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AGENDA FOR REGULAR BOARD MEETING
Tuesday, February 14, 2012 at 10:00 AM

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS HEARING ROOM
1415 MELODY LANE, BUILDING G, BISBEE, AZ 85603

ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS OPEN FOR DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

THE ORDER OR DELETION OF ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO MODIFICATION AT THE MEETING

ROLL CALL  
Members of the Cochise County Board of Supervisors will attend either in person or by telephone, video or internet conferencing. 

 Note that some attachments may be updated after the agenda is published. This means that some
presentation materials displayed at the Board meeting may differ slightly from the attached version.

           

CONSENT
 

Board of Supervisors
 

1. Approve the Minutes of the regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of January 24, 2012.
 

2. Approve appointment for the Planning and Zoning Commission of Mr. Jasper Sanger,
representing District 1, for a four-year term ending December 31, 2016 and Mr. Shawn Wales,
representing District 3, for a four-year term ending December 31, 2016.

 

Community Development
 

3. Approve an Intergovernmental Agreement between the St. David Fire District and Cochise
County for Highway and Public Works Projects.

 

4. Approve the Amended Final Plat for the Kings Ranch at Coronado Subdivision to reflect new
Ownership and Assurance Agreement, to change the name from Kings Ranch Estates; to
dedicate the roadways to the public; and to accept approximately 10 acres for stormwater
detention and recharge facilities.
 

 

 



           

County Attorney
 

5. Approve the proposed settlement of the tax appeal in Kenneth A. Wendt Sr. v. Cochise County,
Tax Case No. ST2011-000570 (Assessor parcel No. 106-25-010E), now pending in the Arizona
Tax Court, a division of the Superior Court of and for Maricopa County.

 

6. Approve the proposed settlement of the tax appeal in David Ian Clark and Meiko Hara Clark v.
Cochise County, ST2011-000630, now pending in Arizona Tax Court, a division of the Superior
Court of and for Maricopa County.

 

7. Approve the proposed settlement of the tax appeal in Gary L. Sanders and Evadean Sanders
v. Cochise County, Tax Appeal Case No. ST2011-000453 (Assessor parcel no. 104-02-053),
now pending in the Arizona Tax Court, a division of the Superior Court of and for Maricopa
County.

 

8. Approve the proposed settlement of the tax appeal in Equity Trust Company v. Cochise
County, ST2011-000496, now pending in Arizona Tax Court, a division of the Superior Court of
and for Maricopa County.

 

County Sheriff
 

9. Approve the Work and Financial Plan, Agreement Number 12-73-04-0228-RA, between
Cochise County and the U.S. Department of Agriculture Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service, Wildlife Services, pursuant to the existing Cooperative Service Agreement No.
09-73-04-0228-RA, to assign a Wildlife Specialist to Cochise County for predator and disease
control for the term of July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013 at a cost of $38,364.

 

Finance
 

10. Approve demands and budget amendments for operating transfers.
 

Fleet
 

11. Approve the award of Invitation for Bids (IFB) No. 12-11-FMD-04 to Lawley Motors LLC for the
purchase of five Chevrolet Silverado 4WD Crew Cab Trucks for the Fleet Management
Department in the amount of $145,112 plus applicable tax.

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS
 

Community Development
 

12. Adopt Zoning Ordinance 12-02 to approve Docket R-11-06, amending Article 17 of the Cochise
County Zoning Regulations regarding our Lot Development Administrative Modification process.

 

13. Adopt Zoning Ordinance 12-03 to approve Docket R-11-07, amending Article 4 of the Cochise
County Zoning Regulations regarding areas designated by the Comprehensive Plan as
Neighborhood Rehabilitation (NR) and Enterprise Redevelopment (ER).

 

14. Adopt Zoning Ordinance 12-04 to approve Docket R-11-09, amending Section 2003 of the
Cochise County Zoning Regulations pertaining to identifying or verifying Legal
Nonconformances or "grandfathered" uses.

 

 



           

ACTION
 

Community Development
 

15. Approve an Intergovernmental Agreement between Pima County and Cochise County for Road
Maintenance of San Pedro River Road (an extension of Cascabel Road) for approximately nine
miles to the Pima-Pinal County line, effective upon execution by both parties and effective for
five years.

 

Human Resources
 

16. Adopt Resolution 12-01 to approve a revised Cochise County Human Resources Policy
Manual set forth in Exhibit A, rescind previously adopted Human Resources Policies listed in
Exhibit B, and approve amendments to the Cochise County Merit System Rules thereby
amending the policies listed in Exhibit C; all changes to be effective April 1, 2012.

 

Procurement
 

17. Approve change order requests in the not to exceed amount of $32,988 to Concord General
Contracting for design changes and an additional 10 days work for completion of the Douglas
Government Center Construction Project as outlined in attached Change Order Requests #24
and 28.

 

STATE & FEDERAL LEGISLATION
 

18. Discussion and possible action regarding state and federal legislative matters, including but not
limited to the items in the attached agenda.

County Supervisors Association Legislative Policy Committee Agenda for February 10,
2012 (see attached)

 

REPORT BY MICHAEL J. ORTEGA, COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR  -- RECENT AND PENDING
COUNTY MATTERS

 

CALL TO THE PUBLIC
 

This is the time for the public to comment. Members of the Board may not discuss items that are not
specifically identified on the agenda.   
 

 

SUMMARY OF CURRENT EVENTS
 

Report by District 1 Supervisor, Patrick Call
 

Report by District 2 Supervisor, Ann English
 

Report by District 3 Supervisor, Richard Searle
 

 



Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), Cochise County does not, by reason of a disability, exclude from
participation in or deny benefits or services, programs or activities or discriminate against any qualified person with a disability.

Inquiries regarding compliance with ADA provisions, accessibility or accommodations can be directed to Chris Mullinax,
Safety/Loss Control Analyst at (520) 432-9720, FAX (520) 432-9716, TDD (520) 432-8360, 1415 Melody Lane, Building F,

Bisbee, Arizona 85603. 

Cochise County - 1415 Melody Lane, Building G - Bisbee, Arizona 85603
(520) 432-9200 - Fax (520) 432-5016 - Email: board@cochise.az.gov

www.cochise.az.gov

"PUBLIC PROGRAMS, PERSONAL SERVICE"

 

http://www.cochise.az.gov


   

    Consent      1.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

Minutes
Submitted By: Arlethe Rios, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: 
Document Signatures: # of ORIGINALS

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a TITLE 
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n/a
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Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the Minutes of the regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of January 24, 2012.

Background:
Minutes

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Signed minutes routed for processing and posted on the internet.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
n/a

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Send to the Recorder's Office for microfiche purposes.

Attachments
Minutes
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE COCHISE COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
REGULAR BOARD MEETING HELD 0N 

TUESDAY, JANUARY 24, 2012 
 
A regular board meeting of the Cochise County Board of Supervisors was held on Tuesday, January 24, 2012 at 
10:00 a.m. in the Board of Supervisors’ Hearing Room, 1415 Melody Lane, Building G, Bisbee, Arizona.  In 
attendance were Richard Searle, Chairman; Patrick Call, Vice-Chairman; Ann English, Supervisor; Michael Ortega, 
County Administrator; Jim Vlahovich, Deputy County Administrator, Dave Fifer, Deputy County Attorney; and Katie 
Howard, Clerk of the Board.  
 
Chairman Searle called the meeting to order at 10:00 a.m.   
 
ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS OPEN FOR DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION  
  
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
THE ORDER OR DELETION OF ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO MODIFICATION AT THE 
MEETING 
  
ROLL CALL – All three supervisors present 
 
CONSENT 
 
Board of Supervisors 
1.  Approve the Minutes of the regular meeting of the Board of January 10, 2012. 
  
Community Development 
2.  Adopt Zoning Ordinance 12-01, to approve Docket Z-11-02 rezoning parcels 301-42-116A; 301-42-140, 141, 142, 
143, 147A, and 151A from TR-36 to RU-4, pursuant to the application by Thomas Zerkle. 
 
3.  Acknowledge satisfaction of obligation for recorded Development Agreement executed in October 2007 and fully 
completed in April 2011. 
 
4.  Approve a comment letter intended for the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) regarding that agency's Solar 
Energy Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS). 
  
County Attorney 
5.  Authorize the Arizona Attorney General’s Office to represent Cochise County in all tax appeal litigation of centrally 
assessed property for tax years 2011 and 2012. This would include, but not be limited to cases filed by Cable One Inc 
and Sulphur Springs Valley Electric Co-op. 
  
County Sheriff 
6.  Approve contract number 2012-DOJ-015(2011) from the Governor's Office of Highway Safety which provides the 
Sheriff's Office with $5,000 in overtime and equipment costs to conduct underage alcohol enforcement and education 
with a grant period of June 1, 2011 to December 31, 2012. 
 
Finance  
7.  Approve demands and budget amendments for operating transfers.  
 
Warrant No. 54811-54835, 54869-54891, 55024-55064 and 55067-55193 were issued in the amount of 
$1,161.787.77. 
 
Pursuant to A.R.S. §11-217(C), the published minutes shall include all demands and warrants approved by the Board 
in excess of one thousand dollars except that multiple demands and warrants from a single supplier or individual 
under one thousand dollars whose cumulative total exceeds one thousand dollars in a single reporting period shall 
also be published. Issued warrants are listed as an attachment at the end of the minutes.  

Issued warrants are listed as an attachment at the end of the minutes 

 
Health 
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8.  Approve Contractor Identity Specimen Collection Agreement, between the Laboratory Corporation of America 
(LabCorp) and Cochise Health & Social Services, for a specified fee of $13/collection occurring at Health offices 
around Cochise County. 
 
Vice-Chairman Call made a motion to approve items 1-8 of the Consent Agenda. Supervisor English seconded the 
motion and it carried unanimously.                                                                            
 
ACTION 
 
Community Development 
9.  Approve Intergovernmental Agreement 11-037 between the State of Arizona and Cochise County for drainage and 
realignment improvements on Davis Road. 
 
Supervisor English made a motion to approve Intergovernmental Agreement 11-037 between the State of Arizona 
and Cochise County for drainage and realignment improvements on Davis Road. Vice-Chairman Call seconded the 
motion. 
 
Ms. Karen Lamberton, Transportation Planner, presented this item using a PowerPoint presentation. Ms. Lamberton 
explained that this was originally a congressional earmark that became available to the County in 2003, with an IGA 
developed in 2009.  She gave the details of the IGA: this is the third of three IGAs that is $2.375 million primarily for 
milepost 9.9 on Davis Road. It is the most significant of the drainage realignment projects and staff is recommending 
approval. Ms. Lamberton also explained the earmark process. 
 
Chairman Searle called for the vote and it carried 3-0. 
 
CALL TO THE PUBLIC    
 
Chairman Searle opened the Call to the Public.  
 
Mr. Jack Cook addressed the Board on matters of personal concern. 
 
No one else wished to address the Board and Chairman Searle closed the Call to the Public. 
 
STATE & FEDERAL LEGISLATION 
Discussion and possible action regarding state and federal legislative matters, including but not limited to the items in 
the attached agenda. 
 
County Supervisors Association Legislative Policy Committee Agenda for January 20, 2012 (see attached) 
 
Mr. Ortega reported that the prisoner shift is still on the table, but not in the Governor’s budget; if it goes away would 
reduce projected costs by $1.1million.  Senator Griffin is working on a couple of legislation items suggested by 
Cochise County: the costs of sex offenders/fees and the county highway designation.  He said the state is in better 
shape than expected, which may result in a smaller hit than previous years. 
 
Supervisor English mentioned a couple of AACo bills:  HB2411 requiring elected officials’ to take a drug test. AACo is 
opposed to the criminal trial jury for justice courts; the bill requiring federal law enforcement officers to notify the 
County Sheriff before taking law enforcement actions; and the consolidation of elections. She said one thing that 
affects us is the Class 3 fixes/homeowner’s rebate on taxes – looking at addresses on tax bills to determine if they 
are owner-occupied; out-of-county addresses and how to count parcels.  Also, according to AACO, Representative 
Cavanaugh wants inmate shift to become a part of the budget process versus being a bill that can be voted on.  
 
Mr. Ortega said HB2411 is sponsored by Stephens, Antenori, Griffin and Shooter. 
 
REPORT BY MICHAEL J. ORTEGA, COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR -- RECENT AND PENDING 
COUNTY MATTERS 
 
Mr. Ortega made no report. 
 
SUMMARY OF CURRENT EVENTS BY BOARD MEMBERS  
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REPORT BY SUPERVISOR PAT CALL, DISTRICT NO. 1 
Vice-Chairman Call said he will be attending the Water Resources Development Commission Legislative Working 
Group on Monday, January 30th regarding recommendations to the legislature for water use in the state of Arizona 
and also the Board Retreat on Tuesday, January 31st. 
 
REPORT BY SUPERVISOR ANN ENGLISH, DISTRICT NO. 2  
Supervisor English reported that she will be attending the County Supervisors Association (CSA) Legislative 
reception tomorrow and the meeting the following day. 
 
REPORT BY SUPERVISOR RICHARD SEARLE, DISTRICT NO. 3 
Chairman Searle said he attended the International Boundary Water Commission meeting last week in Rio Rico 
regarding the e-coli situation on the San Pedro.   
 
Chairman Searle adjourned the meeting at 10:16 a.m. 
 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
Richard Searle, Chairman 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________________ 
Katie Howard, Clerk of the Board 
 

((SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION IS AVAILABLE AT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ OFFICE) at (520) 432-
9200, FAX (520) 432-5016, TDD (520) 432-8360, 1415 Melody Lane, Building G, Bisbee, Arizona 85603. 
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Cochise Co. Demands 1.24.12 
54644 01/05/2012 Apria Healthcare, Inc. $192.72 
54645 01/05/2012 AZ Inpatient Medicine Associates $142.69 
54646 01/05/2012 AZ World Express $18.86 
54647 01/05/2012 Benson Hospital Corporation $29.19 
54648 01/05/2012 Carondelet Health Care Corp $35.48 
54649 01/05/2012 Carondelet Specialist Group, Inc. $1.32 
54650 01/05/2012 Community Healthcare of Douglas, Inc. $568.65 
54651 01/05/2012 Crane Medical Transportation $501.76 
54652 01/05/2012 Evangelical Lutheran Good Samaritan Society $3,820.50 
54653 01/05/2012 GAMBRO Healthcare-Sierra Vista $1,785.78 
54654 01/05/2012 Hospitalists of AZ $31.94 
54655 01/05/2012 KeyaMed Inc. $75.22 
54656 01/05/2012 La Solana Care and Rehab, Inc. $60.72 
54657 01/05/2012 Radiologists of Sierra Vista $28.02 
54658 01/05/2012 Renal Care Associates $28.12 
54659 01/05/2012 RF Eye PC dba Cochise Eye & Laser $50.70 
54660 01/05/2012 Sierra Vista Regional Health Center $645.00 
54661 01/05/2012 Susini, Laurence, MD PC $5.52 
54662 01/05/2012 Tucson Medical Center $824.16 
54663 01/05/2012 University Physicians Hospital at Kino $1,144.41 
54664 01/05/2012 Urological Associates / Southern AZ $170.93 
54665 01/04/2012 JP Morgan Chase  $212,857.13 
54666 01/04/2012 Ambrose, Adam $208.00 
54667 01/04/2012 AZ Public Service (APS) $32,701.93 
54668 01/04/2012 AZ Public Service (APS) $1,310.33 
54669 01/04/2012 Bella Vista Water Company-Liberty Water $1,063.80 
54670 01/04/2012 Bisbee Observer  $102.71 
54671 01/04/2012 Bisbee Observer  $114.73 
54672 01/04/2012 Bowie Water Improvement District $39.79 
54673 01/04/2012 Cable One $99.95 
54674 01/04/2012 Calvert, Ernestine $150.00 
54675 01/04/2012 CenturyLink $2,299.95 
54676 01/04/2012 CenturyLink $22.57 
54677 01/04/2012 CenturyLink $67.81 
54678 01/04/2012 Cochise County Farmers Association $3,674.85 
54679 01/04/2012 Douglas, City of $207.23 
54680 01/04/2012 Douglas, City of $166.59 
54681 01/04/2012 Elfrida Water Improvement $27.86 
54682 01/04/2012 Elkins, Martha R $260.00 
54683 01/04/2012 Galvez, Juan $150.00 
54684 01/04/2012 Graves, Brigitte $150.00 
54685 01/04/2012 Morris, Patricia $150.00 
54686 01/04/2012 Southwest Gas Corporation $2,758.17 
54687 01/04/2012 Sparkletts $91.50 
54688 01/04/2012 Sulphur Springs Valley Elec Coop, Inc. $2,894.39 
54689 01/04/2012 Sulphur Springs Valley Elec Coop, Inc. $278.17 
54690 01/04/2012 Sulphur Springs Valley Elec Coop, Inc. $556.10 
54691 01/04/2012 Valley Telephone Cooperative, Inc. $1,974.88 
54692 01/04/2012 Verizon Wireless  $57.15 
54693 01/04/2012 Verizon Wireless  $120.29 
54694 01/04/2012 Waste Mmgt of AZ- Sierra Vista Hauling $196.98 
54695 01/04/2012 Waste Mmgt of AZ- Sierra Vista Hauling $210.97 
54696 01/04/2012 Willcox, City of $1,965.88 
54697 01/04/2012 Willcox, City of $763.57 
54698 01/04/2012 Campbell, Ken $50.00 
54699 01/04/2012 Robbs, Floyd $227.45 
54700 01/05/2012 323.TV, LLC $9,474.00 
54701 01/05/2012 A.L.E.R.T.AZ Law Enforcement Radar  
  Technology $1,420.67 
54702 01/05/2012 ACE Hardware - Bisbee $294.46 
54703 01/05/2012 Adamson, Bruce $100.00 
54704 01/05/2012 Aqua Life $13.50 
54705 01/05/2012 ARAMARK Services, Inc. $40,479.90 
54706 01/05/2012 AZ Department of Corrections - Douglas $29.75 
54707 01/05/2012 AZ Department of Corrections - Douglas $1,591.61 
54708 01/05/2012 AZ Public Service (APS) $1,760.95 
54709 01/05/2012 AZ State Prison Complex - Fort Grant $165.00 
54710 01/05/2012 AZ State Prison Complex - Fort Grant $66.45 
54711 01/05/2012 AZ State Prison Complex - Fort Grant $378.78 
54712 01/05/2012 AZ State Prison Complex - Fort Grant $210.00 
54713 01/05/2012 AZ Supreme Court $400.00 
54714 01/05/2012 Ascent Aviation Group, Inc. $349.01 
54715 01/05/2012 B & D Lumber & Hardware $228.02 
54716 01/05/2012 Benson, City of $35.64 
54717 01/05/2012 Bisbee, City of (Ambulance) $974.79 
54718 01/05/2012 Bissell, Morningstar  $25.65 

 
54719 01/05/2012 Brady, Ruth N. $100.00 
54720 01/05/2012 Braun, Paulina $200.00 
54721 01/05/2012 Central Alarm Inc $528.00 
54722 01/05/2012 CenturyLink $108.49 
54723 01/05/2012 CenturyLink $585.82 
54724 01/05/2012 CenturyLink $59.57 
54725 01/05/2012 CenturyLink $155.22 
54726 01/05/2012 CenturyLink $528.99 
54727 01/05/2012 CenturyLink $253.88 
54728 01/05/2012 CenturyLink $24.12 
54729 01/05/2012 Certified Folder Display Services, Inc. $420.00 
54730 01/05/2012 Cochise Enterprises, LLC $6,848.00 
54731 01/05/2012 Cochise Private Industry Councel $32,743.00 
54732 01/05/2012 Compass Health Care, Inc. $2,550.00 
54733 01/05/2012 Copper Queen Community Hospital $8,925.98 
54734 01/05/2012 Copper Queen Community Hospital $581.00 
54735 01/05/2012 Copper Queen Community Hospital $446.82 
54736 01/05/2012 Copper Queen Community Hospital $343.87 
54737 01/05/2012 Copygraphix Inc. $125.00 
54738 01/05/2012 Crowell, Pat $12.08 
54739 01/05/2012 Desert Hawk Publications, Inc. $1,200.00 
54740 01/05/2012 Dobson, Donna J. $240.80 
54741 01/05/2012 Elledge, Karl D. $75.00 
54742 01/05/2012 Estes Express Lines $117.00 
54743 01/05/2012 Farmers Investment Co. $1,758.50 
54744 01/05/2012 Federal Express Corporation $23.31 
54745 01/05/2012 Federal Express Corporation $8.89 
54746 01/05/2012 Federal Express Corporation $32.43 
54747 01/05/2012 Frank's Fix It Shop $10.00 
54748 01/05/2012 Frank's Fix It Shop $37.00 
54749 01/05/2012 Frank's Fix It Shop $63.00 
54750 01/05/2012 Frank's Fix It Shop $43.00 
54751 01/05/2012 Gilligan, Judith $50.40 
54752 01/05/2012 Granite Construction Company $2,187.66 
54753 01/05/2012 Kathy N. Bell, N.P. $1,200.00 
54754 01/05/2012 Keefe Supply Company $4,897.54 
54755 01/05/2012 LightSquared LP $244.47 
54756 01/05/2012 Long, Jerrod D.  DDS $789.00 
54757 01/05/2012 Madden Preprint Media $1,730.00 
54758 01/05/2012 MGM Associates, Inc. $557.11 
54759 01/05/2012 Network Infrastructure Corporation  $127,459.87 
54760 01/05/2012 Presidio Distribution $75.00 
54761 01/05/2012 Pro Petroleum, Inc. $20,336.68 
54762 01/05/2012 Radiologists of Sierra Vista $26.37 
54763 01/05/2012 Safeguard Business Systems $265.94 
54764 01/05/2012 SHI International Corp. $356.86 
54765 01/05/2012 SHI International Corp. $1,070.57 
54766 01/05/2012 Sierra Vista Regional Health Center $55.00 
54767 01/05/2012 Smith, Alan $200.00 
54768 01/05/2012 Stericycle Inc. $235.44 
54769 01/05/2012 Sulphur Springs Valley Elec Coop, Inc. $721.92 
54770 01/05/2012 SWCA Environmental Consultants $269.99 
54771 01/05/2012 SWEA, P.C. $145.36 
54772 01/05/2012 Thompson West - West Payment Center $110.20 
54773 01/05/2012 Thompson West - West Payment Center $200.74 
54774 01/05/2012 U.S. Healthworks Medical Group of AZ, PC $99.00 
54775 01/05/2012 UniFirst Corporation $812.42 
54776 01/05/2012 United Fire Equipment Co $746.17 
54777 01/05/2012 UPS Store $50.46 
54778 01/05/2012 Urological Associates / Southern AZ $172.80 
54779 01/05/2012 Valley Security Service, Inc. $75.00 
54780 01/05/2012 Verhelst Recovery House $900.00 
54781 01/05/2012 Verizon Wireless  $22.64 
54782 01/05/2012 West Group $2,272.57 
54783 01/05/2012 Willcox Rock & Sand Inc. $2,694.66 
54784 01/05/2012 Zumar Industries Inc $3,344.40 
54785 01/05/2012 AZ Fiduciaries Association, Inc. $75.00 
54786 01/05/2012 AZDirver.com $100.00 
54787 01/05/2012 Bonham, Marsha $10.00 
54788 01/05/2012 Brt, James $39.51 
54789 01/05/2012 Cochise County Justice Court #4 $10.00 
54790 01/05/2012 Cutright, Travis $27.46 
54791 01/05/2012 Fifer, David C. $22.00 
54792 01/05/2012 Hernandez, Luis $700.00 
54793 01/05/2012 Hunter, Jackie Lynn $33.00 
54794 01/05/2012 Liepis, Melodie $40.00 
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54795 01/05/2012 McMahan, Jonathan $225.00 
54796 01/05/2012 Ryan, Collett $84.03 
54797 01/05/2012 Searle, Richard $1,297.52 
54798 01/05/2012 Acuna, Gloria $376.32 
54799 01/05/2012 Barker, Greg $30.80 
54800 01/05/2012 Berg, Nancy $145.32 
54801 01/05/2012 Eberwein, Gerald $1,191.61 
54802 01/05/2012 Evans, Michael B $185.25 
54803 01/05/2012 Evans, Michael B $51.00 
54804 01/05/2012 Evans, Michael B $75.00 
54805 01/05/2012 Honorable Trevor L. Ward $68.00 
54806 01/05/2012 Oertel, Brian $77.00 
54807 01/05/2012 Romero, Tracey $62.44 
54808 01/05/2012 Tamez, Marla $164.64 
54809 01/05/2012 Tomlinson, Cheryl $122.92 
54810 01/05/2012 Welch, Catherine $115.92 
54811 01/09/2012 Copygraphix Inc. $20,028.99 
54812 01/09/2012 Western Mental Health & Restoration  
  Services, LLC $130.00 
54813 01/12/2012 Apria Healthcare, Inc. $200.52 
54814 01/12/2012 AZ Family Care Associates (AFCA) $13.64 
54815 01/12/2012 Carondelet Health Care Corp $83.59 
54816 01/12/2012 Cochise County Dialysis & Kidney $27.84 
54817 01/12/2012 Cochise Ear Nose and Throat Associates $132.96 
54818 01/12/2012 Cochise Heart Center, PLLC $65.62 
54819 01/12/2012 Community Healthcare of Douglas, Inc. $1,889.30 
54820 01/12/2012 Elham Medical International $34.85 
54821 01/12/2012 Emergency Surgical Services of AZ, PLLC $5.38 
54822 01/12/2012 Family Medical Center, PLLC $137.99 
54823 01/12/2012 Gorman, Ike B. DPM $27.08 
54824 01/12/2012 Huether MD, Michael $47.79 
54825 01/12/2012 ManorCare Health Services (Tuscon) #488 $100.00 
54826 01/12/2012 Pima Pathologists $14.81 
54827 01/12/2012 Radiologists of Sierra Vista $15.46 
54828 01/12/2012 Radiology Ltd $8.68 
54829 01/12/2012 Renal Care Associates $39.66 
54830 01/12/2012 Sierra Vista Regional Health Center $410.12 
54831 01/12/2012 Sierra Vista Regional Health Center $39.79 
54832 01/12/2012 Standage, Gregg P. MD $19.79 
54833 01/12/2012 Susini, Laurence, MD PC $5.38 
54834 01/12/2012 Tucson Medical Center $160.27 
54835 01/12/2012 University Physicians, Inc. $5.32 
54836 01/11/2012 AOC Corrections Officer Retire $17,923.85 
54837 01/11/2012 AZ Department of Revenue $50.00 
54838 01/11/2012 Aron & Associates,P.C. $292.98 
54839 01/11/2012 Bursey & Associates, P.C. $252.65 
54840 01/11/2012 Citibank (South Dakota), N.A. $174.10 
54841 01/11/2012 CitiFinancial-Chandler $48.94 
54842 01/11/2012 Colonial Suppemental Insurance $51.63 
54843 01/11/2012 Correction Officers $12,286.15 
54844 01/11/2012 Correction Officers $250.53 
54845 01/11/2012 DCS $352.27 
54846 01/11/2012 DeConcini McDonald Yetwin $244.71 
54847 01/11/2012 General Revenue Corporation $234.85 
54848 01/11/2012 GMAC, c/o Jennifer A. Christie $20.33 
54849 01/11/2012 Guglielmo, Paul D. $351.37 
54850 01/11/2012 JP Morgan Chase $975,946.22 
54851 01/11/2012 JP Morgan Chase  $39,443.33 
54852 01/11/2012 JP Morgan Chase  $316,909.47 
54853 01/11/2012 NACO West $26,945.40 
54854 01/11/2012 National Bank $5,954.55 
54855 01/11/2012 Opal Financial, LLC $214.87 
54856 01/11/2012 Public Safety Retirement Syst $16,975.84 
54857 01/11/2012 Public Safety Retirement Syst $57,341.95 
54858 01/11/2012 Public Safety Retirement Syst $222.83 
54859 01/11/2012 Public Safety Retirement Syst $758.56 
54860 01/11/2012 Seidberg Law Offices, P.C. $340.59 
54861 01/11/2012 Seidberg Law Offices, P.C. $313.82 
54862 01/11/2012 Support Payment Clearinghouse $6,663.07 
54863 01/11/2012 TIAA-CREF as agent for JPMorgan Chase $1,486.00 
54864 01/11/2012 U.S. Department of Education $159.91 
54865 01/11/2012 United States Treasury $100.00 
54866 01/11/2012 United States Treasury $789.76 
54867 01/11/2012 United Way $95.00 
54868 01/11/2012 Westlake Services, Inc. $216.36 
54869 01/11/2012 AZ Public Service (APS) $4,345.94 
54870 01/11/2012 AZ Water Company $114.47 

54871 01/11/2012 AZ Water Company $613.01 
54872 01/11/2012 Benson, City of $291.58 
54873 01/11/2012 Bisbee Observer  $39.10 
54874 01/11/2012 Bisbee, City of $7,037.31 
54875 01/11/2012 Bowie Water Improvement District $79.58 
54876 01/11/2012 CenturyLink $5,881.84 
54877 01/11/2012 CenturyLink $4,349.45 
54878 01/11/2012 CenturyLink $58.28 
54879 01/11/2012 Douglas, City of $50.25 
54880 01/11/2012 Sierra Vista Herald/Bisbee Daily Review $86.28 
54881 01/11/2012 Southwest Disposal LC $68.37 
54882 01/11/2012 Southwest Gas Corporation $583.56 
54883 01/11/2012 Sparkletts $27.00 
54884 01/11/2012 Sparkletts $128.20 
54885 01/11/2012 Sprint $29.40 
54886 01/11/2012 Sulphur Springs Valley Elec Coop, Inc. $283.49 
54887 01/11/2012 Sulphur Springs Valley Elec Coop, Inc. $262.43 
54888 01/11/2012 Valley Telephone Cooperative, Inc. $469.60 
54889 01/11/2012 Valley Telephone Cooperative, Inc. $105.42 
54890 01/11/2012 Verizon Wireless  $174.21 
54891 01/11/2012 Willcox, City of $266.31 
54892 01/12/2012 AZ Department of Administration-Risk Mgmt $8,624.64 
54893 01/12/2012 JP Morgan Chase  $19.07 
55024 01/13/2012 Cochise Enterprises, LLC $6,876.41 
 



   

    Consent      2.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

Appoint Shawn Wales and Jasper Sanger to the Planning and Zoning Commission
Submitted By: Arlethe Rios, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: 
Document Signatures: # of ORIGINALS

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

na TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

na

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve appointment for the Planning and Zoning Commission of Mr. Jasper Sanger, representing
District 1, for a four-year term ending December 31, 2016 and Mr. Shawn Wales, representing District 3,
for a four-year term ending December 31, 2016.

Background:
The Planning and Zoning Commission consists of nine members, three members appointed by each
District Supervisor and residing in their respective Supervisorial District. Planning Commissioners serve
staggered four year terms and, as such, three Commissioners' terms expire each December 31st. On
December 31, 2011, the term of Districts 1 and 3 Planning Commissioners. District 1 Supervisor Pat Call
and District 3 Supervisor Richard Searle are recommending the above mentioned appointments of Mr.
Jasper Sanger and Mr. Shawn Wales respectively for a four-year term ending on December 31, 2016.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Send appointment letter, oath of office and opening meeting law (see BOS staff notes).

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
There will be a vacancy on the Planning Commission for Districts 1 and 3.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Please send Mr. Sanger and Mr. Wales the standard letter from the Board of Supervisor's Office affirming
his appointment along with an Oath of Office and Opening Meeting Laws and provide a copy to the
Planning Department. The Planning Department will send the appropriate By-Laws and training
materials.



   

    Consent      3.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

Approve an Intergovernmental Agreement between the St. David Fire District and Cochise County for
Highway and Public Works Projects
Submitted By: Carlos De La Torre, Community

Development
Department: Community Development

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

1

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Carlos A. De La Torre TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Community
Development
Director

Docket Number (If applicable): 
Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve an Intergovernmental Agreement between the St. David Fire District and Cochise County for
Highway and Public Works Projects.

Background:
The St. David Fire District has requested the assistance of Cochise County to mitigate road accessibility
problems to and from the St. David Fire Station.  Cochise County is not able to provide any assistance
to the St. David Fire Department without the execution of an Intergovernmental Agreement.  This
agreement will be the mechanisms that both the St. David Fire Department and Cochise County
will utilize to develop and implement projects.  

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Send a copy of the executed IGA to the St. David Fire District

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Cochise County will not be able to provide any assistance to the St. David Fire District

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Please return two (2) executed copies to the Community Development Department 

Attachments
2.14.12 Highway and Public Works Projects IGA w St David Fire District



INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
FOR

HIGHWAY AND PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into by and between Cochise County, a 
political subdivision (hereinafter called “the COUNTY”) and St. David Fire District, a 
political subdivision within Cochise County (hereinafter called “the Public Agency”) for 
the purpose of exercising their respective joint powers and contracting the services to 
complete paving and other public works projects.

WHEREAS, the COUNTY has available, on a limited basis, certain employees, 
equipment and materials through the Cochise County Highway and Floodplain 
Department which may be of significant benefit on various paving and public works 
projects of the Public Agency; and

WHEREAS, the cooperative use of COUNTY staff, equipment and materials for work 
on the Public Agency projects, when such resources are not scheduled for COUNTY 
projects, may be in the best interests of all citizens of Cochise County; and

WHEREAS, both the COUNTY and the Public Agency are in favor of maximizing the 
public benefit that can be derived from the cooperative use of public resources; and

WHEREAS, this AGREEMENT, contracting for certain services between governments, 
is authorized by A.R.S. § 11-951 et seq., A.R.S. § 41-2631 et seq., A.R.S. § 15-213, 
A.A.C. R7-2-1191 et seq., A.R.S. § 15-1444 and A.A.C. R7-1-505, as applicable,

IT IS HEREBY AGREED THAT:

1. Upon written request of the Public Agency, and subject to the provisions of 
this Agreement, the County shall make such COUNTY staff, equipment and materials, 
not otherwise required or scheduled for COUNTY projects, available to assist the Public 
Agency on paving or public works projects on Public Agency property. COUNTY staff 
and equipment shall generally be available only outside of the COUNTY’s regularly 
scheduled workweek, unless special arrangements are made for a particular project of 
exceptional importance. If, in the sole opinion of the Department Director, or his/her 
designee, the requested COUNTY staff, equipment or materials are not readily available 



2

to fulfill the request, the Public Agency shall be advised of this fact and the COUNTY 
shall have no further obligation regarding that request. The Department Director shall 
consider the following factors in making his/her determination as to the availability of 
COUNTY resources:

a. Type of project. Does the project benefit the County or a significant 
number of County residents? Generally, projects that involve 
improvements or maintenance of public roads or flood control/drainage 
facilities will be preferred over other types of projects.

b. Construction projects that exceed the statutory limits of A.R.S. § 34-201 
or A.R.S. § 48-3603.15 will be rejected. For the purposes of this policy, 
“construction”, “operation” and “maintenance” shall be defined 
consistently with the definitions of A.R.S. § 34-101.

Construction: Means the process of building, altering, repairing, 
improving, or demolishing any public structure or building or other 
public improvements of any kind to any public real property.
Construction does not include routine operation, routine repair or 
routine maintenance of and existing facility.

“Operation & Maintenance”: Includes only the routine operation, 
routine repair, or routine maintenance of existing facilities, structures, 
buildings or real property or demolition projects costing less than two 
hundred thousand dollars. This work will not significantly alter the size 
or shape of the existing improvement and, for roadways or drainage 
improvements, will not include any change in the type of existing 
surfacing.

c. Availability of adequate and skilled manpower to conduct the project.

d. Equipment requirements. Does the project involve the efficient use of 
County-owned equipment?

e. Mobilization requirements for the project. Does the department have the 
required equipment close by?

f. Are projects equitably distributed among entities and throughout the 
County? The Department will attempt to prevent a small group of 
participants from obtaining most of the benefits of this program and will 
attempt to provide these projects to those entities that may not have the 
resources to fund the projects by alternative means. The Department 
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will also attempt to provide opportunities for this work to Department 
employees throughout the County.

g. Projects should generally not involve more than 14 crew days of work 
or cost more than $50,000.

h. Potential for liability. In general, the County will not undertake projects 
with an entity that does not have the capacity to bear the liability 
associated with it or that may present a significant risk of liability to the 
County.

2. A request by the Public Agency to include a highway and/or public works 
project should be submitted to the Highway and Floodplain Department in writing by 
February 15th of each year for inclusion in the next fiscal year’s program. The 
Department Director will prepare his/her recommendations for the coming fiscal year and 
the Board of Supervisors will approve an annual IGA Work Plan during its budget 
process. Special or additional projects may be considered on a case by case basis during 
the year, resources permitting, if the Public Agency demonstrates exceptional 
circumstances that preclude the submittal of this project prior to this scheduling date. In 
such instances, the project shall require the recommendation of the Department Director 
and prior notification (with right of rejection) to the County Administrator and Board of 
Supervisors.

3. The Department Director, through his/her designated project manager, shall 
provide the Public Agency with a written estimate of the anticipated costs prior to the 
start of the project. The Public Agency must submit a written approval of this estimate 
and authorization to proceed before the work will begin. The Public Agency warrants and 
agrees that it will not use the estimate to drive down quotes from private contractors and 
will contract with the County only where private contracting is not reasonably available.
Breach of this provision is cause for the County to refuse or terminate a project.

4. During work on any such Public Agency project, COUNTY staff shall 
maintain their status as COUNTY employees, but shall perform under the direction and 
authority of the designated Public Agency supervisor. Notwithstanding the foregoing, an 
employee of either party shall be deemed to be an “employee” of both public agencies 
while performing pursuant to this agreement, for the purposes of A.R.S. § 23-1022 and 
the Arizona Workers’ Compensation laws. The primary employer shall be solely liable 
for any workers’ compensation benefits that may accrue. Each party shall post a notice 
pursuant to the provisions of A.R.S. § 23-906 in substantially the following form:

All employees are hereby further notified that they may be
required to work under the jurisdiction or control or within
the jurisdictional boundaries of another public agency
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pursuant to an intergovernmental agreement or contract, and
under such circumstances they are deemed by the laws of
Arizona to be employees of both public agencies for the
purposes of workers’ compensation.

5. The Department Director, or his/her designee, reserves the right to terminate 
COUNTY work on any particular project immediately if, in his/her opinion, the work 
poses any undue risk of harm to persons or property, is not being carried out in 
conformance with generally accepted standards or is not in compliance with applicable 
laws or regulations. The designated project supervisor for the County shall retain the 
authority to take such actions as may be necessary to protect the health and safety of 
County employees and to maintain and preserve County equipment. The Public Agency 
shall retain the full responsibility for compliance with all of the laws and regulations that 
may be applicable to the performance of the subject project on the Public Agency’s 
property, including responsibility for obtaining any necessary permits and complying 
with its own procurement rules, unless the COUNTY has expressly agreed, in writing, to 
assume the responsibility for any specific portion of these requirements.

6. The Public Agency shall reimburse the COUNTY for the COUNTY’S 
performance by the payment of the total cost for the following components of this work:

a. COUNTY employee labor costs will be based on one and one half times 
each employee’s regular County pay rate. This labor costs shall include 
benefits and all other related costs actually incurred by the COUNTY 
for this work; 

b. Equipment costs, to be billed at the rate paid by the County; including 
the full costs for all fuel and replacement parts including components 
consumed by or expended on the work on the project, maintenance, 
repair and depreciation for each item of equipment used on this project.
The County reserves the right to update these rates as necessary. The 
Public Agency shall be informed of these rates with each proposal and 
said rates shall be deemed to be an amendment to this Agreement upon 
receipt, provided that no such amendments shall be applicable to a 
project that has already been initiated; and

c. The cost of all construction materials, to be billed at the rate paid by the 
COUNTY for such materials.

The COUNTY shall submit an itemized invoice to the Public Agency for 
these costs, which shall be paid within twenty (20) days of the date of the invoice.
Payment shall be made on the basis of this invoice and shall not be limited or increased 
by the amount of the prior estimate.



5

7. Each party agrees to assume responsibility for all claims, demands, suits, 
damages, and loss (“claims”) which result from the negligence or intentional torts of that 
party or its agents, officers and employees in the performance of this AGREEMENT, but 
only to the extent that such claims arise from such negligence or intentional torts. The 
extent of the foregoing liabilities shall be limited to, and determined by, the respective 
fault of the parties, their agents, subcontractors and employees in comparison with others
(including, but not limited to, the other party) who may have contributed to or in part 
caused any such claim to arise.

8. This AGREEMENT may be terminated by either party upon written notice 
from either party, with or without cause. Any such termination shall end all further 
obligations except for the payment for previously performed work and the continuing 
obligation for any indemnity, as stated above. This AGREEMENT may be canceled 
pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-511.

9. Pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D), an attorney for the Public Agency and the 
COUNTY must review this AGREEMENT. For those Public Agencies that are also 
represented by the Office of the Cochise County Attorney, each party has knowingly and 
voluntarily authorized the Office of the Cochise County Attorney to conduct his review 
on its behalf.

10. This AGREEMENT shall run for a period of one year and shall automatically 
renew at the end of that period unless either party gives notice to the contrary.

11. This AGREEMENT shall not become effective until it is reviewed by legal 
counsel, executed by both parties and filed with the Cochise County Recorder.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have executed this AGREEMENT this 
_____ day of _______________, 2012.

The Public Agency COUNTY OF COCHISE
ST. DAVID FIRE DISTRICT

By: ______________________________ By: _____________________________
(Print Name) ____________________ Richard R. Searle, Chairman 
(Print Title) _____________________    of Board of Supervisors
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ATTEST: ATTEST:

_____________________________ ____________________________
Clerk Katie Howard, Clerk of the Board 

   of Supervisors

APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_____________________________ ____________________________
Public Agency Attorney Britt W. Hanson, County Attorney

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT DETERMINATION

RE: Intergovernmental Agreement for Highway and Public Works

The attached agreement, which is an agreement between public agencies, has been reviewed 
pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952 by the undersigned Deputy County Attorney who has determined 
that it is in proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under the laws of the 
State of Arizona to Cochise County.

APPROVED AS TO FORM this _________ day of ___________________, 2012

COCHISE COUNTY ATTORNEY

By: _____________________________
Britt W. Hanson, Chief Deputy 
   County Attorney

/ / /

/ / /

/ / /
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In accordance with A.R.S. § 11-952 this agreement has been reviewed by the undersigned who 
has determined that this agreement is in appropriate form and within the powers and authority 
granted to the public body or bodies identified below.

This ____ day of _____________________, 2012

By: _____________________________
Public Agency Legal Counsel

      ______________________________
Name of Public Agency



   

    Consent      4.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

Amended Plat for Kings Ranch at Coronado Subdivision
Submitted By: Beverly Wilson, Community

Development
Department: Community Development Division: Planning

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

3

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Beverly Wilson TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Interim
Planning
Manager

Docket Number (If applicable): 
Mandated Function?: Federal or State Mandate  Source of Mandate 

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the Amended Final Plat for the Kings Ranch at Coronado Subdivision to reflect new Ownership
and Assurance Agreement, to change the name from Kings Ranch Estates; to dedicate the roadways to
the public; and to accept approximately 10 acres for stormwater detention and recharge facilities.
 

Background:
MEMORANDUM

TO: Cochise County Board of Supervisors
Through: Michael J. Ortega, County Administrator
FROM: Beverly Wilson, Interim Planning Manager
For: Michael Turisk, Interim Planning Director
SUBJECT: Docket S-11-01 (Kings Ranch at Coronado)
DATE: February 3, 2012 for the February 14, 2012 Meeting

I. NATURE OF THE REQUEST
This request, from the Owner, is to amend the approved Kings Ranch Estates subdivision Final Plat to
change the name to Kings Ranch at Coronado, to dedicate the roadways to the Public, and to reconfigure
various lots, roadways, conservation areas and easements. While the history of this Subdivision follows,
current economic conditions have resulted in a change of ownership through a foreclosure action during
the past two years. K Ranch, LLC is the new Owner of the property. 

The Kings Ranch at Coronado Subdivision is located on the northeast side of Highway 92, north and
west of Valley View School in Palominas. This subdivision was the first Conservation Subdivision
approved in Cochise County. There were 281 lots ranging in size from 0.86-acre to over 6.5 acres in an
RU-4 Zoning District. The internal roads were private, to be maintained by a Homeowners Association.
This will be the fourth amended Final Plat filed for this project (See attachment A).

The Department has worked with the new Owners, K Ranch, LLC, to amend the Final Plat, the
Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions (CCRs), and to replace the Assurance Agreement to reflect this



Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions (CCRs), and to replace the Assurance Agreement to reflect this
change in ownership. The Owner has presented several options for the ongoing development of this
Subdivision, based on the current economic reality for Developers. They have proposed a new business
plan for the project to include changing the streets from private to public, removing the planned gates for
the community, and creating a denser development. Discussion also included the potential for Cochise
County to establish a stormwater recharge system within this development. 

On February 8, 2012, the Planning and Zoning Commission will be considering a waive request.  Staff is
recommending approval for a Waiver per Section 207 of the Subdivision Regulations, which states in
item B: 

“The Commission shall provide a recommendation to the Board of Supervisors on all waivers.” 

The waiver was requested to allow the Kings Ranch at Coronado Subdivision Amended Final Plat to be
recorded with a larger density bonus than the 34% defined in Section 603.02 of the subdivision
regulations. Section 603.02 defines the specific conditions in which density bonuses are granted to
Developers who can meet the following conditions: 50% of the site must be set aside as a Conservation
area; the proposed subdivision must comply with the design and improvement requirements of the
Subdivision Regulations; and the individual lots must conform to requirements for sewage disposal, water
distribution systems, and fire protection as described in the Subdivision Regulations. The Regulations
allow a density bonus of 34% to 50%, depending upon the level of improvements offered by the
Developer.

The proposed amended Final Plat will dedicate 4.14 acres to Cochise County as a “Stormwater and
Recharge Tract” for the County’s recharge effort. An additional 3.6 acres for the recharge project will be
shown on the plat as a 30’ wide easement along the entire east boundary of the parcel. The Owner has
also agreed to deed to the County three additional lots comprising of 3.13 acres, also for potential
recharge sites. In exchange for the approximately 10.87 acres of potential recharge sites,
Staff recommended approval for a modified density bonus, which will allow an additional 22 lots on this
plat, including the 3 lots that will be set aside for future recharge use by Cochise County. Allowing the
Developer to plat the 19 additional lots would equate to a density bonus of 42%, a net increase of 8%
above the 34% allowed under the Subdivision Regulations, while increasing the open space set aside to
51.17%.

Per the Subdivision regulations, lot sizes in a conservation subdivision may be smaller than otherwise
allowed in a given Zoning District, provided all the previously mentioned requirements are met. If this
parcel was platted under the Conventional subdivision rules, each lot would remain at a minimum 4.0
acres, and the maximum number of lots would depend upon how many acres are used for the roads,
public utility easements, and sidewalks, if required. The lot sizes of the current recorded plat for Kings
Ranch Estates vary from 0.86 to 6.74 acres. It is important to note that the all of the 19 newly created lots
will be a minimum of 1.0 acre to a maximum of 2.97 acres in the proposed amended plat.

II. HISTORY OF THE SUBDIVISON
The original Final Plat was approved by the Board of Supervisors on May 11, 2006 and recorded on May
24, 2006 in Book 15 of Plats, Pages 57 – 57Q (Fee No. 060519936), along with the Assurance
Agreement under Fee No. 060519937. The Conservation Easement Management Plan was recorded on
that date under Fee No. 060519938 and the CC&Rs document related to all lots and easements except
Lot 6 (the ranch house) was recorded on that date under Fee No. 060519939. The Developer was Darrell
Dunafon of Dunafon Development LLC, and the Project Engineer was Blaine Reely of Monsoon
Consultants.

On May 3, 2007, an administratively approved minor revision to the Final Plat was recorded in Book 15
of Plats, Pages 76 – 76K; this was done without any amendments to or re-recording of the Assurance
Agreement, Conservation Easement Management Plan or CC&Rs.

On May 29, 2007, a second administratively approved minor revision to the Final Plat was recorded in



On May 29, 2007, a second administratively approved minor revision to the Final Plat was recorded in
Book 15 of Plats, pages 78 – 78K; again, this was done without any amendments to the Assurance
Agreement, Conservation Easement Management Plan or CC&R document.

On May 17, 2008, a Substitute Assurance Agreement was recorded for the subdivision under Fee No.
080306954 for assurances for the improvements associated with Lots 1 through 34 and 36 through 183.
This Substitute Assurance Agreement reflected the purchase of Kinjockity Ranch by the Kinjockity Ranch
Limited Liability Corporation (LLC), represented by Kenneth Komenda. 

On December 11, 2009, the third Amended Plat was approved by the Board of Supervisors and recorded
for the Kings Ranch Estates subdivision, in Book 16 of Plats, pages 6 – 6K. Also recorded on December
11, 2009, was an amended Conservation Easement Management Plan. 

On April 28, 2010, a Substitute Assurance Agreement was recorded under fee 2010-09276, naming
Pioneer Title Agency as the new Trustee for Trust No, 3208271. 

The improvements specified by the Assurances were completed for 97 of the lots, which were released
by Cochise County on June 5, 2007. These improvements included installation of the private roads,
underground utilities, and substantial off-site mitigation to South Highway 92 including turn lanes and
deceleration lanes at both entrances. In addition, Lot 35 was released October 28, 2010. 

On June 29, 2010, a notice of foreclosure was recorded and the property sold on September 30, 2010 to
K Ranch, LLC. An amended subdivision final plat was submitted on January 20, 2012, changing the
name to Kings Ranch at Coronado. The revised plan reflects the construction of proposed stormwater
recharge easements and additional lots dedicated to Cochise County. 

III. PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE FINAL PLAT

Lot Changes and Stormwater Recharge Easements:
Recently, the Cochise County Community Development Department was awarded a $1,693,265.00 grant
to design, construct and monitor the performance of a stormwater recharge system. The grant will be
used to develop a pilot recharge project in the unincorporated County area in the Upper San Pedro
watershed in an effort to capture and recharge excess storm water runoff. Development, even at a rural
scale, creates increased runoff due to increased impervious surfaces: roofs, roads, and cleared areas.
This project will analyze and design facilities meant to capture this excess runoff (which creates flooding
problems downstream) and recharge it for the benefit of the aquifer and/or the San Pedro River. The
County identified an area in Palominas that was close to the San Pedro River, already suffering from
flooding problems, and included a newly developing area in the upper watershed. These factors made
the area a good candidate for the location of the pilot project. K Ranch, LLC, the current owner of the
Kings Ranch Estates Subdivision, is that developing area in the upper watershed. They have worked
closely with County staff to cooperate in the grant project and to identify potential stormwater recharge
sites on the subdivision property. This partnership is crucial to the success of the grant and the new
owners have been very cooperative and enthusiastic about participating and assisting County with this
project. 

The proposed Kings Ranch at Coronado Amended Plat will meet the condition to set aside a minimum of
50% of the site as Conservation Area. There are 840.26 platted acres, of which 426.72 acres are
included in the Conservation Easement, which is held by the Arizona Conservation Easement Stewards,
Inc., as described in attachment E. A Memorandum of Understanding has been signed by all parties,
legitimizing the County’s use of this open space in their stormwater recharge project. When the additional
three lots are deeded to Cochise County, the land set-aside as open space will increase to 51.17% of the
total subdivision, which fulfills the requirement to qualify for a density bonus. 
The purpose of the Conservation Subdivision is to provide incentives, in the form of additional lots, for
large subdivisions to conserve 50% of the land's natural resources in undeveloped open space, retaining
natural stormwater recharge areas, wildlife corridors and existing drought-tolerant vegetation for erosion
control, screening and visual amenities. The site is traversed by several washes, one of which is



control, screening and visual amenities. The site is traversed by several washes, one of which is
identified by the Upper San Pedro Partnership Open Space Subcommittee Hydrologic Protection Areas
Final Report as important for preserving natural stormwater recharge areas. This wash and its tributaries
are all included within the Conservation Easement of the subdivision, along with the ridges that traverse
the site. The lands within the original Conservation Easement of the Kinjockity Ranch subdivision
remain.

The current Kings Ranch Estates conservation subdivision includes a great deal of the 50% open space
set-aside in individual lots. The portion of the Conservation Easement on private property will not allow
the owner to fence or in any way preclude access for other subdivision residents. Structures cannot be
built in the easement and vegetation must remain natural or be enhanced with drought tolerant
vegetation. The only disturbance permitted will be the construction of a leach field for the septic system if
necessary which then must be revegetated with drought tolerant vegetation. The portions of individual
lots that are part of the Conservation Easement for the subdivision are deemed "Protected Property",
pursuant to the Conservation Easement Management Plan. The subdivision Homeowners Association
(HOA) will pay a fee to a third-party non-profit conservation management organization to hold the
easement in trust and assure its maintenance and integrity in perpetuity. The Amended Kings Ranch at
Coronado Subdivision Plat will not change the conservation easements. 
The lot numbering schematic for this amended plat has been changed, and is reflected in the Table on
Sheet 2 of 12. A new Assurance Agreement will be recorded to cover the entire project, along with a new
Lot Release form from Cochise County, to reflect the new lot numbers. 

Roads:
The proposed new Kings Ranch at Coronado amended Final Plat reconfigures the roads shown on the
previous amended plat to ‘disconnect’ with the proposed “Kings Ranch” subdivision, located on an
adjacent parcel to the east. The previously proposed Kings Ranch Estates Unit 2 was not a part of the
business transaction of K Ranch, LLC, as they took ownership of Kings Ranch at Coronado. Staff
required that two cul-de-sacs be added, one each to E Stillwater Lane and E Presidio Lane to facilitate
emergency vehicle ingress and egress. They are shown on the plat on Sheets 6 and 9 of 12.

General Notes Changed: Minor changes were made to the General Notes on Sheet 1 of 12. These
changes were made to clarify information for future buyers, to add wording required by the Subdivision
Regulations, and to define responsibility for future maintenance for all common areas including
stormwater recharge easements.

IV. ASSURANCE AGREEMENT
The County and the Owner will enter into a substitute Assurance Agreement for this amended plat, to
ensure that improvements are completed prior to release of the lots for sale. All lots on the proposed
Amended Plat have been renumbered to reflect the phasing plan, as shown on the cover sheet of the
Amended Plat. The new Assurance Agreement will cover all 303 lots and will be recorded with the
Amended Plat. Because some improvements to the roads and utilities were completed, 98 lots were
released on June 5, 2007. Another lot was released on October 27, 2008, therefore, immediately after
the Assurance Agreement is recorded, the County has prepared a Lot Release document releasing the
newly numbered lots 9-68, 70-106, 110, and 206.
Four lots, (lots 69, 134, 148, and 151) are not included in this Amended Final Plat and are held by
Pioneer Title Agency Inc. as the Trustee for Trust #320827A. For reasons unknown, the Owner of these
four lots has not agreed to the terms of this new Plat. Lot 69 was previously released by the County as
improvements were completed, however, lots 134, 148, and 151 will remain secured under the
Assurance Agreement recorded on April 10, 2010 and recorded under Fee# 2010-09276. When future
improvements are completed, these lots will be released by Cochise County. Lot #206 has been deeded
to Cochise County for the stormwater recharge effort, and will be released at this time. The remaining lots
that have not been released for sale will remain subject to the revised Assurance Agreement; these are
Lots 1 through 8, 107 through 109, 111 through 205, and 207 through 303, plus the Common Areas and
well sites.

V. SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION



Each of the corrections, additions, and amendments to the Kings Ranch at Coronado Final Plat are in
conformance with the Cochise County Subdivision Regulations. The existing roads will be accepted into
the County roadway system, and dedicated to the Public. The increased density will comply if the Waiver
from Density Bonus requirements is approved. The Assurance Agreement, CC&Rs, and the
Conservation Management Easement Agreement are updated to reflect the new owners and new name. 
Recommended Motion
Mr. Chairman, I move to approve the Kings Ranch Estates Amended Final Plat, Docket No. S-11-01, the
Waiver from Density Bonus, revised Assurance Agreement, and the revised CC&Rs, as recommended in
the Staff report.

Attachments (as individual PDF documents in VAN): 
A. Proposed Kings Ranch Estates Amended Final Plat, Sheets 1 – 12
B. Proposed revised Assurance Agreement document 
C. Proposed revised CC&R document
D. Proposed Conservation Easement Management MOU from ACES
E. Conservation Easement Management Plan
F. Deed to Cochise County for Stormwater Recharge Project

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
After Chairman signs the Deed, Plat, and Assurance Agreement, Planning will record the documents.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The subdivision will continue to have Private roads and the County's pilot stormwater recharge project
may be delayed.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
After the Chairman signs the three documents:  the plat, the assurance agreement, and the deed,
Planning will record the documents and disburse appropriate copies to Pioneer Title, K Ranch, LLC, the
BOS, and to the files.  The Deed will be returned to the BOS for permanent retention.

Attachments
ACES Letter
Assurance Agreement
CCRs
MOU
Plat Cover Sheet
Plat Sheets 2-12























































































































































   

    Consent      5.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Attorney             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

Approve Proposed Settlement of a Tax Appeal
Submitted By: Annette Weems, County Attorney
Department: County Attorney

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a

Docket Number (If applicable): 
Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the proposed settlement of the tax appeal in Kenneth A. Wendt Sr. v. Cochise County, Tax
Case No. ST2011-000570 (Assessor parcel No. 106-25-010E), now pending in the Arizona Tax Court, a
division of the Superior Court of and for Maricopa County.

Background:
Taxpayer filed a civil action in Arizona Tax Court asking for a reduction in assessed value from
$25,200.00 to $12,375.00 for tax year 2012. After reviewing the taxpayer’s documentation and other
market factors/comparables the Assessor agrees that the property was overvalued and so recommended
a settlement offer that lowered the full cash value to $16,500.00 for tax year 2012. The taxpayer
accepted the settlement offer. 

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources: Not applicable, no funding sources are required. Fiscal impact will be a
slight reduction in the tax base.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Upon approval by the Board, Counsel for the County will sign a stipulation for entry of Judgment that has
already been signed by the taxpayer, and will submit a form of Judgment to the Arizona Tax Court
disposing of this matter pursuant to the settlement terms.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Additional litigation for the County, with the risk that the Arizona Tax Court would rule in the taxpayer’s
favor, reducing the assessed value of the subject property and subjecting the County to paying the
Plaintiff’s fees and expenses.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Advise County Attorney's Office - Civil Division upon Board's approval.



   

    Consent      6.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Attorney             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

Approve proposed settlement of a tax appeal
Submitted By: Sue Blanchard, County Attorney
Department: County Attorney

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A

Docket Number (If applicable): 
Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the proposed settlement of the tax appeal in David Ian Clark and Meiko Hara Clark v. Cochise
County, ST2011-000630, now pending in Arizona Tax Court, a division of the Superior Court of and for
Maricopa County.

Background:
Taxpayer timely filed a civil action in Arizona Tax Court asking for a reduction in assessed value from
$113,203.00 to $28,000.00. After conducting a physical inspection and reviewing the taxpayer’s
documentation the Assessor agrees that the property is in very poor condition, and so recommended a
settlement offer that lowered the value to $32,800.00. The taxpayer accepted the settlement offer. 

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources: Not applicable, no funding sources are required. Fiscal impact will be a
slight reduction in the tax base.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Upon approval by the Board, Counsel for the County will sign a stipulation for entry of Judgment that has
already been signed by the taxpayer, and will submit a form of Judgment to the Arizona Tax Court
disposing of this matter pursuant to the settlement terms.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Additional litigation for the County, with the risk that the Arizona Tax Court would rule in the taxpayer’s
favor, reducing the assessed value of the subject property and subjecting the County to paying the
Plaintiff’s fees and expenses.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Advise County Attorney's Office, Civil Division, upon Board's approval.



   

    Consent      7.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Attorney             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

Approve Proposed Settlement of a Tax Appeal
Submitted By: Annette Weems, County Attorney
Department: County Attorney

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A

Docket Number (If applicable): 
Mandated Function?: Federal or State Mandate  Source of Mandate 

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the proposed settlement of the tax appeal in Gary L. Sanders and Evadean Sanders v. Cochise
County, Tax Appeal Case No. ST2011-000453 (Assessor parcel no. 104-02-053), now pending in the
Arizona Tax Court, a division of the Superior Court of and for Maricopa County.

Background:
Taxpayer timely filed a civil action in Arizona Tax Court asking for a reduction in assessed value from
$89,503.00 to $48,827.41. After conducting a physical inspection and reviewing the taxpayer’s
documentation the Assessor recommended a settlement offer that lowered the value to $76,325.00. The
taxpayer accepted the settlement offer.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Upon approval by the Board, Counsel for the County will sign a stipulation for entry of Judgment that has
already been signed by the taxpayer, and will submit a form of Judgment to the Arizona Tax Court
disposing of this matter pursuant to the settlement terms.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources: Not applicable, no funding sources are required. Fiscal impact will be a
slight reduction in the tax base.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Upon approval by the Board, Counsel for the County will sign a stipulation for entry of Judgment that has
already been signed by the taxpayer, and will submit a form of Judgment to the Arizona Tax Court
disposing of this matter pursuant to the settlement terms.



   

    Consent      8.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Attorney             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

Approve proposed settlement of a tax appeal
Submitted By: Sue Blanchard, County Attorney
Department: County Attorney

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A

Docket Number (If applicable): 
Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the proposed settlement of the tax appeal in Equity Trust Company v. Cochise County,
ST2011-000496, now pending in Arizona Tax Court, a division of the Superior Court of and for Maricopa
County.

Background:
Background (Brief): Taxpayer timely filed a civil action in Arizona Tax Court asking for a reduction in
assessed value from $130,000.00 to $47,000.00. After conducting a physical inspection and reviewing
the taxpayer’s documentation the Assessor recommended a settlement offer that lowered the value to
$90,000.00. The taxpayer accepted the settlement offer. 

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources: Not applicable, no funding sources are required. Fiscal impact will be a
slight reduction in the tax base.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Next Steps/Action Items/Follow-up: Upon approval by the Board, Counsel for the County will sign a
stipulation for entry of Judgment that has already been signed by the taxpayer, and will submit a form of
Judgment to the Arizona Tax Court disposing of this matter pursuant to the settlement terms.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Impact of Not Approving: Additional litigation for the County, with the risk that the Arizona Tax Court
would rule in the taxpayer’s favor, reducing the assessed value of the subject property and subjecting the
County to paying the Plaintiff’s fees and expenses.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Advise County Attorney's Office - Civil Division upon Board's approval.



   

    Consent      9.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Sheriff             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

Work and Financial Plan for Wildlife Services 2012/2013
Submitted By: Rod Rothrock, County Sheriff
Department: County Sheriff

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

3

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Rod Rothrock TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Chief
Deputy

Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the Work and Financial Plan, Agreement Number 12-73-04-0228-RA, between Cochise County
and the U.S. Department of Agriculture Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service, Wildlife Services,
pursuant to the existing Cooperative Service Agreement No. 09-73-04-0228-RA, to assign a Wildlife
Specialist to Cochise County for predator and disease control for the term of July 1, 2012 to June 30,
2013 at a cost of $38,364.

Background:
This agreement is an annual event between Cochise County and the USDA Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Wildlife Services. This agreement provides for a Wildlife Specialist to be assigned to
Cochise County to manage damage caused by wild and feral animals to livestock, agriculture comodities,
and the public health. The Wildlife Specialist also works with Sheriff's Office Animal Control Officers. The
total cost of the position and equipment is $76,728, half of which is borne by the USDA, thus making the
County's portion of the costs $38,364. This is the same cost as last year's agreement. This agreement
has been budgeted from the General Fund for the past several years.

This agreement has been reviewed and approved as to form by Ms. Terry Bannon, Deputy County
Attorney.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
If approved the Sheriff's Office will continue the working relationship with the USDA Wildlife Specialst to
address disease and predatory mitigation in the County.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If not funded, the County will no longer have a Wildlife Specialist assigned to the County, thus leaving no
mechanism in place to address predator control, such as coyotes taking livestock, and disease control,
such as rabies outbreaks in the skunk population. If this agreement is not approved, it is very likely that
the County will be unable to obtain an agreement for these servcies again in the near future.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Please return all three (3) original copies to the Sheriff's Office so they can be forwarded to the USDA.



Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year: 12-13
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$): 38,364
Ongoing Costs? ($$$): 0
County Match Required? ($$$): 0
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$): 0
Source of Funding?:
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
This item has been funded by the general fund for the past several year.

Attachments
Wildlife Specialist Agreement 2012/2013









   

    Consent      10.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Finance             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

Demands & Operating Transfers
Submitted By: Arlethe Rios, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: 
Document Signatures: # of ORIGINALS

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve demands and budget amendments for operating transfers.

Background:
Auditor-General's requirement for Board of Supervisors to approve.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Return to Finance after BOS approval.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Board of Supervisors will not be in compliance with State law.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Return to Finance after BOS approval.



   

    Consent      11.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Fleet             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

Award of Bid for Five Chevrolet 4WD Silverado Trucks
Submitted By: Dave Seward, Procurement
Department: Procurement

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A

Mandated Function?: Federal or State Mandate  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the award of Invitation for Bids (IFB) No. 12-11-FMD-04 to Lawley Motors LLC for the purchase
of five Chevrolet Silverado 4WD Crew Cab Trucks for the Fleet Management Department in the amount
of $145,112 plus applicable tax.

Background:
IFB No. 12-11-FMD-04 was released on December 14, 2011. The bid was advertised in the Arizona
Range news on December 21-28, 2011 and posted on the County website. Bid notices were mailed to 30
vendors. Seven bids were received prior to the bid closing date and time of January, 12, 2012 at 4:00
p.m. A bid tabulation is attached which references Lawley Motors LLC as the lowest responsive and
responsible bidder meeting all requirements of the bid and receiving the 3% local vendor preference
credit. The lowest bid received from Tucson Dodge was rejected due to various deviations from the
solicitation specifications. Although Sands Motor Company and Sanderson Ford of Glendale had a lower
bid price than Lawley Motors of Sierra Vista, when the 3% credit was applied, Lawley Motors became the
lowest bid.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Issue purchase order, inspect vehicles upon delivery

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The vehicles that these are replacing will exceed the designated replacement mileage which is 155,000
miles for law enforcement vehicles. Running the law enforcement vehicles past the recommended
155,000 replacement will result in higher maintenance costs and may represent some liability issues

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
No Action Required

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year:
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$):



One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$):
Ongoing Costs? ($$$):
County Match Required? ($$$):
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$):
Source of Funding?:
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
The Fleet Management Department has budgeted sufficiently for this expenditure in the FY 2011-12
budget.

Attachments
Bid Tabulation



             Bid Tabulation

$29,068.65 
each

$28,686.63 
each

$29,469.26 
each

$29,022.40  
each

$29,149.27  
each

$27,678.00 
Each

$28,987.00 
each

   

-$870.67

$28,151.73

   

    

O'Rielly 
Chevrolet, 
Tucson, AZ

 Lawley 
Motors, 

Sierra Vista,   
AZ 

Midway 
Chevrolet, 

Phoenix, AZ

PROCUREMENT DEPARTMENT

IFB NO: 12-11-FMD-04 - Fleet Vehicles

Opening Date: 1-12-2012, 4:00 p.m.

Buyer: Terry Hudson

Local vendor preference 3% evaluation 

credit.

COCHISE COUNTY

Courtesy 
Chevrolet, 

Phoenix, AZ 

Sands Motor 
Co. Glendale, 

AZ

 

 

The low bid submitted by Tucson Dodge is not being recommended due to various deviations from the  solicitation 
specifications, mainly engine size, axle ratio and GVWR.  Due to the vehicle applications these deviations are 
considered to be major and are not waivable.

Tucson 
Dodge, 

Tucson, AZ 

Sanderson 
Ford, 

Glendale AZ 

Bid Item 1. 2012 Fleet Work Trucks

Quantity to be Purchased; 5 each



   

    Public Hearings      12.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

Proposed Amendments to Article 17 of the Zoning Regulations Pertaining to Lot Development
Administrative Modifications
Submitted By: Mike Turisk, Community

Development
Department: Community Development Division: Planning

Presentation: PowerPoint Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

1

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Michael Turisk TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Interim
Planning
Director

Docket Number (If applicable): R-11-06
Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Zoning Ordinance 12-02 to approve Docket R-11-06, amending Article 17 of the Cochise County
Zoning Regulations regarding our Lot Development Administrative Modification process.

Background:
The purpose of Administrative Lot Modifications is to permit flexibility in how some of our site
development standards, such as minimum setbacks, are applied to individual lots. The process is
intended to reduce procedural delays by, for example, eliminating the need for a formal Variance
process under certain circumstances, as well as to ensure due process in the review of unique and
unusual development situations, such as those resulting from terrain constraints. In addition, the process
is intended to encourage originality, flexibility and innovation in site planning and design, including those
designs which maximize solar energy access. Although the Administrative Lot Modification process
benefits the Applicant by reducing time and costs, the process is cognizant of the need to protect
adjacent residents and properties from negative impacts, and to maintain the overall character or
integrity of the area. Currently, per our current process, the following site development standards are
eligible for a reduction of up to 20 percent: 

Minimum setbacks;
Maximum site coverage;
Maximum building/structure height; and
Minimum required parking spaces.

Furthermore, the minimum area of a particular site may be reduced as follows: 

Any lots that are in a Zoning District with a minimum site area of one acre or smaller (e.g., R;
Residential), the minimum site area may be reduced up to five percent; and

Any lots that are in a Zoning District with a minimum site area of more than one acre (e.g., RU; Rural),
the site area may be reduced up to two percent.



A public process is required for all applications for Lot Development Administrative Modifications. This
includes mailing notice of the request to neighboring property owners within 300 feet of the subject
parcel. Staff decisions are based on comments from property owners, as well as the potential for
negative impacts on surrounding properties. 

The following criteria are currently used to evaluate Administrative Lot Modification applications: 

1. The proposed modification must not violate any provisions of the County’s Comprehensive Plan, area
plans, adopted master plans or other provisions of the Zoning Regulations; 

2. The proposed modification must be considered in the context of the surrounding community;
(consistency with the scale and character of existing development);

3. The proposed modification must not substantially reduce the amount of privacy currently enjoyed by
nearby property owners;

4. The proposed modification must not adversely impact traffic or traffic circulation, drainage, water
conservation measures, sewage treatment systems and other such systems; and

5. The modification must not create a situation where the proposed use of the property will create a
hazard or nuisance.

II. PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENTS

The proposed text amendments to Section 1715 of the Zoning Regulations are in boldface (please note
attached staff memo):

1715 Lot Development Administrative Modifications 

1715.01 Purpose

A. To allow flexibility in how some site development standards are applied to individual lots, but not to
larger developments such as subdivisions. 

B. To provide flexibility in site development and building code standards that may be appropriate to
facilitate improvements in Neighborhood Rehabilitation (NR) and Enterprise Redevelopment (ER) areas.

C. To minimize procedural delays and ensure due process in the review of unique and exceptional
development situations.

D. To provide administrative relief from zoning requirements that do not affect adjacent properties and the
nearby area.

E. To encourage originality, flexibility and innovation in site planning and architectural design.

F. To address any site-specific characteristics or constraints that may warrant the modification(s)

1715.02 Eligible Lot Development Standards 

A. The following site development standards may be eligible for a reduction of up to 25 percent: minimum
setbacks, maximum site coverage, maximum building/structure height and minimum required parking
spaces.

B. The minimum site area may be reduced as follows: 



1. For any lots that are in a zoning district with a minimum site area of one acre or smaller, the minimum
site area may be reduced up to 10 percent.

2. For any lots that are in a zoning district with a minimum site area of more than one acre, the site area
may be reduced up to 4 percent.

1715.03 Application 

A. All applications shall be made on forms supplied by the County Zoning Inspector and shall include an
accurate site plan as described in Section 1705. In addition, details and reasons need to be provided as
to the proposed modification(s).

B. The County Zoning Inspector shall review the application for compliance and completeness. If there
are deficiencies, the Inspector shall notify the applicant. 

1715.04 Notice to Affected Property Owners

The County Zoning Inspector shall mail a notice to the surrounding property owners within 300 feet of the
subject parcel. The notice shall contain a copy of the application and shall state that all comments
concerning the proposed request must be forwarded to the Community Development Department in
writing within 15 days from the date the notice was mailed.

1715.05 Action on Application 

A. Based on staff comments and those from the affected property owners, The County Zoning Inspector
shall review the proposed development and requested modification(s) of the standard(s) and shall either
approve, approve subject to conditions, or deny the application within 7 working days from the end of the
15 day comment period. 

B. The Zoning Inspector shall use the following criteria to evaluate the proposal: 

1. The proposed modification will not violate any provisions of the Cochise County Comprehensive Plan,
area plans, duly adopted master plans or other provisions of these Regulations. 

2. The proposed modification(s) will be considered in light of the surrounding community, including scale
and character with existing neighboring land uses, and shall not negatively impact adjacent property
owners.

3. The proposed modification(s) will not substantially reduce the amount of privacy currently enjoyed by
nearby property owners if the development were located as specified by these Regulations.

4. The proposed modification(s) will not adversely impact traffic or traffic circulation, drainage, water
conservation measures, sewage treatment systems and other such systems. (iii) Public Services. The
modification of setbacks shall not negatively impact public services, including emergency access, access
to rights-of-way, dedicated tracts, or easements.

5. The modification(s) does not create a situation where the proposed use of the property will create a
hazard or nuisance. 

C. The Zoning Inspector shall, via certified mail, provide the applicant with a notice of disposition and
written statement of the decision and reasons therefore, and any conditions of approval. Notice shall also
be sent to the surrounding property owners within 300 feet of the site and shall include information on
how to appeal the decision made by the Zoning Inspector and the appeal deadline (see Article 21 and
Section 2103).



1715.06 Appeals

The decision of the County Zoning Inspector may be appealed to the Board of Adjustment in accordance
with the provisions of Article 21. 

1715.07 Fees

Applications for a Lot Development Administrative Modification shall be accompanied by the fee specified
in the Planning and Zoning Fee Schedule. 

III. Planning and Zoning Commission Vote

On December 14, 2011, the Planning and Zoning Commission voted unanimously to forward a
recommendation of approval of the proposed Zoning Regulation amendments to Article 17 to the Board
of Supervisors.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
If the Board of Supervisors approves Docket R-11-06, Community Development Department staff will
amend the County's Zoning Regulations pertaining to Lot Development Administrative Modifications.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If the Board of Supervisors denies the amendments, the County's current standards for Lot Development
Administrative Modification would remain the same.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
If approved, the Zoning Ordinance is to be signed by the Chairman of the Board and the Clerk of the
Board.  Please send a signed copy of the Zoning Ordinance to Michael Turisk.

Attachments
R-11-06 Zoning Ordinance
R-11-06 Legal Notice
R-11-06 Memo
Zoning Reg Revisions (R-11-06;07;09)
Zoning Reg Revisions (R-11-06;07;09)

























Dockets R-11-06;07;09 
Zoning Regulation Amendments  
 
Proposed Amendments to the Cochise County 
Zoning Regulations regarding Lot Development 
Administrative Modifications, Neighborhood 
Rehabilitation and Enterprise Redevelopment 
Areas, and Legal Nonconformances   

Board of Supervisors 
February 14, 2012 



Purpose of Proposed Amendments 

 Permit additional flexibility in how some of our site 
development standards are applied  
 

 Reduce procedural delays 
 

 More consideration of unique and unusual development 
situations, and encourage originality, flexibility and 
innovation in site planning and design 
 

 Benefits Applicants by reducing time and money to 
obtain permits  
 

 Important to remain cognizant of potential community 
impacts 



Background R-11-06 
(Lot Development Administrative Modifications) 

 The purpose of Administrative Lot Modifications is to permit 
flexibility in how some of our site development standards are 
applied  

 

 Currently, the following site development standards may be eligible 
for a reduction of up to 20 percent:  

 

 Minimum setbacks 
 Maximum site coverage 
 Maximum building/structure height 
 Minimum required parking spaces 

[For example, the minimum setback for permitted uses in RU-4 is 20-ft.;   
the process currently allows up to a 4-ft. administrative setback modification] 



 Furthermore, the process allows the minimum 
area of a particular site to be reduced as 
follows:   

 
  
 Any lots that are in a Zoning District with a minimum 

site area of one acre or smaller (e.g., Residential), the 
minimum site area may be reduced up to 5 percent 

  
 Any lots that are in a Zoning District with a minimum 

site area of more than one acre (e.g., Rural), the site 
area may be reduced up to 2 percent 
 

Background R-11-06 
(Lot Development Administrative Modifications) 



Proposed Amendments 

The proposed substantive text amendments to Section 1715 are in boldface: 

 

1715.01  Purpose 

 

A. To allow flexibility in how some site development 
standards are applied to individual lots, but not to 
larger developments such as subdivisions  

 

B. To provide flexibility in site development and building 
code standards that may be appropriate to facilitate 
improvements in Neighborhood Rehabilitation (NR) 
and Enterprise Redevelopment (ER) areas 

  

  



Proposed Amendments 

 1715.02  Eligible Lot Development Standards   

 A.  The following site development standards may be eligible for a 
reduction of up to 20 25 percent: minimum setbacks, maximum 
site coverage, maximum building/structure height and minimum 
required parking spaces 

 

 B.  The minimum site area may be reduced as follows:   

 

 1.  For any lots that are in a zoning district with a minimum site 
area of one acre or smaller, the minimum site area may be 
reduced up to 5 10 percent. 

 

 2.  For any lots that are in a zoning district with a minimum site 
area of more than one acre, the site area may be reduced up to 2 4 
percent. 

 

___ 

__ 

__ 



   For example… 

 Up to a 5-ft. administrative modification for those 
zoning districts that require 20-ft. minimum setbacks 
(minimum of 15-ft. would be allowed or 25% reduction) 
 

 Would allow a R-36 property (minimum lot size 36,000 
sq.-ft.) to be reduced in site area up to 3,600 sq.-ft. 
(10% reduction) 
 

 Would allow a RU-4 property (minimum lot size 4 
acres) to be reduced in site area up to .16-acre  
(minimum of 3.84 acres would be allowed or 4% 
reduction) 
 
 



   Questions? 



Background R-11-07  
(Neighborhood Rehabilitation & Enterprise Redevelopment) 

 Areas designated as Neighborhood Rehabilitation (NR) and 
Enterprise Redevelopment (ER) are comprised of a high number of 
deteriorating and incompatible uses  
 

 These areas generally have insufficient infrastructure 
 

 Residents have expressed interest in making improvements to the 
area.   
 

 In order to facilitate improvements, some flexibility in site 
development and building code standards exists.  
 

 Currently, however, specifics are lacking; the proposed 
amendments would codify the specific site development standards 
eligible for administrative modification, and the extent to which they 
may be modified 



 

N 

NR 

ER 

City of  
Sierra Vista 

City of  
Sierra Vista 

Fry Townsite 



Proposed Amendments 

 Staff is proposing to apply the proposed requirements 
set forth for R-11-06 (Lot Development Administrative 
Modifications) to the NR and ER Areas   

 

  



Proposed Amendments 

 The proposed text amendments to Article 4 are in 
boldface: 

  
 404.04  Designating Areas as Neighborhood 

Rehabilitation (NR) 

 

 E. Some flexibility in site development and building code 
standards may be appropriate to facilitate improvements 
(see Article 17 – Lot Development Administrative 
Modifications) 

 



Proposed Amendments 

 404.05  Designating Areas as Enterprise 
Redevelopment (ER) 

 

 E. Some flexibility in site development and 
building code standards may be appropriate to 
facilitate improvements (see Article 17 – Lot 
Development Administrative Modifications) 

 



   Questions? 



Background R-11-09  
(Legal Nonconformances) 

 Per Section 2003 of the Zoning Regulations, a 
legal nonconformance is: 

 
 Any use of land, lot or parcel, building or structure 

which lawfully existing either prior to January 1, 1975, or 
which was rendered nonconforming with respect to site 
development standards as a result of amendments to 
the Zoning Regulations 

 
 Legal nonconformances are otherwise commonly known 

as “grandfathered” uses 

 



Proposed Amendment 
 

 2003.02  Continuing Existing Uses  
 

 A.  Any use of land, lot or parcel, building or structure, 
lawfully existing either prior to January 1, 1975, or 
rendered nonconforming as a result of subsequent 
amendments to these regulations, may be continued 
even though such use does not now conform with these 
Regulations. It is often difficult for owners and the 
County to find and produce evidence of use prior to 
January 1, 1975.  Accordingly, for purposes of 
determining use under this subsection, the use prior to 
January 1, 1975 may be inferred from the best available 
historical evidence, [but in all events any such evidence 
must demonstrate or suggest the use at least ten (10) 
years prior to the date of the determination of 
nonconforming use] 

 
  



 Currently, per Section 2003: 
 
 In the event a nonconforming use of land, 

building or structure is changed to a permitted 
use, or is discontinued for a period of 12 
consecutive months, any future use is 
required to comply with all requirements of the 
Zoning Regulations  

Background R-11-09  
(Legal Nonconformances) 



Proposed Amendment 

 2003.03  Discontinuance of Nonconforming Uses 

 

 A.  In the event that a nonconforming use of land, 
building or structure is changed to a permitted use, or 
is discontinued for a period of 12 36 consecutive 
months as a result of conduct within the control of or 
attributable to the property owner, any future use 
thereof shall be in conformity with these Regulations 

___ 



   Questions? 



Recommendation 

  

 Staff recommends that the Board of Supervisors 
approve R-11-06, R-11-07 and R-11-09 as 
proposed 

 
 



Dockets R-11-06;07;09 
Zoning Regulation Amendments  
 
Proposed Amendments to the Cochise County 
Zoning Regulations regarding Lot Development 
Administrative Modifications, Neighborhood 
Rehabilitation and Enterprise Redevelopment 
Areas, and Legal Nonconformances   

Board of Supervisors 
February 14, 2012 



Purpose of Proposed Amendments 

 Permit additional flexibility in how some of our site 
development standards are applied  
 

 Reduce procedural delays 
 

 More consideration of unique and unusual development 
situations, and encourage originality, flexibility and 
innovation in site planning and design 
 

 Benefits Applicants by reducing time and money to 
obtain permits  
 

 Important to remain cognizant of potential community 
impacts 



Background R-11-06 
(Lot Development Administrative Modifications) 

 The purpose of Administrative Lot Modifications is to permit 
flexibility in how some of our site development standards are 
applied  

 
 Currently, the following site development standards may be eligible 

for a reduction of up to 20 percent:  
 
 Minimum setbacks 
 Maximum site coverage 
 Maximum building/structure height 
 Minimum required parking spaces 

[For example, the minimum setback for permitted uses in RU-4 is 20-ft.;   
the process currently allows up to a 4-ft. administrative setback modification] 



 Furthermore, the process allows the minimum 
area of a particular site to be reduced as 
follows:   

 
  
 Any lots that are in a Zoning District with a minimum 

site area of one acre or smaller (e.g., Residential), the 
minimum site area may be reduced up to 5 percent 

  
 Any lots that are in a Zoning District with a minimum 

site area of more than one acre (e.g., Rural), the site 
area may be reduced up to 2 percent 
 

Background R-11-06 
(Lot Development Administrative Modifications) 



Proposed Amendments 
The proposed substantive text amendments to Section 1715 are in boldface: 

 

1715.01  Purpose 
 
A. To allow flexibility in how some site development 

standards are applied to individual lots, but not to 
larger developments such as subdivisions  
 

B. To provide flexibility in site development and building 
code standards that may be appropriate to facilitate 
improvements in Neighborhood Rehabilitation (NR) 
and Enterprise Redevelopment (ER) areas 

  

  



Proposed Amendments 
 1715.02  Eligible Lot Development Standards   
 A.  The following site development standards may be eligible for a 

reduction of up to 20 25 percent: minimum setbacks, maximum 
site coverage, maximum building/structure height and minimum 
required parking spaces 
 

 B.  The minimum site area may be reduced as follows:   
 
 1.  For any lots that are in a zoning district with a minimum site 

area of one acre or smaller, the minimum site area may be 
reduced up to 5 10 percent. 
 

 2.  For any lots that are in a zoning district with a minimum site 
area of more than one acre, the site area may be reduced up to 2 4 
percent. 
 

___ 

__ 

__ 



   For example… 

 Up to a 5-ft. administrative modification for those 
zoning districts that require 20-ft. minimum setbacks 
(minimum of 15-ft. would be allowed or 25% reduction) 
 

 Would allow a R-36 property (minimum lot size 36,000 
sq.-ft.) to be reduced in site area up to 3,600 sq.-ft. 
(10% reduction) 
 

 Would allow a RU-4 property (minimum lot size 4 
acres) to be reduced in site area up to .16-acre  
(minimum of 3.84 acres would be allowed or 4% 
reduction) 
 
 



   Questions? 



Background R-11-07  
(Neighborhood Rehabilitation & Enterprise Redevelopment) 

 Areas designated as Neighborhood Rehabilitation (NR) and 
Enterprise Redevelopment (ER) are comprised of a high number of 
deteriorating and incompatible uses  
 

 These areas generally have insufficient infrastructure 
 

 Residents have expressed interest in making improvements to the 
area.   
 

 In order to facilitate improvements, some flexibility in site 
development and building code standards exists.  
 

 Currently, however, specifics are lacking; the proposed 
amendments would codify the specific site development standards 
eligible for administrative modification, and the extent to which they 
may be modified 



 

N 

NR 

ER 

City of  
Sierra Vista 

City of  
Sierra Vista 

Fry Townsite 



Proposed Amendments 

 Staff is proposing to apply the proposed requirements 
set forth for R-11-06 (Lot Development Administrative 
Modifications) to the NR and ER Areas   
 

  



Proposed Amendments 

 The proposed text amendments to Article 4 are in 
boldface: 

  
 404.04  Designating Areas as Neighborhood 

Rehabilitation (NR) 
 
 E. Some flexibility in site development and building code 

standards may be appropriate to facilitate improvements 
(see Article 17 – Lot Development Administrative 
Modifications) 
 



Proposed Amendments 

 404.05  Designating Areas as Enterprise 
Redevelopment (ER) 
 

 E. Some flexibility in site development and 
building code standards may be appropriate to 
facilitate improvements (see Article 17 – Lot 
Development Administrative Modifications) 
 



   Questions? 



Background R-11-09  
(Legal Nonconformances) 

 Per Section 2003 of the Zoning Regulations, a 
legal nonconformance is: 

 
 Any use of land, lot or parcel, building or structure 

which lawfully existing either prior to January 1, 1975, or 
which was rendered nonconforming with respect to site 
development standards as a result of amendments to 
the Zoning Regulations 

 
 Legal nonconformances are otherwise commonly known 

as “grandfathered” uses 
 



Proposed Amendment 
 

 2003.02  Continuing Existing Uses  
 

 A.  Any use of land, lot or parcel, building or structure, 
lawfully existing either prior to January 1, 1975, or 
rendered nonconforming as a result of subsequent 
amendments to these regulations, may be continued 
even though such use does not now conform with these 
Regulations. It is often difficult for owners and the 
County to find and produce evidence of use prior to 
January 1, 1975.  Accordingly, for purposes of 
determining use under this subsection, the use prior to 
January 1, 1975 may be inferred from the best available 
historical evidence, [but in all events any such evidence 
must demonstrate or suggest the use at least ten (10) 
years prior to the date of the determination of 
nonconforming use] 

 
  



 Currently, per Section 2003: 
 
 In the event a nonconforming use of land, 

building or structure is changed to a permitted 
use, or is discontinued for a period of 12 
consecutive months, any future use is 
required to comply with all requirements of the 
Zoning Regulations  

Background R-11-09  
(Legal Nonconformances) 



Proposed Amendment 

 2003.03  Discontinuance of Nonconforming Uses 
 
 A.  In the event that a nonconforming use of land, 

building or structure is changed to a permitted use, or 
is discontinued for a period of 12 36 consecutive 
months as a result of conduct within the control of or 
attributable to the property owner, any future use 
thereof shall be in conformity with these Regulations 

___ 



   Questions? 



Recommendation 

  

 Staff recommends that the Board of Supervisors 
approve R-11-06, R-11-07 and R-11-09 as 
proposed 
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Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Zoning Ordinance 12-03 to approve Docket R-11-07, amending Article 4 of the Cochise County
Zoning Regulations regarding areas designated by the Comprehensive Plan as Neighborhood
Rehabilitation (NR) and Enterprise Redevelopment (ER).

Background:
Areas in the County designated by the Comprehensive Plan as NR and ER are those that, generally
speaking, are comprised of a high number of deteriorating and incompatible uses, areas in need of an
influx of development and improvements. NR and ER areas generally have inadequate infrastructure to
provide a proper measure of health, safety and welfare, and, over time, residents in these communities
have expressed interest in making improvements to these areas. Per Sections 404.04 and .05, in order
to facilitate improvements, “some flexibility in site development and building code standards may be
appropriate to facilitate improvements.” Our current language is vague, however; the proposed
amendments would codify the specific site development standards eligible for administrative modification
and the extent to which they may be modified. This would provide needed clarity for property owners and
staff.

Proposed Text Amendments

For the sake of brevity, consistency, and simplicity, staff has proposed applying the requirements set
forth in R-11-06 (Lot Development Administrative Modifications) to the NR and ER areas, including the
public notification process. Again, this is an effort to clarify the specific site development standards
allowed for modification, and to what degree those eligible site development standards may be modified,
but at the same time remaining cognizant of the overarching need to protect overall community
character.

The proposed text amendments to Article 4 are in boldface (please note attached staff memorandum):

404.04 Designating Areas as Neighborhood Rehabilitation (NR)



A. The area to be designated is within a Category A, B or C Growth Area.

B. The area is a residential neighborhood with a high number of deteriorating dwellings.

C. The infrastructure of the area is unable to provide for adequate public health, safety, welfare and
general convenience.

D. There is community interest in improving the area.

E. Some flexibility in site development and building code standards may be appropriate to facilitate
improvements (see Article 17 – Lot Development Administrative Modifications).

404.05 Designating Areas as Enterprise Redevelopment (ER)

A. The area to be designated is within Category A, B, or C Growth Area.

B. The area is: 

1. Comprised of a high number of deteriorating enterprise uses; and/or

2. Has a large number of incompatible neighborhood and enterprise uses that are deteriorating.

C. The infrastructure of the area is unable to provide for adequate public health, safety, welfare and
general convenience. 

D. There is some existing community interest in improving the area.

E. Some flexibility in site development and building code standards may be appropriate to facilitate
improvements (see Article 17 – Lot Development Administrative Modifications).

Planning and Zoning Commission

On December 14, 2011, the Planning and Zoning Commission voted unanimously to forward a
recommendation of approval of the proposed Zoning Regulation amendments to the Board of
Supervisors.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
If the Board of Supervisors approves Docket R-11-07, Community Development Department staff will
amend the County's Zoning Regulations pertaining to areas designated by the Comprehensive Plan as
Neighborhood Rehabilitation (NR) and Enterprise Redevelopment (ER).

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If the Board of Supervisors denies the amendments, the County's current language in the Zoning
Regulations for Neighborhood Rehabilitation and Enterprise Redevelopment area would remain the
same.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
If approved, the Zoning Ordinance is to be signed by the Chairman of the Board and the Clerk of the
Board. Please send a signed copy of the Zoning Ordinance to Michael Turisk.

Attachments
R-11-07 Memo



R-11-07 Legal Notice
R-11-07 Zoning Ordinance
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Adopt Zoning Ordinance 12-04 to approve Docket R-11-09, amending Section 2003 of the Cochise
County Zoning Regulations pertaining to identifying or verifying Legal Nonconformances or
"grandfathered" uses.

Background:
Per Section 2003 of the Zoning Regulations, a legal, nonconformance is any use of land, lot or parcel,
building or structure which lawfully existing either prior to January 1, 1975 (the date in which the Zoning
Regulations took effect), or which was rendered nonconforming with respect to site development
standards (e.g., minimum setbacks) as a result of amendments to the Zoning Regulations since that
time. Legal nonconformances are otherwise commonly known as “grandfathered” uses. 

Furthermore, per Section 2003:

In the event a nonconforming use of land, building or structure is changed to a permitted use, or is
discontinued for a period of 12 consecutive months, any future use is required to comply with all
requirements of the Zoning Regulations. 

Staff has proposed increasing the maximum discontinuance period from 12 months as noted above, to
36 months, or such time as the Board may determine. Doing so would allow a larger window of
opportunity for legal nonconforming activities which have ceased to resume as before so long as the
discontinuance period is not more than 36 months. A change of use, however, would continue to be
required to meet current minimum site development standards.
This larger window would conceivably allow more legal nonconforming uses to continue without having to
comply with an array of sometimes difficult regulations. 

In addition, Section 2003.02 of the Zoning Regulations states:

Any use of land, lot or parcel, building or structure, lawfully existing either prior to January 1, 1975, or
rendered nonconforming as a result of subsequent amendments to these regulations, may be continued
even though such use does not now conform with these Regulations. 



Currently, in order to demonstrate or prove the legitimacy of a legal non-conformance, the Zoning
Regulations require evidence that the land, lot or parcel, building or structure existed prior to January 1,
1975, over 37 years ago. Since it is typically very difficult for property owners and staff to locate and
produce viable evidence of use prior to that date, staff has proposed amending this requirement to allow
the use based on the best available historical evidence. However, in all cases, such evidence must
suggest the use existed at least 10 years prior to the date of the determination of nonconformance (or
such time as the Board may determine). 

PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENTS

The proposed text amendments to the relevant portions of Section 2003 are in boldface (please note
attached staff memo):
2003.02 Continuing Existing Uses 

A. Any use of land, lot or parcel, building or structure, lawfully existing either prior to January 1, 1975, or
rendered nonconforming as a result of subsequent amendments to these regulations, may be continued
even though such use does not now conform with these Regulations. It is often difficult for owners and
the County to find and produce evidence of use prior to January 1, 1975. Accordingly, for purposes of
determining use under this subsection, the use prior to January 1, 1975 may be inferred from the best
available historical evidence, [but in all events any such evidence must demonstrate or suggest the use
at least ten (10) years prior to the date of the determination of nonconforming use].

B. Nothing herein shall be construed to prevent the continued use or reasonable repair or alteration of a
nonconforming structure or use for the purpose used at the time such use became nonconforming. 

2003.03 Discontinuance of Nonconforming Uses
A. In the event that a nonconforming use of land, building or structure is changed to a permitted use, or is
discontinued for a period of 12 36 consecutive months as a result of conduct within the control of or
attributable to the property owner, any future use thereof shall be in conformity with these Regulations.

Planning and Zoning Commission

On December 14, 2011, the Planning and Zoning Commission voted unanimously to forward a
recommendation of approval of the proposed Zoning Regulation amendments to the Board of
Supervisors.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
If the Board of Supervisors approves Docket R-11-09, Community Development Department staff will
amend the County's Zoning Regulations pertaining to identifying or verifying Legal Nonconformances.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If the Board of Supervisors denies the amendments, the County's current standards for identifying or
verifying Legal Nonconformances would remain the same.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
If approved, the Zoning Ordinance is to be signed by the Chairman of the Board and the Clerk of the
Board. Please send a signed copy of the Zoning Ordinance to Michael Turisk.

Attachments
R-11-09 Memo
R-11-09 Zoning Ordinance
R-11-09 Legal Notice
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Approve an Intergovernmental Agreement between Pima County and Cochise County for Road
Maintenance of San Pedro River Road (an extension of Cascabel Road) for approximately nine miles to
the Pima-Pinal County line, effective upon execution by both parties and effective for five years.

Background:
Mr. David Cummings from the Pima County Department of Transportation, Division Manager for Road
Maintenance Operations made contact with Staff to inquire if Cochise County would consider entering
into an Intergovernmental Agreement for road maintenance (blading) along San Pedro River Road
(Extension of Cascabel Rd) from the Cochise County line to Redington Rd.

Currently, Pinal County maintains portions of the San Pedro River Road from Redignton Rd. to the Pinal
County line. Pima County entered into this agreement many years ago primarily because Pinal County
can provide better, more frequent service on this segment than Pima County can due primarily to its
location and the reduced staff levels.

Staff visited the site and feels comfortable on not only maintaining the San Pedro River Road from the
Cochise County line to Redington Pass (5 miles) but all the way up to the Pinal County line (4 road miles)
without impacting our blading schedule/cycles.

Staff advised Pima County that we had the capacity to maintain the entire roadway. Pima County is
amenable on Cochise County taking over the maintenance of the entire roadway from the Cochise
County line to the Pinal County line. 

In the event that this Intergovernmental Agreement is approved, Staff will incorporate the maintenance of
this road into the Cascabel road blading schedule/cycle (8 weeks). 

Cochise County will charge Pima County $125.00 per every road mile that is bladed which equates to
$6,750 per year, billed on a semi-annual basis. The estimated costs for performing this IGA work is
estimated at $4,100.



Enclosed please find a brief summary of the mutual benefits of this Intergovernmental Agreement:

1. The connecting San Pedro River Road is more of a commuter route linking Pinal County and Cochise
County requiring a higher level of service (preferable grading cycle of 8 weeks). 
2. The transporting of labor and equipment from west Tucson to San Pedro River Road for the needed
more frequent grading of just this segment is economically and logistically unfeasible. This results in a
less than acceptable service level for this segment.
3. This agreement will save Pima County an estimated $3,800 annually, while providing a better service
level for the Pinal / Cochise commuters. 

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Execute 3 Signed Copies of this IGA and transmit to Pima County for their execution.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Cochise County will not be in a position to assist other entities that are looking to implement innovative
and strategic solutions needed as a result of dwindling HURF revenues.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Execute three original signed copies and return to the Community Development Department, Attention: 
Carlos A. De La Torre

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year:
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$):
Ongoing Costs? ($$$):
County Match Required? ($$$):
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$):
Source of Funding?:
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
The costs for executing this IGA is estimated at $4,100 and the projected revenue in conjunction with the
execution of this IGA is estimated at $6,750.00

Attachments
Pima & Cochise County IGA
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Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Mike Ortega; Julie Morales TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

County
Admin;
HR
Director

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Resolution 12-01 to approve a revised Cochise County Human Resources Policy Manual set forth
in Exhibit A, rescind previously adopted Human Resources Policies listed in Exhibit B, and approve
amendments to the Cochise County Merit System Rules thereby amending the policies listed in Exhibit
C; all changes to be effective April 1, 2012.

Background:
To be completed Monday, 2/13/12.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Provide electronic copies of the HR Policy Manual and the revised Merit System Rules to each
Department and post on the County Intranet for employees' reference.  Conduct training with department
staff, as necessary.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Existing policies will remain in force.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Record signed Resolution, with all Exhibits attached.

Attachments
HR Policies_Resolution



Resolution 12-___
A RESOLUTION OF THE COCHISE COUNTY BOARD OFSUPERVISORS ADOPTING A REVISED COCHISE COUNTYHUMAN RESOURCES POLICY MANUAL AND AMENDMENTS TOTHE COCHISE COUNTY MERIT SYSTEM RULES.
WHEREAS, Cochise County, since its creation, has adoptedresolutions establishing Human Resources Personnel Policiesfor all Cochise County employees; and
WHEREAS, Cochise County adopted a revision of the MeritSystem Rules effective January 1, 2010 under the provisions ofArizona Revised Statutes 11-351 through 11-356 establishingthe Cochise County Employee Merit System; and
WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors believes that it is inthe best interest of the Cochise County employees that allformally adopted and currently practiced Human ResourcesPersonnel Policies be incorporated into the newly createdHuman Resources Policy Manual (Exhibit A); and
WHEREAS, the newly created Human Resources PolicyManual shall be adhered to by all employees of Cochise County;and



WHEREAS, it is the belief of the Cochise County Board ofSupervisors that an updated version of all previously adoptedHuman Resources Personnel Policies is warranted;
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the CochiseCounty Board of Supervisors hereby adopts the Cochise CountyHuman Resources Policy Manual effective April 1, 2012 whichrescinds and/or replaces all previously adopted HumanResources policies listed on Exhibit B.
FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED, that the Cochise CountyBoard of Supervisors hereby adopts revisions to the CochiseCounty Merit System Rules effective April 1, 2012 whichamends Merit System Rules listed on Exhibit C.
APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 14th day of February,

2012 by the Cochise County Board of Supervisors in formal 
session.  

  ______________________________
  Richard Searle
  Chairperson

ATTEST:

__________________________________
Katie Howard
Clerk of the Board

APPROVED AS TO FORM:



__________________________________
Britt Hanson
Deputy County Attorney



   

    Action      17.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Procurement             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

approve Change Order Requests 24 and 28 for Concord General Contracting
Submitted By: Lynn Hu, Facilities
Department: Facilities

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 
Submitted for Signature: 

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

LH Hamilton TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Facilities
Project
Director

Mandated Function?: Not Mandated  Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve change order requests in the not to exceed amount of $32,988 to Concord General Contracting
for design changes and an additional 10 days work for completion of the Douglas Government Center
Construction Project as outlined in attached Change Order Requests #24 and 28.

Background:
The mezzanine level of the mercantile building in Douglas is supported by a steel beam running the full
length of the building north to south. Prior to the start of construction the beam was not fully exposed. The
architect and contractor made basic assumptions on how to locate the electrical, plumbing and
mechanical under and around this beam. As the beam became fully exposed, it became apparent that
some of the basic assumptions were not correct, especially the actual height of the beam. Consequently,
the routing of all the systems became a significant challenge. Through a series of meetings with the
architect, general contractor, the mechanical engineer and the affected trades, a solution was reached.
Change Order #24 makes the necessary changes to all the affected systems so everything fits and
rectifies the conflicts of the original design. The value of this Change Order is $26,909. This work
lengthened the time necessary to complete the project. Concord generated Change Order #28 wherein
they are requesting only the time of the Superintendent be paid. General conditions and other associated
costs with contract extensions were not requested. This Change Order is valued at $6,079 and moves
the completion out ten (10) additional work days.

The architect, project manager and County staff are in agreement that these changes are necessary and
the costs are fair and equitable. An overview of the project will be added at a later date as well a full
financial spreadsheet.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
None

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The project could not be completed



To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Copies of change orders are attached - Procurement to sign.

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year: 2011
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$): 32,988 
Ongoing Costs? ($$$): 0
County Match Required? ($$$): 0
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$): 0
Source of Funding?: Contingency

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
see above

Attachments
CO #24
CO #28







   

    State and Federal Legislation      18.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 02/14/2012  

State & Federal Legislation
Submitted By: Kim Lemons, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: 
Document Signatures: BOS Signature NOT Required  # of ORIGINALS 

Submitted for Signature: 
0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Mike Ortega TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

County
Administrator

Mandated Function?: Source of Mandate 
or Basis for Support?: 

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Discussion and possible action regarding state and federal legislative matters, including but not limited to
the items in the attached agenda.

County Supervisors Association Legislative Policy Committee Agenda for February 10, 2012 (see
attached)

Background:
 

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
 

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
 

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
 

Attachments
Agenda



 
  
  
 

                 1905 W. Washington St., Ste. 100, Phoenix, AZ 85009 
             (602) 252-5521  fax:  (602) 253-3227 

 

 
 

A G E N D A 
County Managers & Administrators 

February 10, 2012 
10:00 a.m. 

Teleconference 712-432-3900 
(access code 521047#) 

County Supervisors Association 
CSA Boardroom 

Phoenix, AZ 
   

I. CALL TO ORDER ~ Robert Pickels, Chairman 
  

II. AFFORDABLE CARE ACT:  IMPACT ON ARIZONA COUNTIES ~ Don Hughes, Governor’s Office 
 

III. PSPRS FUND UPDATE ~ Jim Hacking, PSPRS Administrator 
 

IV. LAWSUIT RE: EMPLOYEE CONTRIBUTIONS TO ASRS 
• HB 2264: ASRS; employee; employer contributions; rate (Robson) 
 

V. SCR 1025: PROPERTY TAX ASSESSED VALUATION; LIMITATION (Yarbrough) 
 

VI. GOVERNOR’S BUDGET RECOMMENDATION REPORT / JLBC BASELINE BUDGET 
• HB 2338: Prisoner Transfer; Department of Corrections (Jones/McLain) 

 
VII. CSA STATUTORY AGENDA 

• HB 2360: flood control districts; immunity (Fann) 
• HB 2361: consumer fireworks; regulation (Fann)  
• HB 2389: lease of county property; requirements (Pratt) 
• HB 2495: counties; purchases; local dealers (Jones) 
• HB 2530: incarceration costs; municipal court warrants (Ash)  
• HB 2651: road enhancement improvement districts (Burges) 
• HB 2658: flood control authority; relinquishment; districts (Pratt) 
• SB 1209: sheriff; sex offender monitoring; fee (Griffin) 
• SB 1282: county highway designation; county engineers (Griffin) 
• SB 1295: flood control districts; construction bids (Nelson) 
• SB 1409: assault; public defenders; county ranger (Gould) 

  
VIII. LEGISLATIVE ACTIVITY REPORTS 

• Proposed Amendments to the Regulatory Bill of Rights 
• ASRS Public Employee Board Position  
• Other Legislation for Discussion 

 
IX. NACO LEGISLATIVE CONFERENCE PREPARATION 

 
X. AGENDA REVIEW: CSA BOARD MEETING 

 
XI. OTHER ISSUES FOR DISCUSSION 

 
XII. NEXT MEETING DATE (March 9) 

 
XIII. ADJOURNMENT 

http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2264&Session_Id=107
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=SCR1025&Session_Id=107
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=hb2338&Session_Id=107
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2360&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2361&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2389&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2495&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2530&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2651&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2658&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=1209&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=1282&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=1295&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/legtext/50leg/2r/bills/sb1409p.pdf


Bill 
Number Short Title Description Comment 

CSA Legislative Agenda 
HB2338: prisoner transfer; dept of 

corrections (Jones) 
Repeals the requirement that beginning July 1, 2012, prisoners sentenced to one 
year or less in the Department of Corrections (DOC) will serve that time in county 
jails unless the county sheriff contracts with DOC to house county prisoners in a 
state facility for a fee. Includes an emergency clause. 

House Appropriations 

HB 2360: flood control districts; 
immunity (Fann) 
 

A county flood control district and its employees are not liable for any injury or 
property damage arising out of a flood control project when a reasonably 
adequate warning of any unreasonably dangerous hazard is given to potentially 
affected property owners. 

DPA, Ag & Water 

HB 2361: consumer fireworks; 
regulation (Fann)  

Municipalities and counties are authorized to regulate the sale and use of 
permissible consumer fireworks. 

House Mil Aff & PS 

HB 2389: lease of county property; 
requirements (Pratt) 
 

The appointment of an appraiser is not required for the lease of county property 
valued at $5,000 or less if the value has been estimated and justified by a market 
analysis based on comparable sales. 

Passed House, 58-0 

HB 2495: counties; purchases; local 
dealers (Jones) 
 

For purchases in excess of $50,000, counties must award contracts to a local 
dealer in preference to competing bidders if the bid of the competing bidder is 
less than five percent lower. 

DPA, Government 
DP, Commerce 

HB 2530: incarceration costs; 
municipal court warrants 
(Ash)  

Municipalities must pay the costs of incarceration in a county jail for a person 
arrested on a warrant issued by the municipal court. 

House Military Affairs 
& Public Safety 

HB 2651: road enhancement 
improvement districts 
(Burges) 

Establish a mechanism where a BOS may be replaced by an independently elected 
board of directors for a Road Enhancement Improvement Districts. 

DP, W & M 

HB 2658: flood control authority; 
relinquishments; districts 
(Pratt) 

Clarify municipal responsibility for long-term impacts, such as maintenance costs, 
when the municipality acting as a floodplain administrator, makes these decisions 
and gives up floodplain administration duties.   

DP, Ag & Water 

SB 1209: sheriff; sex offender 
monitoring fee (Griffin) 

Identify monitoring fees for sex offenders who are required to register with a 
sheriff’s office, while not de-incentivizing the offender’s willingness to register. 

Failed, PS & HS 

SB 1282: county highways; county 
engineer recommendation 
(Griffin)  

Expand the process by which a county may take over a private road to include the 
recommendation of the county engineer.    

DPA Senate COW 

SB 1295: flood control districts; 
construction bids (Nelson) 

Increase flood control district construction caps from $5,000 to $190,000 for 
construction projects that are eligible for construction by public employees in 
counties with a population of 175,000 or less. 

DP, Nat Res & Tran 

SB 1409: assault; public defender; 
county ranger (Gould) 

Add Public Defenders and Park Rangers to the inclusive group whose assault 
would be classified as a felony. 

DP, Jud 

http://www.azleg.gov/legtext/50leg/2r/bills/hb2338p.pdf
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2360&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2361&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2389&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2495&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2530&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2651&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2658&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=1209&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=1282&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=1295&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=1409&Session_Id=107&image.x=0&image.y=0


 



 

 
 
 

 
MEMO 

 
 
To:    Board of Directors 
From:    CSA Staff 
Subject:   NACo Conference Talking Points 
Date:    January 26, 2012 
 
 
CSA is in the process of constructing talking points for the 2012 NACo Legislative Conference in 
Washington D.C. on March 3-7, 2012.   The following is a list of county related issues for which 
talking points are currently being developed:  
 

1. SUPPORT THE FOUR FOREST RESTORATION INTITIATIVE 
 

2. REAUTHORIZE SECURE RURAL SCHOOLS AND COMMUNITY SELF-
DETERMINATION ACT 

 
3. CONTINUE FULL FUNDING OF PILT (PAYMENT IN LIEU OF TAXES) 

 
4. SUPPORT FEDERAL TAX INTERCEPT LEGISLATION TO ASSIST CRIME 

VICTIMS 
 

5. SUPPORT CONTINUED FUNDING OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK 
GRANTS 
 
 

Please notify CSA if you wish to add any items or provide feedback on the current list. 
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