mybe | can point sone things out and then you can read it

6 after. O if you want, | can take a pause and you can finish
7 reading it now. \Wenever you re — okay, perfect. GCkay. Al
8 right, so we’ve worked with you and on — can you all see that
9 over — okay great. GOkay. So Resolution Copper is very

10 excited about this. | think they’ ve been working on this even
11 before we got involved, up until the last tinme you anmended

12 your general plan, they anended the general plan in part of
13 this property and left out a little other part, which is what
14 we cane to you last year. So this is the transfer facility.
15 1’mgoing to show you kind of how that works. But a year ago
16 we cane back and both you and the Board of Supervisors

17 unani nously amended the cleanup plan to nake the entire site
18 enploynent. You renenber a part of it was enploynent, and

19 then a part of it wasn't, and it was — just seened |i ke sone
20 sort of an error. But in any case — and not by the County,
21 but by — whatever. So they searched for the ideal |ocation
22 for this transfer facility, and this is an essential overal
23 operational elenent of their mning, which will occur in

24  Superior. And so let nme show you how or why that this was

25 essential. So first of all, it's, it’s right adjacent to the
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1 Mg railroad. And then it’s surrounded al nost entirely,

2 except for this little property right here, by Arizona State
3 Land Departnent |and for about a mle and a half, actually.

4 And actually, and actually, | think, four mles this way, but
5 amle and a half to the closest honme which is down here.

6 Previously it’s been disturbed, as Ashlee showed you in sone
7 pictures. So they're very sensitive to not creating any

8 additional environnental inpact by any of their operations.

9 So this was kind of like wow, this is a great site, and it

10 happens to be on the railroad. So their mning operation is
11 here in Superior, and |I'’mgoing to show you how t his worKks.

12 But basically the copper concentrate is delivered through a —
13 it’s basically when they dredge up the copper, they water —
14 essentially they water it down, and they water it down to nake
15 it into what's called copper concentrate, which is a liquefied
16 copper, that will then run through this pipe, that runs right
17 along the Magma Railroad |ine, which they own — or another

18 conpany that they owmn owns - to the, to this future transfer
19 facility site here. And then once it gets to the facility

20 site —is there atrick to — okay, there we go. ay, so at
21 this point it, it goes — and let nme show you a cl ose-up of

22 this. Al right. So here’s a close-up of the actual site,
23 and you can see here’'s the Magma Railroad, here’ s where the
24 pipe was comng into the site, and then once the copper

25 arrives, it’s additionally piped up this part of this site and
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1 into a totally enclosed filter plant. And that building, what
2 happens is basically the copper is taken fromthe pipe and

3 it’s drained of the water that was in it, and so you

4 essentially get a noisture |evel of wet sand, right, so it’'s —
5 but it’s copper. And then there are small trains in this |oad
6 out facility here, right next to the filter plant. And the

7 wet sand, the copper is delivered onto those trains and | oaded
8 into the train cars and then the train, which has cone up this
9 way, and isn’t that cute — but then goes and takes it offsite
10 to a snelter plant, which is not generally in Arizona, but in
11 any case, it goes down to the UP railroad |line, which is what
12 Magma connects up to. So that’s just basically the function
13 of this, is aload out, it’'s filter it, put it on the train

14 and nove it, nove it out. [It’s not a noxious use, which is

15 why | think, | think you may recall |ike three nonths ago when
16 we first started the case, there were a coupl e nei ghbors that
17 were here, and they were — and they stood up and we asked for
18 a continuance to go work with them W did work — well |

19 shouldn’t say we — | should say Jennifer and the fol ks from

20 Resol ution Copper worked with them and expl ai ned t he

21 situation, and they — and | think they stood up and said our
22 houses are going to turn green or sonmething like that. And

23 once they understood what it was, you could see it or not

24  here, and sone of themwote — | think they actually, the one

25 that -
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1 SALAS: They actually turn bl ue.
2 ROSE: Blue. Yeah. Thank you. Thank you, that’s
3 prefect. Well, in any case, they weren’'t worried about this.

4 And they wote a letter that said they were in support, which
5 is really kind of great. | think they gave that to you two

6 nonths ago. So — but it just was a question of what was going
7 on, and | think they thought this was going to be the cop —

8 the actual copper mne. Okay. | don’t know why ny clicker’s
9 not doing it for me today. ©Ch, thank you. And maybe it’s

10 just not going to work.

11 DENTON:. Excuse ne, Jordan, our conputer’s getting

12 ready to restart, so you' re going to | ose your PowerPoint just

13 briefly.

14 MACDONALD:  For 14 m nutes.

15 DENTON:  Yeah.

16 ROSE: Oh.

17 AGUJI RRE- VOGLER: 14 mi nutes?

18 ROSE: Ckay, so you're saying -

19 AGUJI RRE-VOGLER: 14 minutes to restart?

20 DENTON:  And finish up with —

21 ROSE: No, that’s okay. Al right. Can I, can | -
22 can it goto the next slide? | can finish this in one mnute

23 if it can proceed. O | can talk about it. Okay, great. All
24 right. So let ne just talk to you about the adjacent

25 neighbors. So we actually worked really well with the
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1 adjacent neighbor. He hasn’'t nmade any comrent until his

2 lawer nade a conment three days ago, because he had asked us
3 — or the lawer had asked us to do some buffering and record

4 an easenent, and so we, we pushed — we put a six foot solid

5 foot wall on the property line there, which is what he asked.
6 And then he asked that we nove our original entrance, which we
7 did. You can see we switched that for that property owner, we
8 noved it here. And then we put all of that into revegetating
9 180 acres of revegetated open space, which we thought was

10 great. And then we actually agreed upon, and they haven’t

11 recorded it yet, which is curious, but in any case, a 28 foot
12 easenent for themto have private ingress and egress, because
13 they wouldn’t otherw se have that access. So we thought we

14 were great with themuntil a few days ago, when they sent this
15 peculiar letter that said that they were going to oppose us

16 because they were in escrow to sell the property.

17 SALAS: Can you | eave that back down so | can read
18 it?
19 ROSE: Ch yes, | think I can. GCkay. Yeah, so it

20 says the basis — M. Talebi, and | may be m spronouncing his

21 nane, but in any case — is the neighbor, and this is his
22 lawyer’s letter. It says the basis for his opposition now
23 lies in the recent failure of the buyer of his property to

24 close on purchasing the property. So we knew that he was in

25 escrowwith a buyer who really |likes the property because it’s
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1 going to be next to a facility surrounded by State Land. It’s
2 the only private property. You know, you could potentially

3 put a supplier on or whatever. |In any case, | guess that fel
4 out for whatever reason, and we’'re not privy to that. So then
5 it cane as a little bit of a further surprise to us — okay, |
6 know |’ mon a time crunch here - okay, so he said that — wait,
7 let’s see if | can get — | think |I have (inaudible) right.

8 The buyer had expressed no dissatisfaction with our rezoning

9 efforts, and had in fact supported and expected to benefit

10 fromour rezoning. And so then he says — or his | awer says
11 he requests that Pinal Comunity Devel opnent Pl anning Division
12 - whatever — include an additional stipulation to staff’s

13 recommended approval that the applicant purchase the Tal eb

14 property. So he wants — which I’mnot — | don’t nean to

15 laugh, that’s not actually laughter, |ike maybe, maybe

16 Resolution should purchase it. | don’t know, but that’s

17 certainly not sonething that we — it was sonething that cane

18 as a surprise, and it was in witing, so that was interesting
19 for us. So now we can consider that, | suppose, but that’l

20 be private, you know, discussion. So anyhow. But it was

21 interesting. ay, so this nobody can see, but basically as
22 Mark said, we would — don’t, just don’t worry about it,

23 because it's illegible, I think - but Mark said we woul d agree
24 with that stipulation 25 because we are in the mdst of

25 working diligently with Mark and his team on the devel opnent
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1 agreenent, and so while we have questions with stipulation 16
2 and 19, those will be addressed in the devel opnent agreenent,
3 one way or the other, and so that’s where we’'re at. The only
4 stipulation we would ask to change — and | think that - and

5 Ashlee and Mark, you can — or H nmanshu, tell me if this is

6 okay. | think we talked about it, but here’s how we’ve

7 wittenit. Is in stipulation 15, after the fist sem colon,

8 it says the masonry — this is about the masonry wall that’|

9 be around the perineter, or on the Skyline Drive portion — and
10 it’s —and we would like to make a little bit nore specific,
11 because we don’t know — we just want to nmake sure that when it
12 goes to build, it’s specific. The masonry wall shall be

13 constructed with wall cap and at | east one row of split face
14 block in a natural earth tone to be approved during the site
15 plan review So | can hand that to — and it doesn’'t say much
16 different than what it says here, it’s just nore specific,

17 because in this it just says with split face block and a wall

18 cap, so.

19 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: | have a questi on.

20 ROSE: Yes. So I’'ll hand this to Ashlee if you

21 don’'t mnd, so that she — or maybe I’'Il hand it to sonebody.
22 RIGA NS: Conmmi ssi oner Aguirre-Vogler, question?

23 AGUI RRE-VOGLER: Did you — did we — or did | not see

24 a coment fromthe State Land Depart nent ?

25 ROSE: Chair and Vice Chair, Comm ssioners, | have
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1 not seen a comment, but we were — they visited with the State
2 Land Departnent |ast, last week, in fact, and we’ ve been

3 keeping them you know, abreast of everything, so —

4 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Shoul d be have a comment for the

5 record, staff, or not?

6 ROSE: | worked with themfor ten years or so on
7 this.
8 MACDONALD: | can confirmthat they have been

9 working with State Land. Earlier this week | got a call from
10 Rochelle Geen with the State Land Departnent stating that

11 they are working with Resol ution Copper and Rose Law G oup on
12 the matter, and that continued discussions will happen after
13 the Pl anning Comm ssion, because they understand that they

14 couldn't really cone to a resolution on sone of their concerns
15 prior to your neeting today. But they were confortable with
16 this noving forward today.

17 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: And so they’' ||l have sonething

18 before the Board?

19 MACDONALD: That is ny understandi ng.
20 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: (I naudi bl e) comrent ?
21 ROSE: And just to clarify Chair and Comm ssi oner,

22 their issue is really the sane as ours with the trail.
23 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: | just thought it would be good for
24  record.

25 RIGEA NS: Conmmi ssi oner Sal as.
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1 SALAS: The vegetation of native — nature, is that
2 native vegetation?
3 ROSE: Chair and Comm ssioner, yes, the revegetated

4 area wll be of native plant species. Yes. Good question.

5 RIGA NS: Ckay, any other questions of — Vice Chair
6 Hartman.
7 HARTMAN.  Chair Riggins, Jordan, a question. |

8 actually have several questions. That — nunber 16 where staff

9 is requesting a 50 feet easenent for a trail, to ne that seens
10 Ilike probably nore feet than | would want to give off of ny
11 personal property. | know when | have a power conpany cone

12 through and they want a ten foot easenent to bury a line and
13 it takes a four inch trench to put the line in, | have a hard
14 time giving themten feet because that could turn into a road
15 or whatever, but | just want your comments. And you probably
16 have read the stipulations and probably agree with the

17 stipulations, | hope.

18 RIGA NS: Chair and Vice Chair, actually on stip 16
19 we don’'t agree with stipulation 16, but as | said, we're

20 working on the devel opnment agreenent that we’ re hopeful may
21 address that. The reason we don’t agree with it is actually
22 not as nuch the width, because that is in your trails and

23 Master Plan that you decided on, but it’s nore the adjacency
24 to arail line and we're really concerned, as is — and | don’t

25 speak for State Land, so (inaudible) discussions with just -
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and |

a trai

we're

understand why it’s happened, why the County has pl aced
| next — a rural trail next to a railroad track, but

really worried about that, so — or ny client’s very

worried about that, very concerned about the safety. So we’ll

talk with the County staff about it and we'll -

HARTMAN: | had anot her question in mnd, was that |
didn’t read anywhere in here where you have control over the
railroad, it just says you' re using the railroad, so | - you
know, my questi on.

ROSE: Yeah. Chair and Vice Chair, Resolution

Copper, one of its entities recently purchased the railroad.

So they do have (inaudible) for the railroad. Yeah.

RIGA NS: Conmi ssi oner Sal as.

SALAS: Rose, can you, can you put that stip up

there where their property is relative to Resolution’s there,

so | can nore or less get a picture what those guys talking

about

and what area you have?

ROSE: Yes, possibly. Hold on one second. Dedrick,

can you hel p nme?

my off

Sal as,

whi ch

RIGA NS: (I naudi ble) chall enge.

ROSE: Ckay, perfect. | have that same conputer at
ice, so. GCkay. GCkay. So, Chair and Conm ssi oner
this is the Resolution property here, and the blue area

is 76.95 acres is the Tal ebi property. And as you can

see, everything that they, that they have asked us to do, we
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1 have done. They asked for this six foot high block wall, they

2 asked us for this 28 foot ingress/egress easenent. O herw se

3 they would not have access, | guess, to their property.

4 SALAS: \Where's that 50 foot road at?

5 RIGA NS: 50 foot trail easenent.

6 ROSE: Chair and Conm ssioner Salas, this is the

7 railroad — this is the Magnma Railroad track right here, and
8 then this would be the 50 foot wide trail easenment running

9 right along it.

10 SALAS: Beside the railroad track.

11 HARTMAN: R ght .

12 SALAS: On the opposite side, it |ooks like, to ne.
13 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: And it’s going over the pipe.

14 RIGANS: Well it, it does seemto ne that

15 stipulation 16 is an ongoi ng di scussion that will be covered
16 in the application of the new stipulation 25, and probably

17 this is not the place to debate that particular thing, because
18 it sounds |ike — Conm ssioner Salas.

19 SALAS: Does he have any structures on that — his

20 property right now?

21 ROSE: Chair and Comm ssioner Salas, totally

22 undevel oped | and.

23 RIGA NS: Ckay. Any, any other questions of — Vice
24  Chair Hartman.

25 HARTMAN: To carry on with ny questions, question
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1 nunber 23, a route of regional significance, that Skyline, and
2 1 didn't read anywhere in here where — but except under the

3 stipulations | read, where you were going to give the County

4 and the public a right of way to cross your properties with

5 Skyline, and that probably — is that the other one that you're
6 discussing?

7 ROSE: Chair and Vice Chair, yes. That’s the

8 primary discussion that we’re having is the wwdth and — well

9 not the width, but the configuration and what we’ll do and

10 what we won’t do, and what the County will do, and how t hat

11 partnership will work with inprovenents and railroad

12 crossings.

13 HARTMAN: | just want to express to you that | could
14 see real benefit to you, if you left Skyline open because that
15 would give you a route to Superior that would save you going —
16 fromgoing clear around to Phoeni x Road and com ng on around
17 wth any travel that you had between — for m ne business from
18 Superior down.

19 ROSE: Chair and Vice Chair, the interesting thing
20 about this siteis that it won't have nmuch, if any — it wll
21 have sone truck or car traffic for the workers that work

22 there, but it’s really not sonmething where the m ning

23 community’s going to be driving to see copper |oaded out into,
24  you know, rail cars. That said, we will absolutely — we're

25 going to agree to allow Skyline to go through. The issue is
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1 that there’s, | think three, and they can probably correct nme
2 if I"'mmsstating this — but three mles of Skyline Road that
3 is owned right now by the State Land Departnent that would
4 connect to the 79, that we really have no control over, so
5 that’'s another question. But | believe that the Public Wrks
6 Departnment at the County has actually submtted right of way
7 application for Skyline with State Land, so that’s good.

8 SALAS: M. Chair.

9 HARTMAN: Just a second. And Jordan, | think that
10 Superstition Vista would greatly be enhanced by havi ng sone
11 access into the center, basically of the Superstition property
12 State Land, trust land in other words, by having Skyline be a
13 continuous. kay.

14 RIGA NS: Conmmi ssi oner Sal as.

15 SALAS: Just an idea, Jordan, about your traffic in
16 and other of there. So you've got a rail line there, | think
17 it woul d behoove the conpany to put on a couple of cars on

18 there to just take their enployees down to the property or

19 when they have to go there. Just sonething to think about.

20 You' d elimnate the - unless during the shifts that they work,
21 they’'d have to be having traffic in and out of there, other

22 than sonebody that’s in a salaried position or whatever the
23 situation mght be, but you know, if you can have a point out
24  here on the other side of 79 or wherever they' re going to be
25 neeting, to have a car that’s going to take your enpl oyees
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1 down there.
2 ROSE: Chair and Comm ssioner, | appreciate that.
3 And | think our enployee count is —it’s |like seven people who
4 wll work at that site, so yeah
5 SALAS: You don’t need nore than one car.
6 RIGA NS: Conmmi ssioners, other comments and
7 questions of —
8 GRUBB: M. Chair.
9 RIGA NS: Commi ssi oner G ubb.
10 GRUBB: Ckay, I'mjust trying to understand what
11 exactly occurs on this site. So, so there's no sulfuric acid.
12 ROSE: Zero, no, zero.
13 GRUBB: Al that’s happening is the water’s draining
14 of the slurry to make it a sludge to go into cars, so that
15 there’s no hazardous materials onsite whatsoever.
16 ROSE: Chair and Conmi ssioner G ubb, that’s correct.
17 GRUBB: Thank you.
18 ROSE: Thank you.
19 RIGA NS: And as a, as a secondary coment to that,
20 in reading the narrative, the water that is creating the
21 slurry for the transport from Superior when it is renoved, it
22 actually is punped back to Superior for a second trip. So
23 fromthe narrative | see here, this is a very |ow inpact-style
24 side. kay.
25 ROSE: That is correct.
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1 RIGA NS: Ckay. Comm ssioner Sal as.
2 SALAS: Bill, what they're doing is they mll, they
3 mll the copper, okay? Once they crush it and mll it and

4 whatever, put it in the concentrate form— because they do use
5 ~chemcals, arsenic and whatever it is —thenit’s going to

6 shipit out there to have this thing dried out, washed out,

7 then resent back to wherever they' re going to be situating the
8 concentrate. So whether they’'re going to ship the concentrate
9 out (inaudible) or whether — I don’t know what snelter they're
10 going to use or refinery or whatever, Jordan, but |I'mjust

11 trying to explain (inaudible) that’s what they do.

12 ROSE: Thank you. | should probably have you up

13 here to give the presentation since you ve lived it and | just
14 read about it.

15 RIGA NS: And just a point of information for the
16 Comm ssion, when it ships out, where is it being snelted?

17 ROSE: That is a good question Chair, and Vice

18 Chair. | should know that and |I feel like I knowit, but I

19 don't renenber it offhand, but it’s not in the State of

20 Arizona. There's two snelter plants. Is that it? Oh,
21 sonebody remind nme. | can’t renmenber. Texas? GCkay. In
22 Mam, that’s right. There’'s one in Mam. So it’ll either

23 be Mam or potentially Texas, if that's right.
24 PUTRICK: M. Chair.

25 Rl G3 NS: Conmmi ssi oner Putrick
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1 PUTRICK: | just have a — kind of an odd questi on.
2 So the slurry pipe comes down from Superior, alongside the

3 railroad, howis it going to get across 60? |Is it going

4 under?

5 ROSE: |1'mdone. Let nme — Chair and Conm ssioner
6 Putrick. Let nme just ook at nmy nap here so that | can — |
7 was going to try to showit to you

8 PUTRICK: It has to cross 60 where the railroad

9 tracks are.

10 ROSE: Right, yes. And it — yes, it will go under -
11 | wish | could showthis to you, but it’s only one — there’s

12 one point where it needs to just traverse under the roadway,

13 so.

14 PUTRI CK: (Ckay, so it’s going to go under.

15 ROSE:  Yes.

16 RIGA NS: Ckay. Comm ssioners, any — Comm ssioner
17  Sal as.

18 SALAS: So for clarification, the slurry is going to

19 cone all the way down fromup there?

20 ROSE: Chair and Comm ssioner Sal as, yes.

21 SALAS: And then at the point of demarcation there,
22 then it’s going to be slurried back up to the plant where

23 they're going to dry it there?

24 ROSE: Chair and Conm ssioner Salas, in — at the

25 Superior mne it’ll be made into the copper concentrate, so
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the chem cal process will happen in — at the Superior m ne,
and then the concentrate, which is just the water and copper,
which the slurry if that’s the correct term—- will go through
the piping and it’ll cone to the site. The pipe wll
essentially end there, and the copper concentrate will be
drai ned and then put into the railroad cars, and then the
railroad cars will take it around, go to the UPPs main |ine
and either go to Mam or wherever the other snelter is.

RIGA NS: (kay. Any other questions whatsoever?

Vi ce Chair Hartman.

HARTMAN: Chair Riggins. Jordan, | |ooked at the
del etion of uses that were taken off, and one of themwas a
hel i pad, do you not ever plan to have a helicopter fly down
and | and on your property?

ROSE: Did w take it off? W took it off? Ckay.
Then yes, Chairman and Vice Chair, | guess we don’t intend
that to occur anynore. Ckay.

RIGA NS: Ckay, one question that | would like to
address while Jordan is still up, and to staff also. There
seens to be questions on stipulations 16 and 23. It seens to
me that as far as further discussions by the Comm ssion on
those stipulations are really not needed because they will be
covered with the addition of stipulation 25, and those w ||
take place at a — at a place between us and the Board of

Supervisors? |Is that the correct understandi ng?
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1 MACDONALD: That is correct.

2 RIGA NS: kay. So the Conm ssioners will know that
3 we are adding stipulation 25 because of conti nuing

4 discussions, and | don't believe that we probably need to have
5 extensive discussion, unless sonebody just as to. But | think
6 that's the direction that this. Do you conment on that?

7 ROSE: Chair and Vice Chair, and | don’t know if

8 Mark would comment on this, but maybe we can add just the

9 nunbers of the stipulations that we wanted to address, 16, 19

10 and 23 in this stip 25, because now I’m|looking at it, it

11 doesn’t say anything about the rural trail. The nunber 25
12 that we proposed, or the County proposed and we agreed to. It
13 doesn’t say anything about the trail, | just want to nake sure

14 that we have a conversati on about — that we note that the

15 Pl anni ng Comm ssion wants us to discuses that.

16 MORI TZ: M . Chai r man.
17 RIGA NS: Conmi ssioner Moritz.
18 MORI TZ: Was 15 under discussion al so because of the

19 Dblock wall requirenent?

20 ROSE: Chair and Comm ssioner, | think 15 if you -
21 RIGA NS: (Inaudible) discuss that one here.
22 ROSE: Ckay. | nean the rest of the County’s in

23 agreenent.
24 RIGANS: |Is staff willing to nodify stipulation 25,

25 probably not with a stipulation nunber, but just with the

Page 47 of 104




October 15, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 words the rural trail devel opnment easenent? O do they not

2 wsh to do that?

3 LANGLI TZ: M. Chair yes, that’'s fine. And also the
4 way the stipulation is read, if we happen to forget sonething,
5 thelist isn't all inclusive. So in other words it says

6 including without limtation, so if another item cones up that
7 we have a whoops, we forgot that one, then that’ Il be

8 addressed too, but no, your suggestion is — no, yeah that’s

9 perfect.
10 RIGANS: It’'s a public infrastructure inprovenents,
11 and | think that would definitely cover — | think probably

12 it’'s better not to rewite this. Then | think it’s general

13 enough to where we don’t need to do that.

14 ROSE: (1 naudi bl €) understand we’re tal king about
15 that.

16 RIGA NS: Ckay. Very good.

17 LANGLITZ: It’s your call, M. Chair.

18 RIGANS: | think —

19 LANGLI TZ: Good either way.

20 RIGANS: | think this is general enough that it
21 covers the concerns there. So — and you all will have nore

22 work to do and hopefully the |lawers won’'t get involved and it
23 won’'t take years. So — but does the Conm ssion have any
24 further questions of Jordan before we have her sit down and

25 discuss this? Gkay, well thank you very nuch.
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1 ROSE: Yeah, | appreciate you taking the tine.

2 RIGANS: And we’'ll call you back up and

3 Conm ssioners, discussion on the case? Well it seens |ike the
4 case has been prevented — presented very well, and everybody

5 has their questions answered. Does staff have any comments at
6 any point intinme on the case? kay. Does anybody desire to
7 have the applicant conme back up for any other questions or

8 coments? It would seemto be then, that we are ready for a

9 notion on this case. Wuld anybody |ike to do that?

10 MACDONALD:  Chai rman? Chai rman Ri ggi ns.

11 RI G NS:  Yes.

12 MACDONALD: Did you open it to the public?

13 RIGANS: | did not. | amsorry. | amsorry.

14 Pardon ne for ny, ny not getting that done. | will at this

15 point in tinme open the case PZ-001-15 to the public for

16 comment. Anybody that wants to conme up to speak for or

17 against? There none being, | will go ahead and cl ose the

18 public portion of the neeting, and we seemto be at the point
19 in tinme for a notion.

20 SALAS: | nove, Chairman?

21 RIGA NS: Conmmi ssioner Sal as nakes the notion

22 Wuld you like to —

23 SALAS: We forward PZ-PZ-PD-001-15 to the Board of
24  Supervisors -

25 RIGANS: No, it’'ll just be the PZ
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1 SALAS: Ckay.

2 RIGA NS: There' s two.

3 SALAS: PZ-PZ-

4 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  No (i naudi bl e).

5 RIGA NS: No, just PZ

6 SALAS: | got two PZs here.

7 HARTMAN:  PZ-001 - PZ-001.

8 SALAS: Ckay, PZ-001-15 wth a favorable

9 recomendation, including all the stipulations.
10 RIGANS: Wich | believe on that one is sinply one.

11 One stipul ation.

12 SALAS: Ckay.

13 RIGA NS: Ckay. W have a notion.

14 HARTMAN: |’ 1l second.

15 RIGA NS: Vice Chair Hartman seconds. All in favor

16 signify by saying aye.

17 HARTMAN:  Aye.

18 RIGA NS: Al opposed? The Conm ssion — or the, the
19 notion carries unani nously. W have another notion to nmake on

20 another case. Wo would like to nake that notion?

21 HARTMAN: Chair.
22 RIGA NS: Vice Chair Hartman.
23 HARTMAN: Chair Riggins, | would like to make a

24 notion that we send PZ-PD-001-15 to the Board of Supervisors

25 wth a favorable recommendation, with the 25 stipul ations as
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1 so presented.

2 SALAS: [|'1l second.

3 RIGANS: And that, just for clarification, there is
4 24 stipulations on the staff report, and we are addi ng the

5 provided stipulation 25 with its change of rezoning request, a

6 PAD request.

7 MACDONALD: |Is there any discussion on stipulation
8 157
9 RIGA NS: There was no di scussion on stipulation 15.

10 A notion for — a second to the notion?

11 SALAS: Second.

12 RIGA NS: W have a second from Comm ssi oner Sal as.
13 Everybody - everybody’ s | ooking at you. Sonething about 15.
14 kay, is there a desire — we have a notion and a second on the
15 floor. |Is the — does the second desire to have di scussion?

16 No? No discussion. So there is no, there is no discussion on
17 stipul ation 15.

18 LANGLI TZ: M. Chair, for purposes of clarification,
19 though, staff is requesting that stipulation 15 be revised as
20 follows -

21 RIGA NS: Well we should have said that before we

22 got to this point, shouldn’t we have?

23 LANGLI TZ: This is just for purposes of

24 clarification.

25 RIGA NS:. Ckay. Wll, we have a notion and a
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1 second. W have discussion and so what is the discussion

2 concerning stipulation 15?

3 MACDONALD: Stipulation is — stipulation 15 is the
4 one referring to the masonry wall. Wat Jordan had presented
5 during her portion of the presentation, staff is agreeable

6 wth, to nodify the | anguage so that it reads that it be a

7 masonry wall with a wall cap and at | east one row of split

8 face bl ock.

9 RIGANS: kay. First of all, would the second be
10 wlling to nodify the notion to accept the new | ang —

11 SALAS: (I naudible).

12 RIGA NS: Ckay, and would the prinmary notion be

13 wlling to nodify?

14 HARTMAN:  Yes.

15 RIGA NS: Ckay. Then in that case, let the notion
16 and the second reflect that stipulation 15 is changed to

17 reflect the | anguage that was just presented, since we don’'t
18 have it witten down here, | mght have a hard tine

19 renenbering it exactly to put, but it seens |ike both the

20 applicant and staff are happy with that. And the rest of the
21 stipulations stand as they are, along with the addition of the
22 stipulation 25 that was presented to be added to the

23 stipulation list. So we have a notion and a second with these
24 provisions. |Is there — we’'ll call for a vote. Everybody in

25 favor of the notion signify by saying aye.
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COLLECTI VE:  Aye.

RIGA NS: (Opposed? It passes unani nously. So.
kay, we are done then with case PZ-001-15 And PZ-PD- 001- 15.
PZ- 005- 15 has been postponed. Then we nove into tentative
plats. Qur first tentative plat is S-042-14.

MACDONALD: Before we junp into that case, can we
take a five to ten mnute recess? W’re having sone technica
difficulties after our conputer restart.

RIGA NS: Let’s go ahead and take a ten m nute
recess until 10:30. [Break.] Let’s go ahead and reconvene
the public hearing and nove onto case S-042-14. Tentative
pl at .

DENTON: M. Chairnman, and Menbers of the
Comm ssi on, having sonme issues with the projector, so |I’mjust
going to give you a quick sunmary, then we can junp into
guestions and then bring the applicant forward. And this is
case S-042-14, San Tan 30. The applicant is proposing
approval of the San Tan 30 tentative plat. It is
approximately 30 acres in a CR-3 zone, and it’s 106 lots
| ocated in the southeast corner of Ocotillo Road and Coyote
Road in the San Tan Valley area. The applicant is CSWR131
Mortensen, LLC. And this subdivision is |located in the
northern portion of the County in the San Tan area. And it is
situated adjacent to Ccotillo Road to the south, and adjacent

to Coyote Road to the east, just east of Ironwood Road. The
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1 zoning is CR-3, and their devel opnent standards are a m ni num
2 of 7,000 square foot lots, 60 foot mnimumlot wdth, and the
3 setbacks for CR-3is 20 in the front, eight on the side, and
4 25 in the rear. The tentative plat does show two forns of

5 access, one on Ccotillo Road and the other one on Coyote, and
6 they do conformto our standards. The lots do conformto the
7 CR-3 zone. And then with that, there’s ten stipul ations

8 associated with this case, and that concludes nmy presentation.
9 RIGA NS: Commi ssioners, any questions of staff?

10 Then would the applicant please sone up? Please wite your

11 nane and address down.

12 MARKAKI S:  Chai rman Ri ggi ns, Vice Chairman Hartnman,
13 Menbers of the Commi ssion, ny nane is Mchael Markakis with
14 Community Sout hwest, 7001 North Scottsdal e Road, Suite 1015,
15 in Scottsdale. | think that the application’s pretty

16 straightforward. | don’t think | have too nuch to say, but |
17 amopen to any questions that you m ght have.

18 RIGANS: Al right. Conm ssioners, do we have any

19 questions concerning the case presented to us?

20 HARTMAN:  Chair Riggins.
21 RIGA NS: Vice Chair Hartman.
22 HARTMAN:  Excuse nme, turn ny mke on. Chair

23 Riggins, nmy questionis to Mchael. Skyline, | haven't driven
24 that. |s Skyline already approved — | nean wi dened and all

25 that, adjoining your property?
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1 MARKAKI S:  Ccotillo I think you re referring —

2 HARTMAN: Is it Ccotillo? | thought Skyline was on
3 one.

4 RIGA NS: No, you' re on the, you' re on the wong

5 one.

6 HARTMAN:  Oh wrong one, okay. That question then is
7 not —is Cecotillo, is Ccotillo approved, or are you going to

8 be required and approve that?

9 MARKAKI S:  Qur — what, should | turn this over to
10 Dedrick for comment on that first or?

11 HARTMAN:  No, you can answer it if you can.

12 MARKAKI S:  Yeah, nean the traffic inpact analysis
13 does not call for any inprovenents to Ccotillo Road, so there
14 is — obviously there’'s activity on Ccotillo Road, there’'s

15 traffic on Ccotillo Road as of today, but the traffic inpact
16 analysis does not state that any inprovenents are going to be
17 required, or necessary or needed.

18 HARTMVAN:  Ckay.

19 DENTON:  Chairman Ri ggins, Vice Chair Hartman.

20 Ccotillo is currently in front of the property, it’s a paved
21 two | ane roadway, one |ane each direction. As part of their
22 requirenment, they wwll be doing their half street

23 inprovenents, but beyond that, the traffic analysis has not
24 identified any inprovenents beyond their half street

25 inprovenent.
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1 MARKAKI' S:  Thank you. | appreciate that

2 clarification. That is correct.

3 HARTMAN: (Okay, because on ny plat it shows a w der
4 road next to your property than it does to adjacent property

5 tothe left, or to the west of you.

6 MARKAKI S:  Just that northwest corner is an existing

7 church site that did their inprovenents.

8 HARTMVAN:  Ckay.

9 AGU RRE- VOGLER: | have a questi on.

10 RIGA NS: Commi ssi oner Aguirre-\Vogl er

11 AGU RRE- VOGLER: Is that part of a PAD?

12 MARKAKI S:  Conmi ssi on Menber Vogler, no it is not.
13 There was no PAD done for this property. It’s currently under

14 the hard zoning.

15 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Because | notice you' re over three
16 and a half, right? Alittle over three and a half to the

17 acre. And then the other question | have for staff is do they
18 - if they sell those lots, do they have to notify that they're
19 what, about a quarter of a mle fromthe mlitary reservation?

20 Have to notify anybody about that?

21 DENTON: If they sell those |ots?

22 AGQUI RRE- VOGLER: Yeah, | don’t know what’'s on the
23 mli — if they do activities or if there’s ammunition in that
24 area, or anything like that. | was just curious.

25 DENTON: That part |I’mnot necessarily famliar
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1 wth, but I know a part of their public report they have to

2 describe what's in the area.

3 RIGANS: | do believe that mlitary reservation is
4 one of the old air sites, is it not? | nmean it’'s not a —

5 GRUBB: Yes, there’'s an old air strip working —

6 DENTON: The Rittenhouse?

7 GRUBB: Yeah, it's the old airstrip they used for

8 touch and goes back there in the second world war, and it’s

9 wused by light aircraft now Utralights and things |ike that.

10 RIGA NS: kay.
11 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Thank you.
12 RIGA NS: Any other questions or conments?

13 Comm ssi oner Snyres.

14 SMYRES: | am | ooking at the, again, the devel opnent
15 standards. Have you built any houses at all in this area

16 wusing these standards?

17 MARKAKI'S:  No sir. W are, we are not a hone

18 builder, we are a developnent firm a |and devel opnent

19 conpany, so the intent or the business plan for this site

20 would be to sell these lots to a future hone buil der.

21 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  So individual septic tanks?

22 RIGANS: Ch no. No, that would have to be an acre
23 and a quarter.

24 SMYRES: My big concern, of course, we’'re seeing a

25 20 foot setback on the front, which we all know will not work.
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1 You can't get a full sized car in a 20 foot setback. Eight

2 foot side, is that on each side or is that eight foot total on
3 each setbacks?

4 DENTON: It’s hard zone.

5 RIRGANS: One thing | will bring up is that this is
6 a hard zone case. This isn't a PAD, so they are follow ng

7 non-di scussabl e devel opnent st andar ds.

8 SMYRES: kay, thank you.

9 RIGA NS: Any other questions or conments to the

10 applicant? GCkay, thank you very much. As this is a tentative
11 plat, we don’t call to the public on this neeting, so we’'re

12 ready for discussion fromthe Comm ssion or a notion.

13 MORITZ: I'll make a noti on.
14 RIGA NS: Commi ssioner Moritz.
15 MORI TZ: | nove to approve findings one through

16 seven as set forth in the staff report, and approve the
17 tentative plat in planning case S-042-14, with the ten

18 stipulations as presented in the staff report.

19 RIGANS: Do we have a second to that?
20 GRUBB: "Il second that.
21 RIGA NS: W have a second, Conmmi ssioner G ubb. All

22 those in favor signify by saying aye.

23 COLLECTI VE:  Aye.
24 RIGA NS: (Opposed?
25 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  No.
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1 RIGA NS: Have a single nay. So 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6,

2 7, 8 to one. Ckay, very good. You are approved and good

3 luck. GCkay, we’'ll nove onto case nunber S-013-15, and |

4 understand that there is a request for a continuance on this

5 case?

6 DENTON: That’s correct. That is correct to the

7 Novenber 19'" neeti ng.

8 RIGA NS: The Novermber 19'" neeting at 9 a.m  Ckay.
9 Wat is the Conmm ssion’s pleasure? Wuld soneone |like to make

10 a notion?

11 MORI TZ: Make a notion.
12 RIGA NS: Commi ssioner Moritz.
13 MORI TZ: | nake a notion that we approve a

14 continuance on S-013-15 to the Novenmber 19, 2015 neeti ng.

15 RIGANS: At 9 a.m

16 MORITZ: At 9 a.m

17 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: 1’| second that.

18 RIGA NS: W have a second by Conmi ssioner Aguirre-

19 Vogler, all those in favor signify by saying aye.

20 COLLECTI VE:  Aye.

21 RIGA NS: (Opposed? Mdtion carries unaninously.

22 (kay, our next order of business is a work session. And there
23 goes the vineyards. And there goes the vineyards.

24 MACDONALD: This next itemon your agenda is an

25 ordi nance anendnent that the Comm ssion |last saw and initiated
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1 in, | believe it was July of this year. You ve seen this a
2 nunber of times prior to that. W’ ve been working on it since
3 2013, you know, taking a pause each year when the w nter
4 visitors are gone, so that’s why we’'re seeing it pick back up
5 now. And everybody has their handouts, right. So I just
6 wanted to take time today to go over it, make sure that |
7 understand any issues that the Conmi ssion has. |If | don't
8 have the answer for you today, be able to get those answers
9 for you when it cone back to public hearing. W’'re
10 anticipating bringing this back to the Comm ssion next nonth
11 for public hearing, so that we can nove it through the
12 process. So that’'s essentially why we’'re here today, talking
13 about this itemagain. Wat has started this is our zoning —
14 our existing zoning regulations, they' re outdated. They
15 define an RV as eight by 40 and we all know that RVs these
16 days can be nuch larger than that, so we want to nake sone
17 updates to that. Additionally our ordi nance says that only
18 vehicles owned by the property owner or the resident can be
19 parked on a residential lot. So this doesn't allow for any
20 guest parking of any kind within our ordinance, but we al
21 know that that happens pretty regularly; that visitors cone
22 and they stay in RVs on other people’s property, and of course
23 they're violating our ordinance. So we want to be able to
24 address that issue. Also the ordinance currently doesn’t
25 allow any type of hookups, whether it’s an RV being stored on
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1 the property by the property owner, or if it’s being used for
2 those guests, so we want to allow for trickle charging of

3 batteries, allowthemto have those hookups. So that’s one of

4 the things that we're |l ooking to update as well. So how staff
5 has approached this issue in the past, since as | indicated we
6 don't allow guest parking at all, is we’ve had kind of a

7 friendly enforcenent approach. W’ ve allowed a grace period
8 when we get these conplaints that conme in about sonebody

9 occupying an RV. But with the growi ng County and these urban
10 areas, there’s been a | ot of abuse of that and we really need
11 to reexam ne our approach at this point; it’s becomng a

12 larger and larger issue. So in 2013, we started this process
13 of |ooking at our ordinance. W went out County-wi de and did
14 public neetings to try and get the feel for what residents

15 thought, how they felt and we kind of saw the gamut of people
16 not wanting it at all, and other people wanting, you know, the
17 freedomto do what they want to do on their property. So we
18 hope that this ordinance is a good bal ance, while still

19 protecting the best interests of the County as a whole, being
20 in conpliance with our environnental health code, as well

21 That was one of the things that’s kind of delayed this

22 project, as well as making sure that we are in line with what
23 the environnmental health or sanitary code says. So, we have
24 conme up with sone ordinance ideas. You ve got the draft in

25 your packet. Essentially we are redefining RV, because as we
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1 know they can be |arger than eight by 40, that’s di scussed now
2 in our ordinance, and we want to allow residents to be able to
3 leave their RVs in to trickle charge the battery. And as far
4 as the residing or using themas housing, we want to all ow RVs
5 for tenporary guest housing for no nore than six nonths, and

6 no nore than one RV. This no nore than one RV would mirror

7 the language that’s in the health code, that limts RVs not

8 wthin an RV park to one. So we want to make sure that our

9 <codeisinline with that, so that’s why we settled on that

10 nunber of one. W would allow this in our rural |lots only,

11  you know, our suburban ranch, general rural, those types of

12 zones, and then we want themto neet the side and rear

13 setbacks of detached accessory buil dings, and the front

14 setbacks of a main structure. So in the ordinance you Il see
15 that we have set up those kind of devel opnent standards for

16 these RVs, and we’ve also outlined a process for applicants to
17 receive a tenporary RV permt. The final thing that you’'ll

18 see in the draft is a reduction in the mninmmsize of an RV
19 park. So if some — currently the ordi nance says that an RV

20 park must be a m ninumof ten acres. This proposal wll

21 reduce that to five acres so that if sonebody had a smaller

22 parcel, they would have to cone through our rezoning process,
23 so it’s not something that would be allowed by right, but it
24 would just grant a little bit nore freedomin sone of these

25 areas to develop an RV park potentially if they neet, you
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1 know, the other zoning code requirenments and conme in and get
2 approval fromour Planning Conm ssion and the Board of

3 Supervisors. The last thing that you' |l see on the handout

4 that | gave you is a typical single famly residentia

5 developnent. One of the things that we heard as we did our

6 conmunity outreach was that some residents wanted to be able
7 to allow these guest houses on — or these RVs as guest

8 quarters on their single famly residential |lots, and staff

9 has sone serious concerns with that. This inage kind of shows
10 a typical single famly residential devel opnment and, you know,
11  our thought is that these types of lots can’'t accommbdate an
12 RV for a six nonth period. So as we go through this process,
13 that’s sonething that you m ght hear fromthe residents that,
14 you know, they want to see it in these residential areas, and
15 staff has sone concern. So that’s why | included that inage
16 just so we can have that discussion a little bit, and you can
17 understand where staff is comng fromin only allowing it in
18 our rural zones.

19 RIGANS: And just to junp right into that,

20 believe that Comm ssioner Snmyres just nmade a comment on the
21 last case concerning separation of buildings and everything
22 else, we're tal king about the only place nost of these people
23 could put one of these things is on the street, so | think,
24 think the Conm ssion shares that concern equally.

25 MACDONALD: And that actually concl udes ny
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1 presentation. Like |l said, I'’mhoping to get sone feedback

2 fromthe Comm ssion, because we want to bring this back to

3 public hearing next nonth, and | can understand any questions
4 you have so that if | can’'t answer them | have tinme to get

5 those answers for you.

6 RIGANS: | do have one question, just as a

7 clarification. |In your presentation here, you have friendly
8 enforcenent of a seven day grace period, but the way | read

9 the definitions, duration not to exceed 15 days or up to siXx

10 nmonths with a tenporary RV, so it’s really a 15 day grace

11 period.
12 MACDONALD: That’s what we’'ll be going to. Right
13 now when we get a violation - it’s not allowed at all now, so

14 when we get a violation now, they kind of just handle it just
15 real delicately and, you know, give them you know, seven days
16 to nove out. The draft proposes to let themhave it up to two
17 weeks wi thout receiving any type of approvals fromus. Once
18 they exceed that, they have to get a permt, show us where

19 it’s locating, that they have adequate facilities, whether

20 it’s septic hookups or, you know, what they’'re going to do.

21 RIGA NS: And who — how — obviously one of the

22 biggest, in my opinion, one of the biggest hurdles for the

23 people that want to use this is going to be the septic system
24 situation, and who's going to oversee that? 1Is that going to

25 Dbe handled in-house or is it -
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1 MACDONALD: It will be. It'll be within the

2 Comunity Devel opnent Departnment. Qur septic division wll

3 take a look at that. They' Il have to — the applicant will be
4 required to provide us sufficient information show ng that

5 their septic has capacity or not, and then that’' Il be our

6 determ nation

7 RIGANS: WIll — and the question | ask with that -
8 and again this is just for informational purposes, | think
9 thisis all good, I"'mnot — but just one of the difficulties,

10 a — sonething that's been built fairly recently that used —
11 (inaudible) not the 1960 rules - the septic systemis sized
12 for the size of the house, that's what it's sized for is the
13 size of the house. So what’s going to happen on a 3, 000

14 square foot house when sonebody wants to put a trailer on it
15 and you say no, you' re not big enough to do it, but then they
16 say yeah but there’s only two of us living in the house.

17 How s that — |1 mean it’s just a technical issue, |I'mjust

18 <curious to see how that’s going to be handl ed.

19 MACDONALD:  Well my, ny experience, not relating

20 specifically to RVs, but just other projects, is that they

21 have to show that their septic has capacity for any existing
22 use, regardless of the nunmber of occupants, because | believe
23 it’s based on fixtures, or -

24 RIGANS: Wll, and indeed what’s going to happen -

25 and again, we're just, it’s a work session, so we’'re just —
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1 I1’mnot a naysayer in any way, but I’mjust bringing up a

2 potential problem - basically nost people will have foll owed
3 the regulations and used the m nimum size septic system

4 allowable for their home, and to put a guesthouse on it in the
5 strict interpretation of the law, will not be possible. So

6 |I'mjust — so basically if you set this thing up like this,

7 and then have them go through the whole thing and tell them
8 well noit’s, you know, it’s inpossible. |’mjust curious how
9 we're going to deal with that.

10 MACDONALD: Well if we determne that their septic
11 doesn’t have the capacity, they won't, they won’t make it

12 farther in the process. That’'s sonmething they' Il be required
13 to submt initially.

14 RIGANS: But if everybody is — again, the people
15 that use the nodern regul ations and size things the way it’s
16 supposed to be, it’s not sized for another building to be on
17 it. And so that neans it’s a de facto no you can't. So |I'm
18 just curious how we go through all this, but then we have

19 sonething that’'s an absol ute bl ock.

20 MACDONALD: And you know we really haven’t gotten
21 too in depth in the discussions of what happens in that case,
22 but if they can show — we’ve had prelimnary discussions that
23 if they can show us, you know, that we’'ll be dunping here or
24 sonething to that effect, you know, that’s sonething that we

25 my consider. [It’ll be part of the application that we
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1 haven't devel oped on how we woul d handl e t hat.
2 RIGA NS: Wat | would suggest, we're in a — and |’'m

3 going to turn it over to Frank in just a second — but the

4 reason | brought this up, | like what’s here. | think this is
5 all good work. | think in the next work session we have to
6 discuss this, | think we need to discuss the technical aspects

7 of this one, because everything el se here is doable.

8 Everything else here works, it all works out. The issue with
9 septic systens will be difficult and we need to have kind of a
10 know edge of how we’'re going to go forward with that. And

11 with that, 1I'Il turn it over to Frank.

12 SALAS: Well, ny concern is you' re wagon or whatever
13 you park on there, they're going to use their own facility

14 inside that, right? So where are they going to dunp? There
15 are no facilities any place around, other than sone pl ace

16 that’'s an RV park that has that type of facility.

17 RIGA NS: Well Frank, a lot of residential hones

18 Dbuilt on rural lots, have hookups for sewer for their

19 trailers. They dunp it into their own septic system

20 SALAS: In the area that I'’mtal king about, | don’t
21 see that, Scott, and ny concern is enforceability. Wo's

22 going to enforce this, who's going to check on it, because

23 we’ve got people that go out there and of course once they see
24 they can park there for the year, they' re going to go back

25 east over there and spend their, spend their sumer back
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1 there, whatever the exchange is, and spend the w nter out

2 here, you know? How is that going to be enforced? What

3 facilities are going to be used, like say in ny town, there's
4 no facilities for an RV to go over there and dunp his, you

5 know.

6 RIGANS: Wll, as any — again, in ny opinion here,
7 any other type of regulation along this line, enforcenent wll
8 be directed towards conplaints. So if you ve got sonebody

9 that’s dunping their sewage on sonebody’s property, there’s
10 going to be sonebody that calls. And it’s not very expensive
11 if sonebody wants to do this to put, you know, another 15 or
12 20 feet of four inch ABS and a sewer hookup, to go into their
13 septic system | think that’s going to be nore along what’s

14 done here.

15 GRUBB: And again, it’s on a short termbasis, so -
16 RIGANS: Well it’'s six nonths.

17 GRUBB: It could be.

18 RIGA NS: Yeah

19 MORITZ: And | think six nonths is way too | ong.

20 That is not tenmporary housing in ny book. To ne, three nonths
21 would be plenty, and if they want to cone during that w nter,

22 it’s that January-February tinmefranme that’s nost critical for

23 nost of them Sonetinmes Decenber if they don’t have holidays

24 sonmewhere. And nost of the areas we’'re tal king about right

25 now are not regul ated by HOAs, but when you show a picture of
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1 the subdivisions, obviously it is. So they have their own

2 rules and regulations to dictate that. | had a question on

3 this B, it says here an established permtted use nust exi st

4 on the property prior to a recreational vehicle being

5 permtted as short term guest housing. But up under 1 you

6 have — it sounds |like you have to have a permt process on the
7 property, not on the vehicle for the residence. |’mnot sure
8 that — that that makes the point in which it should be.

9 MACDONALD: Well item 1 tal ks about them obtaining a
10 tenporary RV permt, and then B? B is that there has to be a
11  hone or sonething, they can’t just put — they can’t just put
12 an RV on a vacant piece of property, that’'s the, that’s the

13 intent.

14 RIGANS: | would, I would like to ask a question, a
15 polling of the Conmm ssion for sonme direction for staff. Your
16 point is a good one concerning duration. Wat, what do — |

17 mean just open discussion here, what do people think about

18 this direction. |Is — do the agree with Jill or?

19 DEL COTTO M. Chair, if I could. | just think

20 that for right now, I think everything that’'s kind of in this
21 language is stuff that’s just going to cripple our little

22 nei ghborhood out there, just basically because everybody |ives
23 on 3.3 acres, so we’'ve got five square mles of pretty

24 popul ated 3.3 acre lots. So all of a sudden the five acre

25 thing doesn’'t fit in with our 3.3 acre lots. There is sone
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1 surrounding property around us in the H dden Valley area, but
2 inregards to Thunderbird Farns North, Central, South, where
3 all of this activity is going on today, unfortunately what

4 we’'ve cone up with here doesn’t quite answer that problem

5 The other problem| think we're going to see out in our

6 nei ghborhood, is so you ve got 3.3 acres, you naybe have a

7 nobile honme from 1970s, 1980s, 1909s, the year 2000, 2010

8 nobile honmes out there, now you' ve got people that are paying
9 taxes, owning real estate in Pinal County that aren’t here for
10 the whole year, so their septic systemin sone regards is

11 getting sonme opportunity to kind of, kind of relax a little

12 bit, if you will, because they' re not here for the whole

13 summer.

14 RIGANS: And that’s the reason | asked themto

15 address that issue.

16 DEL COTTO So that’s going to be such a — there’s
17 just going to be — there’s so many other things in ny opinion
18 on ny side of the County that need code conpliance, that this
19 isn't one of them because you re going to, you' re going to

20 have to code conpliance there. You re going to have to go and
21 you're going to have nultiple places on multiple streets, and
22 there’s just no way you' re going to be able to take care of

23 it. So, so there has, there has to be sone kind of - you

24  know, | nmde a suggestion a year or so ago that nmaybe there be

25 sone kind of permt process so that we have to find a way not
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to penalize people for comng to Pinal County to winter. At
the sane tinme, the people that own these properties that have
put two, three, four, five, eight, ten RV hookups in their
backyard, sonme of them may even be nore than ten, maybe 12,
14, 16, 18 RV hookups in their backyard. The point, the point
is, is that you ve got all these people conmng to the County,
spending their winter, enjoying the weather, nost of them
horsi ng around, eating out, whatever, so it’s just — it’s
unfortunate that we always can’'t find the right answer to the
problemall the tine and that — where, where it makes sense
for the whole County, but in ny neighborhood, in Thunderbird
Farns and Papago Buttes, right off the get-go we’re — we don’t
fall in that five acre category, so that’s a strike agai nst
us. The second strike would be that there are going to be
maybe not 50, but maybe 40 or 30, or some, sone crazy anount
of backyards that have allowed or contractors have conme in and
set these, set these places up like little RV parks. So no
you’ ve got people traveling 2-3,000 mles to get here, think
they’ ve got a place to spend the winter, and this thing — |
don’t, | would be nore interested in taking care of other

heal th i ssues we have in our particul ar nei ghborhood that we
can’t seemto get a handle on, |like people just using the
ground to go to the bathroom rather than dunping their RV
into a, into a septic. The one thing that | can say about the

septic system like | said these people aren’t here for six,
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1 seven nonths out of the year, so in reality or whatever, their
2 systemmght be able to accept whatever they’ ve got going on

3 for a one, two, three, four nonth period. Sonme of them stay

4 five nonths. Sonme of themwant to stay as — they want to push
5 it tothelimt if they're allowed to be here for six nonths,
6 they want to be here for five nonths, three weeks and six

7 days.

8 RIGANS: One thing | would, one thing I would say

9 to that, obviously you live over there and you know the fabric
10 of your comrunity nuch better than | do, but anybody that put
11 that kind of infrastructure on their suburban ranch |ot, any
12 single person that's a property owner over there can call and
13 meke a conplaint and get a cease and desist order on that in a
14 day. It’'s atotally illegal use. Now you know, you know your
15 bunch, but I'Il tell you sonething |I’ve seen here; you go up
16 here on the Ironwood corridor where those suburban ranch lots
17 are, and you propose an increase in trailer use, and they go
18 ballistic. So the very thing that you say that you guys want
19 on suburban ranch, they would flood us and tell us what are

20 you even thinking about?

21 DEL COTTO Well 1'mnot suggesting that everybody
22 in the neighborhood wants it, and I think that’s how a | ot of
23 this cane up was because we’ve got a handful of neighbors over
24 the years have conplained, and rightfully so, because a | ot of

25 what |’ve seen over the years is whoever put the septic — the
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1 leech line — or not the leach lines, but the sewer lines in

2 for the septic, the homeowner that |ives there, he wants his
3 guests as far away fromhimas possible, so typically they

4 take these and they set themright on the ot line, so all of
5 a sudden we don’t have setbacks, now all of a sudden you may
6 have, you know, you may have sone Hispanic famly that’s used
7 to being here all year long playing their nusic, doing what

8 they want to do in their backyard, and now you've got six

9 trailers full of Canadian people comng in, so there s your
10 conflict gets, you know, gets that way. So that could be

11 probl emtoo.

12 RIGA NS: And the northern bunch that |1’ ve heard in
13 here, that’s what they want to have hanmmered and not | et

14 happen. They don’'t want that to happen in their conmunity.
15 DEL COTTO | think unfortunately for Thunderbird
16 Farns and Papago Buttes, or the Hidden Valley area, we seemto
17 have — we seemto be so disconnected fromPinal County in sone
18 respects that people have had their way with the devel opnent,
19 if you will, the ability to call the septic tank man up and
20 put a septic systemin, if you will, and un — nore than that,
21 even, it's really not putting the septic sys — sone of them
22 have actually, | think, snuck additional septic tanks in,

23 which nmakes sense to hold the capacity.

24 RIGANS: O nmke even cesspools. Maybe -

25 DEL COTTO But | would say the majority of them
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1 have just relied on tying into, |like you suggested, put 40

2 foot of four inch ABS on , and it’s probably in sonme respects
3 it probably works for them You know what | nean? They |earn
4 to go use the restroomat the |ocal restaurant or whatever the
5 case nay be, and then they don’'t kind of overload the system
6 that way. But | just don't see it right now | think it’s

7 going to take our little neighborhood, which has been a — kind
8 of a wnter wonderland — |’ ve heard that before at the County
9 - a wnter wonderland for roping, so on and so forth. W’ ve
10 seen Canadi an people cone in and say we |ike to conme here, we
11 Ilike to rope, horse around, that’s what our nei ghborhood

12 really, really — the majority of the people that cone in the

13 winter are cowboys, so | don’'t know what the — I don’t know
14 what the — 1 don’t know what the answer to the problemis

15 going to be, | just know that as nmuch as sone of this makes

16 good sense, | don't think it kind of really just ties into, or

17 works well with our suburban ranch, with we have goi ng on, so.
18 RIGA NS: Everything that you have out there right
19 now, in the nature that you're talking about, it’s all in

20 nonconpliance. Every single bit of it is in nonconpliance,

21 and any nei ghbor, anybody they — anybody out there — if they
22 wanted to, could go get a — and an enforcenent officer would
23 have to cone out and they would issue a cease and desi st and
24  they woul d be under a spotlight.

25 DEL COTTO I'’d like to make a comrent on that.
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1 RIGE NS: Ckay.

2 DEL COTTO | would propose that Pinal County take
3 their code conpliance people that they pay to do their job,

4 and send themout there. Because none of us want to — | hear
5 it all the time from people at the County, call up and

6 conplain, call up and conplain. Well, 1’ve tal ked to code

7 conpliance nunerous tines, verbally and conpl ai ned about

8 stuff. | think only until you put sonmething in witing does
9 maybe anything kind of, you know, get naybe cl oser to being
10 taken care of. The point is is that none of us people in the
11 nei ghborhood, we don’t want to, we don’t want to push our

12 winter visitors away, we don’'t want to stop themfrom

13 vacationing in their backyard. W’'re already scared to death
14 because of the dollar in Canada today, the fact that oil’s at
15 $40 a barrel or wherever it’s at today, we’'re already scared
16 to death that we’re not gonna — and we have heard quite a bit
17 this year, and even |ast year, that we haven’t had as many

18 winter visitors as we certainly did in the past five, siXx,

19 seven, eight, nine years prior to the |ast couple of years.
20 So, so that’s a big inportant part of our nei ghborhood in

21 regards to, you know, how we, how we survive. And there is
22 the truth too with them is they do generate sales. They

23 cone, you know, | know if you ve heard this before — probably
24 — they cone, they live in their friend s backyard, they fal

25 in love with the nei ghborhood, and then they go buy thensel ves
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1 a place. So I'’mnot suggesting that that, that that’s a

2 reason why you should allow it to happen, but -

3 RIGANS: And | don't disagree with you at all on

4 that, and if a community decides that they want to have al

5 sorts of things that everybody will group together and nake

6 sure that they can do things that are outside the code, and

7 nmake it work that way and nmake dollar investnents that are

8 totally at risk, you know, that’s the way of the worl d.

9 Sonetinmes it happens that way. But | have no doubt, and any
10 ot her Conm ssioner can conmment on this statenent; | know

11 people, | know individuals that if you try to open up suburban
12 ranch to a whol e bunch of trailers and whol e bunch of stuff,
13 there would be people that woul d come ungl ued over that

14  proposal .

15 DEL COTTO Well | think we're seeing that is our

16 nei ghborhood now, and | think that’s how a ot of this

17 ultimately got started, and maybe even — |’ ve been there for
18 25 years, so | see that we need a little RV park, just sinply
19 Dbecause we’ve got so darn many of themright now that

20 shouldn’t be there. So it’s kind of a Catch 22. W have to -
21 | think it all starts with — you know, it’s probably

22 unfortunately it all starts with code conpliance, and ne in

23 particular, I don't want to, | don’t want to do sonebody’ s job
24 for themat code conpliance. | don’t want to, | don’'t want to

25 get out in the street and start X-ing the lots off that are in
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1 wviolation. | don’'t knowif any of you want to cone out and

2 take care of that for the County, but that’'s kind of what

3 we're up against right now, there. And it’s not a, it’'s not a
4 good — you know, a lot of the people that winter here, they

5 have attitudes. They want to — you know, and maybe rightfully
6 so in some respects they want their way, you know, but if

7 they're breaking the code or the zoning, we understand how

8 that goes on right now, and we’'re seeing that nore in our

9 District 4, | think, right now than anywhere. And a |ot of

10 that, | think, has to do with the fact that nmaybe there were
11 contractors that hel ped put the pieces to the puzzle together
12 when they shouldn’t have. You know -

13 RIGANS: (Inaudible) their state licenses are in

14 jeopardy and (inaudible).

15 DEL COITO And another one was this, | think that a
16 couple of these — I know that the Lucas famly is one of them
17 they have literally been out there with a permt for 25-30

18 vyears, so they were smart enough to go to the County 30 years
19 ago and say | want to have four — and | think it was only four
20 RVs — but | want to have four RVs in the backyard, so there

21 are people that kind of did conform and |I think there may be
22 mltiple, maybe two, three, four famlies.

23 RIGANS: And | can tell you in cases, because

24 recall themvery distinctly, again in the area I’ mtalking

25 about to the north, where one | andowner on a three and a half
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acre parcel has wanted to do sonmething nore intensive in this
way, and there’s been 30 people out here to conpl ain because
they don’t want to let that to start even beginning to think
about it, so it’s one of those things. You can’'t pass

ordi nances that apply one way in one part of the County, and
one way in another part of the County.

MORI TZ: And sonetinmes they shoul d.

RIGANS: | think that's, | think that's a
difficulty. But back to — | would again, | would again |like
to get to the concept, what do people think about the duration
of this? What do the Comm ssioners think about six nonths?
Is that too long? Is it —

DEL COTTO If | could, 1’'ve heard sone different -
|’ ve heard sone different stuff now that they say that
Canadi an people can’t be here for any nore than four nonths
now. | heard they were trying to make it eight nonths, and it
was si x nonths, and now maybe it’s four nonths. So |’ m not
sure what the lawis, but that would be a good thing for us to
find out what duration they' re allowed to be here, because |
think a lot of themdo try to take advantage of the ful
| ength of the, of what they’'re allowed to be here. So -

RIGA NS: What’s the rest? Wat’s everybody el se’s
opi ni on on si x nont hs?

MORI TZ: Now that |’ve heard Rand’s take on it, yes

we do want to encourage people comng to Pinal County, to
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1 Arizona. | still sixis alittle too long, but if - the

2 Canadi ans used to be six nonths. |[|f that has changed, nmaybe

3 you look at it and reconsider that. M thing is going back

4 too, to the acreage. |If his area has this influx and they are
5 3.3, then maybe it needs to be three acres and not five acres,

6 so they can continue doing what they’ re doing.

7 RIGANS: |If you want to do that -
8 MORI TZ: Just a thought.
9 RIGANS: I'mjust telling you, if you want to make

10 it so you can put that on a suburban ranch lot -

11 MORITZ: | didn't say -

12 RIGA NS: There’s not enough space in here to hold
13 the people that' |l be here.

14 DEL COTTO | understand that too. The only problem

15 we have nowis there’'s so much of it that is going on in our
16 nei ghbor hood.

17 RIGA NS: But that's —

18 DEL COTTO That the first suggestion that | nade,
19 the first suggestion that | nmade at the County |level was to
20 try to put sone type of permt in place to allow the people
21 that are already — that already have this use, as |long as

22 their neighbor’s within a certain amunt of space around them
23 as long as they weren’'t inpacting their neighbors, that

24 possibly they could get their two nonth, three nonth, four

25 nonth, five nonth, whatever permt that they were | ooking for.
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1 And then, and then here’'s the other thing that 1'd like to

2 address. You're not going to be able to tell whether it’s ny
3 aunt, ny uncle, or ny best friend fromback home, in regards

4 to who's living in that trailer in the backyard. Chance are,
5 90 percent of the tine, it’s not going to be a relative. So,
6 so we are — we do have that issue there, nmeaning that, neaning

7 that is it allowed -

8 RIGA NS: This doesn’t nean it has to be a relative.
9 DEL COTTO Okay, well 1 thought | read that about a
10 -

11 RIGANS: It says a guest.

12 HARTMAN:  No rent.

13 RIGANS: It’s just a guest, you just can’'t charge
14 noney.

15 DEL COTTO Well that’'s the other point |’'m making.

16 They pay dearly to be here. They pay dearly to be here, so.

17 RIGA NS: Any other thoughts on duration? This is a
18 work study session. Any other thoughts?

19 HARTMAN:  Yeah, | — the duration part doesn’t bother
20 nme, though. The whole thing bothers ne. | — we went through
21 this whole thing with Jerry three years, and staff, going

22 through all the public hearings and the canme — and we passed
23 it onto the Supervisors and they told Jerry to take a hi atus.
24 He sat over there and said, Supervisors have told ne to take a

25 hiatus on this subject. Well it hasn’t got any better since
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1 they haven’t done anything in the last three — two or three

2 years. | nmean there’'s, there’s nore out there. And one of

3 the things that is not even addressed in here is the fact that
4 | renenber that the water conpany — Thunderbird Water | think
5 it is, was definitely against the additional connections to

6 the water conpany because they don’'t have the capacity to

7 <carry nore residents on three and a third acres. | mean they
8 had it designed for so many peopl e.

9 RIGANS: They do in the winter tinme.

10 HARTMAN:  Yeah, you talk to the water conpany chair
11 on that, Scott, because he, he was definitely against nore

12 connections — who was going to determ ne whether it’s wnter
13 or sunmer. The permits don’t say wi nter or summer.

14 RIGA NS: Nobody wants to stay in their trailer for

15 six nonths during the sumertine, so there’s a little bit of

16 RIGANS: Wll one thing | would say on this,

17 believe it is very short-sighted to just pretend that we don’t
18 need to do sonething about this, because it’lIl just happen

19 regardless if we don't. And that’'s one of the reasons why |
20 brought up, right fromthe get-go, the concepts of how you

21 determ ne sewer capacity. Because if you do it in the nornal
22 fashion, then none of this can happen. It won't happen. That
23 you can wite all this stuff up, but nobody will be able to
24 get a permt. And there is no point whatsoever to do this in

25 such a fashion that it won’t function at all. Because t hen
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1 you get right back to everybody goi ng okay, then we’'re just in
2 nonconpliance, so we do it anyway. So I'Il give to that.

3 HARTMAN: (Okay, Scott. Let nme nake one nore

4 comment.

5 RIGA NS: Just junp in

6 HARTMAN: Over the years, |I've tried to get this

7 Conmission — we used to have field trips to different areas of
8 the Supervisors, different districts wth our Supervisors, and
9 1, and I've tried to get us to go over to Rand’s area with our
10 Supervisor — with our current Supervisor, and we have not had

11 the opportunity for this Conm ssion to go there. And you,

12 unless you go over into that area, you don’t realize how nuch

13 different that is. You mght conpare it to Arizona City or

14 something, and that’s in his district also. But that’s a

15 unique district over there, and the Conm ssion — definitely, |
16 think the Comm ssion definitely, before this goes to public

17 hearing and Ashlee, | see the way this is witten, you're

18 telling us that this is going to cone before us next nonth as

19 a public hearing for a notion? For —

20 MACDONALD: That was the plan, but you know, we

21 haven't advertised it yet, so depending on, you know, what we

22 hear today we may — | nean there’'s roomto nove our schedul e.

23 HARTMAN:  And that was kind of ny other conplaint

24 was that normally it takes a notion fromthis Conm ssion to

25 direct staff to bring it to a public hearing, and I did not
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1 see that and you just requested that we go on (inaudible) with

2 a notion.

3 MACDONALD: The Commi ssion has al ready done that.
4 RIGA NS: W' ve already done that.
5 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Has anybody fromthis County been

6 over there to evaluate the situation, say cone January?

7 PATEL: Over where?
8 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Over to Thunderbird just to see
9 what he’s talking about. | don’t know, | know that the County

10 has to be, it has to be all over the County, but maybe
11 sonebody fromthe County should go over there and — has code

12 conpliance gone over there?

13 MORI TZ: Who covers code conpliance for that area?
14 PATEL: M. Chairman and Menbers of the Comm ssion,
15 Hi manshu Patel. Qur departnent al so handl es code conpli ance,

16 and so our staff has gone over there. W’'ve — actually |I’ve
17 even toured the area and M. Del Cotto has kindly taken ne

18 around there. This issue, as you know, has evolved froma

19 wvariety of different interest groups. Interest groups from
20 Arizona City, there’s a group there that really wants the

21 ability to put in these tenporary housing, even on the single
22 famly dwelling — single famly residential lots, as well as
23 areas in which like M. Del — Conm ssioner Del Cotto

24 indicated. But | want to touch on a couple of things. As

25 part of this process that started two — two-plus years ago, we
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1 actively kind of slowed down the conpliance side so that we

2 could provide a conduit to change our rules to allow for

3 comunity input so that they — we can deci de on how we want to
4 go about regulating this. And so currently there is no

5 allowance of these RV units on properties, and so this was two
6 and a half years of discussions to figure out a way to create
7 aconduit to allow tenporary housing. Also | wanted to nmake a
8 point on — | want to make sure the Commi ssion is clear on the
9 issue regarding tenporary housing, and the five acre issue.

10 There’s two separate issues here. Recognizing that there’ s an
11 interest of our — in our comunity that this particular type
12 of housing is of interest, we also wanted to nmake sone

13 approaches to mnimzing our requirenents for acreage for an
14 RV zoning district. So a RV zoning district in which RV parks
15 — permtted RV parks are allowed in the maxi num — or the

16 mnimum anount that they need is ten acres. So in |ooking at
17 a way to see if we can pronote nore RV parks to decrease that
18 acreage size fromten to five. Conpletely different issue

19 than a tenporary RV housing issue.

20 RIGANS: And can | junp in with a question on that.
21 Board of health issues require a single famly home to have an
22 acre and a quarter to have a septic tank. You can’t have a

23 septic tank with a single famly home with | ess than an acre
24 and a quarter. So as you go into smaller facilities that

25 require septic, you know, on five acres you can put a bunch of
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1 trailers, I mean a bunch. How do you get that permtted with
2 the Departnment of Health? How do you create a septic system
3 for, you know, how many people could live on five acres in

4 trailers? | nmean a lot. There’'s no way in the world that a

5 septic systemcould be permtted for that.

6 DEL COTTO M. Chair, if | could because | -
7 RIGA NS: No, that’s (inaudible).
8 PATEL: You have it now on acres that are ten acres

9 or nore. RV parks.

10 RIGA NS: No, no, | understand that. | understand
11 that. But they still, but they still have to pass — you m ght
12 be able to do it, but you ve got to figure out how you' re

13 going to deal with the sewage fl ow.

14 DEL COTTO If | could, because |I’ve been |learning a
15 little bit about this. | think if you keep the permt under
16 the County regulations, without going to the State for a

17 septic permt, that you re allowed — you're ten gallons shy of
18 12 units for ten acres. So, so | think you re allowed to have
19 11 units, RVs, on a ten acre parcel, and you’ re under the

20 maxi mumthat you' re allowed per the County regul ation. Now

21 just heard that froman engineer. So — and that’s staying

22 under the County for a septic tank.

23 RIGA NS: But obviously on that ten acre parcel, now
24 you’' ve got a |lot of open space.

25 DEL COTTO  Yes, yes you do.
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RIGA NS: A whole | ot of open space. There’ s no
density on it.

DEL COTTO And so five acres would be, woul d be
five, five trailers, |I think, or five or six trailers or
sonet hing, sonething like that. One of the things that I'd
like to kind of share with you guys, if | could, just in
regards to our nei ghborhood: There are sonme winter visitors
t hat have been here for 20-30 years and they’ ve managed to buy
the lot next to their 3.3 acre lot, so maybe they woul d be the
type of people that could continue to do what they’ re doing,
based on the fact that they live on 3.3 acres, but they have
another 3.3 acre |lot next to them which would be 6.6 acres,
and they' re already doing sonme of this horsing around. So
that would be a way for people — and there seemto be a

handful — handful maybe ten famlies or sonething |like that

t hat have managed to buy multiple Iots, so maybe that would
hel p them conformto what you're tal king about on the five
acre. Now, nowl ' ma little confused too, because -

RIGA NS: (I naudi bl e) suburban ranch

PATEL: Yeah, we’'re tal king about a zoning district.

RIGA NS: (Inaudible) lots, they' re still zoned
subur ban ranch.

DEL COTTO So you're only allowed to have on a 3.3
acre lot, you're only still going to be allowed to have one

RV.
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1 PATEL: Under this proposal, you' ll be allowed to
2 have one tenporary housing RV for whatever duration that gets
3 decided, through a permt, and you will — you have to have an
4 established use already, so there has to be a residency, or

5 you know, sone nobile home or a, you know, a single famly

6 housing unit, under this proposal. |It’'s designed to pronote —
7 legalize what — lot of, you know, things that are going on
8 right nowas a way to allow that opportunity to have one — if

9 you go beyond one, it then triggers, as Ashlee indicated — it
10 doesn’t — well, it requires the health departnent to permt,
11 because they constitute two or nore as a trailer park.

12 Regardless if you are an RV, or a nobile honme, anything with
13 axle and registered through Mdtor Vehicle Division, two or

14 nore is considered a trailer park or a nobile honme park, or an
15 RV park under DHS s rul es.

16 DEL COTTO So that would bunmp it fromone — froma
17 3.3 acre lot, if sonmebody has two RVs in the backyard, they
18 would be required to not have 3.3 acres, but to have five

19 acres because they' re not going to have one nobil e hone,

20 they’'re going to — or one RV, they're going to have nultiple,
21 which turns theminto an RV park.

22 RIGA NS: And | renenber a case —

23 DEL COTTO It’s going to be hard for us because,
24 because everybody’s on a 3.3 acre |ot, and peopl e have

25 mltiple trailers there.
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1 RIGA NS: | renenber a case in here several years

2 ago, again, up there, where sonebody was trying to get out

3 some of the restrictions of suburban ranch. They owned two

4 adjacent lots, and what they were trying to do is create one

5 lot out of it. They were trying to elimnate it and make it a
6 single 6.6 because the acreage |let themdo things. Again,

7 this roomwas full past the doors to stop them from doi ng

8 that.

9 DEL COTTO One thing if | could, | would certainly
10 hope that we could — and | nentioned this |ast year, our

11 winter visitors - it seens |like they may be few and far

12 between this year, we’ve heard a lot of that | don’t know how
13 true it is - but we would certainly |like themto have an

14 opportunity, if it were sonmething that was going to take place
15 here, that they could voice their opinion. So | would hope

16 that it could be after the first of the year, because it seens
17 like they do typically stay honme for the holiday and —

18 MORI TZ: Every year we say that, you're going to

19 postpone it until the winter visitors are back, and |ast year
20 we didn't do it -

21 DEL COTTO February would be a great nonth

22 RIGA NS: Actually this gives everybody a | ot nore
23 right to do things than what they have now

24 PATEL: Right.

25 RIGANS: Rght nowit’s all illegal. Every single
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1 bit of it is. And if sonebody, if sonebody out there would

2 decide to go on — they got nad and they wanted to really get
3 wthit court, there could be a weck out there. This gives
4 some protection

5 PATEL: |1’msorry. M. Chairman, we al so know t hat
6 this simlar proposal was presented to sone of the

7 stakehol ders group that have shown interest in allowing this
8 to happen, like in Arizona Cty, and they' re not in support of
9 the restriction of only one per lot, if you re in the proper
10 zone, as well as the setback issues. So there’'s, there's been
11 - that’s why this discussion has taken place for so |ong,

12 period of tine, is that there are a |lot of community nenbers
13 and stakeholders that really aren’t — don’t want to be

14 regulated to this |evel when — when we — this was just enough
15 proposal that was, after nuch discussions internally and

16 externally in how we could as the departnent manage this in a
17 way where we would be looking at it in a cohesive public

18 safety manner, this was the best proposal that we could cone
19 up with.

20 RIGANS: And the thing of it is, thisis a - this
21 is truly a classic zoning conundrum and that is there are

22 people that want to do a whole lot nore with their property,
23 and then there’s a whole |ot nore people that say wait a

24  mnute, we have protections by our zoning and we don’t want

25 you to do that at all. Qur zoning says this. And you know
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1 what, the people that want the second scenario? They' re the

2 right ones. They' re the right ones. This is an allowed use

3 to go into sonmething that people didn't expect prior. And

4 Dbecause of the rural nature of the County and the way things

5 are, | think this is an excellent approach. That if sonebody
6 wants to have a four acre parcel |and and be able to do just

7 wvirtually anything with it, well they inpinge on every

8 neighbor they have. And particularly they inpinge on health

9 standards as far as wastewater disposal. Those are huge. You
10 know, if sonmebody has a — you know, if you are in one of these
11  suburban ranch nei ghborhoods and three or four of these three
12 and a half’s, right around where the community well was,

13 decide to have eight or nine trailers on every one of those

14 things, you d start having coliformlike heck woul dn’t have

15 it. You would have a real problem

16 DEL COTTO | think we got to go back to what Mac

17 said, and have a field trip. | think it would be a good i dea,
18 nmaybe in January or February. Try not to make a whol e day of
19 it. But in - and yeah, maybe set up for the people — and they
20 know, they know what they’'re doing. The people that have done
21 what they’ ve done, they know what they’'re doing. They know

22 that it probably wasn’'t a proposed, or it wasn’t an accepted
23 use, so, sO —

24 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: (I naudi bl e) econom c val ue.

25 MORI TZ: Oh yes.
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1 DEL COTTO Yes. | think I've heard that one 3.3
2 acre |lot can generate $8,000 a nonth.
3 RIGA NS: And they could sell (inaudible) substance

4 (inaudi ble) and generate, there’'s |lot of things you can do

5 that are illegal
6 DEL COTTO Well if you — yes, well |I’mjust saying
7 that’s kind of — I’mnot saying it’s the norm but it’s

8 certainly what goes on. That can be on just one 3.3 acre |ot,
9 so there is sone taxable whatever there. So -

10 MORI TZ: And yet it’s that thing where obviously

11 soneone can own property there. [It’s that thing where well if
12 they're going to give us this nmuch grief, let’s go sonme pl ace
13 else. And that will happen.

14 HARTMAN: One of the things was Scott said well

15 these are all winter visitors. They re gone in the

16 summertinme. This permt doesn’'t show certain nonths that you
17 can get it, and certain nonths you can’t, and there’s a |ot of
18 people that live in Rand’s area that are summer | aborers that
19 Ilive in these houses.

20 DEL COTTO W have so many different little quirky
21 things about our nei ghborhood, neaning we have half of the

22 year it’s immgrant farmworkers, and the other half of the
23 year we have winter visitors, so we’'ve got quite a busy, quite
24 a busy year of people turning in and out and in and out, and

25 in and out in our neighborhood. So I wll say this, we still
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1 we still wll get winter visitors, regardl ess of what
2 direction this thing goes in, we still see people com ng, nore

3 of the city folks, you could, you could say that would live in

4 the Town of Maricopa, so, so it —it’'s both — it goes two
5 ways.
6 RIGANS: One thing, | think, that has to be

7 recogni zed about what is going on here, this isn’'t occupancy.

8 This is having the trailer there at all. |If the trailer’s

9 there year-round, it’s out of conpliance. [It’s not allowed.

10 That’'s the |aw

11 HARTMAN: |Is there anything that restricts them from
12 getting back and getting another permt for the rest of the

13 year? Is it only going to be an issue for six nonths, and no
14 re, nore-wite?

15 RIGA NS: That’'s a good question. |f sonebody gets
16 a six nonth permt and then takes the thing off for a day and

17 cones back -

18 HARTMAN. O doesn’t take it off.

19 RIGA NS: For another six nonth permt, does that
20 happen?

21 MACDONALD: The intent is that it would be six

22 nmonths over, you know, a cal endar year, or like a rolling
23 year.
24 RIGANS: Well you would have — you would certainly

25 have to wite it that way then.
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1 PATEL: What’'s your pleasure? Any thoughts on that
2 fromyour standpoint?

3 RIGANS: | think that that would be the way that it
4 would need to be witten, because if you' re allowi ng a year-

5 long occupancy with a trailer, again if that conmunity wants
6 that and they don’t want to tal k about enforcenent, and they
7 want to nmake those inprovenents and be totally outside the

8 code, wth chances of enforcenent action, that’'s what they' re
9 going to do. But on a County-w de basis, there s other

10 suburban ranch stuff that — this is going to be a push for

11 them to even take it to this point.

12 PATEL: So one six nmonth permt for — that woul d be
13 -

14 RIGANS: Six nonths in a cal endar year

15 MRITZ: O rolling —

16 PATEL: Rolling year.

17 RIGANS: Rolling 12 nonths, you could do it either
18 way.

19 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  \What happened to the neeting in

20 January? Just you're putting it off until January, until we
21 get nore input. Wuld that — would that do any good at all,
22 or? You just think about it a little bit nore, or talk to

23 code conpliance, or?

24 RIGANS: Well | could make a conment. One of the -

25 well, I don’t know whether all the Supervisors — no, they're
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not — but this Supervisor that is in this area is up for

reelection. He put his nanme in for reelection, and I — this

is an election year, and this is a hot subject.

AGUI RRE- VOGLER: And then how far away from Mari copa

annexing it?

HARTMAN: To annex it? OCh, they' re a |long ways from

annexing it. Maricopa, that would be the only direction they

coul d go basically.

DEL COTTO | will say this, that they do | eave — a

| ot of the people do leave their trailers all year |ong.

HARTMAN:  Yes t hey do.
DEL COTTO They wap themup and -

MORI TZ: They're not in use.

DEL COTTO No, they’'re not in use, but they do.

HARTMAN: Sumrer -i ze them or what ever.

DEL COTTO They winter — summer-ize them

AGUI RRE-VOGLER: So is there a provision for that as

well, or is that out of conpliance?

RIGA NS: Qut of conpliance.

DEL COTTO | would think if it’s one trailer for

one househol d, that they could | eave their trailer, right?

PATEL: Yeah, there is a storage conponent, yeah.

RIGANS: R ght, and it can’'t be hooked up

PATEL: Right.

RIGANS: It can have a battery trickle charger, but
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1 it has to be unoccupied and not connected to utilities.

2 MORI TZ:  Yes.

3 HARTMAN: But this change says that it can hooked
4  up.

5 RIGANS: Only when it has the permt.

6 HARTMAN: | don’t know about that. Isn't it under
7 storage, can't it be hooked up so that the battery will be

8 charged?

9 PATEL: Yes.

10 RIGANS: Yes, but it can’t — this is an occupancy.

11 There's a different set of provisions for storing your own

12 trailer.

13 HARTMAN:  Wel |l that’s what we're tal king about. The
14 other one is storing a trailer and you say that they need a

15 permt to store their own trailer?

16 RIGA NS: No, but there's requirenents in storing

17 your trailer. Wen you store your trailer on your own general
18 rural parcel, you have the ability to have a trickle charger

19 on it to keep the batteries up. And that's it.

20 HARTMAN:  Now, but under these rules -
21 RIGANS: Still the same. Still the sane.
22 SMYRES: It says not in use for sleeping or living

23 purposes.
24 RIGA NS: Yes, nobody can be in it during that

25 period of tine.
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1 SMYRES: (I naudible) trickle charge, but basically
2 you got it wapped in plastic.

3 RIGANS: And also the way this would work too, if
4 you had a trailer on storage on your parcel that nobody was
5 in, could you get a permt to have another trailer there for
6 six nonths at the sane tinme? That would be the way | woul d
7 see this as witten. So you could have two trailers there,
8 provided nobody was living in one of them

9 MORI TZ: Can you word the thing that instead of a
10 six nonth period in a 12 nonth rolling, that it’s non-

11 occupancy between the two permts of nore than 90 days.

12 HARTMAN:  Unenf or ceabl e.

13 MORI TZ: Ckay. Well a lot of this is. Wat’'s new?
14 RIGA NS: You know, actually it depends on the

15 community. | guarantee you, | guarantee you on |ronwood the

16 suburban ranch lots up there, they wll police thensel ves.

17 MORI TZ: GCh yeabh.

18 RIGANS: Totally. They'll police thenselves and

19 nmake everybody else followthe letter of the regulation.

20 Evidently out here, they don’t want any regulation.

21 MORI TZ: And they would in Gold Canyon too.

22 RIGANS: So that certainly is difficult. Any other
23 questions by anybody? Do we want to see this case up for a
24 vote in the next neeting, or do we want two neetings? W want

25 another work study session on it next tinme?
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1 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Anot her work st udy.

2 RIGA NS: kay. W'’re requesting another work study
3 onit with nore input. And | particularly would |like to see,
4 | would like to see sonme of the technical concepts about

5 handling the septic system problem Because |I'd |ike to see

6 how we handle that. No point in doing it if nobody can

7 qualify.

8 HARTMAN:  And witten al so how you woul d handl e the
9 six nonths. Could you cone back and i ssue anot her six nonths,
10 or do they have to wait six nonths before you reissue it, and

11 it goes into storage.

12 GRUBB: M. Chair.

13 RIGA NS: Yes.

14 GRUBB: |’'ve sat back and listened to this and

15 listened to this and listened to this, and to ne this sounds
16 I|ike a Conprehensive Plan Anendnent, where you can

17 specifically identify a zoning that’s going to all ow what
18 happens out there, out there. To change the zoning for

19 Thunderbird Far ns.

20 RIGA NS: Change everybody’'s base zoni ng?
21 GRUBB: Everybody’ s base zoning to sonething that
22 allows sonething. | nean you re tal king about we know t hat

23 this violation is going to continue and continue, and
24 overwhel m code enforcenent.

25 RIGA NS: Don’t you believe that a significant
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1 nunber of the people that |ive out there don’t like this, and

2 would fight that?

3 GRUBB: Well that’s — there’s only one way to find
4 out.
5 AGU RRE- VOGLER  That’s why we have to have

6 neetings.

7 GRUBB: There needs to be a public hearing out there
8 and find out what the community wants.

9 RIGANS: Wwo's going to initiate it?

10 GRUBB: And then that doesn’t apply to our friends
11  on I ronwood.

12 RIGANS: But the thing of it is, the thing of it

13 is, you can go ahead and rezone everything the way you want

14 to, you can do anything you want, you still can’t get around
15 the health requirenents of septic systens.

16 GRUBB: And | understand that. | understand that.
17 More information, because to nme this sounds |ike we need sone
18 kind of zoning, blanket zoning, because we have an area of the
19 County that is going to be in constant — and again, it’s not
20 the only one, Thunderbird Farnms isn’t. You can go up here on
21 Joy and Judy and everything east of the canal, and you find

22 the sanme thing. It occurs there every year, and there’s

23 multiple, nmultiple units on the 3.3 acre parcels down in

24 there. There’'s multiple units on the one acre parcels down

25 there.
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1 RIGA NS: | guarantee you after this passes,
2 there'll still be.
3 GRUBB: And they' Il still be there. So this doesn’'t

4 fix the problem It doesn't fix the problem It’s a bigger,
5 it’s a bigger issue than to just say well we’'re going to do
6 this, but it’s going to be inpossible to enforce. That’'s a
7 wasted effort.

8 RIGANS: The limting factor | see here, is you

9 have a public health, safety and welfare issue —

10 GRUBB: Under st ood.

11 RIGANS: - with waste streamflow, and there’s no

12 way that you can allow everybody to do what they want.

13 GRUBB: ©Ch, | understand that.
14 RIGA NS: Because it won't work
15 GRUBB: And | understand that. But we're trying to

16 put a band aid on a problem and the band aid’ s not big

17 enough. There’s nore to this than com ng back next nonth and
18 saying, you know, we're going to pass this and, you know, |

19 think there’'s a |lot nore.

20 RIGA NS: You know sonetinmes you do things in

21 increnents.

22 GRUBB: And | understand that, but | think we need a
23 good public hearing, and it needs to be there. You need to go
24 out there and listen to that comunity, just |ike Rand said.

25 We need to listen to that conmmunity about what they want and
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1 try and address it —

2 MORI TZ: Then if we don’t do what they want -

3 GRUBB: No, |I'’mnot saying what they want, you know,
4 we're going to do what they want; we want to go hear what they
5 want, and then find out if there’s a way —

6 MORI TZ: O acconplishing that?

7 GRUBB: O acconplishing a conprom se that neets the
8 needs of the community w thout -

9 RIGA NS: Just as a question, and I'Il — you know,
10 H mashu's sitting right here. To ne, if the County were to go
11 out and initiate that for the people that want to do that, |
12 think they would infuriate the people that don't |ike what’s
13 going on. And the County to be the progenitor of that

14 concept ?

15 GRUBB: Well if the community cones out, you know,
16 90 percent anti, then that is the sentinent of the community
17 and the County has an answer.

18 RIGA NS: Maybe the better way to do it is go out

19 and hold a poll and not start with a case. Because | think, |
20 think that would be fraught with great problens.

21 PATEL: M. Chairman and Menbers of the Conm ssion,
22 1’mnot sure — and perhaps ny predecessor may have shared the
23 history of this topic, the County did formally conduct 16

24  public hearings throughout the County on this matter, and

25 based on their input of what we heard at these public
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1 hearings, the initial draft was done about a year-plus ago,

2 and then after that, we had — that’s when you took action and
3 initiated it. W went before the Board of Supervisors with

4 work sessions and there was areas of concerns there, and based
5 on the comments that we’ ve received - there's been two, two

6 groups that have been very vocal about this. There s one

7 that’'s in the Arizona City area that’s very nuch supportive of
8 wanting to have the ability to have this RV uses on their lots
9 in Arizona City, which makes it very conplicated because they
10 are on a CR-3 single famly residential, and that’s sonething
11 that staff is not in support of. W also heard, and had work
12 sessions with the Board in which groups presented at the Board
13 of Supervisors on this matter. Representatives fromthe

14 Hidden Valley area that nmade presentation to the Board of

15 Supervisors, opposing any changes to even open this avenue up
16 for permtting or — because of the inpact it has had, both

17 environnentally and public safety-wi se, water and ot her

18 issues. So there’'s been a nunmerous anount of discussions

19 going on regarding this topic, and we’'ll be happy to perhaps
20 have continue on with this work session, but al so provide you
21 the mnutes associated with those work sessions we had at the
22 Board Supervisors, which would allow you to revi ew what

23 transpired there, as well as view the neetings, that you wll
24 be able to view either at your pleasure or at hone, or what,

25 Dbecause they have been broadcasted publicly.
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1 RIGA NS: And again, | urge everybody to consider in
2 this issue, | nean we have very serious regul ations and

3 enforcenent if you' re caught not doing it correctly,

4 concerning wastewater streans. And to put hands in front our
5 eyes and say we have — we’'re going to | et people, you know,

6 we're not — we're going to let themdo sonmething where it’s

7 all wong. But the thing of it is, that controls density.

8 Just as sinple as that. It controls it. You know, try to go
9 out and do a dry | ot subdivision on half acre |ots and see how
10 far you get. Zero, it won't happen, because it won't fit — it
11 won’t defend public health, safety and wel fare.

12 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Are we ready for a notion to

13 adj ourn?

14 RIGANS: | guess we talk about it again next week
15 wth renewed fervor. Ooviously there’s a ot of thoughts

16 about this and any other questions. Next nonth, I’msorry, we
17 don’t want to cone back next week. Any other questions or

18 coments fromstaff or the Conm ssion?

19 HARTMAN:  Yes, is it — Hmanshu, is it inpossible

20 that we might have a field trip, the Conm ssion, to that area?
21 Maybe - those areas, it’'s both the sanme Supervisor.

22 PATEL: It’s possible, but why don't we first review
23 sone of the materials that you may not have seen fromthe work
24  session.

25 HARTMAN: | agree.
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1 RIGA NS: And you know, and the other thing is — and
2 maybe — and this is a work study session, so we can be a

3 Ilittle bit nore open and say things — to nme, a field trip out
4 there to |look at that gets ne sayi ng where was code conpliance
5 out here?

6 DEL COTTO | was just going to suggest that maybe

7 instead of — 1'd | ove to have everyone out at the raceway for
8 pizza, but maybe what we need to do is get ahold of code

9 conpliance, have code conpliance go out and do an overvi ew of
10 our nei ghborhood, and then naybe they can report back to us.
11 And then we can -

12 RIGANS: | have a feeling it’Il be a very

13 interesting report.

14 DEL COTTO Yes, then that way, that way we’'re not
15 all getting dragged out there and —

16 MORI TZ: And when do you suggest that that be done
17 for the Novenber neeting, or later?

18 DEL COITO \Whatever is convenient for H manshu,

19 would say. Whatever works.

20 PATEL: Yeah, we’ Il work through this and figure out

21 a way to get you a visual perspective of what’s happeni ng over

22 there.
23 DEL COTTO There you go. Perfect.
24 RIGA NS: Because we want to pass — we want good

25 requlations to nake things work, and one thing that | don’'t
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like is handling this problemby just pretending it doesn’t
exist. That’s a bad way to do it. GCkay, do we have a notion
for adj ournnment ?

AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Moti on.

RIGA NS: Mdtion, a second?

MACDONALD: Chair Riggins?

RIGA NS: It’s adjourned.
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