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November 19, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 RIGA NS: Ckay. Let’s go ahead and call the

2 Novenber 19'" regul ar Pl anning and Zoni ng Commi ssion for Pina

3 County to order, and we will begin with the D scussion of the
4 Action Item Report.

5 ABRAHAM  Thank you and good norning M. Chair, and
6 Conm ssion Menbers. Qur Action Item Report fromlast neeting,

7 we took - any questions on any of those things noving forward?

8 RIGA NS: Questions or comments? None being, okay.
9 SALAS: (I naudi bl e).

10 AGU RRE- VOGLER: W don’t have to anynore

11 RIGA NS: Yeah, we don’t do that anynore.

12 ABRAHAM  Okay. Moving forward on the Board of

13 Supervisors cases that they |ooked at, it |ooks like

14 Si dew nder Dairy, which was the outdoor nedical marijuana

15 facility, that got continued again, so the Board of

16 Supervisors is yet to work on that one. Wl they' ve worked
17 on it, but they haven't voted on it, let’s put it that way.

18 And then the other proposal which was the cell tower |ocated
19 at — let’s see on the — on Henness and |-10 in Casa G ande,
20 the Conmi ssion reconmended denial of that, the Board ended up
21 approving that proposal. The Board al so took a | ook at our
22 Conprehensive Pl an Amendnents for 2015, and the Board | ooked
23 like the approved the Healthy Pl aces and Heal t hy Happy

24 Residence Amendnent. They ended up approving the green energy

25 designation, as the Comm ssion recomended. So basically that
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was just to create the new designation, only not nodify the

amendnent

criteria. And then lastly, the San Tan 320 which

was a Low Density Residential to — sorry, very Low Density

Residential to Low Density Residential south of San Tan

Hei ght s,

t he Board ended up approving that one as well. There

were no cases on Novenber 4'" and yesterday the only one that

they were | ooking at was the Sidew nder Dairy one, which ended

up getting approved. Continued, sorry, continued. Sorry,

Mark, Mark just a had a heart attack. Conti nued.

RIGA NS: kay. Any questions whatsoever? All

right, I'’mgoing to insert a small — what is that, Mary? Well

that’s where | was going to do that, under the Planning

Manager Discussion Itens, | see we have resignation of

Comm ssioner Moritz and Steve, did you wish to say sonething

on that?

sadness,

ABRAHAM Wth — | did, and with kind of great

have to announce to the Conmi ssion and folks in

attendance today and the rest of the County staff, that Jill

is going to be leaving us and this will be her |ast neeting

Wi th us.

RIGA NS: G acious.

ABRAHAM  Speech, speech

MORI TZ: Let ne get the mc. Yes, I'mleaving with
great sadness nyself. | just feel it’s alittle famly here
and — but | just couldn’t go without |unch anynore, and | find
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1 nyself in a position to submt ny resignation. Actually, we
2 are noving after ten years in Pinal County, and we have truly,
3 truly enjoyed it, and |I have enjoyed every — al nost every —

4 mnute of being on this Comm ssion and | consi der everybody

5 friends. | still want to commend staff. | am so inpressed

6 wth what you do, and the devotion you give to it, and the

7 time that you devote to it. It just nakes our job easier and
8 it’s just been a very rewardi ng experience. Mybe Scottsdal e
9 wll have an opening that - (inaudible) their people would

10 suggest nme for. Thank you.

11 ABRAHAM  Thank you

12 RIGA NS: Thank you. [Applause.] And there’'s been
13 a request from Supervisor House to conme up and speak to this

14 issue the sane.

15 HOUSE: Good norning. Thanks for letting ne have a
16 nonent. | don’t think this has been done before, and you
17 know, |I'ma people person. | work well with people, | deal

18 wth people on a daily basis and | think the least |I can do

19 after the years of dedication to the Planning and Zoning

20 Commi ssion that | can cone down and spend a few m nutes out of
21 ny norning, come down and say thank you, thank you, thank you,
22 Jill Mritz for being on the Planning and Zoni ng Conm ssi on.
23 You have done exenplary work. | mean we put you on there

24 because you are not afraid to hold back your opinion, which is

25 great, because that’s what we have to have. W enjoy a
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1 different, a different outlook on things and it brings

2 diversity to the Board. And | have the utnobst admration for
3 you com ng down here and — so the buffets got cancel ed, but
4 you know, we’'ll have to do. | do have an in with Mricopa

5 County, though, we can try and see if we can get you into

6 sonething to do in Maricopa County. But Jill, | just wanted
7 to conme down and take a few seconds and say thank you very

8 much for all your years of service on Planning and Zoni ng, and

9 | wish you the best of luck in Scottsdal e.

10 MORI TZ:  Thank you.

11 HOUSE: Thank you.

12 MORI TZ: That was very nice. Thanks Todd.

13 RIGANS: And | think I can speak for everybody on

14 the Commission that | didn’'t know that this was happeni ng, but

15 | can truly say that you will be m ssed on this Conmm ssion.
16 MORI TZ: Oh thanks (inaudible).

17 RIGA NS: And good |uck on your future endeavors.
18 MORI TZ:  Thank you.

19 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Yep, thank you.

20 RIGA NS: (kay, Steve. APA Conference.

21 ABRAHAM Let’s see, the Arizona State Pl anning

22 Associ ation Conference occurred about two weeks ago and Larry
23 and Bill went to that. Both Larry and Bill had famly
24 emergencies, so they won't be able to attend today, but |

25 understand that it went, it went very well. That item was
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1 before | knew that they wouldn't be attending, so | was going
2 to have themsay a few words about sonme of the things that
3 they saw and heard about. So that’s all that was, that item

4 was for.

5 RIGA NS: Ckay. Very good. Well in that case, not
6 any other questions or comrents, and none being, we’'ll nopve
7 directly into new cases. So we w Il begin?

8 ABRAHAM  Yes, and one announcenent for the

9 Comm ssion and for folks in the audi ence, that case nunber 8
10 on your agenda, that’s going to be SUP-010-15 will not be
11 heard today due to a notice deficiency. So if you are here

12 for that one, go ahead and get with a staff person, nanely ne,

13 1'Il go ahead and take your comrent if you have any on that

14 particular case. But that one will be rescheduled for a |later
15 date.

16 RIGA NS: kay.

17 ABRAHAM  And then otherw se the other cases on your

18 agenda will be heard as schedul ed.

19 RIGA NS: Okay, very good. Al right, well we wll

20 begin in case PZ-005-15. She's right there. She's trying to
21 findit.

22 MACDONALD: It’s here. Ckay, thank you for

23 patience. This is PZ-005-15. It is request for approval of a
24 zone change fromGR to — GR and CB-2 to C1 Nei ghborhood

25 Comercial on .6 acres to plan and devel op an office buil ding.

Page 5 of 137




November 19, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 The property is located on the north side of Anerican Avenue,
2 east of Kinbo Drive in the Oracle area. The applicant is

3 Arizona Water Conpany. Again, the subject property is just

4 outside of Oracle. You can see it’s south of 7'" — the Hi ghway
5 77. An area map of the property, south of American Avenue.

6 The Conprehensive Plan designation onsite is Mderate Low

7 Density Residential. This proposed use is in conformance with
8 the Conprehensive Plan designation. The existing property is
9 zoned GR and CB-2. As you can see on this map, the front half
10 of the property is zoned CB-2, with the rear being general

11 rural. The reason that the entire property is being rezoned
12 is just so that the — the commercial use that the applicant is
13 proposing is allowed on the CB-2 portion today, but the

14 applicant is looking to utilize the entire parcel for their

15 devel opnent, and it just nmakes sense to rezone the entire

16 property the sane zoning category, since the applicant can no
17 longer request to rezone to CB-2. That’'s why the entire

18 property is being requested under this zone change. An aeri al

19 photo of the property. It is currently vacant. There is sone
20 remants of previous devel opnent onsite. |’mnot sure what
21 was there, but in the photos you' |l see sonme of that. This is

22 the applicant’s devel opment plan. An office building wll be
23 located towards the rear of the site. Photos were taken from
24  American Avenue. This is |ooking across American Avenue, away

25 fromthe property. Looking west. Looking east, and then into
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the site. You can see that wall that exists there today, but
it is largely undevel oped. Staff has nine stipulations of
understanding, if the Comm ssion wi shes to approve that. 1[|'d
be happy to answer any questions that you have.

RIGA NS: Vice Chairman Hart man

HARTMAN:  Chair Riggins, thank you. Ashlee, the
property to the west, it looks |ike fromthe visual photo that
| have, it |ooks |ike they have been using this property as
i ngress and egress, onto the Anmerican, Anerican Avenue, onto
Ameri can Avenue, is that right?

MACDONALD: That’s what it |ooked |ike when | was
out there as well.

HARTMAN:  So will they continue to be able to do
that, or are they going to have to have anot her point of
i ngress/egress to Anmerican Avenue?

?? (Soneone that sounds |ike they have a bad col d)
®: Vice Chair Hartman, the — that’s a problemyou have these
areas are — you know, that don’t have any kind of curbs,
pl ease just access properties just driving off the curb. Wen
this property that is being rezoned conmes in with their site
plan, they will have to designate their actual access
| ocation, and it’I|l be paved. As far as the nei ghboring
property using that, that would be up to the, that would be up
to the property owner, but it will be a designated driveway

that this property would be installing.
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1 HARTMAN:  So the County will, in one of our

2 stipulations, pave access to Anmerican Avenue?

3 ??. Correct, that will be covered in the site plan.
4 HARTMAN:  That’s good, thank you. Thank you M.

5 Chair.

6 RIGA NS: Commi ssioner Menbers, any other —

7 Conmi ssi oner Aguirre-Vogler?

8 AGUI RRE-VOGLER: | think I m ght have brought this
9 wup last nonth, but | would |ike to know why the staff

10 continues to — well they changed the format. You al ways

11 offered a choice on staff recommendati on down after — or

12 before we nmade a recommendati on, and now you're offer — you
13 know, it’s like you re swaying our opinion and | want to know
14 what the other Comm ssioners think about how you now are

15 recomendi ng approval or denial instead of us — allowng us to
16 make that decision entirely.

17 ABRAHAM M. Chai rman and Commi ssi oner Aguirre-

18 Vogler, and I'll ask M. Chairman if that could be sonething
19 we could maybe talk about at Call to the Public rather than
20 during a public hearing case.

21 RIGANS: | would think that would probably be

22 appropriate.

23 ABRAHAM  Thank you sir

24 RIGA NS: Gkay. Oher Comm ssion Menbers,

25 questions?
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1 ABRAHAM Call to the Conmm ssion, |I'’msorry.

2 RIGANS: Yes. GCkay. And no other questions or

3 coments, let’s have the applicant come up and explain their

4 request for rezone to us. Good norning.

5 LAURI N:  Good norni ng.

6 RIGANS: And if you could please enter your nane

7 into the log and your address, please.

8 LAURIN. WIIl do. Good norning M. Chairman and

9 Menbers. M nane is Eric Laurin and I am an engi neer with Coe
10 & Van Loo Consultants. W' re located at 4550 North 12'" Street
11  in Phoenix, and we are the engineer for the applicant, Arizona
12 Water Conpany, and we have prepared the package which staff

13 has provided to you for your review. W have al so engaged an
14 architect who is going to be assisting us in the actual design
15 of the structure. As nentioned in the staff report, this wll
16 consist of a 3500 square foot building, which will be |ocated
17 in roughly the center of the parcel. The parcel has been

18 vetted. W have done a Phase | environnmental and the site is
19 <clean. W have al so done sone soil testing for percolation

20 and found that we have approximately three inches per m nute,
21 so that’s a good, a good rate. Bearing in mnd that the site
22 wll be required to have a septic tank and | each field system
23 since there is no sewer systemin Oacle to tie into. Wter
24 will be provided by Arizona Anmerican Water, of course, and

25 there’'s an existing six inch water line in the street in
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1 Anerican Avenue, and fire hydrants are | ocated within a couple

2 hundred feet of the site. Access will be provided as
3 nmentioned, paved, and we will have an ingress/egress
4 situation, and 12 parking stalls wll be provided as well, as

5 required by your codes. The use of the site is going to be

6 for an office and a reception area for people to pay their

7 bills to the water conpany, so it’ll be a single story

8 structure with a | obby in which people can access. The rear

9 of the building will be consisting of office space for staff,
10 for Arizona American — Arizona Water staff, excuse me — to

11 performtheir duties. Let’'s see. Drainage will be held

12 onsite as required by the stipulation, and the 100 year two
13 hour stormw || be retained. The construction will consist of
14 renoving all of the existing debris and previous walls that as
15 vyou can see fromthe photograph, have been — were installed
16 sonme tine in the past. A test was perfornmed on the wall

17 itself for any evidence of asbestos, and there was none. And
18 we concur with staff’s recomendati ons and stipul ati ons, and
19 woul d proceed on the design of the site and the buil ding on
20 that basis. That is all that | have at this tinme. |1’d be

21 happy to take any questi ons.

22 RIGA NS: Thank you very nmuch. Conmm ssioner Sal as.
23 SALAS: |Is the office — excuse ne — in San Manuel

24 going to be closed down?

25 LAURI N: Yes, ny understanding that they' re
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1 currently |easing about an 800 square foot office in San

2 Manuel and the conpany is desirous of having its own buil ding,
3 larger space, and space for sone additional growth. Know ng

4 that the Robson communities, which is | ocated probably 12

5 mles away fromOacle is a growng conmunity and is going to
6 require sonme additional service, the Conpany chose this

7 location as being hal fway between its — in its service area.

8 SALAS: \Were is the water going to be supplied

9 fron? Is it comng fromthe San Pedro water source, or is it
10 comng down fromthe Oracle Junction area?

11 LAURIN: Well there’s — as | nentioned, there’'s an
12 existing six inch water line in the street, and that water

13 wll be taken fromthe Oracle system as it exists currently.
14 SALAS: | don’'t know if you can answer this, but are
15 water rates going to be going up for the people that have been
16 custoners for all these years so that we can pay for whatever
17 construction is being — new construction and new services for
18 the other people in the area that they’'re going to — that are
19 going to be new custoners, | don't think it would be fair for
20 the custoners that you re servicing right nowin that area of
21 San Manuel to pay any or part of those costs that are going to
22 be for services rendered to new custoners.

23 LAURIN. I, | have — | cannot answer that question
24 directly, but we have representatives fromthe conpany here

25 who, who may be better able to answer your question, sir.

Page 11 of 137




November 19, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 SALAS: San Manuel is (inaudible) becomng a

2 retirement community since the police shut down the mne. So
3 we have people there are living on retirenent benefits and the
4 rates are already high enough as far as we’re concerned down

5 there, so as | stated before, we would believe that it’s not

6 fair for those of us that have been there and have been

7 custoners of that particular conpany to pay for these services

8 that are comng in that are going to be rendered to sonebody

9 else.
10 LAURI N: | understand.
11 RIGA NS: Ckay Commi ssioners, any other questions or

12 comments to the applicant? Comm ssioner Qutierrez.

13 GUTI ERREZ: Yes sir. Looking at the plan, there's
14 going to be curtilage, | guess trees, put up al ongside the

15 Dborders of the boundary, correct?

16 RIGANS: Right. That’'s going to give you sone

17 | andscapi ng.

18 GUTI ERREZ: The | andscaping. Now is that going to
19 Dblock the drive fromthe business that’s next to it, you know,
20 the trees that are going to be put in, is that going to be

21 serving as kind of a wall type (inaudible) cordon off the

22 property?

23 RIGANS: No sir. Qur intent is to have that

24 | andscapi ng, of course, within the envel ope of the parcel, and

25 there is going to be a block wall that will enclose the rear
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1 half of the property because the applicant is going to be

2 storing equipnment in the back. But access to the adjacent

3 parcel is not going to be inpacted.

4 GUTI ERREZ: Ckay. Ckay, thank you sir.

5 LAURI N. Ckay, you're wel cone.

6 RIGA NS: Anything else? Vice Chair Hartman

7 HARTMAN: Chair Riggins. Chair Riggins. Eric, I, |
8 have been on this Comm ssion a while, but | love to see

9 parcels, and this is the sane parcel nunber, we’re talking

10 about 6/10 of an acre, and it’s the tax parcel nunber’s the

11 sane, and it’s good planning in ny sense to be able to put the
12 sane zoning on the entire property, and so | think you ve done

13 the right thing in making your request.

14 LAURIN. Thank you, sir.

15 HARTMAN:  Thank you, Eric.

16 RIGA NS: Ckay. Anything else? Thank you very

17  nmuch.

18 LAURIN: Thank you M. Chair.

19 RIGA NS: Any ot her people cone up and speak for the
20 case? There none being, we’'ll close the public comrent

21 portion of the case and go back to the Conmi ssion. Vice Chair

22 Hart nan. Oh.

23 SALAS: Are you ready for a notion?
24 HARTMAN:  Yes, a notion.
25 RIGA NS: The Chair needs to fix his phone.
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1 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: W need to call the public?

2 HARTMAN:  Yeah he did. He called to the public,
3 nobody -

4 RIGANS: | did.

5 HARTMAN:  Nobody -

6 AGU RRE- VOGLER: Onh, sorry.

7 RIGANS: |I'msorry. Gkay. GCkay, if there's no

8 other comments or questions, is there a desire for a notion?

9 HARTMAN: There is.
10 AGUlI RRE- VOGLER: | make a notion.
11 SALAS: M. Chairman, | nmove that — let’'s see — PZ-

12 005-15 be -

13 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  For war ded.

14 SALAS: Forwarded to the Board of Supervisors with a
15 voice of approval.

16 AGUI RRE-VOGLER: And I’'Ill second that.

17 RIGA NS: W have a — Conm ssioner Aguirre-Vogl er

18 wth a second. All in favor signify by saying aye.

19 COLLECTI VE:  Aye.

20 RIGA NS: All opposed? It passes unani nobusly. Good
21 luck with your project.

22 ABRAHAM M. Chair, that was with nine stips,

23 correct?

24 RIGANS: Yes, with the nine stipulations. GCkay,

25 our next case — if | can get there — is SUP-011-15. It | ooks
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i ke Dedrick is going to handle this for us.
DENTON: Good norning M. Chairman and Menbers of
t he Conmm ssion. Just give ne one second to |load up ny
Power Poi nt .
HARTMAN. M. Chair?
RIGA NS: Vice Chair Hartman
HARTMAN: | have a question. | would rather address

it to Dedrick, but while he’s | ooking, are you through

Dedri ck?

DENTON: Ready.

HARTMAN:  Ckay, ny question is before you even get
started, | have five stipulations in nmy packet. You stated
that there were seven stipulations. |Is there five or seven?

DENTON:  No, there should be-

HARTMAN:  Ni ne?

DENTON: | believe.

HARTMAN:  All right. Excuse ne.

AGUI RRE- VOGLER: On the wrong case?

HARTMAN:  Yeah, |’mon the wong one. Ckay, you're

right, it is five, it says five — with five the stipul ations.

DENTON: | think you m ght be on the wong case.

HARTMAN:  Yeah, | was. I'msorry. | — thank you
M. Chair.

RIGA NS: Actually, actually it looks like there are
ten.
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1 DENTON:  Should be like ten. Yeah, ten. Correct.
2 1 think what he’s |ooking at is probably Iine one of the

3 subdi vision cases.

4 RIGA NS: Yeah, there’'s ten stipulations on that.

5 DENTON:  Yes.

6 RIGA NS: (I naudible).

7 HARTMAN: | am

8 RIGA NS: Ckay, Dedrick, please go ahead and get us

9 up to speed.

10 DENTON: Al right. This is case SUP-011-15. The
11 applicant is proposing approval of a special use permt to

12 operate a 100 foot w reless comunication facility, with a 21
13 foot whip antenna for public safety purposes. It is 1,416

14 square feet |eased area on a 1.25 acre parcel in the Genera
15 Rural zone. W have not received any letters of support or
16 opposition for this case. It is located in the southeast

17 corner of Overfield Road and McCartney Road, just west of

18 Coolidge, and the applicant is Sun State Towers. The subject
19 site is |ocated just west of Coolidge and east of Casa G ande
20 as indicated by the red star. The subject site is located in
21 the southeast corner of McCartney Road and Overfiel d Road.

22 The site is zoned General Rural. General Rural is also around
23 the site to the north and east and south, and there’s al so

24 sonme commercial zoning and a — sone residential zoning in the

25 area. The Conprehensive Plans designate this area as Mderate
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1 LowDensity Residential with these types of facilities. The
2 existing zoning is GR The site is currently being used by

3 our regional fire and rescue as a fire station, and | al so

4 Dbelieve that they have their admnistrative building there as
5 well. The site plan shows their ingress and egress off of

6 MCartney Road. The tower itself will be located Iike in the
7 southeast portion of the property, and the applicant is

8 proposing an eight foot block wall around that facility. And
9 this is looking at the east and west elevation. The tower is
10 100 foot tall, and then at the top you see the 21 foot whip
11 antenna that’s going to be used by the fire station, the fire
12 departnent. This is the coverage map. On the |eft-hand side,
13 that’s the current coverage. The Board did approve the

14 Henness site that’s just off — just east of Interstate 10.

15 And then the picture on the right is what it |looks |ike after
16 this site would be — the tower would be installed at this

17 site. The photos were taken on Overfield Road. And this is
18 looking north towards McCartney Road. This is |ooking east at
19 the subject site. Just directly behind the truck there on the
20 picture | believe is their admnistrative building, and the
21 proposed tower would be |l ocated behind that. And this is

22 | ooking south dowmn Overfield. And this is |ooking west, and |
23 Dbelieve the property shown in this picture is zoned

24 comrercial. Staff does have sonme concerns with the proposal;

25 one being that there’'s no stealth design, and al so no
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1 sufficient evidence that nultiple shorter towers woul d

2 accommodate stealth design is not possible, and no gap in
3 coverage. Staff recomrendation for this case is for denial
4 but should the Comm ssion want to nmake a recommendati on of
5 approval, staff has included ten stipulations. And that

6 concludes staff’s presentation.

7 RIGA NS: kay. Any questions fromthe Comm ssion
8 to staff? None being, we’'ll go ahead -

9 SMYRES: | have a questi on.

10 RIRGANS: Oh, I'msorry, I'’msorry. Conmm ssioner
11  Snyres.

12 SMYRES: Dedrick, on your stipulation nunber seven,

13 you're saying at |least three additional conmercial wreless

14 users. \Wien we |ook at this, are we | ooking at the tower by
15 itself with rescue as the primary user, and then Verizon woul d
16 be the secondary, and then two other people, possibly? O is
17 it Verizon and fire rescue one unit?

18 DENTON: It’s going to be Verizon. They' re going to
19 Dbe erecting the conmmunication facilities, and they' re going to
20 put their antennas, and then the fire departnent’s going to

21 put up their whip antenna. And then the stip just nmeans that
22 three other providers can collocate on that tower.

23 SMYRES: So you’'re saying there could be a total of
24 five then, is that —

25 DENTON: There could be a total of four, plus the
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1 whip antenna.

2 SMYRES: Any stipulation or concerns that there

3 could be nore than that?

4 DENTON: No, because it's [imted to three.

5 SMYRES: My question is later on, sonmewhere in here,
6 we're saying we're trying to mnimze the possibility of other
7 towers around, so could this tower accommpdate nore than the
8 three or four that we're |ooking at here, or is that a

9 structural thing that -

10 DENTON:  Yeah, it would be structural, depending on
11 what |oad that the tower can handl e.

12 SMYRES: (Ckay. Thank you.

13 DENTON: So we want at |east |like three on the site
14 if it does go forward.

15 SMYRES: (Ckay, thank you.

16 RIGA NS: Okay. Any other questions fromthe

17 Comm ssion, to staff? None being, let’s go ahead and open up
18 the public portion of the hearing and have the applicant cone
19 up and explain his case to us. |If you could please sign your
20 name and address.

21 WARD: Sure. Good norning Chairman, Menbers of the
22  Conmm ssi on.

23 RI GA NS: Morni ng.

24 WARD: My nane’s Chad Ward. | represent Pinnacle

25 Consulting who represents the applicant, Sun State and
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Verizon. (Ilnaudible).

DENTON: |I'mgetting there.

WARD: |’'Il give hima second to go ahead and | oad
it.

DENTON: It’ |1 be one nonent.

WARD: Ch there it goes. All right, there we go.
So real quick, I"Il just go over the project sunmary rea
qui ck as staff already went over. W’ re proposing 100 foot
nmonopole. Primary use is going to be for the initial
commercial carrier Verizon Wreless, and also for the fire
departnent for a 21 foot whip antenna to help with their
communi cations internally. Proposed conpound w il be
surrounded by an eight foot block wall to help screen the
equi pnent that’s |located on the ground. Verizon will have a
equi pnent cabi net and a backup generator. Panel array, we're
| ooking at 12 panel antennas. This proposed site will provide
4G LTE coverage to the area. Tower and conmpound space, wl|
provi de structural capacity and space for future carriers as
provided in the stipulations which I'Il address |ater.
Project |ocation, which we already kind of |ooked at with
staff in their presentation. Blown up view. Then project
justification. So this project does fill a significant gap in
coverage. This particular area we have a — sonme coverage
probl ens and we al so have sone capacity problens. As Pinal

County continues to grow, there are nore users using this
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1 system and this is the sane type of scenario that we were

2 before you guys a couple weeks ago with the other project

3 located off of 1-10. | also have a Verizon RF engi neer who's
4 agreed to speak after nyself to answer any questions regarding
5 coverage or the engi neering and why — who, what when and why

6 we're here. W believe this proposed project is designed as

7 the least intrusive neans to solve the coverage and capacity

8 problens for the imediate area. This is kind of a blend

9 between providing a solution for Verizon as a comerci al

10 <carrier, and also the fire departnment as a public safety unit.
11 This project is part of a larger investnment in Verizon

12 Wreless for the Pinal County Casa Grande area. | believe you
13 guys saw in the |ast presentation we are |ooking at several

14 projects in the i medi ate area, several of which are approved,
15 one of which are under construction over the next 18 nonths or
16 so. W are looking to build four or five projects in the area
17 to help with the coverage. Just a quick note on data grow h.
18 This is pulled off of recent data. Handset nobile data in the
19 U S. is expected to grow 650 percent by 2018, so you know, by
20 the tine this site’s built, you know, we’ re | ooking at

21 capacity problens that are going to continue to grow. Tabl et
22 growh expected to be 370 percent during the same period. So
23 as you can see, the growh and the usage is not slow ng down.
24 W' ve seen this type of growmh over the previous five years,

25 even nore so, so you know, the carriers are continually trying

Page 21 of 137




November 19, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 to find ways to solve the capacity and the coverage probl ens.
2 The benefits. Nunmerous benefits from approved coverage and

3 capacity for new wireless infrastructure. Energency services.
4 (Obviously this is on sonebody that provides energency services
5 tothe area, so that is definitely a benefit. You ve got sonme
6 statistics fromthe Federal Communications Conm ssion. Mre

7 than 70 percent of 911 calls are nade from cel |l phones, and

8 that nunber’s just grow ng as people continue to unpl ug.

9 First responders. Many first responders now use cel |l phone GPS
10 in their nobile | aptops or tablets to | ocate an address to

11 where the call originated from This is pretty prevalent in
12 many first responders throughout the country. Law enforcenent
13 and border patrol also rely heavily on w reless comuni cati ons
14 to protect and serve the conmunities, and everyone from

15 residents, businesses and visitors benefit frominproved

16 communications. You can't really see this letter too well.

17 Hopefully it’s part of your packet. This letter was witten
18 by the chief to Pinal County Planning and Zoning. |f you

19 don’t have a letter, | can nake sure that the staff gets it to
20 you. This is basically going over their needs for the — their
21 inproved comruni cations which is, you know, part of this

22 project of why we’re going on this property is to help them
23 in addition to the commercial carrier. Again, if you don't

24 have that letter, please let nme know or let staff know. No

25 stealth design. This area is not really conducive to stealth

Page 22 of 137




November 19, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 design. There is limted vegetation, there’s | ack of existing
2 infrastructure, and there is requirenents needed by the fire

3 departnent for their equipnment as well, so this is kind of a

4 Dblend of what would work for Verizon and for the fire

5 departnent. That’'s why we cane up with this current design.

6 The applicant has not provided sufficient information that

7 mnmultiple shorter towers would accompdate stealth design is

8 not possible. The chief can also talk to you a little bit

9 about his technol ogical needs, and | al so have a Verizon

10 engineer to talk about why nultiple shorter towers in this

11 particular area is not a solution. No coverage gap. | don’t

12 believe that staff is able to make that determ nation of

13 coverage gap or |lack — or capacity issue as defined as a

14 coverage gap, as well. That’'s why we’'re here. You know,

15 Verizon’s not going to spend the noney for this infrastructure
16 if there wasn't a real need for it. Here's a quick map on

17 some of the other locations that we are |ooking to install.

18 The dots in yellow, the one to the north, that was a site that
19 was approved by the Board of Supervisors recently. That site
20 should be installed and operating, we’'re thinking either late
21 2016 or early 2017. The one to the south is actually in Casa
22 Gande. That site is under construction right now. And t hen
23 you’'ve got another site to the east and south of this

24 particular application, which is also in Casa G ande

25 jurisdiction. That site is scheduled to go to zoning in
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1 January. |If approved, applicant does agree with all the

2 stipulations provided in the Planning and Zoning staff report.
3 The final statenments. W request that SUP-011-15 be

4 recomrended for approval by the Pinal County Planning and

5 Zoning Comm ssion because the project fills a significant gap
6 in coverage/capacity for Verizon Wreless. The design for

7 SUP-011-15 is the least intrusive neans to fill the

8 significant gap in coverage and capacity, and it confornms to
9 Chapters 3, 4 and 5 of Pinal County General Plan for the

10 adequate tel ecommuni cations networks and infrastructures for
11 the area. Wth that, I'lIl wap that up and if you guys have
12 any questions for ne, happy to answer themor | can certainly,
13 if they' re engineering questions, bring the Verizon engi neer

14 up to answer those as well.

15 RIGA NS: Thank you very nmuch. Comm ssion Menbers.
16 SMYRES: M. Chair?

17 RIGA NS: Commi ssi oner Snyres.

18 SMYRES: O the other towers that Sun State has in

19 Pinal County, are any of themthis 100 foot tower?

20 WARD: The site to the north that just went through
21 P and Z, got recommended for denial, Board of Supervisors

22 approved, is | believe, 120 feet.

23 SMYRES: O the other towers that’s under

24 construction or in process —

25 WARD: The one over in Casa G ande, | believe is 80
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1 feet. So it really depends on the area, and you know, whet her
2 the sites are close by there.

3 SMYRES: The other towers that are under

4 consideration, are they to be the stealth design, or are they

5 to be a nonopol e?

6 WARD: There’ all — we’re | ooking at nonopol es ri ght
7 now. The one to the north is a nonopole as well. A lot of

8 tines, you know, if you want to accommodate nultiple carriers

9 on atower, the stealth design is not really adequate. And in
10 this particular case where we had to do work with the fire

11 departnent to incorporate their equipnment, this is definitely

12 the best solution for that. You' ve got a | arge whip antenna

13 that needs to go up above our equipnent.

14 SMYRES: Thank you.

15 WARD:  Yep.

16 RIGA NS: Conm ssioner Cutierrez.

17 GUTI ERREZ: Yes sir, you' re tal king about the

18 coverage gap, can you explain that coverage gap and how it

19 woul d increase the coverage?

20 WARD: Yeah, I'|Il defer any coverage questions to
21 the Verizon engineer. |If there’s any nore |ike why we picked
22 this site or any design stuff, | can answer those. |If not, |

23 can certainly bring the engi neer up here and he can answer
24 your questions.

25 GUTI ERREZ: Ckay, | had anot her one regarding the
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1 design there. On the - you tal ked about the stealth design
2 and stuff, you' re tal king about — and just for clarification —
3 you're talking about like the palmtree | ooking thing and

4 stuff. Wiat limts that from from being used on sonething

5 like that?

6 RIGA NS: Typically 100 foot pal mtree | ooks a

7 little bit out of place. You know, those types of facilities
8 —and | believe you do see sone here in Pinal County — a | ot

9 of tines they' re just not designed to accommpdate, you know,
10 the future arrays, and that actually kind of defeats the

11 purpose. You know, if you're building a structure that you

12 want to just accommobdate nmultiple carriers, ideally you just
13 go with a nonopole which is, you know, what we’ve designed

14 here. |If you re looking for a nonopalm that’s typically a
15 single carrier project, because if you start adding additional
16 antennas, you’' ve got them kind of going down the trunk, and it
17 defeats the purpose of it. You know, it’s |like why do a

18 stealth if that’s what you're going to do with it.

19 GUTI ERREZ: Ckay. And then one other question. On
20 the design that you showed in the packet, you know, it’s the
21 nonopole with the antennas around it and stuff, if four other
22 carriers get contracted to use that sanme pole, are there going
23 to be nore antennas w apped around that?

24 WARD: Yeah, so each carrier’s equipnent is

25 essentially their own. It doesn’'t — they don’t pass through
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1 or share antennas, you know, necessarily frequencies. These —
2 each antenna is designed to broadcast a certain frequency,

3 which is that license is held by the FCC by that particul ar

4 carrier. So, you know, we will design this tower to

5 accommpdate at |east three additional w reless communication

6 carriers on the tower in addition to the fire station’s

7 equi pnent, but yeah, to answer your question, there will be

8 additional antenna arrays, if they go on it.

9 GUTIERREZ: And will those antenna arrays be of

10 simlar design or are they gonna, you know, in other words is
11 it going to get uglier and uglier as it — as the system grows?
12 WARD: Mbst of themare pretty, pretty standard in
13 what they want. You know, Verizon is running multiple

14 frequencies through each site, you know, to accommobdate al

15 the users and the different technol ogies that we use. Every
16 <carrier’'s got a different spectrum frequency, so you know,

17 their antennas or arrays are |ooking very simlar. | nean

18 sone of themmay only put up three per sector, Verizon's

19 putting up four. |’ve seen sone put up two, it just depends
20 on what their needs are for that particular area. | don't see
21 it getting any bigger than what Verizon’s putting up, though,
22 to answer your question.

23 GUTI ERREZ: (Ckay, but are they going to be the sane,
24 the sane design, sane configuration, you know, where they' re

25 kind of round like this, or are they going to be the —
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1 WARD: Yeah, the three sector design is what we call
2 it, you know, where you ve got different azinuths. Each one,

3 each sector’s a different azinmuth. Each sector has their two
4 to four antennas on it. That's pretty standard for each

5 carrier.

6 GUTI ERREZ: Ckay. Thank you.

7 RIGA NS: Steve, are you —

8 ABRAHAM  Yes, pl ease.

9 RIGA NS: Yes.

10 ABRAHAM  Chad, could you talk to the Comm ssion

11 about the FCC rules that allow colocations to go out? | can't
12 renenber the nunbers. I1t’s 20 percent or 20 feet from- and

13 the County can’t actually control that on a col ocati on.

14 WARD: Right. So any towers that are already up and
15 any towers that are going up, the FCC as part of, | believe
16 it's 6409, the tax relief act — 1 don’t know why it was | unped

17 in with that — but, it allows for any conmi nation site to be

18 expanded, | believe 20 feet.

19 ABRAHAM | think that’s what it was, yeah
20 WARD: | f needed, which that doesn't really apply in
21 this — 1 don’t know. |’ve never seen it where you go out

22 farther than, you know, than they already are. But it allows
23 you to go out horizontally, and then it allows it to go up,
24 believe it’'s ten percent or 20 feet, whichever is greater. So

25 these towers, you know, if they wanted to, they could cone in
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1 and extend them you know, essentially, you know, and the

2 County can review the application, but it really is just an

3 engineering concern. So that goes for any tower that you guys
4 have up today, and this is nationwide. That’'s part of that

5 Jlaw, and | would suggest, you know, if you want nore details

6 on that, you talk to your County Attorney. | can certainly

7 help themw th the information.

8 RIGA NS: Just a question of mne on that concern

9 obviously there’s only so many things you can hang on a tower
10 of this sort and you — you're not going to build it originally
11 to the strength that allows anything to go up there, because
12 it would be too expensive fromthe beginning, so you're

13 Ilimted to an certain extent in wind | oad.

14 WARD: Yeah, | nean this — the wi nd | oading and

15 also, you know, the current |IDC standards, you know, you have
16 to design to that. This was done to basically help facilitate
17 colocations that we haven’t really seen it be that big of a

18 problemin Arizona jurisdictions, but in California and sone
19 other jurisdictions where they ve had problens even getting —
20 let’s say this tower’s up and you' ve got AT&T that wants to

21 cone through; we’ve had jurisdictions, or, you know, there are
22 jurisdictions that have held up a sinple colocation for 12

23 nmonths, you know, trying to run themthrough the zoning

24 process and it’s — the governnment’s trying to facilitate the

25 Dbroadband and 4G coverage to, you know, nore people. So that
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1 was the main goal of that is to basically say you can't really
2 deny it, we'll allow you to review the application, and here’s
3 the criteriaonit. Mst of the times if you cane back to try
4 and retrofit a tower that wasn’t designed for a 20 foot

5 extension, you' re going to spend as nmuch as it would cost to

6 build a newsite, a newtower, to try and reverse engineer it.
7 So | haven't really seen that be used too nuch in Arizona.

8 The thing that carriers will use is the, the, you know, to get
9 a colocation on, you can't really say anything about it. O
10 if they conme back to nodify antennas or stuff like that. That
11 was a lot of the reason behind it, is you know, when they're
12 switching technologies to 4G from3Gto 4G a couple years

13 ago, there was a lot of jurisdictions that were hol ding up

14 applications because the antennas were getting bigger. So

15 this was — that was the goal of that act is to basically say
16 hey, if the tower’s already up, the antenna’ s are getting a

17 little bit bigger, we — you know, the federal governnent

18 doesn’t see that as a real issue, local jurisdictions can't

19 really hold these applications up for that sort of thing.

20 RIGA NS: kay. Any other Comm ssion Menbers with

21 questions or comrents?

22 MORI TZ: M. Chairmn?
23 RIGA NS: Commi ssioner Moritz.
24 MORITZ: |I'mreally pleased that you' re thinking in

25 advance of the need, because as we do in streets and hi ghways

Page 30 of 137




November 19, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 after the demand has becone so debilitating, then we try to do
2 something about it, and I’mvery big on providing proper

3 coverage for energency awareness and notification, and I -

4 it'’s difficult because these are necessary evils, and they

5 1look terrible in the | andscape, and yet they're needed. So |
6 just want to nention that | think the advanced planning is a
7 big plus, and it will keep getting taller and taller with

8 them And | think that’'s part of our issue is that they do

9 get — with the 120 that we heard previously, when will that

10 stop?

11 WARD: So typically it depends on the areas. You

12 know, and | hate to bring up, you know, Phoenix Metro or

13 Tucson Metro, but | nean nost of those sites are 45 to 50 feet
14 these days - any of the new ones that we’'re putting in. Yeah,
15 as the area gets nore dense, there’'s nore sites that are

16 needed to basically handl e the coverage and provi de a seam ess
17 handoff fromsite to site. The towers, as they get closer

18 together, they get lower. So the one that we just went

19 through the Board of Supervisors on, that’s a highway site.

20 You know, you're trying to bridge the gap between a site

21 that’s five mles north of that and another one that’s, you

22 know, four or five mles south. So this particular one, you
23 know, as you see nore dense areas in Pinal County, they' Il

24 start getting shorter. You know, the Pinal County grow h,

25 know, is picking up. There's sone new devel opnents and stuff
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1 going on, so you' |l start seeing sone of that stuff get

2 shorter with the nore stealth stuff. You know, we’ ve got a
3 project that’Il be com ng through in a couple nonths out in
4 Saddl eBrooke. You know, we’'re | ooking at a couple of

5 cactuses, you know, because we're in a community and we’'re

6 trying to cover a specific area, so it really just depends on

7 the application and the |location. So you will start seeing,
8 as Pinal County continues to grow, you'll start seeing a m X
9 of them You know, the stuff that’'s still kind of rural and
10 highway coverage, they are still kind of tall. But as you get
11 into nore dense urban areas, you'll start to see the stuff be

12 nore of a stealth, smaller design.

13 RIGA NS: Vice Chairman Hart man.
14 HARTMAN:  As I'’mdriving from Casa G ande over
15 Signal Peak towards Florence, | noticed on the boundary |ine

16 of the Gla River Conmunity and Pinal County at Bl ackwater,

17 south of Blackwater, a cell tower that | hadn’t really noticed
18 Dbefore, and |’ve got cell towers on ny mnd so |’ m | ooking.

19 WARD: Ri ght.

20 HARTMAN: And this is areally a tall cell tower,

21 and as | went (inaudible).

22 WARD: Is it on Gla R ver property?

23 HARTMAN:  Par don?

24 WARD: Is it on Gla River property?

25 HARTMAN: It could be on Gla R ver property.
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1 WARD:  Yeabh.

2 HARTMAN: My question is does Verizon — | ama

3 Verizon user, and as | went through the nountain Signal Peak,
4 the last time - normally | get cut off, but last time — | ast

5 nrmonth when | went that, through the pass there, | didn't get

6 cut off. So is that a Verizon tower also?

7 WARD: That could be. | actually work on sone of

8 the Gla River projects. Wthout |ooking at a map, | couldn’t
9 tell you off the top of my head, but Verizon is working with
10 the Gla River to provide coverage in the areas where the | and
11 is primarily owned by Gla River. So that very well could be.
12 HARTMAN:  What height is that tower? You — it’s

13 pretty obvious.

14 WARD: |’'d have to see a map to tell you on that
15 one. Is it a nonopole or is it nore of the lattice one?
16 HARTMAN:  Monopole. Well it's a lattice, actually,

17 1 think. Lattice.

18 WARD: Ckay. 1’'d have to see a map to tell you on
19 that one.

20 HARTMAN: It’s probably taller than 100 feet, |

21 woul d i magi ne.

22 WARD: That one m ght be 150.
23 HARTMAN:  Yeah.
24 WARD: |’mnot sure. You know, again, if we're

25 trying to cover, you know, kind of throw a w de net, cast a
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wide net if you wll, you know, we got to go a little bit
taller. Where you' re just trying to cover not nmaybe a rea
popul ated area, but naybe some hi ghway coverage, or sone
secondary hi ghway coverage, you will see sone taller sites.

HARTMAN: Al l right, thank you.

WARD:  Yep.

RIGA NS: (I naudible).

SALAS: Are you going to have any in (inaudible) by
t hose nountains that are behind the coll ege there that
backdrop the hills, the nountains, whatever you want to cal
them in line with your pole that’s supposed to be
constructed? There's no interference there?

WARD: This particular site?

SALAS: Yeah.

WARD: No, there — we won’t have any interference.
We orientate the antennas on that sector design, like |
menti oned, so that, you know, we get the — you know, so that
they’ re nost beneficial for what the, what the need is, so
there won’t be any interference fromthat.

SALAS: Thank you.

RIGA NS: Conmi ssioner Qutierrez.

GUTI ERREZ: One qui ck question. And you m ght have
al ready touched on this, but how many nore of these tall poles
are you going to be proposing?

WARD: If | had a crystal ball, I would love to tel

Page 34 of 137




November 19, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 vyou. You know, it’s a — |I’ve been doing this for alnost 15
2 years and, you know, ten years ago we thought it was done, and
3 then, you know, with the data expl osion, you know, it’s really

4 hard to say. And then if you read any of the stuff in the

5 news or anything that’s comng, | nean we’ ve got connected
6 cars, connected houses, | nean the — |1 hate — I1'd hate to say
7 | could even tell you. You know, it really, you know, where

8 we're going to be at in five years or ten years with

9 technology, it’s really anybody’s guess. | nean things wll
10 be definitely automated. They' Il be | ooking for seamnl ess

11 coverage. You know, a lot of people wll be dropping their

12 landlines and stuff like that. So it's really hard to say. |
13 can ask, you know, we can bring the RF Engi neer and see if

14 he’s got any idea of any future plans for this particul ar

15 area, but other than that, | can’t really advise you guys on
16 that.

17 MORI TZ: M. Chairman?

18 RIGA NS: Conm ssioner Miritz.

19 MORI TZ: | do have a question on the surroundi ng

20 area. Now, if |I renmenber correctly in the reading, there were
21 no letters of opposition or in favor of.

22 WARD: Correct.

23 MORI TZ: \What are those buildings that surround that
24  property?

25 WARD: Li ke the east?
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MORI TZ: Well, there’'s three areas. They’'re not
residential. I1t’s not zoned -

WARD: They don’t look like it. They look like
maybe sonme storage areas. W did have a nei ghborhood neeti ng
and a coupl e people did show up. They didn’'t voice any
concerns about the property.

MORI TZ: Ckay, thanks.

RIGA NS: Comm ssioners? | would like to make a
comment concerning the statenment of stealth designs.

WARD:  Yeah.

RIGA NS: West of Las Vegas on the Bl ue D anond
H ghway, a sim /|l ar denographic to this, a fairly open rural
flattish area with scattered honmes and couple little
busi nesses here and there, and on that highway they have it
very, very tall nonospruce.

WARD: Real |l y?

RIGANS: And if somebody had tried to nake
sonmething stick out Iike a sore thunb worse, they couldn’t
have done it.

WARD: Ri ght.

RIGA NS: You go by and you go good — so | think
sonetinmes on these very tall designs when you try to nmake them
stealth, you nake them obvi ous.

WARD: | agree.

RRGANS: And | think that’'s — | think it’'s a fair
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1 statenent, because |’'ve seen it done that way and it | ooks

2 silly.

3 WARD: |’ve seen, |’ve seen, you know, cypress trees
4 and stuff |like that going into Al buquerque that blend in

5 really well. Pine trees, up in Flagstaff? Yeah, those | ook

6 great. You know, in this particular area and other rural

7 areas, | nean there’'s just not anything that you can really
8 build that’s going to really look that well. | nmean it’s

9 Ilike, you know, a new utility line comng in, you know, for
10 APS or whonever, | nmean you’ ve got to serve the honmes, you

11  know, we need to serve the businesses and the people that are

12 using the service, and unfortunately sonetines it’s a utility,
13 it’s a necessary evil as you nentioned.

14 SALAS: Then the saguaro woul d | ook out of place.

15 RIGA NS: Yeah, 100 foot saguaro woul d be

16 (inaudible).

17 WARD: Yeah, that’d be the biggest one ever, right?

18 RIGA NS: Ckay. Any other questions whatsoever?

19 Thank you very much.

20 WARD: Yeah. 1’1l bring N kkil up, he’s the Verizon
21 engi neer and he can answer any engi neering questions that you

22 or anybody el se on the Comm ssion may have.

23 RIGA NS: kay.
24 WARD: Thanks.
25 RIGA NS: Thank you. Good norning, sir. |If you
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coul d pl ease enter your nane and address.

JADNAV: Good nmorning, M. Chairman. My nane is
Ni kkil Jadnav. |I’'m Verizon network representative. | work
out of the Tenpe office at 126 West Gemini Drive in Tenpe,
Ari zona.

RIGANS: Are we all waiting for technical things
here, is — okay. | thought maybe just everybody got frozen
there for a second.

DENTON: The conputer’s frozen

JADNAV: (Ckay. Thank you, sir. So this is the
proposed | ocati on where Verizon needs coverage, as well as
capacity issues resolved, and that’s where Verizon is
proposi ng the AZ5 Overfield Fire — Overfield Fire Rescue site.
Next slide will actually depict the exact need as to why
Verizon shows there is a coverage gap.

??: 1t’s working over here.

JADNAV: Oh, okay.

??: Shut it down and reload it.

RIGANS: W’'re back to that.

ABRAHAM W' re going to reboot the nodem

JADNAV:  Ckay.

ABRAHAM  Rel oad the presentation and see if that
wor Ks.

RIGA NS: W have those, but | — if — you probably

want your visuals while you re making —
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JADNAV:  Yes.

RIGANS: |If they can get it rebooted, we should -

ABRAHAM  Ckay.

RIGA NS: Okay. There we are.

JADNAV: So the blue areas and the red areas on the
map basically depict — the blue areas will depict marginal to
none data coverage anywhere, and the red areas is marginal to
none data coverage in building. And that is precisely the
reason why Verizon wants to propose the cell tower at that
| ocation. So it’s not just a coverage gap, it’s also a
capacity need. As a Board Menber Moritz pointed out, that
pl anni ng ahead i s sonething that Verizon has to do. W not
only | ook for our current needs for our subscribers, we have
to plan for two to three years out, because every tine we try
to build a new facility, a newtower, 18 to 24 nonths is the
build cycle. So as listed here, you have about 11 sectors,
which is about five to six different tower |ocations in about
ten mle radius that are currently serving overall a broader
area and trying to satisfy the data needs of the custoners.
They will be exhausted in ternms of how nuch data they can
support by either 2016 or 2017. Most of these surroundi ng
sites have a higher center line, and next slide wll basically
depi ct exactly how nmuch high. And engi neering perspective,
it’s really inmpossible if I have one tower existing, right

there on top a 250 foot tower, and if | try to put another
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1 tower next toit, a stealth design or whatever at 50 feet, |

2 would not be able to offload the traffic off of that tower.

3 So then that one tower at 250 feet or the other tower at 200
4 feet, these are old towers that have been there, they will not
5 be able to offload their traffic and they would continue to

6 get the problemday in and day out. So |ike what Chairnman —
7 Menber Mritz was supporting, or stating initially, when would
8 we goto lower center lines, is when we get nore and nore of

9 these towers. That’'s when we can control our coverage to the
10 areas where each tower only has to serve a snaller area, and
11 then the newer towers that are required. The reason we

12 require new towers is not coverage, it’'s nore of capacity

13 because every tower can only support a certain nunber of

14 users, and each user demands a certain anpunt of data. And so
15 nore and nore data’s being demanded, that’s why we have to put
16 nore towers. But the future towers — so as you can see, we

17 used to build 200 foot towers, now we’'re building 100 foot

18 towers. So in the future we'll be building 50 foot towers,

19 Ilike they' re doing in Tucson or Phoeni x. Most of our new

20 towers are 50 foot, 40 foot, because nost of the towers are
21 only a mle apart, or even less than a mle apart, and in

22 those cases, we can do stealth designs, but not in this case.
23 So in the next slide, this site basically will serve the

24  purpose of enhancing data coverage, not just to the fire

25 station, but also to the (inaudible) canmpus that resides just
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1 to the north of the location of the site. And in addition to
2 resolving the data needs of the users now and two years down
3 theroad, it will also be able to sustain the growth in

4 future. So this is part of a plan so that Verizon doesn’'t

5 have to cone back in the area again two years down the road.
6 So this would probably be a four or five year solution for the
7 area, and that’s why we’'re proposing that. As | stated

8 wearlier, the reason for a higher center |ine and not going

9 wth the stealth, is because of the surrounding sites and to
10 have a proper offload with the surrounding sites, and hence
11 the shorter stealth structures in this case are not possible.
12 And like Chad nentioned, when we go with stealth structures,
13 it really negates the possibility of having col ocaters,

14 because even if you go with nonopal ns or cactuses, or

15 nonopol es — sorry, nonopal ne and cactuses or flat poles, then
16 it limts you to just having one carrier on that stealth

17 structure. So to sunmarize, thisis a — this is part of -

18 this is not just a single — actually the next slide, this is
19 not just a single solution for the area. As you can see, AZ5
20 Henness, which was just approved by the Board |ast nonth, and
21 there are few other solutions that are planned in this area,
22 so we are trying to get to a point where we have nore and nore
23 solutions already in place, so in future, five years down the
24 road when we cone back to revisit the area, we’'re not asking

25 for 100 foot center lines, we're probably asking for 50-60
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1 foot center lines. But for now, we have proposed about four
2 or five sites in different areas to overall inprove the data
3 coverage in the entire Pinal County and the surroundi ng areas,
4 and to support the high demand of traffic. And that’s

5 basically why we are asking for a 95 foot center line here

6 that takes up the tower to be at 100 foot, and then the 21

7 foot whip antenna that has to go on the top. At this point I
8 wll open it for any questions that you guys may have.

9 RIGA NS: Thank you. Conm ssioner Menbers?

10 Conmi ssioner Qutierrez.

11 GUTI ERREZ: |1've got one quick one here for you.

12 You answered a | ot of questions during your presentation that

13 | had.
14 JADNAV:  Thank you.
15 GUTI ERREZ: Regarding the coverage and stuff, and |

16 have worked in public safety, so there’s nothing nore

17 frustrating than having poor coverage or real weak coverage,
18 or no coverage. The question regarding the coverage, you have
19 - excuse ny ignorance on this — but you have like with this

20 one big antenna, and you're going to have a certain anmount of
21 coverage, at the edge of that coverage, is that where another
22 antenna would theoretically be placed in order to continue to
23 transmt out?

24 JADNAV: Theoretically, yes. So the way we design

25 sites |like Chad nentioned, every provider wll have |like a
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1 three sector array, so we kind of try to get the entire 360

2 wth three different direction of antennas, and so each

3 antenna has its kind of direction of propagation, and so let’s
4 say if this is one point antenna, it tries to cover close to

5 120 degrees in the horizontal plane, and right where that

6 propagation or that coverage boundary ends, the other sector’s
7 antenna will start picking up. So that if let’'s say in theory
8 if a user wants to go in circle around the site, the user wll
9 have a seaml ess coverage or seanl ess experience as anybody

10 goes around the site.

11 GUTI ERREZ: Ckay. So once, once — | nean it’s kind
12 of tal king about the future — but once you have that 360

13 degree coverage, then you would start setting up other

14 repeaters, basically, or antenna arrays (inaudible).

15 JADNAV: Yes, other sites, so right now as you saw
16 on that nmap, we had sone existing sites, right? So there is
17 some coverage that’s still getting in here in this area. It’s
18 not like it’'s conpletely blank. However, the problemis the
19 coverage that gets in here, the quality of the coverage is so
20 weak that when users try to get — if you try to just get on a
21 voice call, you mght be fine. But when you try to nake a

22 data session, when you try to open up say a FaceTinme, or go on
23 Skype, or try to, you know, browse an app over your

24 smartphone, then you m ght experience issues. M ght be sl ow,

25 sonetinmes it may not work. And so nore — because — and that’s
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1 because when I, when | explain a sector, a sector can only

2 support a certain amount of data. So ten years ago, there

3 were only X-nunber of users in the area. Now with grow h,

4 there are nore users and they’'re demanding ten tinmes nore of
5 the data, which that existing sector cannot support. So as

6 the growth keeps happening, we’'ll have to tackle it with nore

7 and nore sites around it.

8 GUTI ERREZ: Ckay. Thank you.
9 RIGA NS: Vice Chair Hartman
10 HARTMAN: Chair Riggins. | — this is a question on
11 - it'’s sinple if | knew what it neant, but the acronyns |ike

12 LTE, RSRP, what does that stand for?

13 JADNAV: LTE is basically what we call the 4G data
14 technology. That's - the engineering abbreviation for that is
15 LTE, long termevolution. That’'s the engi neering standard.

16 Just like in the old days we had anal og and then we had CDMA
17 Same way we have LTE now. So that’s just a technol ogy

18 standard name that canme up. RSRP is received signal strength.
19 So when a cellphone is trying to | ook at what signal it’'s

20 receiving, that’s a depiction of signal — that’s a depiction

21 of received power.

22 HARTMAN: Al l right, thank you.

23 RIGA NS: Conm ssion Menbers, any -

24 SALAS: W need a glossary in here.

25 RIGA NS: Any other questions or comments? In that

Page 44 of 137




November 19, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 case, thank you very nuch.
2 JADNAV: Thank you for the opportunity for speaking.
3 RIGA NS: ay. Do we have any ot her — anybody el se

4 wsh to speak for this application?

5 SALAS: M. Chai rman?
6 RIGA NS: A comment here?
7 SALAS: Staff, on the heels of denial on the

8 previous application approved by the Supervisors, now we have
9 another denial here, which |I probably — you know, | feel the
10 probably the Supervisors are going to approve it anyway, |

11 would like a little nore explanation fromthe staff to why

12 they’'re recomendi ng denial on this one.

13 RIGANS: If we could, Conm ssioner Salas, if we

14 could, could we do that when we cl ose the public neeting?

15 SALAS:  Sure.

16 RIGA NS: Okay, we'll cone right back to that.

17 SALAS: (Ckay.

18 RIGANS: W’IlIl cone right back to that, but let’s —

19 would you like to cone and speak? Yes, please, cone up. And
20 if you could please put your nanme and address down?
21 PUTZ: Thank you. |’mkind of disappointed that we

22 don’t have any community nmenbers. W are a rural area, but

23 we're still people there, we live there, and this is — they're
24 going to put a cell tower there. 1’mnot only concerned about
25 howit’s going to |look, |I'’mconcerned about the property
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(i naudi bl e), I’m concerned about my health being right in
under this tower. And | — I'’mnot real, real know edge about
this, but I can tell you I would not go and buy a hone that’s
within a few hundred feet of this — a cell tower. That would
not be ny choice. And I'm like | said, I'"msurprised that we
don’t have nore community objection to this. | understand

that communication is a big thing, but I'’mthe person that al

t hese waves are going to go through because |I |live there and
this is a concern to ne and we smle, but that’s — in reality
that’s | don’t think — 1 think — 1 would Iike a cell tower,
but maybe not near ny house. Not within — I'’mwthin that

whi p area, where the circle is and I'mreally concerned about
this. | guess that's -

RIGA NS: kay, very good. Before you step down,
Comm ssi on Menbers, any comrents or questions to the speaker?
Ckay. Thank you very nuch.

MORI TZ: Ch M. Chairnan.

RIGA NS: Pardon ne, pardon ne, Comm ssioner Moritz.

MORITZ: H . And | synpathize with your, your
situation. It is a difficult one. Progress and visions and
personal areas. How far are you fromthe proposed site?

PUTZ: |’mone street — | don’'t know how many feet,
but 1’mon the street and over, and I'min that circle they
drew on the nmap.

MORI TZ: Ckay. Al right. Thank you.
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1 ABRAHAM  Ma’am can you sign in and give us your
2 nane?

3 RIGANS: Didyou signin on the —

4 PUTZ: (1 naudi bl e).

5 RIGA NS: You already did, thank you. Ckay, very

6 good. Thank you very nuch. Anybody else? Yes please, cone
7 forward. And if you could likew se put your nane and -

8 KERBER: Yes, it’s already there, Comm ssioner,

9 thank you. Menbers of the Board, thank you very nuch. |

10 apologize for the length of the neeting this norning, but I
11 certainly appreciate and |’ m appreciative that they answered
12 all your questions. |'mhere to address, obviously, nmy letter
13 that | provided in the packet. Along with ny letter

14 included the TICP, or Tactical Inoperability Comrunications
15 Plan that was comm ssioned by the County. To give you a

16 little background, we’ ve been on the property for 20 years.
17 W started wi thout our own frequency. Wthin about a year or
18 so, we obtained our own frequency. In 2007, we obtained our
19 own narrow band, as everybody was required to reduce the

20 footprint of their frequencies and get a repeater. That was
21 funded through a FEMA grant. W |ocated our repeater in

22 central Casa Grande, on top of an Arizona Water Conpany water
23 tank on Burgess Peak, or the Oter Slides, if anybody knew
24 there the Oter Slides - M. Hartman is acknow edgi ng. But

25 that is basically Cottonwod and Thornton area, just north of
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1 that. They had the water tank with a lattice tower, Arizona
2 \Water Conpany wasn’'t using the tower anynore, we were able to
3 locate our antenna and add a cabinet to store our equi pnent

4 and establish a repeater. The repeater since 2007 has been in
5 use and we’ ve recogni zed over that length of tine the

6 dimnished area of coverage to the east. The reason we have
7 effective area of coverage to the west is because it rises up
8 alittle bit in elevation. Now we don’t serve areas west of

9 Casa Grande necessarily, but we cover H ghway 84 and

10 Interstate 8, all the way to the Pinal County/Maricopa County
11 Iline for the highway patrol. So when we’'re out there on the
12 hi ghway, we actually have to turn our bodies so the antenna’s
13 in the direction of Casa G ande, we get through just fine. As
14 the engi neer was showi ng you on the coverage map where there
15 were shadow areas where there's insufficient coverage, one of
16 our primary concerns that obviously is evidenced by that map
17 and the coverage in the footprint, is that Central Arizona

18 College, it has roughly about 1200 to 1500 people there daily.
19 Again, granted they say that adm ssions are |ower and they're
20 nore distributed because of Maricopa and Signa — San Tan

21 Valley canpuses, there are roughly 1200 to 1500 peopl e there
22 daily. When in the past 20 years we responded to the coll ege,
23 we cannot get out on a cell phone, or we have to nove around
24 until we find a position where we can capture a signal to

25 contact the base hospital, Casa G ande Regional, or now Banner
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1 Casa Gande. |If we have an inportant nedical energency, we

2 need nedical direction, or we need to docunment an infornmed

3 patient refusal, refusal of transport, we have to contact the
4 hospital and we often have to seek a signal. One of the other
5 disparaging situations is the police departnent at the

6 college. The police departnent relies on their own personal

7 cellphones to contact us for a fire or nmedical energency.

8 They too have the sane difficulty. Wat | nmentioned in the

9 letter was that fromour station, we have to use a Statue of
10 Liberty pose. And |I’msure maybe you m ght have heard that

11 fromthe County and some of the infrastructure they' re working
12 on with federal grants that they ' re receiving in order to

13 inprove their conmunications, but you basically have to take
14 the radio off your hip and hold it up |ike the Statue of

15 Liberty to try and communicate. You can hit the repeater, but
16 the nodulation is very weak and scratchy and it’s hard for

17 people to hear what people are saying. So again, inagine a

18 situation where you would conme upon sonebody unconsci ous and
19 vyou have to do CPR and nobody calls 911. Nobody can

20 communicate. That is the, you know, inperative with regard to
21 firefighter safety and safety of the public overall in having
22 this enhanced tower. So when Verizon came and knocked on our
23 door and said that they wanted to |ocate a cell tower on our
24 facility, based on the establishnment of the Pinal County Radio

25 Communi cation Consortiumin 2010 that we becane a nenber of,
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federal engineering was contracted and conm ssioned by the
County, through grant funds, in order to do a County-w de
conmuni cations assessnment. In that assessment which our
excerpt was included with the letter, and | hope it was

i ncluded in your packet, the TICP the federal engineering did,
identified those weak areas we have to the east, beginning
with our fire station and all the way up the CAC. Because
fromCAC line of sight to Cottonwood and Thornton, we have

Bl ack Mountain. So we al so cannot conmmuni cate out of our
portable radios from Central Arizona College. W have to
switch over to the Coolidge — or I'"msorry, the CAC police
frequency, which only in the last year and a half they added a
repeater. So now we have to switch over when crews respond to
the coll ege so we can comrunicate with them they’ re not on
our frequency. The issues to the east, again, were 7.5 mles
east of our repeater. W can’t get out at our fire station on
our portable radios. W respond all the way over to south of
Coolidge with not only Mary C. O Brien School, county housing
the fairgrounds, Pinal County Animal Control, Tierra G ande,
11 Mle Corner, 287, La Palma at 87, 287, Town of Randol ph, we
cannot get out by portable radio and they have to go back to
the truck and use a nobile radio that has higher wattage in
order to reach the repeater to communicate. So |I'mhoping if
you have any questions, we basically obtained the equi pnment

necessary to create a weak signal receiver. So we are now
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1 putting a transmtter on this nonopole that is 100 feet, we

2 are putting up a 21 foot fiberglass antenna. So the

3 fiberglass antenna at the base is probably the width of ny

4 wist, and as skinny as the flagpole behind you at 21 feet.

5 They also make themin a light blue color. W had an eight

6 foot fiberglass whip on a flagpole on the north side of our

7 living quarters that actually got blown down, but in the

8 mddle of the day it was actually difficult to see that

9 portion. So the only thing that’s really going to stand out
10 that is a concern with the public is the exact 100 feet of the
11 nmonopole. The fiberglass whip of 21 feet is kind of a noot

12 point, because it’s not going to be visible during the

13 daytine. Another point is it’s not high enough that the FCC
14 or the FAA woul d even require a strobe light or a red flashing
15 light at night. So it’s under that limtation. Any height

16 less than 100 feet that we have now, di m nishes the gains that
17 we will receive in the weak signal receiver, to be able to

18 pull that signal, run through the el ectronic equipnment, run

19 through a phone line paired to the Burgess Peak |ocation, and
20 instantaneously conme out on that repeater. So again, it’'s a
21 safety issue for our firefighters, public safety

22 communi cations are going to be enhanced nore than tenfold.

23 But I'’msure that as soon as we get the equi pnent installed,
24 we're going to be going out and canvassing the area, and

25 basically assessing the inprovenent that we have. Anot her
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thing that |

t he County,

haven’t seen the stipulations that have cone from

but the other thing that they generally stipul ate

in all these situations with the cell towers, public safety

access. So the TICP eval uation that was done in 2013, the

results that

cane in in 2013, even the sheriff’'s office

utilized that in obtaining federal funds in order to inprove

their conmunications. So right nowthis tower is not on their

radar because it doesn’t exist, it’s proposed. But again,

once this tower is in place, that is another opportunity for

public safety, not only with other | ocal agencies or federal

agencies, but also with the sheriff’s office, to enhance

digital radi
to hi ghlight
guestions?

R

o comuni cations. That’'s really about all | had

. Does the Chairnman or the Conm ssion have any

GE@ NS: Thank you very nuch. Comm ssioner Sal as.

SALAS: In case this request fails and it’s deni ed,

what is your

Pl an B?

KERBER: CQur initial plan in applying to the FEMVA

grant to get

the $25,000 that’s nmentioned in the letter for

i nproved radi o equi pnent, we were going to have to buy a

|attice tower and put up a 50 foot tower in order to put that

weak signa

the coll ege

receiver. Honestly, maybe it would have handl ed

and inmmediate vicinity of the station, but it

woul dn’t have inproved all of those areas | just listed going

east .
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1 SALAS: So then you would put nothing in its place

2 then at this time? You re not considering anything el se?

3 KERBER: No, that’s all we can afford. Qur annual

4 budget is only about $380,000 and we are struggling, as nany

5 other, you know, fire departnents and fire districts are since
6 the recession, and that’s the limt of our financial

7 capability. So we're blessed with the opportunity by Verizon
8 and Sun State Towers in this application, indeed.

9 RIGA NS: Vice Chair Hartman

10 HARTMAN: Chair Riggins. But you nentioned the

11 benefit to the fire departnent, but there' s also Pinal County
12 residents that probably will benefit fromthis tower from what
13 the description of coverage that we heard from Verizon

14 KERBER: That's correct, M. Hartman. Qbviously

15 those that attend the college, those that have nedica

16 energencies at the college, notorists in the area, and one

17 ot her enhancenment that we’re working on is we switched over to
18 4G tablets in the trucks. Basically what we have is we have
19 an application on our phones which is new technol ogy, but it
20 also relies on 4G service, and that is active 911, which is

21 simlar to the CAD that the sheriff’s departnment uses in their
22 vehicle. So what happens is our firefighters are able to

23 respond and indicate, and we see a list of who was respondi ng,
24 and then we click on the address, and it gives us a Google nmap

25 routing to the location. And when you're in rural areas where
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1 you can’t even see a nunber on — let’s say Autum Wod up by

2 Cox and Waverly area, going up toward North Mountain Park

3 you're out there in the dark, there’s no street |ights,

4 there's no address signs, you can't find the mail boxes, but

5 vyou look down at a ten inch tablet in your truck and it says

6 the address is right there, so you follow the driveway. |It’s

7 that exact and it’s greatly appreciated. So this new

8 technology, not only in that area — we cover 100 square m | es,
9 but obviously that area is | acking based on the display of the
10 shadow areas and Bl ack Mountain not getting signals up to CAC
11 so overall the enhancenent is tenfold, obviously, just on the
12 cellul ar aspects and the el ectronics that we have today, other
13 than our own conmuni cati ons.

14 RIGA NS: kay. Very good. Oher — Comm ssioner

15 Cutierrez.

16 GUTI ERREZ: Yes sir, thank you for the presentation

17 there. The question | — and fire stations, you know, are kind
18 of commercial -type things, so the antenna there, if there’'s

19 going to be an antenna, that’s probably the place to have

20 sonething. M questionis, and this is sonmething a | ot of

21 people that | talk to and stuff are often concerned about, is

22 the safety factor of having the radi o waves, you know, firing

23 off all over the place and that type of thing, do you have any
24 concern? And that’s something I'd like to ask the engi neer as

25 well, but do you have any concern about the radio signals from
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1 the antennas that are emanating, you know, fromthat tower and
2 stuff for your — the enployees there at the fire station and

3 personnel at the —

4 KERBER. No. Board Menber Qutierrez, to answer your
5 question, ny office is right below the tower, and |I'’mthere

6 pretty darn nuch seven days a week. | try and limt it to siXx
7 days a week and get Sunday off, but ny office is imediately

8 belowthe tower. W have not had any concerns. As far as, |
9 think nost of the electromagnetic pulse kind of thing that

10 nost people have a concern about, have been from power |ines,
11 high tension power lines, and | don’'t believe cell phone

12 technol ogy, other than sone of the nyth, sonme m ght say, about
13 a cell phone bei ng agai nst your head causing brain cancer or

14 something, we’'re not concerned in the slightest with regard to
15 the tower and its | ocation.

16 LANGLI TZ: WM. Chair, if | may, Mark Langlitz,

17 Deputy County Attorney. Federal law really prohibits | ocal

18 governnent from basing a decision on a claimof a health

19 danger issue fromcell phone towers. | guess, you know, it

20 doesn’'t hurt to inquire, but you would not be able to base a
21 decision on that, and the — from ny understandi ng, the current
22 nedical studies and that don’t support any claimof health

23 issues fromcell towers, and al so power lines, by the way, but
24 that’s a totally separate issue. | just wanted to nmention

25 that. Thank you, M. Chair.
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1 KERBER: Any ot her questions?

2 RIGA NS: Any ot her questions, Conm ssioners? Wuld
3 you bring up your — Vice Chair Hartnman.

4 HARTMAN:  Thank you, Chairman Riggins. In

5 additional information, and we’ ve ki cked the idea back and

6 around about two other carriers, and then our staff has

7 recomended three carriers, do you know personally will there
8 Dbe additional three carriers or —

9 KERBER: No, | don’t know anything about it, and
10 that’'s when we | eased the |and and the location to Sun State
11 Towers, that’s at their discretion. And so |I'’msure the

12 market will determne that, if | can opine for that.

13 RIGANS: And actually I think I can answer that

14 also, that the two that you're enunerating there is in the

15 applicant’s narrative. The stipulations require three, so |

16 would say the applicant’s narrative is neaningless in this

17 point.

18 HARTMAN: Okay. Thank you.

19 KERBER: Thank you M. Vice Chairman.

20 RIGA NS: Any other — any other questions for this —

21 well thank you very nuch.

22 KERBER: Thank you, Chairman. Appreciate it. Thank
23 you.
24 RIGA NS: Anyone el se wish to come up to speak to —

25 please cone forward. And if you could please sign your nane
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1 and address into the | og.

2 KMET: Certainly will. Good norning M. Chairnman

3 and Menbers of the Comm ssion. M nanme is Chuck Knmet and | am
4 the Emergency Manager for Pinal County. So as a County

5 enployee, I’mnot going to say yay or nay, expressing approval
6 or denial, but I do want to tal k about a couple different

7 things. First | would say that in enmergency managenent | am
8 definitely for increasing and inproving infrastructure for

9 disaster response, for recovery, and for community resilience.
10 But gosh, | don’'t know why I’m so nervous, it’s been a while
11 since |’'ve done this, sorry. Al right. Prior tony life

12 here, which |I’ve been here just over a year, | was with the
13 Tohono O odham Nation and | started off at their fire

14 departnent, and then their enmergency manager, and | was there
15 for ten years. During that tinme, | was on the technical

16 commttee and the user commttee for the Pima County Wreless
17 Integration Network, which was called PCWN, so | was very

18 involved with that for the whole tinme that they put that

19 project together. One of the issues that we had with the

20 Tribe was the architectural design for the project required a
21 large tower on top of Kitt Peak where are the observatories
22 are. That was very concerning to the Tri be, because of the
23 cultural significance to the Tribe with Kitt Peak. The

24 designers canme back to tell them and to tell the project as a

25 whole, that if they didn't have that one tower there, in order
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1 to accomopdate the signal com ng through for the rest of the

2 County and for the Tribe, they were going to have to build 12
3 other towers along, you know, the Tribal lands. So the

4 significance of the height of a tower and the coverage that it
5 gets, it is a bigdeal. And | can tell you as a 20 year

6 firefighter and paranedic, and flight paranedic, | have been

7 that person that has been inside a burning building and trying
8 to get out and you can’t. And there’s definitely no way you

9 <can stand up and try to do that, you know, when it’s 600

10 degrees in a building. So | would like for you guys to

11 consider that because if they don't have this — and | don’'t

12 care about the commercial part of it all — if they don’t have
13 this, then in order to have that same coverage for the

14 firefighters, they' re going to need to ask for, like he said,
15 you know, a 50 foot tower there, maybe another 50 foot tower
16 sone place el se, nmaybe anot her 50 foot tower sone place el se,
17 so | definitely understand the concern from—- excuse ne — from
18 the honeowners, but you know, as |long as we can have sonme good
19 balance is really what |I’"mabout. So that’s all | have.

20 Thank you.

21 RIGA NS: Thank you very nmuch. Comm ssion Menbers,
22 any questions of the — no? GCkay. Very good. Thank you.

23 KMET: Thank you. Sorry, | have a | ong address.

24 RIGA NS: There's certainly time. Thank you again

25 Are there any other speakers for this case? There none being,
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1 we’'ll close the public comment portion of the case, and as we
2 stated earlier, Conm ssioner Salas, you had a — you still w sh
3 to bring the question up to staff?

4 SALAS. Yes, because sone expl anation affects ny

5 decision to vote yay or nay, and they’'re recomrendi ng deni al

6 based on whatever they found or whatever, so I'minterested in

7 seeing why would they deny sonething as inportant that this

8 is.
9 Rl G NS: Do we have a comment ?
10 DENTON: M . Chai rman and Menbers of the Conmm ssi on,

11 staff just had concerns with the height, aesthetics, and our
12 zoning ordi nance al so do regul ates the |ocation, placenent of
13 these towers as well, and also in regards to setbacks when

14 they're actually put on the property. So in this particular
15 instance, staff just felt like this particular application did
16 not neet like any of the criteria that we normally see as

17 outlined in our zoning code.

18 RIGA NS: kay.

19 SALAS: So you entered certain stipulations, if

20 these stipulations are nmet, then it would be all right to have
21 power — | nean the tower on?

22 DENTON: That’'s correct. The stipulations that

23 they're in place just in case our decision is — or our

24 recomendation is overturned, that we have sonething in place.

25 SALAS: Have they — maybe | shoul d have asked — have
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1 you agreed to those stipul ations?
2 DENTON: | believe they said they were in favor on

3 the stips.

4 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Except nunber seven.
5 SALAS: Ckay, thank you.
6 RIGA NS: (kay, Comm ssion Menbers, any other

7 questions anong the Conmi ssion or staff? Then | suppose that

8 soneone shoul d make a noti on.

9 AGU RRE- VOGLER: 1’1 make a noti on.
10 RIGA NS: (Okay, Comm ssioner Aguirre-Vogler.
11 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: | recommend the Conm ssion forward

12 SUP-011-15 to the Board of Supervisors with a favorable

13 recomendation, with the attached stipulations, and | believe

14 | would have to w thdraw that nunmber seven.

15 RIGANS: |Is that the way you want to do it?

16 AGU RRE- VOGLER: Well, it’s saying that they have to
17 have three additional — three additional besides their own,

18 and they're saying they can’t do that. |Is that correct?

19 RIGA NS: Ckay, sone clarification then, to the

20 nmotion. Thank you.

21 WARD: | don’'t have the situation in front of ne,

22 but | think it should say we wll design it so that it can

23 accommodate three additional carriers, which we will.

24 AGU RRE- VOGLER: Ch, okay. Well then that’s fine.

25 It says that. | was thinking that they — that staff wanted
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1 additional ones, and you didn't want those.

2 RIGA NS: Thank you very nuch for (inaudible). How
3 do you wish to word the notion?

4 AGQUJI RRE- VOGLER: So then we’'ll word the notion

5 saying the attached stipul ations being ten stipul ations.

6 RIGA NS: kay.

7 MORI TZ: | second it.

8 RIGA NS: And Conmmi ssioner Mritz seconds it. And
9 I1'mgoing to just try this with a voice vote to begin wth.

10 Al those in favor signify by saying aye.

11 COLLECTI VE:  Aye.

12 RIGA NS: Al those opposed? So that passes

13 unani nously. Gentlenen, good luck with your project. And |

14 amgoing to go ahead and call for a ten mnute recess and

15 we’' |l cone back.
16 [ Break. ]
17 RIGANS: W'Ill reconvene the neeting. Thank you

18 very nmuch to Bridget (inaudible). And we are into tentative
19 plats, and our first case is S-006-15.

20 DENTON: M. Chairman and Menbers of the Conm ssion,
21 this is case S-006-15. The applicant is proposing approval of
22 Saddl eBrooke Ranch Unit Fourteen. [It’s a 26.15 acre property
23 in the MD zone, and it’s a 166 | ot subdivision. The property
24 is located on the north side of Robson Circle, one mle north

25 of State Route 77. The applicant is Robson Ranch Muntain
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1 LLC and the engineer is B&R Engineering. The subject site is
2 located in the southeast portion of the County, just west of

3 Oacle, as indicated by the red star. And this is an aeri al

4 map. Basically this is Saddl eBrooke Ranch and then the

5 surroundi ng areas around Saddl eBrooke Ranch is State Land.

6 This property is zone for MD, however the mninmuml ot size is
7 from72 — no 7,280 and al so 3,500 square feet, with a m nimm
8 lot wdth of 65 feet, and 25 feet, and then the setbacks are

9 ten feet for both the 7280 square foot |ots, and the 3500

10 square foot lots. And then for the side lots, for the 7,280
11 square foot lots, it’s going to be five feet, and then for the
12 3500 square foot lots, it’s going to range fromzero feet to —
13 or five feet. And then the rear, for the 72 — or 7,280 square
14 foot lots is going to be 8.5 feet, and then for the 3500 | ots,
15 excuse ne, it’s going to be ten feet. This is an aeri al

16 photograph of the subject property. 1It’s currently vacant,

17 and to the west of the site is a part of the golf course, and
18 then the clubhouse and sone other residential dwelling units
19 are located to the west. This is a copy of their tentative

20 plat that shows the layout of the 166 |ots. They' re going to
21 have ingress and egress off of Robson Circle. And the photo
22 location was taken on Robson Crcle. And this is |ooking

23 north towards the subject property. This is |ooking east down
24 Robson Circle. And this is |ooking west on anot her phase

25 that’s currently under construction. And this is |ooking
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1 west, towards the clubhouse and other residential dwelling

2 units. And then with this case, staff is recommending five

3 stipulations. And that concludes ny presentation and the

4 applicant is present.

5 RIGA NS: Ckay very good. Can the applicant cone up
6 (inaudible).

7 EMMERTON: M. Chair and Conmmi ssioner Menbers, this
8 1is request for approval for a tentative plat for Saddl eBrooke
9 Ranch Unit 14. |It’s a continuation of a zoning case approval
10 of, | believe a few weeks ago for this piece. This unit is
11 proposing a villa-type product, which is an attached resident,
12 lock and | eave type product. There’'s also approxinately 14

13 lots that are single fam |y detached honmes with this project.

14 And if you have any questions, |I’m avail abl e.

15 AGUI RRE- VOGLER. | have. | have questi ons.

16 RIGA NS: Oh, Conmm ssioner Aguirre-Vogler

17 AGU RRE- VOGLER: | see that we probably gave this

18 PAD approval in I think 2000. 15 years later, right, you're
19 doing this?

20 RIGA NS: Yes.

21 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Coul d you tell me what the overal
22 density was when we approved that years back?

23 EMMERTON: | don’t have the exact nunber, but |

24 believe it was sonewhere around 2.8 dwelling units per acre.

25 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Are you kind of sure about that?
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1 EMVERTON: | believe so.
2 AGUI RRE-VOGLER: | see in all the stipulations here

3 that once -

4 RIGA NS: That was done in ’'15.
5 AGU RRE- VOGLER: No, right here, see?
6 RIGANS: | know but they did (inaudible) the also

7 did a rezone (inaudible).

8 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: | know, | know, but the original

9 PAD that we approved for — do you know, Dedrick, what the

10 density was in 2000 when the actual PAD cane in?

11 DENTON: Steve was going to check really quick, but
12 offhand | was thinking for the entire Saddl eBrooke Ranch it

13 was around live four units an acre.

14 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: That’s what | was thinking too, and
15 that’s what concerns ne, that they're clustering so many in

16 one little place, and | see here that, you know, probably in

17 many years to cone it’Il be built out, but in your — in any
18 kind of stipulations here, | don’t see what they' re doing to
19 help the highways. | nmean | don’'t know if they have to,

20 don’t think they probably do, but can you inagine the anount

21 of people that are going to be in that little subdivision?

22 1t’ll be jam packed for | believe six units, six units to a

23 little spot that they' re putting that in. You know, normally
24 | like Robson Communities, they do a wonderful job, but to ne
25 they’'re just clustering this so badly and like | say, | don't
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1 know what this County does maybe ten years from now when

2 nobody can get on Oracle, or 79, or 77, and | mean there’s so

3 many people jamed into the Robson communities. |’ mjust
4 making that conment that | just, | just, | just don't like it.
5 RIGANS: One thing. Dedrick, | see under the

6 history that there was a PZ-006-15 where they did a rezoning
7 through a MY PAD.

8 DENTON: Correct.

9 RIGANS: So this tentative plat totally conplies

10 and confornms with their entitlenents at this point in tine.

11 DENTON: That's correct.
12 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Yeah, | just wanted to be heard.
13 RIGA NS: So the argunents concerning density at

14 this tine really aren’t sonething that is gernane.

15 AGUI RRE-VOGLER: | know. | just wanted to be heard.
16 RIGA NS: kay.

17 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Thanks.

18 RIGANS: Okay. Al righty. Any other questions or
19 comments fromthe Conm ssion? | have one — oh, go ahead.

20 GUTI ERREZ: Yes sir, | was |ooking at the map | ast

21 night too and where is the entry and exit on this — one is on
22 the - you have one entry and one exit, correct?

23 EMMERTON: Two ingress and egress points. One on
24 Canyon Vista Way, and one on Hoya Drive.

25 GUTI ERREZ: And | apol ogi ze, |I’musing the conputer
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1 to look at the maps and stuff, so |l — on mne, and it’s kind
2 of small, so — with that anmount of density, |I nmean it - and
3 1'mgoing to express nmy concern too, you know, it’s a pretty

4 dense community, you know, and |I'’mlooking at this thing and
5 it’s —if you ve got, you know, fire engi nes or whatever
6 trying to get inthere, I"'mjust alittle concerned with, you

7 know, there’s not a |ot of open space, it’s pretty jam packed

8 inthere. | just don't -
9 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: (I naudi bl e) on the road.
10 GQUTI ERREZ:  You know the streets, there's a | ot of

11 right angles on the streets and stuff. Fire trucks seemto be
12 getting bigger, not smaller. | don't knowif they' re going to
13 be able to make the turns in there, frankly.

14 EMVERTON: All the local streets will be per |ocal

15 design guideline standards, so.

16 GUTI ERREZ: When was this previously approved?

17 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: The PAD that we |let go forward was
18 in 2000. It’s an original PAD. But then they cane in, |

19 Dbelieve a couple nonths ago with this other change of zoning.
20 | think I denied — | didn't go along with it, as | recall.

21 But anyway, | just wanted to be com- 1 just wanted to nmake a

22 comrent.

23 RIGE NS: Very good.
24 GUTI ERREZ: Ckay, thank you.
25 RIGANS: | do have a question. |’mjust curious.
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1 1In the design format that | see here, and with front yards of
2 ten feet, I’msure you have this worked out, but how does

3 parking work?

4 EMVERTON: Parking will be provided in the driveway.
5 There wll be a full parking space in the driveway.

6 RIGA NS: Well ten foot won't accommpdat e nost

7 vehicl es.

8 EMVERTON: Well there’'d be sone relief with these
9 products, so the garage typically would ill be set back, the
10 homes will be, you know, in a different relief fromthe

11 garage, so the front of the house —

12 RIGA NS: How much space will be provi ded?

13 EMVERTON: For garages?

14 RIGANS: 1Is it a garage or is it an open space?
15 EMMERTON. In front of the honmes, there’s garage

16 proposed for these type villas.

17 RIGA NS: Oh, every one of these has a garage?

18 EMMERTON. A garage and a driveway, correct.

19 RIGA NS: Ckay, so every one of these has a garage.
20 EMVERTON:  Yes.

21 RIGA NS: So people’s vehicles aren’t going to be

22 hangi ng over the sidewal ks.

23 EMVERTON:  No.
24 RIGA NS: kay.
25 DENTON: M. Chair.
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1 RIGA NS: Dedrick
2 DENTON: Just to clarify too is that in their PAD, |

3 believe it’s 18 feet fromthe face of garage to the back of

4 curb.

5 RIGA NS: Okay. Al righty.

6 EMVERTON:  Yeah, full driveway and a garage.

7 RIGA NS: kay, very good. Al right. Conm ssioner

8 GQutierrez.
9 GUTI ERREZ: Yeah, and I'msmling a little bit
10 because — what’s the length of the garage that’s planned to be

11 in these things?

12 EMMERTON. The depth of garage?
13 GUTI ERREZ:  Yeah.
14 EMVERTON: | don’t have that exact nunber right now,

15 but typically it’s around, you know, 17 to 20 feet depth.

16 GUTI ERREZ: Ckay. And the reason |I'’masking is a

17 friend of mne just noved into his new house and he can’t

18 | ower the garage door because his truck’s too big.

19 EMVERTON: To hi gh?

20 GUTI ERREZ: To long. Yeah, the garage is too short,
21 so — and he didn't realize it when he noved into the place

22 that his truck was too big. | nean it, you know, | nean it’s

23 certain building styles that you're going to run into this, so
24 he's got to park it in his driveway, but the homeowners

25 association says he can’'t park it in the driveway, so he’'s got
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1 to leave his garage door open to park his truck. So okay,

2 thank you.

3 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: That’s ny point.
4 RIGA NS: Okay. Any other — Vice Chair Hartman?
5 HARTMAN:  Thank you, Chair. Dedrick, is it not 20

6 feet fromthe face — fromthe door to the sidewal k?
7 DENTON: In the subdivision regulations it is, but
8 they're a PAD. It calls out exactly what the nunmber is, and

9 it's 18 feet.

10 RIGA NS: Exactly (inaudible).
11 DENTON: Yeah. It predates what the code says.
12 HARTMAN:  But | think this Comm ssion always tries

13 to push for like 20 feet.

14 DENTON: W do. It is also actually outlined in the
15 subdivision code too, but they predate that. It’'s witten in
16 their PAD.

17 RIGANS: W're the ones that granted the PAD, so

18 okay. Any other questions of the applicant? Any other

19 questions of staff? Wuld anybody |ike to make a notion?

20 MORITZ: 1’1l make a notion, M. Chairnan.
21 RIGA NS: Conmi ssioner Mritz.

22 MORITZ: | make a notion that we forward S —
23 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: (I naudi bl e) nove.

24 MORI TZ: Oh, nove.

25 RIGANS: It’'s on page five.
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| have it

MORITZ: Oh, I'mlooking at it. That we forward S —
ri ght here.

HARTMAN:  Move to approve.

AGUI RRE- VOGLER: That’s what the recommend is done.

MORI TZ: | nove to approve findings one through

seven as set forth in the staff report and approve the

tentative plat in planning case S-006-15 with the five

stipulations as presented in the staff report.

RIGA NS: Very good. Do we have a second?
DEL COITO 1'll second it.

RIGEA NS: Conmmi ssioner Del Cotto seconds. ["11 cal

for a voice vote. All those that approve, signify by saying

aye.

COLLECTI VE:  Aye.

RIGANS: Al those in opposition?

COLLECTI VE: Nay. No.

AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Nay.

RIGA NS: Ckay. Do we need a voice vote on that, or
aroll call? Let’s do aroll call. WIlIl, we need to have a
nunber. Let’s do a roll call vote. There' s ramfications.

ABRAHAM  Commi ssioners, with your denial vote,

because this is a subdivision plat, you have to give sone

reasons.

So when we nove through, you Il have to give a

finding of why this plat is not neeting your expectations.

RIGA NS: Actually they need to give a reason why
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1 this plat does not conformw th their entitlenents.

2 ABRAHAM  Yes, that is correct as well. So if you
3 find — as part of your | reconmend or | vote to deny, you have
4 to say because this doesn't neet density, lot size, |lot wdth,

5 or sone sort of core issue that’'s not being addressed in the

6 plat.

7 RIGA NS: Recognizing their existing entitlenents.
8 ABRAHAM  Correct, yes.

9 SALAS: | have a question, M. Chairnan.

10 RIGA NS: W have a question from M. Salas.

11 SALAS: Well do they conply with all these

12 requirenents?

13 RIGA NS: Ask staff if they do.

14 SALAS: Staff?

15 DENTON: They do.

16 SALAS: They do?

17 DENTON: Yeah, with the stipulations, then they

18 would conform

19 SALAS: So a denial vote would do not hing?
20 AGUI RRE- VOGLE: Probably not.
21 ABRAHAM Wl | then they would have to appeal that,

22 if they want to appeal it to the Board of Supervisors, yeah.
23 RIGANS: 1’'Il go ahead and chance nmaki ng a conment.
24  \What | heard going on with the Comr ssion during this

25 discussion is a general dislike for what this is, and we had
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1 the opportunity to comment on that on two different other

2 cases where their entitlenments were established. Their

3 entitlenents are totally in conformation with this tentative

4 plat request, and | believe that — nmy opinion — that we're

5 mking a very large err in judgnent if we don’t recogni ze that
6 what we’re commenting on is if this conplies with their

7 entitlenments, not what we like or don't like. But, that

8 saying, everybody has a chance to nmake a di scussi on concerning

9 their opinions in aroll call vote.

10 ABRAHAM W th that being said, this is a notion for
11 denial. Comm ssioners Mritz.

12 RIGANS: No, this is a notion for approval

13 ABRAHAM A notion for approval

14 RIGA NS: Yes.

15 ABRAHAM  kay. |I'msorry. | thought I heard

16 nmotion for denial there.
17 RIGANS: This is a notion for approval. It was
18 voted down in a voice vote, we're going to do a roll call vote

19 to nmake sure that - yes.

20 ABRAHAM  kay, | understand. Ckay.
21 RIGA NS: Vice Chair Hartnman
22 HARTMAN:  Thank you, M. Chair. Mark, you're

23 leaning over. Gve us a comment on this, would you pl ease? |
24 nmean do we have a legal right to be able to vote no on this

25 notion for approval ?
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1 LANGLI TZ: M. Chair, M. Vice Chair, that type of

2 advice, discussion would be best held in executive session if
3 you chose to have one. However, at this point the notion was
4 made and the vote was taken. However, Steve and Dedrick are

5 correct that for those who voted against the notion, they need
6 to give the reason why they are voting against it, so that

7 wll becone part of the record if it is appealed to the Board
8 of Supervisors. That's right. So at this point it’s not

9 another vote. Those that voted in favor of the notion don’'t
10 have to give a reason why, just those who voted against it.

11 At this point, if the Comm ssion wanted to reconsider their

12 vote, a Menber of the Comm ssion, the side — the majority side
13 that voted against it, would have to nmake a notion to

14 reconsider. That would then be seconded. It — typically it’s
15 seconded by anot her nenber who was in the mgjority, then the
16 Comm ssion could vote again. So at this point, if the nenbers
17 who voted against the notion want to provi de a expl anati on,

18 they could do that. O, if instead, one of themwanted to

19 meke a notion to reconsider, they can do that.

20 RIGANS: And I will concur that indeed | do believe
21 a valid vote has been taken. | believe it’s well understood
22 that it failed.

23 HARTMAN:  Exactly.

24 RIGANS: And so in that case, a roll call vote

25 would provide nothing at this point.
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1 HARTMAN:  Exactly.
2 RIGANS: So unless there is a notion for
3 reconsideration, absent of that all there will be is those

4 menbers voting in the negative, will need to put on public

5 record their reasons for doing so.

6 LANGLI TZ: Correct M. Chair.
7 RIGA NS: kay, Vice Chair Hartnman
8 HARTMAN: M. Chairman, |I'd |like to make a notion

9 for reconsideration, but I would |like to be — have sone

10 discussion. | need a second for ny notion, but a notion for
11 reconsideration and di scussion.

12 RIGA NS: kay, there’s a notion on the table, is

13 there a second?

14 SMYRES: 1’1l second.

15 RIGA NS: Conm ssioner Snyres seconds it.

16 Discussion. Conm ssioner Salas.

17 SALAS: M. Chairman, the way | feel is that | took
18 a voice vote and | don’t have any reason to explain why I

19 voted the way I did. | don’t know what rule or what, you

20 know, we’'re not under Robert’s Rules or what the |aw says. W
21 took a vote, | voted nay, | don't have to explain ny vote. |If
22 we would have said we’'re going to go through a voice vote here
23 before we even said, you know, we’'re going to go through

24 individual vote, then it would have been a different thing.

25 But since |I've already voted, | don't believe | have to
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1 explain why | voted the way | did.

2 RIGA NS: And | believe when the tine to have this
3 discussion occurs, if any individual Conmm ssioner w shes to

4 not express anything, it’s certainly under their purview  But
5 Conm ssioner GQutierrez.

6 GQUTIERREZ: Well, 1'd like to just clarify what |’'m
7 hearing. This was approved previously, previous Comr ssions

8 in the past. The PAD was.

9 RIGA NS: And indeed this particular Conm ssion —
10 MORI TZ: And us.
11 RIGANS: Us in 2015 approved the new entitlenents

12 that it possesses now.

13 GUTI ERREZ: So being that it was passed at that

14 time, giving thementitlenents, right, to go ahead with this
15 project, personally I don't recall what ny vote was at that
16 time, but the — so a nay vote at this tine is you' re kind of
17 goi ng agai nst what they ve been entitled to. So your hands
18 are basically tied once you take a vote in the past. Now what
19 we’'re being told is your hands are being tied to reconsider
20 whether or not it’s to approve or disapprove, so | don’t even
21 see a reason for sonebody to cone back then, being that it’s
22 already been approved and our hands are tied in saying no |
23 don't like this. Personally | don't — the density, | think,
24 is not the right way for the County to go, or growmh to go in

25 this County, so at this tinme you know, |I’mnot for sonething
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1 Ilike this, so — but we’re being told it’s al ready -

2 RIGANS: | would like to nmake a clarification just
3 in as plain a | anguage as we can get to. Wen this Comm ssion
4 passed PZ-006-15 and established the M) PAD entitlenents for

5 this parcel, a legal set of entitlenents were given to this

6 property holder to do what they needed to do within the

7 constraints of that zoning category. 1In a tentative plat, the
8 only reason we have to deny a tentative plat is if what they

9 proposed does not neet the requirenents of an MY PAD, their

10 MY PAD. Staff reviewed it, says it does. The tine to say

11 that this can’'t be done in this fashion has al ready passed and

12 they have legal entitlenents. | suggest that if we — if this
13 case fails, it absolutely will be appealed and rightly so, and
14 they will prevail in ny opinion. So it’s not that we don’'t

15 have the opinion at this, or the ability at this time, but our
16 hands are tied. That’'s not the issue. They’ ve already gone
17 through the process, they ve achieved a certain zoning, a

18 <certain set of entitlements, and they' re nerely executing it.

19 AGU RRE- VOGLER:  So, ny question.
20 RIGA NS: (Okay, Comm ssioner Aguirre-Vogler
21 AGUJI RRE- VOGLER: So, can staff rem nd us when this

22 went through, was the density brought up? Because | do
23 sonewhat renenber that we had a duplex or sonething, but was
24 the density ever brought up?

25 ABRAHAM It was. That was a conversation that we
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1 had, and the discussion at the tinme was that this zoning case,
2 which was a couple nonths ago, can’t increase the overal

3 density of the PAD. The applicants were going to submt a PAD
4 anmendnment to nove dwelling units around, which they're

5 entitled to do because this PAD was approved so | ong ago.

6 Furthernore, they had signed a devel opnent agreenent with the
7 County that |locked theminto a certain procedure of howto

8 process things. It gave themsone flexibility on how to do

9 things. The County entered into that agreenent, that

10 agreenent was approved. They have subnmitted that PAD

11 anendnent. W have approved that PAD anendnent that showed
12 that the overall dwelling unit cap for the entire subdivision

13 hasn’t been i ncreased.

14 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: And can you recall what that is?
15 ABRAHAM  Yeah, it’s seven thousand twenty —

16 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: What's a DU?

17 ABRAHAM  Dwelling units, I'msorry. It was 7,080

18 dwelling units over the entire PAD.
19 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Yeah, right, but what is the

20 density per acre on it? Is it over four, a 3.5 or -

21 ABRAHAM It’s over the — when it was cal cul ated at
22 — when it was approved, it was 2.8.

23 AGU RRE- VOGLER 2.8. Right.

24 ABRAHAM Right. And that includes, you know, open

25 space, golf course areas, retention areas, streets. You know,
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1 back under the old cal culation back in 2000 which we had t hat
2 straight 15 percent, you know, you take that off the top for
3 open space type of deal, so yeah, that — as far as we’'re

4 concerned, the zoning end of it, the discussion at the

5 previous neeting was are we okay with duplexes as a dwelling
6 unit type. Are we okay with the MDin the |location of this

7 larger PAD, and it was, you know, staff’s responsibility to

8 make sure that the nunbers worked out with the understanding
9 by the applicant that if the nunber didn't work out, they'd
10 have to cone back through this process and get everything re-
11 approved, which I don't think they wanted to do. So yeah, as
12 far as dwelling units, that issue is covered. The density

13 hasn’t gone up

14 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Ckay, so —

15 RIRGANS: And if | may, just a historical

16 observation for this Comm ssion. Due to changing econom c

17 situations over the years, there have been other tines that
18 this Comm ssion has decided to allow sonme of the close end

19 devel opnent to expand its densities, with the absolute

20 understanding they would still be (inaudible) to what their
21 original PAD was when they got towards the end. And I

22 renmenber sonme quite heated neetings in here where an applicant
23 has decided that they didn’t |ike what they were left wth and
24 wanted it changed, and the Conmm ssion has been very vehenent

25 about no, you got your extra density early and you're not
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1 going to, you know, go ahead and get nore here at this point.

2 These kind of files are very inportant to keep as tinme goes on
3 to nmake sure that that historical track is kept. But that has
4 happened for those who have been here for a while, | think you

5 renenber them

6 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: So, | have one nore question for

7 staff.

8 RIGA NS: Conmi ssi oner Aguirre-\Vogler.

9 AGUI RRE-VOGLER: |I'mjust curious. Wth 7,000 units

10 probably in the next ten years, 20 years, whatever it is, and
11 the other Saddl eBrooke that’s here, how does the County | ook
12 at the state route roads? | nean is there anything that those
13 -1 know the devel opers have to do a certain anount in their
14 comunities, but when they' re putting excessive popul ation on
15 roadways, what happens then? | guess that’s an Arizona

16 hi ghway problem huh? ADOT probl em

17 ??: Conmm ssi oner Aguirre-Vogler, you guys

18 (inaudible) yes or no questions for ne this week. Anyway,

19 one, it’s covered by devel opnent fees, the inpact fees that
20 the County collects. But as far as ADOI' s roads, that’s

21 sonething that they cover with ADOT in their initial

22 application when they submtted their inpacts to the ADOT’ s
23 right of way. ADOT puts requirenents on them

24 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Ckay, thank you.

25 RIGA NS: Also, also another observation that
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1 (inaudible) question Comm ssar Aguirre-Vogler. The original
2 PAD that had subm ssion to ADOT is not being changed. There
3 is asmll unit within this devel opnment now t hat has greater
4 density, but other units are going to have to have less. So

5 the actual taxing of Hi ghway 79 won’t change.

6 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: All right.
7 RIGA NS: Vice Chair Hartnman
8 HARTMAN: Chair Riggins. | wonder why, why we even

9 bring this to a vote? W already don’'t do tentative plat

10 extensions, so if we’'ve already approved this in a case, why
11 does the Conmm ssion need to even vote? | nean it’s already
12 been approved by the Comm ssion, so therefore the Conm ssion
13 had a change of thought, and courts sonetines change their

14 verdict, and | guess we’'re not — we don’'t have the right to
15 nmaybe change our thoughts. And you got to renenber, a |ot of
16 these Comm ssion Menbers weren’t Conm ssion Menbers in 2000.
17 LANGLI TZ: M. Chair and M. Vice Chair, the issue,
18 | believe, that was deci ded before was the density, and that
19 was done in the rezoning. So the property owner/devel oper is
20 entitled to the density that they are presenting. The

21 tentative plat really |ooks at okay, how does that fit in now,
22 what does it look like? Just because they have the density,
23 the developnent in howit works is part of the tentative plat.
24 So with the tentative plat, you can’t change the density. |[f

25 the Comm ssion doesn’'t like the density, that’s no | onger a
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1 factor they can consider. 1It’s the configuration of how the

2 devel opnent — well not the PAD, but the plat is here’s what it
3 looks like it now, here’s how we’re going to develop the

4 density. And the Comm ssion needs to ook at is it consistent
5 wth what the requirenents are in the devel opnent code. 1’ve
6 heard that the Community Devel opnent Departnent has determnm ned
7 that yes, it is consistent with the requirenments for the code,
8 so nowit’s a question of based on that, does the Comm ssion

9 want to approve this tentative plat, or if not, it should be —
10 doesn’t have to be — but it should be indicated where and how
11 it doesn’t conply with the devel opnent code, so that noving

12 forward if it is appealed to the Board of Supervisors, there's
13 a basis on which to nake a determ nation or perhaps in a

14 certain instance the devel oper or honebuil der woul d say okay,
15 let nme, let ne nake this change and then cone back to the P&Z.
16 RIGANS: And a statenent 1'd like to make also in
17 response to the question Vice Chair Hartnman stated, there’'s a
18 great deal of difference between an extension of a tentative
19 plat and a Comm ssion review of a new tentative plat. A

20 tentative plat needs to conformw thin the aspects of the

21 entitlenment that it was granted. And an extra |ayer of review
22 passed staff to look at that is inportant and it’s al so

23 illumnative of what needs to happen in the future as other

24 tentative plats go to fill a PAD. | would suggest that if

25 there is angst to be had in this particular case, the angst
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1 should be over the decision that was made in PZ-006-15.

2 That’'s what created this. And that wasn’t done by anot her

3 Comm ssion, that wasn’t done by other nenbers, it was done by
4 us. W agreed to do it, they got a property right achi eved by
5 that, property right, and now they’' re executing on that

6 property right.

7 MORI TZ:  Yes.

8 RIGA NS: And there’s nothing here — our hands

9 aren't tied, it’s not that we are being held from doi ng

10 something, this is the process. This is howit works. You

11 can’'t go change sonebody’ s property right after it’s

12 established. So it’s — 1 don’t think we, you know, if there's
13 something to be learned fromthis, if there’'s a desire not to
14 let this happen again, let’s take care of a little bit nore

15 careful at the rezoning.

16 HARTMAN. M. Chair, are you trying to change our

17 vote?

18 RIGANS: | amnot. |’mjust speaking to the

19 process. |I'mjust speaking to the process. | don't - and

20 just stating an opinion, a personal opinion, |I don’t rmuch like

21 it either, but they have a property right, and we gave it to

22 them and the Board of Supervisors absolutely gave it to them

23 HARTMAN: M. Chair.
24 RIGA NS: Vice Chair Hartnman
25 HART MAN: In further review of this, we come down —
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1 one of our other Conm ssion Menbers expressed a concern for

2 the point of ingress and egress, and that’s one of ny concerns
3 too. | —with today's traffic, the nunbers of people and the
4 vehicular novenent and everything, | don't agree with this

5 plat as so provided before us, to date, with this case.

6 That's — and that would be ny reason for voting no.

7 RIGANS: It’'s not a cul-de-sac.

8 HARTMAN:  No, it’s not a cul-de-sac. Two points of
9 ingress/egress.

10 DENTON: | also want to add too, that it’s the exact
11 sane plan that you guys saw in PZ-006- 15.

12 HARTMAN:  Yeah, but two off of the main

13 thoroughfare. Two.

14 DENTON:  Yeah.

15 HARTMAN:  Yeah, there’s all kinds. You can count
16 them Anyway.

17 RIGANS: kay. Is there anything else? Any other
18 comments or questions? All righty. |In that case then, there
19 is a notion for reconsideration on the floor, wth a second.
20 MORI TZ:  Yes.

21 RIGA NS: Discussion being conpleted, we will go

22 ahead and proceed with a role call vote to finalize our

23 decision on this case.

24 LANGLI TZ: And M. Chair, Mark Langlitz again, if |

25 my add. Right now, the question is sinply do you want to
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reconsider it. |If there’s a majority that wants to reconsi der
it, then you go back to the main notion again, either — okay,
| just wanted to clarify that. Geat, thank you.

RIGA NS: Actually I’mglad you did do that, because
sone people m ght have been (inaudible). This is sinply a
notion to go back and vote again.

LANGLI TZ: Ri ght.

RIGA NS: So, would you proceed with a role call
vote, please?

ABRAHAM  Absol utely. Conmmi ssioner Moritz.

MORI TZ:  Aye.

DEL COTTO She made the noti on.

ABRAHAM  Onh, you did. | apologi ze.
DEL COTTO | seconded the notion.
ABRAHAM Well, it doesn't matter, we still need the

vote to reconsider.
RIGANS: It’s okay.
ABRAHAM  So Conmmi ssioner Mritz?
MORI TZ:  Aye.
ABRAHAM  Conmi ssi oner Sal as.
SALAS: Aye.
ABRAHAM  Commi ssi oner Snyres.
SMYRES: Aye.
ABRAHAM  Conmi ssi oner Del Cotto.

DEL COTTO  Aye.
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ABRAHAM  Conmi ssioner Cutierrez.

GUTI ERREZ: Do you need a reason for a nay?

HARTMAN:  No, this is just to reconsider.

SALAS: Reconsidering the vote.

HARTMAN:  This is reconsidering the original vote.

GUTI ERREZ: Ch, aye.

ABRAHAM  Commi ssi oner Agui rre-\Vogl er.

AGUI RRE- VOGLER: So we’'re reconsidering the vote, |
mean we’'re taking the vote as a yay or a nay, right?

RIGANS: W're reconsidering whether we're going to
vot e agai n.

HARTMAN:  Yes.

AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Oh. Yes, we’'re going to vote
agai n.

ABRAHAM Vi ce Chair Hart man.

HARTMAN:  Aye.

ABRAHAM  And Chai rnman Ri ggi ns.

RIGANS: Aye. So | believe that passed
unani nously. So we’re back to a clean slate.

HARTMAN:  Exactly.

RIGA NS: And before — we will obviously have a role
call vote for the notion. |Is there any other discussion that
the Comm ssion would |ike to have on this before we begin?
Commi ssi oner Del Cotto.

DEL COTTO M. Chairman, if | could. | think 1'd
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1 like to save ny coomments for the Call to the Comm ssion so
2 that we can get on with what we’re doing and hopefully we can
3 come up with some good ideas in regards to how maybe not to

4 let this happen in the future.

5 RIGA NS: Very good. All right, any — Vice Chair
6 Hartnman.
7 HARTMAN. M. Chairman, could we call the applicant

8 up again?

9 RIGANS: Certainly we can. Certainly.

10 HARTMAN:  For further — we need help. And the

11 current Comm ssion Menbers have kind of decided that we | ook
12 at this and the — actually, and |I'’m going to speak for nyself,
13 but the points of ingress and egress, now you can count every

14 |ot and everything and you can say that’s a point of ingress

15 and egress, but the main — on the main thoroughfare, | see two
16 points of ingress/egress. |Is that right?

17 EMVMERTON: Correct. Of of Robson Gircle.

18 HARTMAN:  Yes, absolutely, off of Robson Crcle. Do
19 vyou — well, we have a problemwth that, | think, or I have a

20 problemwth that. Can you help nme with ny probl en?

21 EMVERTON: Yeah. \What specifically?
22 HARTMAN: That the traffic problem That it’s going
23 to be too congested and safety reasons, and whatever. |If one

24 of themis closed by an accident, then all the traffic’s got

25 to go to the other one.
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1 EMVERTON: Typically that’s why two points of

2 ingress/egress —

3 HARTMAN:  Exactly, so —

4 EMVERTON: A m ni num of two.

5 HARTMAN: Exactly, and | would — personally, |I'm
6 speaking for nyself — 1 would like to see three points of

7 ingress and egress. But anyway. Your comment, your conment.
8 Could you possibly put a third point of ingress/egress?

9 EMVERTON. | believe the standards are a m ni num of
10 two points of access.

11 RIGA NS: A question concern — dovetailing on the
12 back of Vice Chair Hartman's statenent, the way | see your

13 road layout, | believe it envisions another unit to the north
14 of this?

15 EMVERTON: Possibly in the future, correct.

16 RIGANS: Well the road s about to the end, so

17 believe that that's what that indicates

18 EMMERTON: Correct.

19 RIGA NS: So what the Conm ssion is having trouble
20 with as far as the amount of ingress and egress on a very

21 dense lot, actually in future actions will be made worse.

22 EMMERTON. The increase — there will be nore ingress
23 and egress points in the future, as future connections and

24 future units cone online. To the north, there will be nore

25 ways of ingress and egress.
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RIGA NS: To Robson Circle.

EMVERTON: Well as part — going towards the north of
t he devel opnent, and eventually to main road -

RIGA NS: There will be another (inaudible) on the
north side.

EMVERTON: Mai n | oop roads.

RIGA NS: There’'ll be another major collection road
on the north side.

EMVERTON: Correct. Correct.

RIGANS: kay. So that's what alleviates this
particul ar probl em

EMVERTON: Correct.

RIGA NS: And indeed nmakes this particular problem
maybe even less than it is now

EMVERTON: Correct. It’ll only inprove as units
cone onli ne.

RIGANS: kay. Al righty. Comm ssion Menbers?
Comm ssi oner Qutierrez.

GQUTIERREZ: In looking at this, if | were to buy a
lot, say in the center of the devel opnent, Thanksgi ving cones
around and | have eight people invited over and stuff, where
are they going to park the cars? | nean where would they
par k?

EMVERTON: Just |ike every other subdivision,

they’'re going to park on the street or — we provide the
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m ni mum requi rements for each villa unit for parking.
GUTI ERREZ: What is the, what is the m ninum
mandat ed avail abl e parking per unit?
EMVERTON: Maybe Dedrick could answer that.

believe it's —

Regular Meeting

their

DENTON: What was the question?

GUTI ERREZ:  The m ni num —

EMVERTON:  Anount of parking per unit.

RIGA NS: How rmuch parking does each unit have?

DENTON: | believe in their — it was, | think in

PADs, called for two.

RIGA NS: So the garage space in this 3500 square

foot ot will be a two car garage.

space.

DENTON: | believe that’s correct, yeah.

EMVERTON: And the driveway can count as a parking

DENTON:  Yeah.

SALAS: Your covered a portion of it, plus your -
EMMERTON. Pl us the driveway.

DENTON: The PADs (i naudible) required two.

GUTI ERREZ: And these are two car garages, Or units?
EMVERTON: Tentatively right now, yes.

GUTI ERREZ: And how many total units are there?
EMMERTON:  Villa units or total units?

GUTI ERREZ:  Uni ts.
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RIGANS: Just in this PAD — just in this tentative
pl at .

EMMERTON:  166.

GUTI ERREZ: So you have to provide parking for 330
units, approx — 330 cars, theoretically.

EMVERTON: Yes. Wthin the driveway and the garage.

GUTI ERREZ: Ckay, so there's -

RIGA NS: Sounds |like you re not going to have a
problenms with the eight people at Thanksgi vi ng because you' re
not going to be able to get that nany people in the house.

HARTMAN: (I naudi bl e) per day.

SALAS: You don’t have enough street either.

GUTIERREZ: | nean it’s pretty congested.

SALAS: \Very congest ed.

RIGA NS: Okay. Any other questions for the
applicant while he’s up? Thank you sir.

EMVERTON: Thank you.

RIGA NS: Ckay, any other discussion anong the
Comm ssion, or questions for staff?

SALAS: | am considering changing ny vote on the
prem se that I’mnot going to try to fail sonebody else’s
m st ake. Sonebody approved the PAD, they gave these people
the rights to do whatever the hell it is that they’ re doing.
| don’t agree with the density, | don’t agree with the | ayout,

and whatever else | don’t agree with, that has already been
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1 established by sone other Conm ssion, and | am not going to

2 vote to overturn it at this point. So it’s been done, so when
3 we vote | amgoing to change ny vote.

4 RIGA NS: kay.

5 SALAS: | think that we — | personally believe that
6 whatever was conmitted to these people, that we — |

7 personally, the way | think, is we should conply with it.

8 They have no fault in the fact that they were told you can go
9 ahead and do this, and then here comes a bunch of

10 Comm ssioners that have no part, have been part of this, and
11 try to overturn whatever was already approved. So that’s the
12 way | feel about it.

13 RIGA NS: O her Conm ssion Menber discussion? O a
14 notion?

15 AGU RRE- VOGLER: Oh, no, no, | just — we haven't

16 taken a vote yet, is that right?

17 RIGA NS: W haven't even nade a notion

18 HARTMAN:  We haven’t nmade a notion yet.

19 RIGANS: It’'s a clean slate. There's nothing — but
20 rest assured, this time it will be a roll call vote.

21 MORI TZ: M. Chairman?

22 RI G NS:  Yes.

23 MORITZ: |'d like to nake a notion.

24 RIGA NS: kay.

25 MORI TZ: | nove to approve findings 1 through 7 as
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1 set forth in the staff report, and approve the tentative pl at
2 in planning case S-006-15 with the five stipulations as

3 presented in the staff report.

4 RIGA NS: Thank you, do we have a second for this

5 notion?

6 DEL COTTO I'Il second that.

7 RIGA NS: Commi ssioner Del Cotto seconds it. Could
8 we please have a roll call vote?

9 ABRAHAM  This is a roll call vote with a notion to

10 approve the tentative plat. Conm ssioner Snyres.

11 SMYRES: Nay.

12 ABRAHAM  Conmi ssi oner Del Cotto.

13 DEL COTTO  Aye.

14 ABRAHAM  Conmi ssi oner Cutierrez.

15 GUTIERREZ: Nay. And I'd like to justify my vote.
16 | understand that it was previously approved, | understand the

17 owner’s right to continue with this. Personal belief is two

18 wongs don't make a right. | don't recall previously voting
19 on this, however, |I don't see this as a safe plat, personally.
20 | see certain problens, issues, with the way this is devel oped

21 fromthe safety standpoint, froma public safety standpoint,
22 so everything fromthe ingress/egress, the parking situation,
23 one match could wipe out this entire devel opnent the way it
24 stands. The public safety vehicles, | think, would have a

25 hard tinme getting in and out of this area. So in al
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1 conscience, | vote nay.

2 ABRAHAM  Commi ssi oner Agui rre-\Vogl er.

3 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Nay. It’'s -

4 HARTMAN: M crophone.

5 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: |’ mvoting nay because | feel it’'s

6 too dense, too clustered, extra entrances would actually
7 probably only lose a few houses, and for safety reasons they

8 should have nore circul ar entrances.

9 ABRAHAM  Conmi ssi oner Moritz.

10 MORI TZ: Aye.

11 2ABRAHAM  Commi ssi oner Sal as.

12 SALAS: Aye.

13 ABRAHAM  Vice Chair Hartman.

14 HARTMAN: Nay. | — ny point is with this plat that,

15 the final plat that’'s before us today, w thout seeing what the

16 future plan will involve in the way of the traffic novenent,
17 vehicul ar nmovenent, | don’t think this is safe or reasonabl e
18 for the current density that we have. | only show two points

19 of ingress/egress off of Robson Circle, so — and that’s on

20 this plat that | have before me, so with this plat | vote nay.

21 ABRAHAM  And Vice — I'’msorry, Chairnman Ri ggins.
22 RIGA NS: That would be a tie, wouldn’t it? Aye.
23 ABRAHAM  Actually I'’m counting right here, |’'ve got

24 1, 2, 3, 4, 5to 3, and the notion passes.

25 RIGA NS: Mbdtions passes.
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1 HARTMAN:  Passes?

2 SALAS: Yes.

3 ABRAHAM  Thank you.

4 RIGANS: And | would like to, I would like to tel

5 the applicant that | do believe that there’'s going to be

6 nearly a mcroscope on this the next time that you fol ks cone
7 in, and | concur to a certain extent concerning the objections
8 to circulation in this plat. The only thing that nade ne

9 «consider that it wasn't so deficient that it couldn’t go

10 forward is | can see how it connects to the northern tier,

11 which actually nmakes it better. But please be advised that

12 this kind of density requires a little bit nore consideration

13 of public safety.

14 HARTMAN:  Commi ssi oner Ri ggi ns?
15 RIGA NS: Vice Chair Hartnman.
16 HARTMAN: | could protest the vote, but | won't.

17 But | don’t think Conm ssioner Snyres had a chance to vote,

18 didn't hear — did you?

19 RIGA NS: Yes he did.

20 HARTMAN:.  For it?

21 RIGA NS: Yeah

22 HARTMAN: Ckay. Thank you.

23 SMYRES: (I naudi bl e).

24 RIGA NS: Thank you sir

25 HARTMAN:  That was my m ssing vote.
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1 RIGA NS: Okay. M ght have been the | ongest

2 tentative plat hearing in the history of Pinal County.

3 HARTMAN:  Mbst di scussion, that's for sure.

4 RIGA NS: Do we have anybody here for S-013-115 -

5 15.

6 MORI TZ: Conti nued.

7 RIGANS: Oh, it’s continued. | see it’s continued
8 if | would have looked. I'ma little shell shocked, | just

9 didn't go down to the bottom Al right, we’'re about to go

10 into a work session, but the one thing that I would — | just
11 feel inportant to say, | don't disagree at all w th anything
12 that was said here today. | just don’'t disagree with it a

13 bit. W just have to be very, very careful when we do

14 something to establish a public right — a private, not a

15 public right — a private property right. W did. Sonebody

16 else didn't do this. It was PZ-006-15, that nmeans it was done
17 this year. W gave this this year. W nade the m stake, if
18 that’s what we all feel, then, and then we woul d have nmade a
19 conmpound m stake if we had not acknow edged that we had given
20 that right.

21 AGU RRE- VOGLER: Well they were still within the

22 density, though.

23 RIGA NS: W gave them —

24 AGU RRE- VOGLER: Overall, the overall density on the

25 (inaudi bl e) PAD.
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1 RIGA NS: The inportant thing is that staff — and

2 Steve — the inportant thing in a case like this, the prior

3 <case | renenber that it was so very, very blatant in, was at
4 Johnson Ranch where they kept getting nore density and putting
5 off future density, and nore density and putting — and then

6 when it finally cane to where that didn’'t work anynore, they
7 were just madder than heck, but we said no, that’'s the way it
8 1is. But good records need to be kept to nake that work.

9 ABRAHAM  Absol utely, and in fact, you know, since
10 nmy —in ny time here, staff has made a, you know, a huge

11 effort to try to make sure that that chain of docunents

12 carries through from- we’'re tal king, you know, 10, 15, 20

13 years here — to nake sure that everything is done and the

14 nunbers the books are all updated. W’ve instituted policies
15 that, you know, you' |l see a PAD book submtted today that has
16 the original and then anmendnent, and then the anendnent, and
17 the anendnent to try and understand how t hese pl aces evol ve
18 over tine. And, you know, if it helps the Comm ssion, we can
19 certainly have a work session or a discussion item about what
20 are sone of the things staff is doing to insure that sone of
21 these things make their way through history, hel ping

22 understand or making — sonething in the staff report, maybe
23 meking it clearer so you know what we’re doing and how t hese
24  things nove forward.

25 SALAS: When did we nmeke this stealth, you know,
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these things in the past, or give themwhatever we did. They
say we did it this year, when did that happen? | say stealth
because | don’t renenber, | don’t renenber -

RIGANS: It had to be pretty early in the year
because it’s 006.

AGUI RRE- VOGLER: A coupl e nont hs ago.

RIGANS: No, no, it wasn't — it was 006, we’'re in
the 11'" nont h.

ABRAHAM  Right, and we can go — | nean we — | can
tal k about that, because that was ny case and | brought it
forward to the Conm ssion about sone of the discussion topics
that we had, and that was a close vote. Not all of you voted
for that.

SMYRES: | was going to ask you, Steve, do you know
what our vote was on this thing when we approved it?

ABRAHAM  Yeah, it was five to four. They barely
made it through here.

SMYRES: Yeah, it seens |like | — because | renenber
t hat .

ABRAHAM  Yeabh.

SMYRES: The thing that strikes fear in the heart
was the word duplex, and | thought m stake in the happeni ng
ri ght here.

ABRAHAM  Yeah. And then, of course, the Board

ended up approving it as well, so you know, it’s a team

Page 97 of 137




November 19, 2015 Regular Meeting

1

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

effort, but yeah, and you renenber — | renenber Comm ssioner
Agui rre-Vogl er, you know, asking is the density going up? |Is
— explaining the whol e PAD conponent of it. So yeah, there
was a lot of discussion on that zoning case about this and it
was barely approved, in ny opinion.

RIGA NS: And one thing that, provided the
Comm ssi oner keeps its history in mnd and make sure that the
original PAD is what controls overall density on the entire
devel opnent, what we get back into is a concept that was
fairly favorably seen at one tinme, and that’s the concept of
cluster devel opnent. Were you have a few areas in a
devel opment that are very dense, in exchange for other areas
that are very open. So provided that that gets foll owed
t hrough, this density is not the pattern of the devel opnent.
Al'l they' ve done is traded present densities for nmuch | ess
future densities.

AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Well, and | just want to foll ow up
with McD s point that the safety issue on the circulation
isnt very good. | really agree totally with that.

GUTI ERREZ: A question | had — I nmean can | go ahead
and ask a question? GCkay, on these PADs, one gets approved,
regardl ess of when, six nonths prior to them com ng back or 20
years prior to themcomng back. So | kind of felt |ike we
were getting | ocked into sonmething. Well tines change and you

see, you know, | nean just like today a cell tower, you know,
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1 ten years ago we woul dn’t have been thinking about a cel

2 tower that big in the mddle of an area. So this density

3 factor, you know, there’'s, there’s — | nmean one match will

4 Dbring down that entire lot. | mean this is kind of big city

5 building, you know, the conpact thing.

6 RIGA NS: They have side lots of zero.

7 GUTI ERREZ:  Yeah, zero side lots, | nmean —

8 RIGA NS: They’ re conj oi ned.

9 GUTI ERREZ:  Yeah, sonebody tal king in one house,

10 they're going to hear it in the other. You know, you can join
11 conversations from house to house on this type of thing, and
12 it’s — when the safety — I nean when they’'re — to ne there’s a
13 safety consideration on this, this type of devel opnent and

14 when, when we |ook at it a second tine and there’s safety

15 concerns, it seens like there’s — that’'s sonething that should
16 be considered, or reconsidered. And I'’mall for property

17 owner’s rights, | nean | — property owners have the right to
18 do what they want with their property to a certain degree, and
19 I|I'mreal strong on that, but there’'s a public safety issue

20 involved in one like today, you know, it’'s -

21 RIRGANS: W'Ill nmove on. | would like to say one

22 thing to that, though. Just sonething to renenber, absolute
23 renenber. A plat, a tentative plat is expirable. [|If they

24 don’t build onit, they' ve got torenewit. 1It’s not

25 sonething that lasts. But a PAD or hard zoning, once it’s
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1 approved, it’'s forever. So if we don’t |ike sonething that

2 sonebody did 15 years ago, |I'mafraid that’s our tough I uck,

3 because it’s done. It’s a private property right then, and as
4 long as they conformto the regul ati ons, devel opnment codes, we
5 don’'t have a reason to be able to say we don’t |ike what you

6 have. That’s a hard pill to swallow, | understand, but it is
7 the way it is, and they' Il beat us. If we turn it down,

8 they' |l beat us. As sinple as that.

9 GUTIERREZ: Now, if a plat is approved, or a

10 pernmanent PAD is approved -

11 RIGA NS: Tentative plat’s approved.

12 GUTI ERREZ: Tentative plat is approved, and then the

13 County codes change, doesn’'t that change the entire -

14 RIGA NS: No, that would -
15 GUTI ERREZ: That woul dn’t change -
16 RIGANS: Nowif it’s approved, if it’s approved and

17 they don't take it to final plat, and we refuse to extend it,
18 then it’s not grandfathered. They have to get our approval to
19 extend it, and generally what the County has done when

20 devel opnent codes and situations have changed, to get that

21 extension, they add new stipulations on it.

22 LANGLI TZ: M. Chair, Mark Langlitz. Just a couple
23 of comments. One, | think we're starting to get off the

24 agenda maybe a little bit too nuch, so | would caution to save

25 this discussion for another tinme. And secondly, for what it’'s
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worth, so that the Comm ssion doesn’t beat

itself up, this

density rezoning for this site had to go to the Board of

Supervisors, and it was approved, | believe it was 5-0. So it

was a close vote with the Conm ssi on 5-4. | f

t he ot her way, |

the Board. Again

dont — | feel a |ot of

it had been 5-4

believe it would have been approved anyway by

, | don’t know that, but | just, you know,

it’s not your fault.

Rl G3 NS

: And | concur that we shoul

regret by some nmenbers and it’s not,

d go ahead and

drop it and nove forward, but | also will state that sonetines

it’s good to have a little discussion after a | earnabl e nonent

todoalittle bit of consideration.

SALAS:

Rl G3 NS

HARTMAN

Rl GE NS

SMYRES:

Rl GE NS

SMYRES:

You know how we feel about density.

Yes, | think so too.

Especially on ingress/egress.

Yes sir, Conmm ssioner Snyres.

Just one question for nmy own.

Certainly.

Is it — can | go back and see how | voted

on one of these things? |Is that online or?

"m thinking —

God help me — that | could not have voted for this.

RIGANS: W couldn't find that out unless we did a

roll call vote

SMYRES:

SALAS:

I f we voted voice vote you’'ll
kay.

He said it was five to four

never know.
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1 RIGA NS: Yeah, but we, but we probably didn't do a

2 roll call vote. O nmaybe we did.

3 ABRAHAM | coul d go back and | ook and check.

4 SMYRES: No, | just wondered if it’s |ike oaky, can
5 | go online and go back to a neeting and say blah, that’s

6 there?

7 ABRAHAM  Yeah, absolutely. [It’s on our website, on

8 our website. Yeah, absolutely.

9 RIGA NS: kay, yes sir. Comm ssioner —

10 GQUTIERREZ: 1'd like to nake one comment, or two

11 coments. One, you know, | actually learned a |ot right now
12 discussing this whole thing. So even though it took sone tine
13 and stuff, it wasn’t tinme wasted, at |east not for nme. And
14 then two, | think we need to really, as a Conm ssion, we

15 really need to | ook at these things seriously. 1In the past |
16 think maybe they were kind of rubberstanped, you know, a

17 little bit, but I think these are serious considerations and
18 stuff |ooking down the road, so thanks.

19 RIGA NS: And Vice Chair Hartnman

20 HARTMAN: Not to belabor this, but |I have been on
21 this Comm ssion for forever, and so | do renenber back in the
22 original planning outlays of Robson’s properties that they

23 showed us a futuristic design of all the arterial connections
24 and everything, and so with that one plat today it doesn’t

25 give the Comm ssion a fair view of exactly what the traffic
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1 patterns will be, and Robson’s done a pretty good job with al
2 the highways that they’ve built and point, so — but the main
3 point was they used to bring in boards, big boards and show

4 you the total. And I’msure that Public Wrks | ooked at the
5 total traffic inpact and they didn't just figure one little

6 subplot — subdivision, and used that as a whole traffic access
7 tothe —that. So with that Conm ssion - Chair, if you' ll go
8 ahead.

9 RIGA NS: kay. W probably should get off of this.
10 So let’s go ahead and go onto our work session

11 ABRAHAM  Actually M. Chair, on nunber 10 we gave

12 you the option to either approve that or deny that, or

13 continue it, so we'd like —if it behooves the Comm ssion, |I'd
14 like to let Evan give his presentation

15 RIGA NS: Ckay, on nunber - on S-013-157

16 ABRAHAM  That's right, yes.

17 RIGANS: And so where is the applicant for this if
18 -

19 ABRAHAM  They’ re requesting continuance, but

20 knowing how we |like to handle plats here, I want to give you

21 the option to deny it if you felt that it was, if it was deny-

22 wort hy.
23 RIGA NS: Okay. Vice Chair Hartman
24 HARTMAN. W th not any further discussion, |I’'Il nake

25 a notion to continue this case.
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1 MORITZ: |I'Ill second.
2 RIGA NS: kay, we have a notion for —
3 SALAS: Conti nuance.
4 HARTMAN:  Conti nuance, yes.
5 RIGA NS: And we have a second. |Is the — okay. Any
6 discussion fromthe Conm ssion?
7 BALMER: Just for clarification, they' re |ooking for
8 a two nonth continuance to the January 21, 2016 Pl anni ng and
9 Zoni ng Conmi ssi on.
10 HARTMAN:  Thank you for putting a date on ny notion.
11 RIGA NS: A conti nuance -
12 HARTMAN:  Yes.
13 RIGANS: Is in the notion then
14 HARTMAN:  Yes.
15 RIGA NS: Ckay. Okay, very good then. [In that case
16 all in favor signify by saying aye.
17 COLLECTI VE:  Aye.
18 HARTMAN:  Unani nous.
19 RIGA NS: (Opposed? It passes unani nously for
20 continuance. And a question. It is five mnutes ‘til noon.
21 HARTMAN: Let’s keep goi ng.
22 RIGA NS: Ckay, everybody just wants to get her
23 done?
24 HARTMAN:  Yes.
25 SALAS: Yes.
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1 RIGA NS: Ckay. W have a work session then on PZ-
2 (G 002-15.

3 MACDONALD: Thank you Chairman Ri ggi ns and

4 Commission. | did not prepare a PowerPoint for today. |

5 thought we would just have kind of informal discussion about

6 sone of the concerns that you had last nonth regarding the RV
7 ordinance anendnent. In particular, the itens related to

8 septic and sewage waste of these facilities, so | brought with
9 nme today Atul to kind of answer any of those questions that

10 you had last nmonth. So with that, | just again thought we

11 woul d kind of have an informal discussion and maybe we’ Il just
12 start off with Atul kind of going over the inpacts that this
13 woul d have, how t he approval process would work if sonmebody

14 wanted to hook up to a septic to dunp the RV waste, and ki nd
15 of what he would be | ooking at in either approving or denying
16 something like that.

17 RIGA NS: kay, so the — | renenber very well the

18 discussion we had on this last nonth. The concept of having
19 sonebody when they cone in to seek their permt for this, they
20 have to have the septic hookup permt at the same tine.

21 MACDONALD: Correct.

22 RIGA NS: Has anybody consi dered how many people in
23 Pinal County know what their septic tank volume is?

24 SMYRES:  Zero.

25 RIGA NS: Yeah, very few
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1 HARTMAN:  Adequate for the house.
2 RIGANS: It’s adequate for the house, and if you
3 put two or three nore people on it on a separate thing, it’s

4 not going to be adequate. Al npbst every tine.

5 ??: That’s right.

6 RIGA NS: So again, we're passing sonething that we
7 know, or we’'re contenpl ating sonething we know will just nake
8 wvirtually no one be able to conply and then they' Il just do it

9 the way they’ ve done it in the past. But by the sane token,
10 on the other hand, if we don't pass it in that fashion, we’'re
11 absolutely not follow ng safety | aws concerni ng the dispersal
12 of sewage and septic tanks.

13 SMYRES: (kay, and the problemwe had the septic
14 tanks back in the day, three bedroom two bath house, 1,000
15 gallon tank. Now we go by fixture count, that sane three

16 bedroom two bath house is a 1,250 gallon tank, pretty much.
17 It doesn’'t take into consideration how many peopl e are using
18 that house. | live in a house two and a half bath, three

19 Dbedroons, ne and one long haired cat living there. | don't
20 need a 1,250 gallon tank. Now |l could have a half a dozen

21 people hook up their RVs with a husband and wife living there,

22 and ny septic would still work. Wen you | ook at that, then -
23 RIGANS: So the devil’s in the details.

24 SMYRES: Yeah, either way you go you're -

25 RIGA NS: Yeah, devil’s in the details.
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1 SMYRES: (I naudible) can’'t | ook at today’s

2 determnation and say well it won't fit, but if you don’t

3 consider how many people are using it and for how | ong.

4 RIGANS: let’s ask the question, then, of staff.

5 How do you contenplate the permt for a septic tank hookup on
6 a tenporary basis will be derived? What do you — are you —

7 what — is it nunber of people over tinme? Less tinme, nore —

8 how do you, how do you contenplate doing it?

9 SHAH: W design systemfor per day. So (inaudible)
10 speaking three bedroom house, we do permt for 450 gallon per
11 day, and | don’t know his nanme, but he said that he lives by
12 hinself. That’'s fine. W design septic for lifetinme. So

13 tonorrow if he sells his house, and if he has a three bedroom
14 means he has to sell to sonmebody who has only one person |ives
15 in that house, not — so we are not designing for today, we are
16 designing for |long-term

17 RIGA NS: That’'s correct. No, that’s understood,

18 but how, how are you going to word the questions for a permt
19 applicant who wants to hook a trailer onto this systemthat’s
20 designed for that house?

21 SHAH: Right. So people who will overdesign the

22 system they should be okay.

23 RIGA NS: Wiich is .04 percent.

24 SHAH:  Peopl e who ask nme, and | advise themto

25 design nore than what you need, and peopl e have saved $5-6, 000
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1 by doing that. Because sonebody designed for five bedroom

2 house, and since design for six bedroom because you never

3 knowif you want to add one extra bedroomin the future.

4 Because that tinme it cost only $200 nore, but in future, then
5 would say al nost $5-6, 000.

6 RIGANS: | don't disagree with you at all, and

7 that’'s exactly how !l would do it nyself, but the situation

8 extant in this County right nowis very few people have an

9 overdesi gned system

10 SHAH:  And on top of that | would add that people
11 are in sewer district, they don’'t have to worry about. They
12 can put this trailer for six nonths. This is only people who
13 are in septic area.

14 RIGANS: And virtually the only people that are

15 going to be requesting a bunch of trailers or a nunber of

16 trailers to stay on their property during the wnter tine are
17 people that aren’t on the sewer, because it takes a big |ot,
18 and nost of those lots aren’t served by a commobn sewer system
19 So again, we're back to the reality of Pinal County.

20 SHAH:  Yes, you're right. | nean the ngjority, |
21 would say hey you don’t have big enough septic system

22 RIGANS: And by the way, | do wish to —this is a
23 work session, so don’'t — just junp in. Just junp in.

24 MORI TZ: So what we’'re saying is — and this is for

25 ny information only — it’s not the honeowner’s responsibility
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1 to deal with the septic systemif it isn’t adequate, because

2 they' d know pretty soon., there is a County regul ation

3 dictating what they have to have for the size of the house or
4 what ever?

5 SHAH: Yes. It’'s a State rule, not County, and it’s
6 delegated to the County.

7 RIGA NS: Yes.

8 GUTIERREZ: |If sonething like this is approved,

9 couldn’'t the County require when the individual homeowner

10 comes in to request a permt, to hook up an RV to their septic
11 system why couldn’t the County require, okay, you have to

12  know the size of your septic system how nmany people live in
13 your current house, how many people are going to be in the RV
14 living in it as a guest room | mean the onus is on the owner
15 of the house.

16 SHAH: Actually we have record of that.

17 GUTI ERREZ:  Yeah, so why couldn’t the County just

18 require all that information? Now a honmeowner can say well |
19 don’'t know the size of ny septic system well find out. You
20 know? | nmean that’s — the onus is on them not on the County
21 to come up with that information. So if the County cones up
22 wth aformon the permt requiring all that information, then
23 you can say yeah it’s adequate, or no it’s not adequate, you
24 don’t get the permt.

25 RIGA NS: Well you know, you actually have to give
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1 them scenarios here what you're dealing wwth. One of themis
2 the mcrobial capacity of the septic tank. But actually the

3 larger issue here is by State law it takes an acre and a

4 quarter to deal with a leach field. That’s it. So you can’'t
5 put, on your acre and a quarter |lot, you can’t put two houses
6 and have a septic tank. Because it takes an acre and a

7 quarter to deal with the subsurface flow so you don’t get

8 <coliformcontam nation to your neighbor and all these other

9 things. So a one acre lot can’t have a septic tank. It

10 can’t, it has to be an acre and a quarter lot to have a septic

11 tank.

12 SALAS: |Is that the rule?

13 RIGANS: That's the rule. That's the State rule.
14 GUTI ERREZ: Current rule.

15 RIGA NS: Been for a long tinme. That's been for a

16 long tine.

17 GQUTIERREZ: | nean | know a |ot of places that are
18 on a third acre and they’ ve got septic.

19 RIGA NS: | know pl aces that are on cesspools and

20 they’ ve been illegal since the 30s, so you knowit’s one of

21 those things.

22 SALAS: | wonder how nmuch conpliance we’'d find if we
23  went out there.

24 RIGANS: Well, | guess the, you know, | guess the

25 thing that — you know, and Conmm ssioner Del Cotto has been
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1 very strong on the side of it that I'll enunerate, we're

2 trying to make sonething better, trying to acknow edge a way
3 to nake certain things that are already happening, to be make
4 themlegitimate, but by the sanme token, to keep themw thin

5 what the lawis we’'re al nost going to nake it so nobody wil|

6 go through this system anyway. And that one, |’ mjust

7 enunerating nmy opinions. | don’t know how to deal with that.
8 | don’t know the answer to it personally.

9 MORITZ: | —

10 SALAS: Are we going to arrest then? Fine thenf

11 MORI TZ: | agree. A lot of people won’'t even cone
12 in and fill out an application.

13 RIGA NS: Wen they know it’s so hard.

14 MORI TZ: (1 naudi bl e) have to go through so much

15 stuff.

16 RIGA NS: Yeah, the first ten that cone in and find

17 out that it’s crazy, they' Il tell the neighbors they' |l say to

18 hell with it, we’'re just not going to do it.

19 SALAS: They're going to say this is ny property,
20 I'’mgoing to dig a hole init and I’mgoing to use that hol e,
21 and I'’mnot going to tell anybody what the hell |’ m doing,

22 okay?

23 RIGA NS: Wich is a cesspool

24 MORI TZ: W should leave it as it is and be done
25 withit.
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1 HARTMAN:  Cesspool .
2 SALAS: That’s rural living, | don’t care where you
3 live, whether it’s in Arizona or where, in the rural area,

4 that’s what you re going to do.

5 GUTI ERREZ:  Yeah, but then you have (inaudible).

6 Yeah, but see if the County has a rule, that’s |logical, and

7 relatively fair, you know, taking care of public safety and,

8 you know, (inaudible) reduce diseases and everything el se, and
9 people don't — and it’s there, and there’'s a system set up

10 that they can, they can go through the systemand work with

11 it, and they choose not to, then the County has an enforcenent
12 (inaudi ble), you know and the ability and enforce the

13 nonconpliance. |If the County doesn’t have anything set up,

14 then what are you enforcing? You can't enforce anyt hing.

15 RIGANS: And | believe, | believe the sane is that
16 | believe that there has to be, even if the systemisn't going
17 to be widely used because it’'s difficult, there still needs to

18 be a system Because there wll be willing — people willing
19 to look at the code and say oh, and they’'ll go do what the

20 heck they have to, and they’' |l make it right. And then

21 they’' Il start conplaining about people that aren’t doing it

22 because they spent noney, and it’'ll start pushing things in a
23 direction where people will make it right. But | don’t think,
24 | don't think leaving it as it is in the status quo is a good

25 idea.
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1 MORITZ: | was only kidding. | didn't mean it.

2 RIGANS: OCh no, | know. Listen, there's an

3 argunent to be made for that. There is, but | -

4 GUTI ERREZ: Well even future building, if sonebody
5 buys a five acre parcel and they turn around and put in extra
6 systenms in conpliance — trying to conply with future County

7 regulations that, you know, | may want to have sone notorhones
8 in the back

9 RIGA NS: You know, we passed — | don’t know if you
10 all renenber it — but we passed in the County area between

11 Coolidge and Florence - it mght be annexed by now — but we
12 passed a partial year smallish RV park that was associ ated

13 with aroping arena, and all the septics and everything were
14 sized for what that had to be. It was all done right. And
15 they didit. Qoviously, they do what they wanted to do, they
16 did all those things. So if there are rules that nmake sense
17 and conply with health regul ations, there will be people that
18 do do that. But the people that are going to not do it

19 anyway, | guess they're just not going to do it. GCkay, no

20 just junmp in. Go ahead, just junp —

21 HARTMAN: (Okay, Ashlee. When we — are we going to
22 require themto have an — in other words what Scott’s saying,
23 our Chair’s saying, is RV park requirenents where you have a
24 PAD, what we call a PAD for an RV, are we going to require an

25 RV PAD, or what are you planning on doing? | nean we're

Page 113 of 137




November 19, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 talking now, but we’re not really making nuch sense.
2 MACDONALD: These are two separate issues, an RV
3 park; this that we’re tal king about today is specific to

4 allowng RV — one RV on a rural lot for Iike guest housing.

5 HARTMAN:  Acre-wise, rural lot. Wat’'s the acre-

6 W se?

7 MACDONALD: Acre and a quarter and |larger. So our -
8 RIGANS: On a septic system it has to be an acre

9 and a quarter.
10 HARTVAN:  Ckay.
11 SALAS: So the guideline is whatever the State tells

12 us to, right, Ashlee?

13 MACDONALD: For the septic?

14 SALAS:  Yes.

15 MACDONALD:  Yes.

16 SALAS: So it’s not like we're going to go out and
17 make new rules for this. The State has its rules. | guess

18 we, as a County, don’t even know what the hell the rules are.
19 So, you know, to ne it’'s kind of sinple, is conmply with what
20 the State rules provide. Instead of trying to -

21 RIGA NS: Now the one, the one thing | suppose in
22 retrospect to a cooment that | (inaudible), the one thing that
23 | guess the leach field really doesn’t cone into aspects,

24 because if you have an acre and a quarter |ot and you want to

25 build a 10,000 square foot honme on it, you still can. Your
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1 septic tank will have to be sized for it, but your leach field
2 doesn’t. O it’'ll need to be sized big enough to handl e that,
3 but still as far as the spread and the coliformand all that,
4 it’s not — so the leach field wouldn’t be an issue in this, it
5 would strictly be the septic tank size.

6 SHAH:  Bot h.

7 SALAS: To begin with, what is there for enforcenent
8 of these rules?

9 HARTMAN:  Conpl i ance.

10 MACDONALD:  Yeah, our code conpliance officers would
11 be responsible for enforcenent if conplaints cane in that, you

12 know, a neighbor had RVs on their lots, just the sane as

13 today.
14 MORITZ: | think it’s how you proposed the wording,
15 and the criteria is pretty good. | don't think we can find

16 better wording or for decisions. Wat in there don't you

17 |ike, Frank?

18 SALAS: No, that’s what I’'msaying, it’s sinple to
19 me. W already have rules that are set by the State. W’'re

20 not going to change those rul es.

21 MORITZ: | think only —isn't it only the septic
22 that is a State — | nean yeah, State rule.

23 RIGA NS: Yeah, State requirenent.

24 MORI TZ: Yeah, that’s the only piece. But the way
25 you proposed it, I like. I'"min favor of it.
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1 RIGA NS: Yeah, | amtoo. Gkay. | guess the issue
2 is just there’s going to be a limtation factor with a | ot of
3 peopl e because they’'re not going to be able to go through the

4 septic issue.

5 MORI TZ: Ri ght.

6 RIGANS: Sinple as that.

7 HARTMAN:  Not bi g enough.

8 SALAS: To ne it would be the conmmunications part

9 for the people to know what it is, expect it.

10 MORI TZ: Yeah, yes, what are (inaudible).
11 SALAS: That’'s where the issue is.
12 HARTMAN:  Okay, noving on Ashlee. | had a question

13 last tine on permt, issuing a permt. You said six nonths,
14 and then | said well what about com ng back for a reissuing of
15 permt, and you said well they m ght have to have a storage
16 permt. And then maybe there was sone tal k about well

17 reissuing it for another six nonths, because a |lot of the

18 units will be there for a whole year, for sure, and so what

19 have you conme up with on that?

20 MACDONALD: Well the — the way the ordi nance reads
21 now, the applicant would be required to get a tenporary RV

22 permt that would be — they could get one permt that would
23 last six nonths over a rolling 12 nmonth period. So in 12

24 nmonths they can have a maxi mum of six nmonths of that occupi ed,

25 wth an occupied RV. Aside fromthat, there is no permt
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1 needed for storage of sonebody’s RV, so if it was their own

2 personal RV that they were just storing on a lot, there’s no
3 additional permt needed for that, that’s something that’s

4 allowed by the code now and woul d continue to be all owed.

5 RIGA NS: And indeed on your lot, you are in no

6 circunmstances able to build two dwellings on your lot. That
7 doesn’'t exit, and if you had nore than a six nonth permt, if
8 sonmebody could nmeke it for a year, then you have two dwel |l ings
9 on your lot. So there has to be a restriction to that.

10 MORI TZ: But isn't it whether it’s hooked up to

11 electric and sewer?

12 RIGANS: Wll then it’s storage, then it’s storage
13 if it’s not hooked up.

14 MORI TZ: Right.

15 RIGANS: But if it is hooked up 365 days a year

16 it’s two dwellings.

17 MORITZ: | don’t think you' re saying hooked up,

18 think you' re saying storage is not hooked up to sewer.

19 HARTMAN:  Exactly.

20 RIGEA NS: Yes, correct, correct.

21 HARTMAN: No electricity, whatever.

22 RIGA NS: No, you can store it 365.

23 MORI TZ:  Yeabh.

24 RIGANS: 1In fact the way it was before, you

25 couldn’t even have a trickle charger on your battery when it
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1 was under storage.

2 MORI TZ: Yes. And that would still be the case.

3 MACDONALD:  You can trickle charge your battery,

4 that is one change that we' re making.

5 MORI TZ:  Ckay.

6 HARTMAN: (Okay, on the storage part of it. So

7 Ashlee, six nonths permit and then if they choose to use it

8 longer than that, it would be up to sone nei ghbor or sone

9 other individual to put a conplaint in to the County that this

10 nobile hone is past its six nonths.

11 MACDONALD: That’'s correct.
12 HARTMAN:  All right. GCkay, let’s go to the battery
13 charger, because that — is that going to be the only power

14 source, or are they going to have ED3 cone out in our area,
15 ED3 cone out and set a neter to that for six nonths or
16 whatever because the electricity on the house that’s adjoi ning

17 is not adequate to carry the |oad of the additional -

18 RIGA NS: ED3 won't set up a neter on a pole.
19 HARTMAN:  They will if the County approves it.
20 RIGANS: Wll, the County’s not going to approve a

21 nmeter on a pole.

22 HARTMAN:  Wel | that’s what |’ m asking Ashl ee.

23 RIGANS: Wll they won't. | guarantee they won't.
24 MACDONALD: That is correct, we won't.

25 HARTMAN:  Because ny neter’s set up on a pol e away
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1 fromny home and they want it there. They don’t want to have
2 — well they don't even use it — they don’t even cone and read

3 the nmeter anynore, so it doesn’'t nmke any difference.

4 RIGA NS: You won't get a new one done that way.

5 SALAS: You're grandfathered in, that’s why.

6 HARTMAN:  Well I'’msure glad I’ ma grandpa.

7 RIGA NS: Everybody that’'s going to run a great big

8 12 gauge extension cord from (i naudible).

9 SALAS: \What's the outcone of our discussion here?
10 | feel like we’'re ranbling around.

11 HARTMAN:  No we’re not.

12 RIGANS: | think, | think they’ ve given us sone

13 general provisions here, and we’'re discussing those, and |

14 think the septic discussion needed to held, and | think we al
15 are kind of in concurrence with (inaudible).

16 HARTMAN:  And the el ectrical hookups.

17 RIGA NS: The electrical hookups, they re going to
18 have to figure that one out thensel ves, because they re not

19 going to get an electrical conpany to cone out and put a new

20 neter -
21 GUTI ERREZ: (| naudi bl e).
22 RIGA NS: Yeah, they’'re not going to get

23 (inaudible). Nowif they have extra capacity in their own box
24 and they want to put a 40 anp breaker and bury a line out to

25 this thing, that’s not going to be sonething that gets
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st opped.

LANGLI TZ: Yeah, M. Chair, Mark Langlitz. Yeah,
for an electrical hookup, they would need a building permt, |
believe. Yeah, so | don’t know what our building requirenents
are, but it sounds like they wouldn’t be able to do that.

RIGA NS: No, they -

GUTI ERREZ: Mbst of these things are for lights and
stuff, generator if it’s air conditioner.

RIGA NS: Well when it becomes an issue is in the
sumertime when they're trying to run their air conditioner
and a mcrowave at the same tine, because then it takes a
pretty good circuit.

GUTI ERREZ: And that woul d be probably the interna
generator woul d have to suppl enent.

RIGA NS:. O course, now — and a perfect question
what — they’'re not going to be able to run generators on this
permt. There’s no —in a - for instance in a suburban ranch
devel opnment, all of a sudden people all started running
generators?

ABRAHAM  Yeah, that would fall under our noise
or di nance.

RI G NS:  Yes.

ABRAHAM  Yeah, that woul d beconme a nui sance type
thing that we’d have to get the noise ordi nance going on that.

GUTI ERREZ: That woul d be (inaudible).
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1 ABRAHAM  You’'re right, all noise ordinance things

2 are. Correct.

3 HARTMAN:  Sol ar panel .

4 RIGA NS: There you are. Well, | guess what we're

5 doing in this wirk session, staff is |ooking for guidance and
6 input. | believe what’s been put here is a good starting

7 point, and it’s — | don’'t see anything here that has a big

8 checkmark that it doesn’t work. And does anybody el se think

9 differently?

10 MORITZ: | just want to as a little clarification on
11 this nunber one under 2.150.271, duration not to exceed 15

12 days or up to six nonths with a tenp — oh okay. They can stay

13 15 days without the permt.

14 RIGA NS: Right.
15 MORI TZ: Ckay, got it.
16 RIGANS: Wat is — by the way that’s a perfect — |

17 didn't think to ask that question. Wlat is — they' re going to
18 have to submt a site plan?

19 MACDONALD: They will. W' Il be |looking for themto
20 submt sonething showing us where the RV will be parked on the
21 property so that we can insure it neets setbacks.

22 RIGANS: And howit — they' Il probably have to show
23 how the septic tank is hooked up.

24 MACDONALD:  Correct.

25 RIGA NS: And that kind of stuff. Well yeah, that
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woul d seemto nmake sense. (Ckay, any staff have any ot her
guestions of us, or anybody el se have any comments?

MACDONALD: | don’t think so. Maybe I wll just
take a nonment to tal k about our process noving forward. So we
had the work session last nonth and this nmonth just seeking
your input so that when we bring it to public hearing, we kind
of were able to address all of your concerns ahead of tine.

So with that, | would anticipate if there’s no, no nore big
i ssues that the Conmm ssion wants us to address, that we’l
likely bring this to — has Decenber been advertised? W'l|
probably bring this to the Comm ssion for a public hearing
here in Decenber.

RIGA NS: kay.

MACDONALD: Maybe January.

RIGA NS: Wiere is the, where is the part about the
trickle charger? 1Is that in here?

MACDONALD: It is. It isin —

RIGANS: OCh, right there. | see it, | seeit. |I’'m
sorry. | seeit. GCkay. | think we're there. Everybody
okay?

HARTMAN:  Yes.

RIGE NS: Ckay.

MACDONALD: Thank you.

RIGA NS: Very good. Thank you. kay, and we have
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1 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Call to the Conmm ssion.
2 RIGA NS: Yes, just getting back to ny agenda here.

3 Yes, Call to the Conmm ssi on.

4 DEL COTTO | just want to nake a suggestion that,
5 you know, | have only been around not even for a coupl e of
6 years, and | think | heard that there was — | could be - |

7 could not be correct here, but | think | heard there was over
8 287,000 hones permtted or platted in our County. So that

9 obviously -

10 RIGA NS: A year ago it was kicking around, it was
11 340.

12 DEL COTTO (Ckay, so do we have a nunber?

13 ABRAHAM W do, | don’t know it off the top of ny

14 head, but MAG — no CAG CAG did a study of our, of all of our
15 entitlenents up to a certain tinme and they cane up with a

16 solid nunber. It was over 300, 000.

17 RIGANS: M recollection was 347.

18 ABRAHAM  Yeah, | think that sounds about right,

19 yeah.

20 DEL COTTO Oh, it’s 347, 000.

21 RIGA NS: That was a few years ago, so sone of that
22 mght have been built out. | don't know, but that’'s —

23 DEL COTTO So naybe just a little bit of food for

24  thought, that you know, the Conm ssion and/or the Pl anning

25 Departnent ought to be | ooking nore at how we’re going to take
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1 care of those 347,000 new hones, and what needs that they may
2 have before they continue to plat nore and nore and nore

3 housing. And I'msure we’ll run into sone nore of what may

4 have been approved ten or 15 years ago, that’s just kind of

5 normal grow ng pains, | suppose, right? That, that we ran

6 into one of those today with that, with that plat there, so

7 it's, it’s alot of people. So with that cones the problens

8 wth the roads and the problens with egress and so, so | just
9 -1 had no idea it was even that nuch, so it’s over 300, 000.
10 RIGANS: It's a lot.

11 AGU RRE-VOGLER:  And if | -

12 RIGA NS: Just out of kicks, you know, there were
13 times in 2004 and 5 that in a — in one single Comi ssion

14 nmeeting, there was 40 or 45,000 hones approved.

15 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: But woul d you agree, Scott, that

16 there mght not be enough water for all those entitlenents?

17 RIGANS: | believe |I've stated that enphatically

18 very nuch -

19 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: So there used — if you're finished?
20 Staff, there used to be a staff nmenber that would kind of keep
21 us posted by - you might go back and find it, because she used
22 — Bonnie (inaudible) used to do a, like an Excel on it. So

23 you mght have that in a conputer yet. But anyway, So you

24 said that we would discuss the — why you' re changi ng the

25 format and you’'re doing the recommendations, and if we have
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1 new Conm ssion Menbers, you know, to ne I'mkind — | just

2 don’t think that that’s necessary personally. Could you tel

3 me why you' re doing that?

4 ABRAHAM  Sure. Wen Jerry left and H nanshu cane

5 over, one of the things that he wanted to install was have

6 staff take nore of an active role in the zoning process and be
7 able to, you know, enunciate an opinion, be able to back that
8 opinion up with facts and data, and have a di scussi on about as
9 professionals does this nmeet our adopted policies, what is

10 your professional opinion as a planner, and then be able to be
11 chall enged on that opinion in open session and be able to

12 defend that opinion. Wich | think is the responsibility of,
13 you know, our staff - Ashlee, Evan, Dedrick, me - you know, be
14 able to back that information up. And the format change,

15 Dbecause | wanted to provide like kind of a synopsis and |ike a
16 little bit of a sound bite right at the begi nning, you know,

17 this is what this is. |[If you can — sone of the ol der

18 Comm ssioners that have been on for a while, you can renenber
19 the old recomendati ons where basically, you know, if you

20 can't find for all these factors, we reconmend you recomrend
21 denial; or if you can, we reconmend you recomrend approval .

22 It was very, very neutral

23 RIGA NS: But it was already stated.
24 ABRAHAM  Yeah, absol utely.
25 RIGA NS: Your position was al ways st ated.
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1 ABRAHAM  Absol utely.

2 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: (I naudi bl e) staff reconmendati on,

3 that’s what | don’'t understand. Like |I say, when a new

4 Conm ssion Menber conmes on, it’s going to sway their opinion

5 to howyou feel, and | don’t know, I'd |like to know how t he

6 other Comm ssioners feel, but before we — you know, | don’t

7 care for it personally.

8 LANGLI TZ: M. Chair, no, the Conmm ssion cannot have
9 a discussion anongst thenselves on this item that would

10 violate the open neeting law. That’'s the advice, yes, because
11 it’s not on the agenda. So there could — an individual

12 Comm ssion — did | say councilnenber, if |I did, | apol ogize.
13  An individual Conm ssion Menber can say sonething, but there
14 can’'t be discussion between Conmm ssion Menbers.

15 RIGA NS: Ckay. You know, |I’m going to have — as

16 Chair, I'"'mgoing to junp into this in a second. You know,

17 we’ve created a, we’ve created a blind conundrum here. W

18 decided to bring up this concept of Call to the Conm ssion,

19 but we have neutered it before we ever start. It nakes for -
20 it definitely makes for a process of |ack of discover and | ack
21 of growth as a Conmi ssion to not be able to have any

22 di scussi on what soever of sonething even as sinple as how a

23 report is prepared. Basically what we’'re saying at this point
24 is for us to be able to discuss this, we have to request this

25 to be an agenda itemfor the next nmeeting? |I|s that what we
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need to do?

LANGLI TZ: M. Chair, yes, exactly. And the
gui dance that is received on that cones fromthe State open
nmeeting |law enforcenent team it’s acronymis OWLET, and they
have indicated that calls to boards or conm ssions or
commttees is in violation, period, of the open neeting | aw
So -

RIGA NS: You guys are the ones that wanted to put
it on the agenda.

LANGLI TZ: Well, don’t say you guys. It wasn't ne.
Now, with that said though, the open — the OMLET team has said
wel | you can discussion current events. So in opening up the
Call to the Comm ssion, what |’ve got to do is listen and if
it kind of falls nore toward a current event or a statenent
such as Comm ssioner Del Cotto made, there was no di scussion
bet ween Conm ssion Menbers, it was a question to staff, and
t hen back, and Conmi ssioner Aguirre-Vogler’ s question, you
know, why are you nmaki ng a reconmendati on, the response Steve
gave back, | think that’s fine. | don’t see any problemwth
that. But once you start to discuss sonething between
t hensel ves, that’s all | can say. | have no choice but to

gi ve that advice.

RIGANS: | have a solution. | think | have a
solution that probably — well it’s awkward, but | think it can
work just fine. |If there beconmes an itemthat needs to be a
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1 discussion itemthat is brought up in the Call to the

2 Comm ssion, at the point that you hold your hand up and say

3 but Commissioners, | think what 1’"mgoing to do as the Chair

4 at this point is |'"mgoing to say Conm ssioner Menbers, do we
5 have a consensus to put this on as an agenda item for the next
6 regular Commission neeting? And | will ask that right now, is
7 there consensus to bring Comm ssioner Aguirre-Vogler’s finding
8 on this report up for general discussion? And |I’m not going

9 to ask for a vote, I'"'mgoing to ask for a consensus.

10 LANGLI TZ: Wwell that, yeah, M. Chair you can't do
11 that. That -

12 RIGA NS: W’re establishing an agenda item

13 LANGLI TZ: Just tell Steve to put it on the agenda.

14 You see, you can’t vote.

15 RIGANS: | didn't say a vote, | said —

16 LANGLI TZ: Consensus is a vote.

17 HARTMAN:  You just ask Steve to put it on the

18 agenda.

19 LANGLI TZ: Just ask himto put it on.

20 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: | haven't finished. | need to ask

21 hi m anot her questi on.

22 RIGA NS: kay, all right, so none of us can coment
23 about it.

24 AGUI RRE-VOGLER: But | mght be — if | ask this

25 question, it mght be off of another Conmm ssioner’s thought.

Page 128 of 137




November 19, 2015 Regular Meeting

1 But you know, like |I say, we used to get an update on

2 entitlenents and how many and everything, you m ght give that
3 to us, but nmy question is is, you know, I'm—- 1 was basically
4 Dbornin this County - and | don’t want to say how old I am

5 but everybody probably knows - but |I don’t understand, and I’'d
6 |ike to hear formthe County Manager on how cone if we have

7 all these houses that we have, why do we have such a probl em
8 inthis County financially? | don't — that’s what | don’'t

9 understand. So | need to hear it from sonebody that nust

10 understand how this County is working. | was always told the
11 jails were supposed to be bringing us in a lot of revenue, and
12 then | find out that they haven't been audited in this County
13 and we were |osing noney for how many years. So how nmany

14 other things are going wong with this County that they can’'t
15 seemto do their books right? So you know, that’s ny take and
16 | really don't understand it, because | know a long tinme ago
17 it was a lot better than it is with all the people that we

18 have now.

19 RIGA NS: | don’t know whether that’s under the

20 purview of the Planning and Zoni ng Conm ssion to (inaudible).
21 AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  Well no, |I'’masking, |I'm asking for
22 the County Manager to conme up and tell us what’s wong with

23 the budget here.

24 MORI TZ: She wants a personal neeting with him

25 ABRAHAM  What I'Il dois I'll let Geg know of your

Page 129 of 137




November 19, 2015 Regular Meeting

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

concerns and see if he can maybe give you a call. If that -
wel | because — well — and then | was going to say that if we
could link it to sonme sort of |and use planning, sort of
| arger discussion, Geg nmay want to cone and tal k about that.

RIGA NS: And we are a Conmmi ssion that deals with
| and use planning, and this particular question was entirely
political and I don’t know whether — | don't see it’s a
germane issue that we really have a forumhere to discuss
t hat .

AGUI RRE- VOGLER:  But if we don’t have the
(1 naudi ble) to give these houses, well then how can we nake
all of the — how can we approve all of (inaudible).

RIGA NS: Actually if you — and this isn't a
di scussion, this is just a statenent of fact. |If you al
remenber correctly there was a great change of the way things
were done for road funding at a point in tinme where we had
way, way too many houses planned and not hi ng was bei ng paid
for, and we totally changed the funding, and as people’s
tentative plats expired, we nade themgo to the new systemto
get their tentative plat re-upped. So we've dealt with that.
But as far as the ability of a County to pay for a bunch of
residences if there’s not enough comrercial activity, that’s a
political concept.

MORI TZ: And could | just nake a conment to staff?

State funds used to be given to the County, and they have
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1 retained those funds and a |lot of our difficulties, froma

2 County perspective, is due to that, in terns of road buil ding.
3 So - but I'"'mnot having a discussion here. And | also would
4 |like to make a comment to staff only, that in regard to the —
5 because | won't be able to do this next nonth, unless | cane

6 down and you opened it to the public -

7 RIGA NS: (Inaudible) anything right now.
8 MORI TZ: Yeah | can. Can | have anot her brownie?
9 The — in ternms of you putting down what staff is reconmendi ng,

10 that is nothing nore than what we do to the Board of

11 Supervisors. W say we’'re recomendi ng bl ah bl ah bl ah, and
12 they can do whatever they want. Yeah, and they do, and nobst
13 times they override our decision. So |I'’mnot intimdated by
14 that. But then I'’mnot a highly intimdated person. If we
15 get — surprise, surprise - and — but if we get new

16 Comm ssioners who are sonmewhat skeptical or uncertain of what
17 their role is, or just their personal |evel of confidence or
18 lack of intimdation, they could be swayed by that. But | see
19 it no difference than what we do to the Board of Supervisors.
20 HARTMAN:. Ckay, let ne interrupt with a point of

21 information. This is what is really intended to do is give
22 the Comm ssion Menbers information about current things that
23 are happening today. A quicker route to Interstate 10 from
24 347 to 1-10. It parallels Val Vista and it runs froml-10 al

25 the way to 347. That neeting has been held already in Casa
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1 Gande and it’s going to be held tonight from6 to 8 p.m at

2 the Copper Sky facility there in Maricopa. So if anybody’s

3 interested in going and seeing that, | have the article.

4 ABRAHAM  Are we putting that on, or is ADOT putting
5 that on?

6 HARTMAN:  You know what, | don’t know. It was in —

7 | didn't go to the one that was in Maricopa — | mean excuse

8 me, Casa Gande — but | did in 2013 go to the one in Maricopa.
9 Sol don't know. It’s kind of a intergovernnmental, but this

10 article says fromFlorence, Arizona. So Steve, you should be

11 there.

12 MORI TZ: Did you have di nner plans?

13 ABRAHAM  They’ re done now. They’re over now.
14 HARTMAN:  All right, so that’s ny point of

15 information. | have the article. And there’s sone things

16 that are kind of new On of the left hand turns, they' re

17 going to take you past the intersection and go back and go

18 intoit. Watever, and it’s not called a freeway, it’'s called
19 sonething else. A parkway, it’s called a parkway.

20 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: Are we ready for a notion?

21 ABRAHAM  And to respond to that comrent, staff is
22 planning to have one of our transportation guys conme back in
23 and tal k about transportation planning that’'s been happening
24 in the County up to this point. W'’ ve heard froma bunch of

25 folks from Public Wrks, except our transportation guys. And
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1 Doug Hansen in our guy. He's actually trying to retire soon,
2 so we’'re going to have himtalk to you guys right before you
3 leave — right before he | eaves.

4 HARTMAN:  QGaky. One other quick subject that I

5 thought was kind of different. The Cty of Maricopa Pl anning
6 and Zoning and the Cty Council had a neeting to try to

7 devel op better understanding with a fast noving comunity.

8 Mst of the people of Maricopa race out of Maricopa to go to
9 their jobs, so they don't have tinme to go to the Planning and
10 Zoning or the City Council neeting, so they're trying to cone
11 upon different nmethods to be able to communicate with the

12 residents, and there’s sone comments in there. This one

13 person is a mllennium—- whatever, he’s 20 or whatever - and
14 he says | can hardly wait to get out of ny 3,000 square foot
15 hone with ny two kids so that they can have | ess space.

16 \Watever, sonething like that. Anynore —

17 SALAS: More space.

18 HARTMAN:  No, less. They want to size — downsi ze.
19 They think that the Comm ssion Menbers have nmade the hones too
20 big, in other words. W’ve heard this fromthe realtors.

21 It’s nore honmes to sell and all that. Higher density and

22 whatever, so it’s interesting.

23 RIGA NS: Just junp in.

24 GUTI ERREZ: Yeah, | went to the neeting in Casa

25 Gande regarding the highway and stuff, and it’'s pretty
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1 informative through the maps. So if anybody goes, it’s good
2 information. Comment, not a discussion on anybody else’s

3 comments, but a recommendation would be, | |ike the

4 recomrendations comng fromstaff, you know, it gives ne a

5 starting point. But maybe a recomrendation to staff too, in
6 light of Jill passing on to bigger and better things. No, not
7 (inaudible). Going on, noving up to bigger and better things.
8 \When you give the orientation maybe to the new Comm ssi oner

9 <comng in, that m ght be a point that you address, you know,
10 just that the staff nakes a recomrendation, you know, and -
11 but they still have to cone up with an independent deci sion,
12 one way or the other. But, you know, naybe address that

13 during the orientation, because it — because | renenber the

14 orientation was real helpful to nme, you know, sponge trying to

15 figure it all out, so.

16 HARTMAN:  You got an orientation?
17 GQUTIERREZ: | did. Steve gave ne one.
18 ABRAHAM  Yeah, | started giving |ike some — a real

19 about an hour or two training session for new Conmm ssioners

20 that conme in.

21 RIGANS: | didn't realize that, that’'s a good
22 thing.
23 GUTI ERREZ: Yeah, back in the 40s when you guys

24 started on the Conmi ssion — Steve wasn’'t even born yet.

25 RIRGANS: And | have a comment also, it’s not a
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1 discussion. One of the things that is a truismof a Planning
2 and Zoni ng Comm ssion, a person can have a great bunch of

3 vested know edge in real estate, they could even have vested
4 know edge in devel opnent, but what happens here is fromthe

5 other side, so by necessity whoever sits here, kind of has to
6 get in-job training while they' re sitting here, and the

7 process needs to understand that. The things that staff does,
8 the interactions, the things that we do needs to help

9 facilitate some of the working know edge of how and why we

10 made decisions. And | was very glad to hear — | didn't

11 realize that you were doing an orientation. | think that’'s an
12 excell ent, excellent idea.

13 SALAS: Steve, in the orientation, you should

14 include a glossary of terns that we use. You know, we cone in
15 here and we say well CR-1 or CR-3, whatever the hell, and you
16 wonder why, you know, they use sone other term nol ogy, you

17 know?

18 RIGA NS: They have a book for that. The problem
19 is, is we’'ve got sonme of this stuff is the old, the old

20 designations, and sone’s the new desi gnati ons.

21 GUTIERREZ: Isn’'t that updated on the website?

22 ABRAHAM | was just going to say that.

23 Comm ssioner Salas if youd like to go to a tablet, there’'s
24 all the current information you ever want is on — would be on

25 the tablet.
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1 RIGANS: | won't say what that was.

2 SALAS: |I’mnot going to buy a conmputer to keep up
3 wthit.

4 ABRAHAM  They're free. 1'll give one to you for
5 free. Oh yeah, |I’ve got one.

6 SMYRES: | thought | heard the other day on the

7 news, just - they were tal king about Maricopa, the bridge or
8 train trestle thing, nove forward?

9 HARTMAN: It’s going forward, they got nore noney.
10 SMYRES: | thought — I was just wal ki ng through the

11 roomand | heard that, and of course they were past that, but

12 | thought they had nmade sone progress that that thing m ght
13 happen in ny lifetinme. |1s that actually noving forward?
14 GUTI ERREZ: You got to nake it a coment, not a

15 question.

16 SMYRES: It’s a comment that | think it may happen
17 in ny lifetine.

18 RIGA NS: Okay, we're getting — yes.

19 MORI TZ: One thing | want to make a comrent on.

20 don’t know how long |’ve been doing this, but | think it would
21 be five years in February. But anyway — and | have wal ked

22 into this building every nonth | ooking at the shabbi ness that
23 we let public wal k through to get in here for a neeting that’s
24 open to anybody, and today | canme in and it’'s beautifully

25 painted. W should be proud nowto let the public cone in.
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1 AGUI RRE- VOGLER: And the parking |ot stripes
2 (inaudible).
3 RIGA NS: Okay. W’ ve probably — Mark’s just going

4 when are you guys going to stop this stuff? W have a notion
5 for adjournnent. Do | got a second? Got a second to that.

6 W got a second. Al in favor say aye. W’ re adjourned.

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25
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