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PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MEETING 
MEETING MINUTES
AUGUST 1, 2016 
1. CALL TO ORDER

Meeting was called to order at 6:30 P.M.

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

3. ROLL CALL
Present		Chair Tim Trosper			 
	Present 	Vice Chair Jenna Reilly
Absent 		Commissioner Michael Hernandez	 
Present 	Commissioner Nathan Barrett		
Present 	Commissioner Lee Cornelison	
Present 	Commissioner Cathy Maghran		 
Absent 		Commissioner Ken Woodward	

4.	APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES FOR PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MEETING OF MAY 2, 2016.

	Vice Chair Reilly made the motion to accept minutes as presented; Commissioner Barrett 2nd the motion. MOTION CARRIED 5:0

5.	CALL TO THE AUDIENCE 
At this time, any member of the public is allowed to address the Commission on 	any issue not already on tonight’s agenda. Pursuant to the Arizona Meeting Law, the speaker’s comments may not be considered, discussed or even answered by the Commission at this meeting, but may, at the discretion of the Commission, be placed on a future agenda for discussion/action.

No one came forward.

6.	PUBLIC HEARING: A request for a Type III Conditional Use Permit for a 78-foot tall monopine wireless communication facility at 18105 S. I-19 Frontage Road. The project includes a new wireless communication tower camouflaged to look like a pine tree and ground equipment that will be housed within a 6-foot tall masonry wall enclosure. The request also includes two waiver requests which would allow the Tower to exceed the maximum height allowed in a residential zone and to not have to provide the required landscaping. (SA9-16-00001)

	Chairman Trosper opened the public hearing.

	Planning and Building Planner, Dylan Parry, gave a presentation and presented his staff report for the proposed application mentioned above.  

	Rob Jones with SBA/Wavelength Management, on behalf of Verizon Wireless, made a presentation to the Commission and noted that he was willing to answer all questions from the Commission and public.
	
	Vice Chair Reilly expressed concern over the waiver request to not have the required landscaping. Applicant, Mr. Jones, stated that the waiver was requested because the surrounding property to the tower is vacant and didn’t see the need to fill in the area. The applicant then stated that they were fine with cancelling the waivers and would put in the landscaping and reduce the height.
	
	Commissioner Cornelison questioned if other carriers’ antennas would camouflage or stand out on the tower and if the additional antennas would interfere with items in neighboring resident’s homes. Mr. Jones responded that he has seen antennas that camouflage very well and do not stand out. Mr. Jones also referenced that all aspects of the proposed tower are within the allowable ratings of the Federal Communications Commission.

	Commissioner Maghran asked if any sound would be emitted from the tower. Mr. Jones responded that there would be no sound. A generator and an air conditioning unit will be located on site as part of the tower equipment, and the sound emitted from those items is very quiet and not noticeable.

	Vice Chair Reilly asked about the upkeep of the landscaping and who would be responsible. Director More responded that the Town Code does require installation of an irrigation system and property maintenance for the landscaping. If any of the landscaping were to die, replacement of the landscaping would be required like for like.

	Chair Trosper invited the public to speak at this time.

	Jack Walls, resident in the Valle Verde del Norte subdivision, who spoke in opposition of the tower, was concerned where the water for the irrigation would come from. Mr. Walls asked if the applicant would build a well. Mr. Walls shared some insight on a health article on cell phone towers and is personally against the tower and also against the appearance of the tower in the specified location.

	Sherry McGriff, resident in the Valle Verde del Norte subdivision, spoke in opposition to the tower and shared her concerned that the property would not be kept up to the standards. Surrounding properties don’t keep up with their property maintenance and with no one on site to maintain the property, Ms. McGriff feels that the tower will add an eyesore to the area. Ms. McGriff also shared that health concerns and not enough information on how they affect our health make her feel uneasy and brought print outs of some articles she found online. Ms. McGriff also brought two letters from two fellow residents from the Valle Verde del Norte subdivision in opposition to the cell phone tower placement.

Davida Smith-Zanin, property owner of the property east of the proposed tower site, spoke in opposition of the tower and her concern is the irrigation needed for the landscaping. Ms. Smith-Zanin is 1/12 well rights owner and on the well water board for the shared well amongst the surrounding parcels. The proposed site is extremely overdue on payments and access to the water has been disconnected. Ms. Smith-Zanin has not been contacted regarding water use for the proposed tower. Ms. Smith Zanin currently rents her property and feels that the tower will create an eyesore. Her feeling is that this eyesore could possibly hinder her future plans to sell the property. 

Charlene Fleck, resident of Valle Verde del Norte, spoke in opposition of the tower and her concern is the height of the tower and how stable it would be in the case that it fell over and cause the only entrance in and out of the neighborhood to be inaccessible.

Becky Place, resident of Valle Verde del Norte, spoke in opposition of the tower and quoted section LU 4.3 of the General Plan: “Promote new development that is compatible with existing land uses…” The area is residential and not commercial.

Chairman Trosper asked the applicant if he would like to address the water and tower stability issues.

Mr. Jones addressed the public’s questions and concerns. Mr. Jones stated that the water bill would be paid for the irrigation usage. With respect to the health concerns, Mr. Jones stated that the tower is within the allowed FCC frequencies and power ratings. Addressing the stability of the tower, Mr. Jones stated that the tower would go through the proper permitting practices and has sufficient engineering. He also stated that towers are required to meet strenuous tests.

	Chairman Trosper asked the applicant if a neighborhood meeting was conducted or if the neighborhood was informed in any other way.

	Mr. Jones stated that the required signage was posted and would meet with the neighbors and try to work to ease their concerns. After speaking with his client, Mr. Jones stated that they would like to cancel the waiver request and abide by the landscape design standards and height requirement in order to move forward.

	The applicant was asked if other locations were looked at for possible tower sites. Mr. Jones stated that this area was essential and provided the best service. 

	Chairman Trosper suggested a few other sites around Town, but the applicant stated that those areas were already serviced by other towers or the suggested areas would not provide the full amount of frequency and not serve the areas well.

	Ms. McGiff asked if the Parque los Arroyos wasn’t a considered location. Mr. Jones stated that a previous research showed that the park location did not work and was also not allowed by the Parks Department. Director More responded that the Parks and Recreation department is not opposed to cell towers and policy is that they have to be incorporated into structures at the park. It might have been a possibility that there were no usable structures at the park for the cell tower.

	The applicant was asked about the length of construction time and if it would block the only entrance to the neighborhood. Mr. Jones responded that the estimated build time is 45 days and would not obstruct the entrance. The tower would be an unmanned facility and technicians stop by twice a month for a few minutes at a time to monitor the site.

	Chairman Trosper stated that the staff report has the request of two waivers and mentioned nothing of a continuance or written withdrawal of waiver requests.

	Vice Chair Reilly made the motion for a continuance to the September meeting so the applicant can conduct a neighborhood meeting and revise or change any of the proposed request. Commissioner Maghran 2nd the motion. MOTION CARRIED 4:1, Chairman Trosper opposed.

7.	MEETING START TIME:  The Commission will determine whether to approve a proposal to start Planning and Zoning Commission regular meetings at 6:00 pm.

	All present Commissioners were in agreement with the meeting start time of 6:00 P.M. A note prior to the meeting was received from Commissioner Woodward in support of the time change.

	MOTION CARRIED 6:0

8.	PLANNING & BUILDING DIRECTOR’S REPORT
	
Planning and Zoning Manager, Anna Casadei, is working on the overall editing to the sign code.
Three plats were approved by Council in June.
Three plats currently in review.
Circle K in building plan review
American Southwest Credit Union building next to Safeway.
Bank of American remodeling bathrooms for ADA compliance.
The Corner at Rancho Sahuarita is in development plan review for 5-6 commercial buildings.
The Mayor and Council continued the electronic message sign amendment for clarification of one sentence in the code.

9.	PLANNING COMMISSIONERS ANNOUNCEMENTS AND REPORTS 
	None

10.	FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS
	None

11.	ADJOURNMENT
Meeting was adjourned at 7:45 P.M.



