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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 
Thursday, June 19, 2014
GILA COUNTY Board of Supervisors Hearing Room
1400 East Ash Street, Globe, AZ
10:00 am


1. The meeting was called to order at 10:05 am by Chairman Mickie Nye.  

1. Pledge of Allegiance was led by Jack Larimore.

1. Roll Call:  Mickie Nye Chairman, Dawn Brunson,  Lori Brown, Jack Larimore, Randy Slapnicka (Absent), Jay Spehar, Travis Williams, Mary Lou Myers (Absent) and Ray Jones.
       Quorum is present.                 

Community Development Staff Members Present:  Robert Gould-Director, Patsy Clayton Administrative Assistant/Code Compliance Specialist.

	Public Attendance: Beverly & Eddie Valenzuela.
 
1. Mickie Nye wanted to give a special thanks to Beverly Valenzuela for all her hard work and help over the years and so did many of the members of the Commission and they presented Beverly with a Copper splash in a box display. Special thanks for the copper Splash was given to Jay Spehar and Freeport.

1. Review and Approval of the Planning and Zoning Minutes of May 15, 2014, Jay Spehar moved to approve the minutes and Jack Larimore second (2nd)  it and it was unanimously approved.

1. Director/Commission Communication: Director Bob Gould said the only thing he wanted to bring to the Commissions attention was the meeting that they are holding in Pine on 6-25-2014 that the Board wouldn’t render a decision at the meeting because there have been so many complaints of us not providing adequate notice and running Gila County from Globe. They also complained about the meeting time and what we will have Bob in the Payson Office from 6:00 pm to however long it takes to be able to update those individuals as to what questions they may have and take those concerns and give them to the Commission. We were going to try and get this to the Board of Supervisors on July 15, 2014 but the Commission does not meet again till July 17, 2014 we were concerned with Mr. Woodring concerned how long this has been in the process already and really wanted us to move this along to make a decision on it. The Commission wanted to know why the Board referred it back to them and it was because they had received so many more complaints and they wanted to give those people in Pine a chance to voice their opinion that they were not notified of the meeting that the Commission held on May 15, 2014 where only 2 people were in attendance. The Commission wants to know what is going to happen at the meeting on 6-25-2014 that changes their decision that they originally made that they feel the decision they made was a good and fair decision. Bob said that he would like on their decision to clear an error on his part that the property did take in the parcel in the 300 feet but there was 25 feet still left over as TR zoning and they could do lot line adjustment to correct that and include one other condition in there. The Commission stated that if this were to come back to them that we they have an opportunity to explain that we understand the people’s concerns and we are working diligently to mitigate any issues they may have, but from a legal perspective this gentleman has certain rights as well as the land owner and that needs to be in the process somewhere as well that we are listening to everyone. We have had the discussion on that in as the land across the Hwy was zoned C2, three lots north of them were C2, the lot across from them was C3 zoning. The Commission felt they had taken in to consideration of both Mr. Woodring and also the public when they had made their decision. Mr. Woodring has told the public and the Commission that he would work with them as to the building matching the structures in Pine, buffering in the area to include an 8 foot block wall and landscaping around the property and willing to work with them on every aspect of this property. The discussion on the special meeting that is going to be on 6-25-2014 in Pine where the Commission will hold a public forum with them for being able to voice their opinions on the zoning of the property and the Dollar General that they want to put on 301-19-055B. 

Mickie asked if there were any more questions and there were none.

PUBLIC HEARING/MODIFICATIONS TO CURRENT ZONING ORDINANCES 

1. Discussion on the modifications to the Gila County Zoning Ordinance final draft.

Bob said that when they had the issues with the Unified Development Code that he went in and changed the Zoning Ordinance and reorganized it, after going through it that it was primarily reorganization that was most of the work.  
There were some administrative changes made in there and there was a couple of issues that were brought up as we went through the process of making sure people were aware of this code. I have taken a look at 3 issues that have come up and I am asking you if you want to recommend approval of this to the Board of Supervisors that we just clean up a few things in there. 

The first thing was a typo and that is all it was in regards to when people get a Administrative Variance they have a right to appeal if they don’t like our decision on it which they appeal to the Board of Adjustments and in one place they have 15 calendar days and in another place we require 15 working days. Bob said he cannot change it now as simple as that seems because he has already got the document out and it is already being reviewed, we would like have that changed to 15 working days for any Administrative decision that we make regarding a Temporary Use Permit, Use Permit, and Administrative Variance that we make them all the same. 
 
The second issue that was brought up by the Commission itself was regarding Section 104 (B) (1) and that is the regulations we had in there for the keeping of livestock, at the current time right now we have 5 or 6 different regulations for Single Family Residential zoning districts for the keeping of horses or keeping of livestock. The one I had selected to put in there was the most stringent one that we have, after it was in there I saw that there were mistakes number one there was a 100 feet setback from the rear property line and 30 feet from the other property line and that needs to be changed because of the minimum lot sizes we have in there on the half (1/2) acre in size because under those circumstances with the setbacks they couldn’t have a horse on their property. People can have a horse on a half-acre lot and they can have it and it will work perfectly fine and I ask that the 100 feet be change to 30 feet for the rear, front and side setbacks. There were other issues in there in Section (D) all domestic animals shall be kept and maintained in such a manner as to conform with all applicable State and County health requirements, we have the right to control nuisances and if they had odors or smells from the property then we had the right to go out to the property and take care of it.
(E) & (F) are in in regards of the number of livestock that can be kept on the property and (G) the keeping of domestic livestock shall require a minimum lot size of half an acre, we want to delete items E, F & G because it is all covered under item D.

Last issue is that we have two (2) areas in the code that deal with non-conformance we have a section that defines non-conformance allows if it is destroyed that you have you have 12 months to put it back and if you were established before the code that you were grandfathered in and then when we got to the signage portion under 103.8 (E) it contradicts this area and doesn’t allow the 12 months replacement and such. What we would like to do is delete items 4, 7 and 8 under 103.8 (E) under non-conforming signs and just go with the non-conforming section and keep it all consistent, this is a non-conformance the sign is a structure and no reason why we can’t look at it that way and we don’t need a separate signage in this section. We are going to narrow it down to no-conformance and signs, uses and structures all treated the same.

Mickie Nye as if there were any questions from the Commission and there were none so asked if there was a motion to be made. Jay Spehar made the motion to recommend to the Board of Supervisors that they approve changes to the Gila County Zoning ordinance as provided by staff with the following amendments.

1. Appeals for any Administrative permits to the Board of Adjustments should be filed within 15 working days.

1. Section 104 (B) (1) shall be amended by deleting the regulation for the 100 foot setback and have all setback requirements set at 30 feet, and

1. Delete items E, F and G as we already have the ability to deal with nuisances in item D. 

1. Eliminate items #4, #7 and #8 under section 103.8 (E) for non-conformance signage.


Dawn Brunson second (2nd ) the motion, and Mickie asked if there was any discussion and there were
none, so it was unanimously approved by the Commission.


  
1. Jack Larimore made the motion to adjourn the meeting and Lori Brown second (2nd) it and it was unanimously voted to adjourn at 10:37 am.
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