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AGENDA FOR REGULAR BOARD MEETING
Tuesday, August 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.

           

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.   
 

 

PRESENTATION

Presentation by Ms. Kathy Boyle and Mr. Bill Harmon, ADOT: The Future of Transportation in Arizona

Presentation of Proclamation to Scott Lekan, Legal Services Administrator, Arizona Division of Child
Support Enforcement, declaring August 2012 to be Child Support Awareness month.

 

 



           

CONSENT
 

Board of Supervisors
 

1. Approve a letter requesting coordinating status versus cooperating status on BLM's Southline
Project.

 

2. Adopt Resolutiion 12-35 in support of Arizona Electric Power Cooperatiive, opposing new
Environmental Protection Agency requirements to install ‘selective catalytic reduction’ (SCR)
technology.

 

3. Approve Proclamation declaring August 2012 to be Child Support Awareness Month.
 

4. Appoint RaeAnn Kiesling as Constable for Justice Court, District 4.
 

5. Approve letter to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) from Cochise County as a
coordinating agency, regarding the preferred alternative in the SunZia Draft Environmental
Impact Statement, issued on May 25, 2012.

 

6. Approve the Minutes of the regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of July 24, 2012.
 

7. Approve an application for a temporary Extension of Premises liquor license submitted by Ms.
Lorena G. Rogers for La Ramada Steakhouse & Cantina located on 1948 S Naco Highways in
Bisbee.

 

County Attorney
 

8. Approve the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission (ACJC) Drug, Gang and Violent Crime
Control Grant Agreement (Byrne) in the amount of $167,425 between the Arizona Criminal
Justice Commission and Cochise County for the period July 1, 2012 through June 30, 2013.

 

9. Approve the renewal of Crime Victim Compensation Grant No. VC-13-050, in the amount of
$89,500, and Certified Assurances between the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission and
Cochise County Attorney's Office, for the period July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013.

 

10. Approve the Victims' Rights Program (VRP) Award Agreement, A.G. #:2013-002, in the amount
of $27,150 between the Arizona Attorney General and the Cochise County Attorney's Office,
for the period July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013.

 

County Sheriff
 

11. Approve the US Department of Justice Assistance Grant Award  2012-DJ-BX-1141 in the
amount of $38,148 to allow the Cochise County Sheriff's Office to purchase 37 Electronic
Control Devices w/holsters, 82 additional cartridges and training for the use of these devices, in
an effort to enhance the current inventory of Electronic Control Devices and to promote
enhanced safety practices and methods for the deputies and public.

 

12. Approve Contract #2013-PT-021, between the Governor's Office of Highway Safety and the
Sheriff's Office providing $10,000 for selective traffic enforcement with a term of October 1,
2012 through September 30, 2013.

 

13. Approve GOHS Contract #2013-AL-020 between the Governor's Office of Highway Safety and

 



13. Approve GOHS Contract #2013-AL-020 between the Governor's Office of Highway Safety and
the Sheriff's Office providing $20,000 in funding for DUI Enforcement for the term of October 1,
2012 through September 30, 2013.

 

14. Approve GOHS Grant #2013-AL-021 between GOHS and the Sheriff's Office to provide
$14,500 for overtime to conduct a Teen Driving Education Program with a term of October 1,
2012 through September 30, 2013.

 

15. Approve award agreement A.G.#: 2013-043 from the Office of the Arizona Attorney General
Victim's Rights Program awarding the Sheriff's Office $15,050 in funding to pay for 43% of the
salary and employee related expenses (ERE) of a records specialist to conduct state mandated
victim notifications, with a term of July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013.

 

Emergency Services
 

16. Adopt Resolution 12-34 to approve the Cochise County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation
Plan 2012 as required by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000.

 

Finance
 

17. Approve demands and budget amendments for operating transfers.
 

Health
 

18. Approve Professional Services Agreement (PSA) No. 12-21-HEA-03 with Copper Queen
Community Hospital for Jail and Juvenile Detainee Hospital Services for the Cochise County
Health Department in the estimated amount of $200,000 for the period of August 1, 2012
through July 31, 2013.

 

Workforce Development
 

19. Approve Amendment #8 to Title IB Adult, Youth, and Dislocated Worker Contract
DE111004001 between Cochise County and the Arizona Department of Economic Security for
the Workforce Investment Act (WIA) Service Delivery Area from April 1, 2010 to August 31,
2015.

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS
 

Board of Supervisors
 

20. Approve an agent change/acquisition of control liquor license application for a series #12
(restaurant) liquor license submitted by Mr. John H. Campagne for Mesquite Tree located
at 6398 S Hwy 92, Hereford, 85615.

 

Community Development
 

21. Adopt Zoning Ordinance 12-10 to approve Docket R-12-02, amending the Cochise County
Zoning Regulations for agricultural uses, and codifying definitions and site development
standards for those uses, as set forth in Exhibit A.

 

22. Adopt Resolution 12-33 to approve Docket TUP-12-01, a request for a Temporary Use Permit
requiring Board approval for the Western Junction Bar & Grill, Parcel 103-88-002B, located at
5838 Double Adobe Road in McNeal, AZ.
 

 



 

ACTION
 

Board of Supervisors
 

23. Approve submission of the attached legislative proposals to the County Supervisors
Association (CSA) for consideration to be included in the CSA legislative platform.

 

Community Development
 

24. Adopt Resolution 12-36, approving an extension of The Red Hawk II Units 2 & 3 Subdivision
Assurance Agreement with Title Security Agency, Inc. an Arizona Corporation, as Trustee
under trust number 963 to a date of July 11, 2014.

 

25.  Adopt Resolution 12-37, approving an extension of The Sonora Verde Subdivision Assurance
Agreement with Fidelity National Title Agency, Inc. as Trustee under trust number 10353 to a
date of May 17, 2014.

 

Health & Social Services  
 

26. Approve a Memorandum of Understanding between Cochise Health and Social Services
(CHSS) and Chiricahua Community Health Centers, Inc. to share space in the Sierra Vista
Foothills office and parking lot and space in the parking lot at Melody Lane complex near
building A.

 

27. Approve the new subcontract, First Things First – Parents as Teachers, between the Easter
Seals Blake Foundation and Cochise Health & Social Services, in the amount of $287,439, for
the period of 7/1/12 to 6/30/13.

 

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

 

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
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Letter to BLM
Submitted By: Gussie Motter, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

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

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

none TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

none

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

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve a letter requesting coordinating status versus cooperating status on BLM's Southline Project.

Background:
On May 10, 2012, Chairman Searle sent a letter to the BLM requesting coordinating status for Cochise
County on the BLM's Southline Project. On July 18, the county received a reply from the BLM granting
cooperating status on the project. This letter is a response to the BLM letter asking for Coordinating
status rather than Cooperating status.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
The attached letter will be sent to the BLM.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The County will not have Coordinating Status for the project

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
none

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):
No fiscal impact

Attachments
Initial Letter to BLM
BLM Reply



BLM Reply
Response to BLM reply
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August 1, 2012 

 

 

Bill Childress, District Manager 

Las Cruces District Office 

Bureau of Land Management 

1800 Marquess Street 

Las Cruces, NM  8805-3371 

 

 

RE: County Cooperating/Coordinating Agency Status in the Preparation of the Proposed EIS and 

Potential Land Use Plan Amendments for the Southline Transmission Line Project. 

 

Dear Mr. Childress: 

 

We thank you for your letter dated July 18, 2012 accepting our request for Coordinating Agency status in 

the preparation of the proposed Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and potential BLM land use plan 

amendments for the Southline Transmission Line Project (project).  However, in your response letter, 

paragraph one reads: 

 

“The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and Western Area Power Administration (Western) have 

received your request to participate as a Cooperating Agency…” Furthermore, paragraph two begins: 

“As a Cooperating Agency your participation may include those activities included in 40 CFR 1501.6(b). 

 

However, per our letter dated May 10, 2012, we had requested Coordinating Agency status.  As you 

know, legal authority for our position as a Coordinating Agency is found in several laws and regulations, 

the most relevant of which is the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA) of 1976.   FLPMA 

creates a mandatory independent responsibility for BLM to coordinate (emphasis added) with other units 

of government (43 U.S.C. 1712(c)(9)).  As stated, the BLM must, to the extent practicable, seek to 

maximize consistency with the plans and policies of other government entities.  Cities and counties within 

a planning area possess special expertise regarding local land use plans and policies relevant to BLM 

requirements for land use plan coordination and consistency (43 CFR 1610.3-1, 3-2).  Local governments 

also possess expertise on the environmental, social, and economic impacts of a proposal and specialized 

local data and information. 

 

Furthermore, in 43 CFR 46.155 (DOI) Inviting participation – “The Responsible Official must whenever 

possible consult, coordinate (emphasis added), and cooperate with relevant State, local, and tribal 

governments and other bureaus and Federal agencies concerning the environmental effects of any Federal 

action within the jurisdictions or related to the interests of these entities.” 
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The role Cochise County is requesting includes but is not limited to: 

 

 Working with the appropriate BLM office to develop a Memorandum of Understanding 

(MOU) that identifies Cochise County as a coordinating agency.  

 

 Identifying significant issues associated with Southline Transmission Line Project.  

 

 Participating fully as an equal partner in the NEPA process. For example, it would be 

appropriate for Cochise County to help in identifying data and inventory needs as well as 

anticipated management issues and concerns. It is expected that Cochise County would 

collaborate in assessing scoping comments. 

 

 Identify connected, similar, and cumulative actions. 

 

Since energy development is considered in the BLM Resource Management Plan, Cochise County also 

requests coordination under 43 CFR 1610.4-2 (BLM) Development of planning criteria. (a) “The Field 

Manager will prepare criteria to guide development of the resource management plan or revision, to 

ensure: 

 

(1) It is tailored to the issues previously identified…. (b) Planning criteria will generally be 

based upon applicable law, Director and State Director guidance, the results of public 

participation, and coordination with any cooperating agencies and other Federal 

agencies, State and local governments, and federally recognized Indian tribes (emphasis 

added).” 

 

According to 43 CFR 46.155 (DOI) Consultation, coordination, and cooperation with other agencies - 

“The Responsible Official must whenever possible consult, coordinate (emphasis added), and cooperate 

with relevant State, local, and tribal governments and other bureaus and Federal agencies concerning the 

environmental effects of any Federal action within the jurisdictions or related to the interests of these 

entities.”   

 

The BLM has a duty to coordinate even if a formal relationship with local agencies is not established. In 

accordance with FLPMA, the BLM’s coordination responsibilities include maximizing consistency with 

the plans and policies of other government entities and providing for meaningful public involvement of 

other Federal, State, local, and tribal government officials in the development of land use decisions (see 

above). 

 

During the planning process, a key element of the coordinating agency relationship includes BLM sharing 

of predecisional documents with Cochise County. Absent extraneous factors such as protection of 

proprietary or contractual information or ensuring compliance with State public records or public 

meetings requirements (“sunshine laws”), predecisional documents can and should be shared with 

coordinating agencies in accordance with the terms of the MOU that directs the activities within the 

relationship.  Sharing of predecisional documents should occur as part of the BLM’s coordination 

activities.  Sharing of predecisional documents should be guided by the detailed written MOU between 

the parties.   
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We request the BLM work with us to develop an MOU that will accomplish the following: 

 

 Designate Cochise County as a coordinating agency in the NEPA process. 

 

 Identify the lead agency that has responsibility for the completion of the planning or 

NEPA effort. 

 

 Focus on defining a coordination framework that is acceptable to both parties. 

 

 Describe the framework for coordination between the lead agency and Cochise 

County that will ensure successful completion of the NEPA effort in a timely, 

efficient, and thorough manner. 

 

 Describe the respective responsibilities, jurisdictional authority, and expertise of 

each of the parties in the NEPA process. 

 

 Specify that predecisional documents will remain confidential to the extent allowed 

by law. 

 

 Describe how connected and cumulative actions of Cochise County as a coordinating 

agencies will be analyzed during the NEPA process to improve overall interagency 

coordination. 

 

Cochise County will designate a representative and alternate representative to ensure coordination 

between the County and the lead agency during the NEPA process.  

 

These aforementioned Acts and regulations mandate that Federal agencies coordinate with the County if 

we choose to exercise our authority to do so which is granted to us by Congress.  If we participate in a 

Cooperating Agency capacity and fail to exert our right for simultaneous coordination, we are forfeiting 

an important tool which the Congress has provided local government in protecting its rights and the rights 

of its citizenry.   

 

Cooperating Agency status alone does not have the success that simultaneous coordination provides; real 

success is achieved through Cooperating Agency status with agencies which have come to recognize the 

value of simultaneous and complementary coordination.  

 

While Cooperating Agency status certainly is important, it functions more meaningfully if it is used 

concurrently with Coordination Authority. This dual relationship requires Federal agencies to not only 
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listen to the County, but hear us as well, because coordination requires Federal agencies to provide local 

government equal footing, and then must make every effort to make Federal plan implementation 

consistent with the plans and policies of local governments, including Cochise County’s Comprehensive 

Plan.  The value this provides is that with concurrent Cooperation and Coordination, Federal agencies are 

directed, not guided, to use every possible means to achieve consistency. 

   

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

Richard R. Searle, Chairman 

Cochise County Board of Supervisors 

 

Cc: Patrick G. Call, District 1 Supervisor 

 Ann English, District 2 Supervisor 

 Michael J. Ortega, County Administrator 

 Katie Howard, Clerk of the Board 
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Resolution in support of AEPCO, opposing EPA requirements to install ‘selective catalytic reduction’
(SCR) technology 
Submitted By: Katie Howard, 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:
Adopt Resolutiion 12-35 in support of Arizona Electric Power Cooperatiive, opposing new Environmental
Protection Agency requirements to install ‘selective catalytic reduction’ (SCR) technology.

Background:
 Whereas, the Apache Generating Station at Cochise, south of Willcox, owned by Arizona’s G&T
Cooperatives/Arizona Electric Power Cooperative, is and for more than 50 years has been a vital and
important part of the societal and economic fabric of the region and has provided jobs as well as reliable,
safe and affordable electric power to rural Arizona, California and New Mexico residents who otherwise
would have none,
And, Whereas, the Apache Generating Station and its cooperative employees have always been, are and
will always strive to be responsible corporate citizens and environmental stewards,
And, Whereas, the Apache Generating Station and its cooperative employees have always worked
professionally and proactively with local, state and federal agencies and always has and will continue to
meet or exceed regulatory standards,
And, Whereas, the Apache Generating Station has been part of a dynamic and ongoing process with the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency to
implement “low NOx burner and Overfire Air” equipment on its two coal-fired steam units to reduce NOx
(nitrogen oxide) emissions which contribute to what the agencies call ‘regional haze,’

And, Whereas, the Apache Generating Station in 1989 installed low NOx burners, overfire and underfire
air modifications to its Steam Unit 2 at a cost of $2 million,
In 1993, installed an upgraded version of low NOx burners, overfire, and underfire air modifications to its
Steam Unit 3 at a cost of $2.7 million,
And in 2008 installed upgraded low NOx burners and overfire air modifications at a cost of $3 million – all
for a total of $7.7 million,

And, Whereas, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency is now proposing that the Apache Generating
Station be required to install ‘selective catalytic reduction’ (SCR) technology on its steam units to further
reduce already low NOx emissions – at a cost estimated by the cooperative of up to $218 million,
And, Whereas, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, itself a strict regulating agency, has
said this prohibitively expensive technology would have an “imperceptible” impact on regional haze,
And, Whereas, the annual operating and maintenance costs of SCR technology would be almost 30
times the annual margins of Arizona’s G&T Cooperatives,



And, Whereas, given the prohibitive financial impact of a technology that the state of Arizona’s own
Department of Environmental Quality says is unnecessary, one or both of the Apache Generating
Station’s steam units could be forced to shut down with the resulting loss of jobs and the ripple effect to
the already-depressed regional economy,
Now, therefore, be it resolved that the Cochise County Board of Supervisors opposes the proposed EPA
mandate for SCR technology and supports the Apache Generating Station’s ongoing efforts to comply
with the state of Arizona’s State Implementation Plan (SIP) process for controlling emissions that
contribute to regional haze,
And, further, be it resolved that the Cochise County Board of Supervisors urges the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency to consider all the impacts its proposed mandate would have not only on the Apache
Generating Station but to the entire region and all the rural members who receive power from it and not
mandate the installation of SCR technology,

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Have Resolution signed and recorded; copy to AEPCO.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Cochise County will not be on record opposing the new EPA requirements to install ‘selective catalytic
reduction’ (SCR) technology

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
See Dept's Next Steps, above

Attachments
BS In Support of AEPCO Opposing EPA Requirements to Install SCR Technology



RESOLUTION 12-__ 
 

IN SUPPORT OF AEPCO, OPPOSING EPA REQUIREMENTS TO 
INSTALL "SELECTIVE CATALYTIC REDUCTION" (SCR) 

TECHNOLOGY 
 
 
 WHEREAS, the Apache Generating Station at Cochise, south of Willcox, owned 
by Arizona’s G&T Cooperatives/Arizona Electric Power Cooperative, is and for more 
than 50 years has been a vital and important part of the societal and economic fabric of 
the region and has provided jobs as well as reliable, safe and affordable electric power to 
rural Arizona, California and New Mexico residents who otherwise would have none; 
and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Apache Generating Station and its cooperative employees have 
always been, are and will always strive to be responsible corporate citizens and 
environmental stewards; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Apache Generating Station and its cooperative employees have 
always worked professionally and proactively with local, state and federal agencies and 
always has and will continue to meet or exceed regulatory standards; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Apache Generating Station has been part of a dynamic and 
ongoing process with the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality and the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency to implement  “low NOx burner and Overfire Air” 
equipment on its two coal-fired steam units to reduce NOx (nitrogen oxide) emissions 
which contribute to what the agencies call ‘regional haze; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Apache Generating Station in 1989 installed low NOx burners, 
overfire and underfire air modifications to its Steam Unit 2 at a cost of $2 million; and 
 
 WHEREAS, in 1993, installed an upgraded version of low NOx burners, overfire, 
and underfire air modifications to its Steam Unit 3 at a cost of $2.7 million; and 
 
 WHEREAS in 2008 installed upgraded low NOx burners and overfire air 
modifications at a cost of $3 million – all for a total of $7.7 million; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency is now proposing that the 
Apache Generating Station be required to install ‘selective catalytic reduction’ (SCR)
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technology on its steam units to further reduce already low NOx emissions – at a cost 
estimated by the cooperative of up to $218 million; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, itself a strict 
regulating agency, has said this prohibitively expensive technology would have an 
“imperceptible” impact on regional haze; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the annual operating and maintenance costs of SCR technology 
would be almost 30 times the annual margins of Arizona’s G&T Cooperatives; and 
 
 WHEREAS, given the prohibitive financial impact of a technology that the state 
of Arizona’s own Department of Environmental Quality says is unnecessary, one or both 
of the Apache Generating Station’s steam units could be forced to shut down with the 
resulting loss of jobs and the ripple effect to the already-depressed regional economy, 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Cochise County Board of 
Supervisors opposes the proposed EPA mandate for SCR technology and supports the 
Apache Generating Station’s ongoing efforts to comply with the state of Arizona’s State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) process for controlling emissions that contribute to regional 
haze. 
 
 FURTHER, BE IT RESOLVED that the Cochise County Board of Supervisors 
urges the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency to consider all the impacts its proposed 
mandate would have not only on the Apache Generating Station but to the entire region 
and all the rural members who receive power from it and not mandate the installation of 
SCR technology. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this _____ day of _______________, 2012. 
 
 
________________________________ 
Richard R. Searle, Chairperson 
Cochise County Board of Supervisors 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
________________________________  ______________________________ 
Katie A. Howard     Britt W. Hanson, Chief Civil 
Clerk of the Board        Deputy County Attorney 



   

    Consent      3.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Approve Proclamation: Declare August 2012 Child Support Awareness Month
Submitted By: Katie Howard, 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 Proclamation declaring August 2012 to be Child Support Awareness Month.

Background:
Proclamation attached.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Have Proclamation signed; post.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
n/a

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
See above.  Proclamation to be read aloud at meeting.  Will be presented to Scott Lekan, Legal Services
Administrator, Arizona Division of Child Support Enforcement.

Attachments
2012_Governor's proclamation
2012_Cochise County Child Support Awareness Month Proclamation





 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PROCLAMATION 
“CHILD SUPPORT AWARENESS MONTH” 

 
WHEREAS, children need responsible parents who are engaged at every stage of their 
child’s development; and 
 
WHEREAS, to be engaged, both parents must be involved in providing for a child’s 
emotional and financial needs, and encourage their interests; and 
 
WHEREAS, Arizona’s Centennial reminds us that the State of Arizona was built on family 
values, including parent engagement; and 
 
WHEREAS, a parent can be actively and successfully engaged with their children 
regardless of marital status; and 
 
WHEREAS, Cochise County joins with the Arizona Department of Economic Security, 
Arizona Attorney General’s Office, Administrative Offices of the Court, County Attorneys, 
local law enforcement agencies, employers, workforce programs, parenting programs and 
other stakeholders dedicated to supporting the efforts of Cochise County’s parents to 
encourage engagement with their children; and 
 
WHEREAS, both parent and child benefit when both parents are engaged at every stage. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, we, the Cochise County Board of Supervisors, do hereby 
support and endorse the Governor’s Proclamation to proclaim the month of August 2012 as 
CHILD SUPPORT AWARENESS MONTH. 
  
 APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 14th day of August, 2012. 
 
 
 
________________________  _______________________ 
Richard R. Searle  Patrick G. Call 
Chairman  Vice-Chairman 
 

________________________ 
Ann English, Supervisor 

 



   

    Consent      4.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Appoint RaeAnn Kiesling as Constable, JP4
Submitted By: Gussie Motter, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

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

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

none TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

none

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

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Appoint RaeAnn Kiesling as Constable for Justice Court, District 4.

Background:
Ms. Kiesling approached Chairman Searle about filling the vacancy as Constable for JP4.  Ms. Kiesling
met with Judge Ward and Chairman Searle and they are both comfortable with the appointment.  See
attached email

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Send appointment letter with to Ms. Kiesling with copies to Judge Ward, and the Elections Department

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
JP4 will not a have a Constable

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
none

Attachments
Email requesting appointment







   

    Consent      5.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Approve letter to BLM, regarding the preferred alternative in the SunZia Draft EIS
Submitted By: Katie Howard, 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 letter to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) from Cochise County as a coordinating
agency, regarding the preferred alternative in the SunZia Draft Environmental Impact Statement, issued
on May 25, 2012.

Background:
The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) has requested public participation to gather input regarding the
preparation of a Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) as required by the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) for the proposed SunZia Transmission Line Project (Project). The Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) has been prepared to analyze various proposed routes to determine the
potential impacts of those routes. The BLM’s final determination on the Project’s alignment has not been
rendered and alternate routes are still being considered. 
The Project would include two 500-kilovolt (kV) transmission lines that would be located on federal, state,
and private lands between central New Mexico and central Arizona. The Project would include two new,
single-circuit 500 kV transmission lines located within a 400 foot right-of-way (although right-of-way up to
1,000 feet wide would be required under certain conditions) with an estimated power transfer capacity of
up to 4,500MW. A large portion of distributed power will apparently be from renewable sources.
Infrastructure will include lattice steel towers approximately 135 feet in height, and based on a typical
span of 1,400 feet, three to four transmission line structures per mile would be required for each of the
two lines. Access to line and tower locations will attempt to make maximum use of existing roadways, but
new roads, many only for construction use, will be required. 
SunZia currently proposes to interconnect with up to five substations: Pinal Central (near Coolidge),
Willow 500 kV (East of US 191 in Graham County), a substation in Hidalgo County, NM, SunZia South
(near Deming, NM) and SunZia East (in Lincoln County, NM). Construction will likely occur in phases,
with portions between substations built and energized before subsequent similar segments. 
A range of alternative routes were analyzed in the DEIS, including the BLM’s “Preferred Alternative”



A range of alternative routes were analyzed in the DEIS, including the BLM’s “Preferred Alternative”
route which is approximately 530 miles long, and alternative routes ranging from 460 to 542 miles in
length. BLM’s Preferred Alternative is comprised of approximately 191 miles of federal lands, 226 miles
of state lands and 113 miles of private or other lands and begins at the SunZia East Substation in Lincoln
County, NM. Use of private property will be acquired through fee purchase and easements. Crossing into
Cochise County, the route continues along a pipeline corridor, heads northwest within the San Simon
Valley, then turns west to the proposed Willow 500 kV Substation site in Graham County, AZ. From
Graham County, the route heads southwest and crosses the Sulphur Springs Valley approximately 7
miles north of Willcox, and continues along a 345 kV transmission line corridor, parallel to and north of
I-10. The route crosses the San Pedro River approximately 11 miles north of Benson, turns northwest,
and continues at a distance from two to six miles west of the San Pedro River through portions of
Cochise County. This route was selected as the BLM Preferred Alternative because that agency believes
it would maximize use of existing utility corridors and infrastructure, minimize impacts to sensitive
resources, minimize impacts at river crossings, minimize impacts to residential and commercial uses and
minimize impacts to military operations.
A host of stakeholders, including SunZia Southwest Transmission Project and Southwest Power Group,
oppose the BLM’s Preferred Alternative. Cochise County also opposes BLM’s Preferred Alternative
because of its additional and unnecessary impacts on the San Pedro River Valley and its residents,
visual resources and military missions at Fort Huachuca, among others.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Sent signed letter to BLM

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Cochise County will not be on record stating its preferred alternative as a coordinating agency on the Sun
Zia Draft EIS.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Sent signed letter to BLM

Attachments
sz_map_total_deis
SunZia DRAFT Alternate Route Comments



SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 2-15 Draft Environmental Impact Statement and 
  Resource Management Plan Amendments 

 
Figure 2-3. Alternative Routes  
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August 9, 2012 
 
Mr. Adrian Garcia, BLM Project Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Transmission Line Project 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
 

RE:  BLM’s Preferred Alternative in the SunZia Draft EIS, issued on May 25, 2012. 
 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

The Cochise County Board of Supervisors would like to thank you for the opportunity to review 
and comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the SunZia Transmission 
Line Project (Project), and welcome participation as a coordinating agency throughout the NEPA 
process for the Project. Cochise County recognizes the myriad benefits that SunZia will provide, 
including facilitating access to significant renewable energy resources and improving the 
infrastructure and reliability of regional grid systems.  We understand that we share a 
responsibility to assist the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) in providing assessment of 
SunZia’s alternatives and the potential economic, environmental and social impacts identified 
alternatives may have on Cochise County.  It is critical that the BLM reaches out to stakeholders 
and potentially affected communities and parties for feedback prior to release of a Final EIS. The 
County recognizes the effort of the BLM in ensuring thorough review under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) by being receptive to extensive input from numerous 
stakeholders in central and southern Arizona.  The credibility of the process depends on 
incorporating that feedback into the Final EIS.   

Following the guidelines set forth in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the DEIS 
identifies and analyzes a number of alternative routes and includes a Preferred Alternative route 
selected by the BLM, that being Subroute 4C2c.  Cochise County, however, respectfully requests 
that the BLM select Subroute 4B of Route Group 4 as the Preferred Alternative in the Final EIS.  

http://www.cochisecounty.com/�
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Cochise County believes that Subroute 4B would be a better alternative to minimizing impacts to 
sensitive rural communities and resources, including the significant archaeological, 
paleontological and water resources in the lower San Pedro River Valley.  In fact, the impact on 
rural communities from the construction of a major transmission corridor with up to eight 135-
foot towers every mile will not be insignificant if Subroute 4C2c is chosen as the Preferred 
Alternative in the Final EIS.  

The BLM’s Preferred Alternative parallels the San Pedro River for 45 miles, which would result 
in unnecessary negative impacts on the sensitive riparian habitat and water resources in the lower 
San Pedro River Valley, long identified as a unique ecosystem with high biodiversity, and the 
largest and best example of riparian woodland remaining in the Southwest.  Subroute 4C2c has 
more mileage of greater impacts than Subroute 4B with respect to biological and water resources 
-- Subroute 4C2c is 161 miles long, while Subroute 4B is 133 miles long. With 28 more miles 
Subroute 4C2c has more impact on the environment than Subroute 4B, and will also encroach 
upon more wells than Subroute B4. With more mileage comes more accessory construction, 
including roads, which would thus have greater ground-disturbing potential than Subroute 4B.  
What’s more, Subroute 4C2c traverses a number of perennial feeder streams which would 
increase erosion risk. In addition, only 12 miles of the 45-mile portion of Subroute 4C2c that 
parallels the San Pedro River follows existing linear infrastructure. This is the only area along 
the San Pedro River where Subroute 4C2c follows an existing linear feature. This is an 
insignificant co-location of utility corridors, and does not make Subroute 4C2c a more 
environmentally-sound alternative than Subroute 4B. The BLM’s Preferred Alternative would 
damage the San Pedro River Valley, a precious southern Arizona and national resource.  Damage 
to this watershed will be very difficult to mitigate.  
 
We have concerns that Subroute 4C2c would generate undue EMF interference which would 
consequently impact Ft. Huachuca’s Electronic Proving Ground (EPG). It is supremely 
important to ensure that SunZia does not compromise Ft. Huachuca’s mission. Subroute 4B 
minimizes impacts to military operations by completely avoiding Ft. Huachuca’s EPG. In fact, 
representatives from Ft. Huachuca have indicated that significant mitigation would be required 
for any 500Kv line that would pass through their designated electronic testing range. 
 
In summary, Cochise County believes that Subroute 4C2c’s impacts to the San Pedro River 
Valley and its residents can be avoided by selecting Subroute 4B in the Final EIS.  Subroute 4B 
better satisfies the numerous and varied concerns raised by the public, local governments and 
elected officials.  The SunZia DEIS indicates that Subroute 4C2c was selected to maximize use 
of existing utility corridors and infrastructure, minimize impacts to sensitive resources, minimize 
impacts to residential and commercial uses, and minimize impacts to military operations.  The 
County believes that Subroute 4B better meets these criteria. Subroute 4B as the Preferred 
Alternative in the Final EIS avoids additional impacts to water resources, has fewer impacts to 
visual resources (which would achieve the BLM’s visual resource management objectives), 
avoids any impacts to military missions at the U.S. Army’s Fort Huachuca, and has substantially 
less mileage (and resultantly less environmental, paleontological, and social impacts).  
Furthermore, Subroute 4B impacts fewer known cultural resources and has impacts that are more 
effectively mitigated.   

http://www.cochisecounty.com/�
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We wish to emphasize that the federal government does not supersede the authority of state and 
local control and decision making in siting transmission lines on property not owned by the 
federal government.  Law demands that the BLM identify the least intrusive route for this 
project.  The BLM has failed to do so in identifying Subroute 4C2c as the current Preferred 
Alternative.  
 
On behalf of my fellow Board members, I thank you for the opportunity to comment on this 
important project, and we look forward to continued participation throughout the NEPA process.  
 

Sincerely, 

 
 
 
Richard R. Searle 
Chairman, Cochise County Board of Supervisors 
 
 
Cc:  Patrick G. Call, District 1 Supervisor 

Ann English, District 2 Supervisor 
Michael J. Ortega, County Administrator 
James E. Vlahovich, Deputy County Administrator 
Karen Riggs, Interim Community Development Director 
Beverly Wilson, Deputy Planning Director 
Public Lands Advisory Committee 
Gretchen Kent, PAIO Chief, Ft. Huachuca 
Mike Pool, Acting Director, Bureau of Land Management 
Ken Salazar, Secretary, Department of the Interior 
Ray Suazo, Director, Arizona Bureau of Land Management 
Mickey Siegel, SunZia DEIS Contractor, Environmental Planning Group 

http://www.cochisecounty.com/�


   

    Consent      6.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

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 
of PRESENTER: 

n/a

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

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the Minutes of the regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of July 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, JULY 24, 2012 
 
A regular board meeting of the Cochise County Board of Supervisors was held on Tuesday, July 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, Civil 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 an intergovernmental agreement between Cochise county, Graham County, and Greenlee County to 
establish the fiscal and administrative responsibilities for the Southeastern Arizona Workforce Investment Area, 
hereinafter referred to as "Consortium". 
  
2.  Approve the Minutes of the regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of July 10, 2012. 
 
3.  Approve Save Our Stairs Agreement for 2012 between the County of Cochise and Save Our Stairs, Inc., for the 
Bisbee 1000 Stair Climb to be held on October 20, 2012. 
 
County Sheriff 
4.  Approve 2009 Reallocated StoneGarden Grant money to purchase equipment to be utilized by the Sheriff's Office 
in direct support of the Operations StoneGarden initiative funded through the Arizona Department of Homeland 
Security, in the amount of $254,730.89; project to be completed by October 31, 2012. 
 
Finance  
5.  Approve demands and budget amendments for operating transfers.  
 
Warrant No. 61035-61037, 61066-61284, 61287-61307, 61313-61435 were issued in the amount of $2,269,305.22. 
 
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. The voided warrants are listed below: 

Fund Vendor Amount 
100 Naomi Gonzales $155.00 
100 Laura Funyard $100.00 
100 Desert Cardiology of Tucson $1,000.00 
100 Peter Van Veen $6.81 
235 Marilyn Godfrey $97.44 
555 Daniel J. Hernandez $17.00 
555 Daniel J. Hernandez $17.00 
 
Issued warrants are listed as an attachment at the end of the minutes 
 
Fleet 
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6.  Approve the award of Invitation for Bids (IFB) No. 12-33-FMD-04 to Lawley Automotive Group for the purchase of 
three 2012 Silverado 4WD Crew Cab Trucks for the Fleet Management Department in the amount of $87,947.28 plus 
applicable tax. 
 
7. Approve the sale of a 2004 GMC C-1500 Truck, declared surplus by the Fleet Management Department, to the 
City of Douglas in the amount of $3,000. 
 
Vice-Chairman Call made a motion to approve items 1-7 of the Consent Agenda. Supervisor English seconded the 
motion and it carried unanimously. 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
Health & Social Services 
8.  Adopt Resolution 12-28 to adopt the Cochise County Sanitary Code, effective on and after July 24, 2012, thereby 
repealing Resolution 94-64 and adopt Ordinance 043-12 to specify the conditions and circumstances under which the 
Cochise County Sanitary Code can be enforced. 
  
Mr. Mike McGee, Environmental Health Director, presented this item. Mr. McGee told the Board that the code was in 
serious need of updating and gave an overview of the proposed changes. He said the projected revenue loss from 
the elimination of the individual Food Sanitation Certificates will be offset by permitting establishments that are 
currently not permitted and from adding alternative septic systems to our delegation agreement with the Arizona 
Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ). 
 
Chairman Searle asked for the distinction between the state food code reference and the County’s food handler’s 
permits; pointed out the duplication of regulation 7, sections 2 and 3; asked for clarification on regulation 6, section 
2B regarding stock ponds; asked about regulation 10 regarding whether the Highways Department had knowledge 
regarding large animal removal; and pointed out a typographical error for “subsection ‘3’ of section 5” which should be 
“subsection ‘c’ of section 5”. 
 
Mr. McGee clarified all the points brought up by Chairman Searle and said the duplication would be removed and 
renumbered; and the typographical error would be corrected. 
 
Supervisor English said she wants to make sure that when we drop the Food Sanitation Certificate as part of this 
ordinance to be very sure of the structure and believes the public expects us to ensure that the food they buy is safe 
and we are still regulating the establishments where food is being made. 
 
Chairman Searle opened the public hearing.  No one wished to address the Board and Chairman Searle closed the 
public hearing. 
 
Supervisor English made a motion to adopt Resolution 12-28 to adopt the Cochise County Sanitary Code, effective 
on and after July 24, 2012, thereby repealing Resolution 94-64 and adopt Ordinance 043-12 to specify the conditions 
and circumstances under which the Cochise County Sanitary Code can be enforced. Vice-Chairman Call seconded 
the motion. 
 
Chairman Searle noted we need a correct version of the Sanitary Code. 
 
Chairman Searle called for the vote and it carried 3-0. 
 
9.  Adopt Resolution 12-29 to rescind Resolution 02-111 to amend Environmental Health fees as set forth on Exhibit 
A and approve the revised Cochise Health and Social Services Department's Delegation Agreement with the Arizona 
Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ), through June 30, 2017. 
  
Mr. Mike McGee, Environmental Health Director, presented this item. He stated the authority delegated to Cochise 
County by the ADEQ included collection of fees for alternative septic systems. The proposed fees the County would 
charge are significantly lower than ADEQ’s fees and this schedule also removes the Food Handler's permit fee for 
individuals. 
 
Chairman Searle opened the public hearing.  No one wished to address the Board and Chairman Searle closed the 
public hearing. 
 
Vice-Chairman Call made a motion to Adopt Resolution 12-29 to rescind Resolution 02-111 to amend Environmental 
Health fees as set forth on Exhibit A and approve the revised Cochise Health and Social Services Department's 
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Delegation Agreement with the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ), through June 30, 2017. 
Supervisor English seconded the motion. 
 
Chairman Searle called for the vote and it carried 3-0. 
 
Solid Waste 
10.  Adopt Resolution 12-30 authorizing a $1.00 increase to the Solid Waste rate for Fiscal Year 2012-13 from $51.00 
to $52.00 per ton tipping fee, effective August 24, 2012. 
  
Mr. Marty Haverty, Solid Waste Management Director, presented this item. Mr. Haverty told the Board that the 
requested increase is from $51 to $52 per ton. In preparation for the budget this year, the Rate, Review and Advisory 
Board (RRAB) recommended the increase. 
 
Supervisor English clarified that this did not increase any other fees, other than the tipping fee and Mr. Haverty 
confirmed. 
 
Vice-Chairman Call asked if fees would be stable. He said assuming if recycling efforts go up, a more effective 
system will alleviate pressure to increase tipping fees.   
 
Mr. Haverty said that would continue to look at the fees annually and explained that transportation costs make our 
system more costly than those that just operate as landfills. 
 
Mr. Ortega added that Mr. Haverty’s staff put together an analysis last year, showing transportation costs as a big 
part of system costs.  This is the most efficient way to do business and the effort will be to stabilize costs over time. 
 
Vice-Chairman Call said it is important to understand that this is a partnership with the cities and this fee is coming to 
us with the RRAB’s recommendation to increase fee.  He also pointed out that with the County’s small population and 
large land area, we are doing the best we can to defray costs. 
 
Chairman Searle opened the public hearing. No one wished to address the Board and Chairman Searle closed the 
public hearing. 
 
Supervisor English made a motion to adopt Resolution 12-30 authorizing a $1.00 increase to the Solid Waste rate for 
Fiscal Year 2012-13 from $51.00 to $52.00 per ton tipping fee, effective August 24, 2012. Vice-Chairman Call 
seconded the motion. 
 
Chairman Searle called for the vote and it carried 3-0. 
 
ACTION 
 
Board of Supervisors 
11.  Approve over-the-counter sales of tax deed properties remaining unsold following the March 1, 2012 tax deed 
land auction and subsequent over-the-counter sales, as set forth in the attached report, plus related administrative 
fees. 
 
Chairman Searle asked if there was anyone who wished to bid. No one wished to bid.  
 
Vice-Chairman Call made a motion to approve over-the-counter sales of tax deed properties remaining unsold 
following the March 1, 2012 tax deed land auction and subsequent over-the-counter sales, as set forth in the attached 
report, plus related administrative fees. Supervisor English seconded the motion. 
 
Chairman Searle called for the vote and it carried 3-0. 
 
Board of Supervisors 
12.  Adopt Resolution 12-31 appointing the election boards for the 2012 Primary and General Elections. 
 
Ms. Juanita Murray, Elections & Special Districts Director, presented this item. Ms. Murray told the Board that this is a 
standard elections resolution for the Board to approve the board workers for the primary and general elections for 
2012.  She said there are still have a few slots to fill but will be able to fill those before the election, and there will not 
be a need for subsequent approval. 
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Supervisor English made a motion to adopt Resolution 12-31 appointing the election boards for the 2012 Primary and 
General Elections. Vice-Chairman Call seconded the motion. 
 
Chairman Searle called for the vote and it carried 3-0. 
 
 
REPORT BY MICHAEL J. ORTEGA, COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR -- RECENT AND PENDING 
COUNTY MATTERS 
 
Mr. Ortega told the Board that he met with the Sheriff’s Office regarding the development of the Shooting Range. 
They are looking at a couple of different options for which they have received grant money. He will also be meeting 
with the cities regarding a regional storage center in the basement of the Douglas Regional Service Center and is 
compiling cost estimates. 
 
 
CALL TO THE PUBLIC    
 
Chairman Searle opened the Call to the Public. Mr. Jack Cook addressed the matter on personal concerns.  No one 
else wished to address the Board and Chairman Searle closed the Call to the Public. 
 
SUMMARY OF CURRENT EVENTS BY BOARD MEMBERS  
 
REPORT BY SUPERVISOR PAT CALL, DISTRICT NO. 1 
Vice-Chairman Call deferred his report. 
 
REPORT BY SUPERVISOR ANN ENGLISH, DISTRICT NO. 2  
Supervisor English deferred her report. 
  
REPORT BY SUPERVISOR RICHARD SEARLE, DISTRICT NO. 3 
Chairman Searle reported that he attended the AZ/NM Coalition of Counties meeting in Prescott last Thursday and 
gave the status of the Spikedace/Loach Minnow issue with the Game and Fish organization. It will not affect Cochise 
County but does impact other counties in Arizona and New Mexico. 
 
Chairman Searle adjourned the meeting at 10:37 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 7.24.12 
60944 07/06/2012 Alphagraphics  $231.85 
60945 07/06/2012 AZPublic Service (APS)  $46,086.01 
60946 07/06/2012 AZSupreme Court  $150.00 
60947 07/06/2012 Bella Vista Water Company-Liberty Water  $1,286.88 
60948 07/06/2012 Bunyard, Laura  $100.00 
60949 07/06/2012 Cochise Enterprises, LLC  $5,000.00 
60950 07/06/2012 Copygraphix Inc.  $18,811.15 
60951 07/06/2012 Desert Hawk Publications, Inc.  $1,200.00 
60952 07/06/2012 Durham Communication  $70.00 
60953 07/06/2012 Elfrida Water Improvement  $48.44 
60954 07/06/2012 MME Consulting Services LLC  $412.50 
60955 07/06/2012 Nina L. Caples, P.C.  $764.50 
60956 07/06/2012 Robert J. Zohlmann, Esq.  $577.57 
60957 07/06/2012 Southeastern AZ Contractors Ass (SACA)  $45.00 
60958 07/06/2012 University Physicians, Inc.  $1,375.00 
60959 07/06/2012 Verizon Wireless   $37.58 
60960 07/06/2012 Verizon Wireless   $3,583.13 
60961 07/06/2012 Wells, Doris  $700.00 
60962 07/06/2012 Bonham, Marsha  $15.00 
60963 07/06/2012 Searle, Richard  $950.88 
60964 07/06/2012 Anderson, Elizabeth  $155.68 
60965 07/06/2012 Anderson, Elizabeth  $149.44 
60966 07/06/2012 Aparicio, Letty  $61.00 
60967 07/06/2012 Ash, Debra  $68.00 
60968 07/06/2012 Berry, Trudy  $58.00 
60969 07/06/2012 Cooper, Renee  $383.60 
60970 07/06/2012 Eskue, Beverly J  $108.00 
60971 07/06/2012 Godfrey, Marilyn  $97.44 
60972 07/06/2012 Gruhn, Sylvia  $40.00 
60973 07/06/2012 Honorable Alma Vildosola  $201.28 
60974 07/06/2012 Honorable Joseph Knoblock  $80.64 
60975 07/06/2012 Jones, Steven  $25.20 
60976 07/06/2012 Leyvas, Lauri  $24.00 
60977 07/06/2012 Linden, Josef  $8.00 
60978 07/06/2012 McCleave, Keturah  $84.28 
60979 07/06/2012 Millet, Sonia  $61.00 
60980 07/06/2012 Rego, John  $81.00 
60981 07/06/2012 Valenzuela, Esther  $68.00 
60982 07/06/2012 Welch, Catherine  $238.00 
60983 07/06/2012 Ackerman, Lester  $13.30 
60984 07/06/2012 Anderson, Michael R.  $84.89 
60985 07/06/2012 Barrow, Annabel Rubio  $86.77 
60986 07/06/2012 Berg, Nancy  $148.46 
60987 07/06/2012 Bos, Dennis  $18.90 
60988 07/06/2012 Bracamonte, Martha  $78.48 
60989 07/06/2012 Catero, Vicki  $105.33 
60990 07/06/2012 Charlton, Mary L  $99.72 
60991 07/06/2012 Ciezki, Maureen  $54.23 
60992 07/06/2012 Cisneros, Sandra  $115.29 
60993 07/06/2012 Collins, Linda  $104.39 
60994 07/06/2012 Crum Debbie  $116.55 
60995 07/06/2012 Dugie, Melody  $118.26 
60996 07/06/2012 Durazo, Andy  $12.94 
60997 07/06/2012 Escalante, Pablet  $10.08 
60998 07/06/2012 Figueroa, Ramona  $95.78 
60999 07/06/2012 Fusco, Nancy  $134.60 
61000 07/06/2012 Galvez, Juan  $6.15 
61001 07/06/2012 Garan, CJ  $40.01 
61002 07/06/2012 Gonzales, Devon  $50.93 
61003 07/06/2012 Hamilton, L. H.  $359.45 
61004 07/06/2012 Hammett, Cynthia Ann  $103.85 
61005 07/06/2012 Hartman, Adriana  $50.04 
61006 07/06/2012 Holly, Stephanie  $16.49 
61007 07/06/2012 Jasso, Victor  $41.39 
61008 07/06/2012 Johnson, Carl E.   $88.33 
61009 07/06/2012 Johnson, Natalie  $63.74 
61010 07/06/2012 Laborin, Elvia  $49.69 
61011 07/06/2012 Lawrence, Shannon  $158.86 
61012 07/06/2012 Lebron, Patricia  $67.37 
61013 07/06/2012 Leclerc, Lillian  $106.64 
61014 07/06/2012 Mabe, Josephine  $172.64 
61015 07/06/2012 Madden, Jessica  $107.11 
61016 07/06/2012 Mart, Carol  $15.88 
61017 07/06/2012 Montoya, Gabriel  $6.85 
61018 07/06/2012 Nystrom, Shawn  $13.95 
61019 07/06/2012 Patterson, Jenna L.  $98.60 

 
61020 07/06/2012 Payne, Rhonda  $80.44 
61021 07/06/2012 Pesina, Johnny  $277.19 
61022 07/06/2012 Reed, Cynthia - Court Reporter  $119.31 
61023 07/06/2012 Renney, Linda  $88.42 
61024 07/06/2012 Reynolds, Doyle  $32.86 
61025 07/06/2012 Rogers, Ginger  $194.10 
61026 07/06/2012 Simoneau, Donna  $133.28 
61027 07/06/2012 Smith III, Chuck  $316.47 
61028 07/06/2012 Thorn, David  $454.59 
61029 07/06/2012 Underwood, Bruce  $113.18 
61030 07/06/2012 Urbina, Henry  $169.91 
61031 07/06/2012 Walker-Earnest, Clara  $170.43 
61032 07/06/2012 Wentland, Carolyn  $124.98 
61033 07/06/2012 Young, Valerie  $207.65 
61034 07/06/2012 Zehentner,Linda LaChapelle  $42.64 
61035 07/12/2012 Apria Healthcare, Inc.  $122.10 
61036 07/12/2012 Gonzalez, Jose I.  $51.32 
61037 07/12/2012 Tucson Heart Group  $2.51 
61038 07/11/2012 AZDepartment of Revenue  $50.00 
61039 07/11/2012 Bursey & Associates, P.C.  $253.89 
61040 07/11/2012 Citibank (South Dakota), N.A.  $62.17 
61041 07/11/2012 CitiFinancial-Chandler  $48.94 
61042 07/11/2012 Colonial Suppemental Insurance  $29.50 
61043 07/11/2012 Correction Officers  $250.53 
61044 07/11/2012 DCS  $354.19 
61045 07/11/2012 DeConcini McDonald Yetwin  $282.34 
61046 07/11/2012 Discover Bank  $230.59 
61047 07/11/2012 GMAC, c/o Jennifer A. Christie  $20.30 
61048 07/11/2012 Guglielmo, Paul D.  $238.49 
61049 07/11/2012 JP Morgan Chase     $952,131.97 
61050 07/11/2012 JP Morgan Chase   $38,862.08 
61051 07/11/2012 JP Morgan Chase      $309,600.85 
61052 07/11/2012 NACO West  $23,636.98 
61053 07/11/2012 National Bank  $13,297.72 
61054 07/11/2012 NYS Child Support Processing Center  $537.25 
61055 07/11/2012 NYS Child Support Processing Center  $48.00 
61056 07/11/2012 NYS Child Support Processing Center  $17.00 
61057 07/11/2012 Opal Financial, LLC  $213.06 
61058 07/11/2012 Public Safety Retirement Syst  $275.93 
61059 07/11/2012 Public Safety Retirement Syst  $1,001.80 
61060 07/11/2012 Seidberg Law Offices, P.C.  $316.95 
61061 07/11/2012 Support Payment Clearinghouse  $5,962.67 
61062 07/11/2012 TIAA-CREF as agent for JPMorgan Chase  $2,309.00 
61063 07/11/2012 U.S. Department of Education  $160.79 
61064 07/11/2012 United States Treasury  $100.00 
61065 07/11/2012 United Way  $80.00 
61066 07/11/2012 AFLAC  $11,087.46 
61067 07/11/2012 ARAMARK Services, Inc.  $41,554.37 
61068 07/11/2012 AZDepartment of Revenue  $5,077.93 
61069 07/11/2012 AZDepartment of Weights & Measures  $30.00 
61070 07/11/2012 AZPublic Service (APS)  $1,146.06 
61071 07/11/2012 AZPublic Service (APS)  $2,775.81 
61072 07/11/2012 AZState Hospital  $20,130.00 
61073 07/11/2012 AZWater Company  $137.47 
61074 07/11/2012 Bank of America                                                  $170,684.75 
61075 07/11/2012 Benson, City of  $289.78 
61076 07/11/2012 Bisbee, City of  $7,346.95 
61077 07/11/2012 Bowie Water Improvement District  $79.58 
61078 07/11/2012 Bug-Wiser Exterminating, Inc.  $720.00 
61079 07/11/2012 Bug-Wiser Exterminating, Inc.  $45.00 
61080 07/11/2012 CenturyLink  $152.83 
61081 07/11/2012 CenturyLink  $60.52 
61082 07/11/2012 CenturyLink  $134.90 
61083 07/11/2012 Clear Springs Utility, Inc.  $47.12 
61084 07/11/2012 Culligan of Tucson  $109.07 
61085 07/11/2012 Douglas, City of  $209.25 
61086 07/11/2012 Douglas, City of  $241.72 
61087 07/11/2012 Douglas, City of  $92.11 
61088 07/11/2012 Godfrey, Marilyn  $72.72 
61089 07/11/2012 Hillyard Inc.  $1,328.19 
61090 07/11/2012 Kone Inc.  $423.13 
61091 07/11/2012 Larson, Cathy  $290.00 
61092 07/11/2012 Legend Technical Services, Inc.  $89.00 
61093 07/11/2012 Martyn, Donna  $74.76 
61094 07/11/2012 Pima Heart Physicians PC  $1,000.00 
61095 07/11/2012 Reed, Cynthia - Court Reporter  $750.00 
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61096 07/11/2012 Southwest Gas Corporation  $1,053.59 
61097 07/11/2012 Southwest Gas Corporation  $156.78 
61098 07/11/2012 Southwest Gas Corporation  $49.15 
61099 07/11/2012 Sparkletts  $5.97 
61100 07/11/2012 Sparkletts  $29.51 
61101 07/11/2012 SSVEC, Inc.  $203.80 
61102 07/11/2012 SSVEC, Inc.  $362.63 
61103 07/11/2012 SSVEC, Inc.  $366.97 
61104 07/11/2012 United Fire Equipment Co  $640.57 
61105 07/11/2012 Valley Telephone Cooperative, Inc.  $105.99 
61106 07/11/2012 Verizon Wireless   $196.55 
61107 07/11/2012 Verizon Wireless   $205.19 
61108 07/11/2012 Waste Management of AZ- Sierra Vista Hauling  $230.68 
61109 07/11/2012 Whetstone Water Improvement District  $84.21 
61110 07/11/2012 Willcox, City of  $699.44 
61111 07/11/2012 Willcox, City of  $601.10 
61112 07/11/2012 Cochise County Finance Revolving Fund  $18.00 
61113 07/11/2012 Cochise County Finance Revolving Fund  $151.74 
61114 07/11/2012 Cochise County Finance Revolving Fund  $15.00 
61115 07/12/2012 ACE Hardware - Bisbee  $12.57 
61116 07/12/2012 AGE AZGen Eng Cont, Inc.     $159,600.00 
61117 07/12/2012 Alternative Counseling Service, Inc  $351.00 
61118 07/12/2012 American Library Association  $185.00 
61119 07/12/2012 AmeriPride Linen and Apparel Service  $184.30 
61120 07/12/2012 Anderson, Edward L.  $200.00 
61121 07/12/2012 ARAMARK Services, Inc.  $11,745.92 
61122 07/12/2012 AZBag Company, LLC  $5,792.60 
61123 07/12/2012 AZCounty Clerk's Association  $200.00 
61124 07/12/2012 AZDepartment of Corrections - Douglas  $655.00 
61125 07/12/2012 AZDepartment of Corrections - Douglas  $93.50 
61126 07/12/2012 AZDepartment of Corrections - Douglas  $719.50 
61127 07/12/2012 AZDepartment of Corrections - Douglas  $148.75 
61128 07/12/2012 AZDepartment of Corrections - Douglas  $171.00 
61129 07/12/2012 AZDepartment of Corrections - Douglas  $63.75 
61130 07/12/2012 AZDepartment of Corrections - Douglas  $34.00 
61131 07/12/2012 AZDepartment of Corrections - Douglas  $63.75 
61132 07/12/2012 AZDepartment of Corrections ASPC-Tucson  $148.50 
61133 07/12/2012 AZDepartment of Education  $180.00 
61134 07/12/2012 AZPublic Service (APS)  $1,749.63 
61135 07/12/2012 AZRange News  $8.37 
61136 07/12/2012 AZState Land Department  $2,184.63 
61137 07/12/2012 AZState Prison Complex - Fort Grant  $165.00 
61138 07/12/2012 AZState Prison Complex - Fort Grant  $126.38 
61139 07/12/2012 AZState Prison Complex - Fort Grant  $277.50 
61140 07/12/2012 AZState Prison Complex - Fort Grant  $2,357.60 
61141 07/12/2012 AZState Prison Complex - Fort Grant  $380.61 
61142 07/12/2012 AZWater Company  $1,281.78 
61143 07/12/2012 Ash Creek Elementary School District  $13,098.49 
61144 07/12/2012 Asphalt Busters  $28,924.80 
61145 07/12/2012 AZ Tourist News  $500.00 
61146 07/12/2012 Aztlan Language Services  $650.00 
61147 07/12/2012 B & D Lumber & Hardware  $115.01 
61148 07/12/2012 Baker & Taylor, Inc.  $149.81 
61149 07/12/2012 Benson, City of  $36.97 
61150 07/12/2012 Bestway Electric Motor Service, Co. Inc  $3,975.16 
61151 07/12/2012 BLR (Business & Legal Resources)  $387.00 
61152 07/12/2012 Budget Blinds  $1,036.35 
61153 07/12/2012 Bug-Wiser Exterminating, Inc.  $70.00 
61154 07/12/2012 Cable One  $299.85 
61155 07/12/2012 Catholic Community Services  $1,085.00 
61156 07/12/2012 CenturyLink  $30.16 
61157 07/12/2012 CenturyLink  $141.46 
61158 07/12/2012 CenturyLink  $1,748.00 
61159 07/12/2012 CenturyLink  $132.63 
61160 07/12/2012 Chivers North America, Inc. dba AudioGO  $425.85 
61161 07/12/2012 Christopher Hitchcock PLC  $1,012.50 
61162 07/12/2012 Cochise County Fire Chiefs Association  $50.00 
61163 07/12/2012 Cochise County Sub-Reg EMS Council (CCEMS) $50.00 
61164 07/12/2012 Coconino County  $160.50 
61165 07/12/2012 Contech Construction Products Inc  $18,011.92 
61166 07/12/2012 Crafco, Inc.  $19,295.14 
61167 07/12/2012 Crowlie, Colleen  $1,000.00 
61168 07/12/2012 Deirdre A. Gorman, PC  $6,543.75 
61169 07/12/2012 Deneke, Buffy  $184.80 
61170 07/12/2012 Direct TV  $23.00 
61171 07/12/2012 Dobson, Donna J.  $217.00 
61172 07/12/2012 Dorado Personnel, Sierra Vista Personnel  $1,977.75 

61173 07/12/2012 Dorado Personnel, Sierra Vista Personnel  $2,916.00 
61174 07/12/2012 Douglas Daily Dispatch  $27.36 
61175 07/12/2012 Douglas Dispatch  $27.00 
61176 07/12/2012 Douglas, City of  $71.94 
61177 07/12/2012 E-Z Messenger   $111.20 
61178 07/12/2012 Empire Southwest LLC  $1,708.25 
61179 07/12/2012 Empire Southwest LLC  $4,812.46 
61180 07/12/2012 Federal Express Corporation  $51.57 
61181 07/12/2012 Federal Express Corporation  $33.57 
61182 07/12/2012 Gale Group  $82.12 
61183 07/12/2012 Globetrotter Travel Agency  $606.20 
61184 07/12/2012 Granite Construction Company  $38,767.06 
61185 07/12/2012 Hodges Glass Co Inc  $1,173.10 
61186 07/12/2012 JE Fuller/Hydrology & Geomorphology, Inc.  $25,155.93 
61187 07/12/2012 JE Fuller/Hydrology & Geomorphology, Inc.  $22,293.57 
61188 07/12/2012 Keefe Supply Company  $4,035.01 
61189 07/12/2012 LightSquared LP  $246.39 
61190 07/12/2012 Little Caesars  $68.53 
61191 07/12/2012 Lowe's HIW, Inc.  $179.97 
61192 07/12/2012 Mad Science of Pima County  $280.00 
61193 07/12/2012 Maddux & Sons Inc  $16,318.28 
61194 07/12/2012 Merle's Automotive Supply, Inc.  $1,873.58 
61195 07/12/2012 Merle's Automotive Supply, Inc.  $1,053.00 
61196 07/12/2012 National Animal Control Association - NACA  $125.00 
61197 07/12/2012 NITV Federal Services  $250.00 
61198 07/12/2012 Norment Security Group Inc.  $949.24 
61199 07/12/2012 Nyander, Penny Sue  $255.60 
61200 07/12/2012 OCLC Online Computer Library Center, Inc.  $680.44 
61201 07/12/2012 Porta-Pot  $841.50 
61202 07/12/2012 Pre-ven Tronics  $1,549.50 
61203 07/12/2012 Pro Petroleum, Inc.  $51,925.86 
61204 07/12/2012 ProQuest LLC  $1,875.00 
61205 07/12/2012 Puff, Diane M. (Dee)  $386.84 
61206 07/12/2012 Rafindadi, Karlaye  PhD  $1,800.00 
61207 07/12/2012 Reed, Cynthia - Court Reporter  $645.60 
61208 07/12/2012 Reyes, Marcelino  $50.12 
61209 07/12/2012 RWC International, LTD  $5,270.62 
61210 07/12/2012 Ryan, Carla G.  $5,920.30 
61211 07/12/2012 Safeway Stores Inc  $196.67 
61212 07/12/2012 Sage Counseling Inc.  $1,456.00 
61213 07/12/2012 Schlesinger, Aaron  $28.00 
61214 07/12/2012 Sierra Vista Herald/Bisbee Daily Review  $150.00 
61215 07/12/2012 Solid Waste AssC of North America (SWANA)  $239.00 
61216 07/12/2012 Southwest Disposal LC  $68.37 
61217 07/12/2012 Southwest Polygraph Services, Inc.  $130.00 
61218 07/12/2012 Sparkletts  $11.50 
61219 07/12/2012 Spillman Technologies, Inc.     $103,162.00 
61220 07/12/2012 Stamback Septic Service  $271.57 
61221 07/12/2012 Stamback Septic Service  $175.75 
61222 07/12/2012 Stan's Fence  $212.78 
61223 07/12/2012 Stan's Fence  $106.38 
61224 07/12/2012 Stericycle Inc.  $300.10 
61225 07/12/2012 Stericycle Inc.  $275.58 
61226 07/12/2012 Stericycle Inc.  $283.76 
61227 07/12/2012 Stericycle Inc.  $162.13 
61228 07/12/2012 SSVEC, Inc.  $703.36 
61229 07/12/2012 Technical Resource Management, Inc.  $973.20 
61230 07/12/2012 Texas Canyon Rock & Sand  $1,488.90 
61231 07/12/2012 Tucson Tractor Co  $3,029.41 
61232 07/12/2012 Tucson Tractor Co  $3,029.41 
61233 07/12/2012 UniFirst Corporation  $674.27 
61234 07/12/2012 Union Distributing Company of Tucson  $4,038.56 
61235 07/12/2012 Union Distributing Company of Tucson  $49,483.17 
61236 07/12/2012 Valley Security Service, Inc.  $300.00 
61237 07/12/2012 Valley Telephone Cooperative, Inc.  $736.38 
61238 07/12/2012 Verizon Wireless   $251.79 
61239 07/12/2012 Verizon Wireless   $204.63 
61240 07/12/2012 Verizon Wireless   $337.05 
61241 07/12/2012 Verizon Wireless   $1,049.15 
61242 07/12/2012 Verizon Wireless   $100.76 
61243 07/12/2012 Verizon Wireless   $22.79 
61244 07/12/2012 Villmer Court Reporting  $250.00 
61245 07/12/2012 Voyager Fleet System, Inc.  $2,722.66 
61246 07/12/2012 Waste Management of AZ- Sierra Vista Hauling  $218.73 
61247 07/12/2012 Wernette, Christina Lynn  $35.00 
61248 07/12/2012 West Press  $5,781.10 
61249 07/12/2012 Willcox Rock & Sand Inc.  $4,189.80 
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61250 07/12/2012 Willcox, City of  $183.85 
61251 07/12/2012 WR Ryan Company  $614.37 
61252 07/12/2012 Zumar Industries Inc  $20,779.27 
61253 07/12/2012 Berry, Trudy  $583.25 
61254 07/12/2012 Bonham, Marsha  $3,187.08 
61255 07/12/2012 Call, Pat  $1,566.32 
61256 07/12/2012 Cochise County Sheriff / Contingency  $784.10 
61257 07/12/2012 Deneke, Buffy  $25.00 
61258 07/12/2012 Deneke, Buffy  $100.80 
61259 07/12/2012 Diaz, Jill  $24.00 
61260 07/12/2012 Haws, Allen  $25.00 
61261 07/12/2012 Healthcare Innovations, Inc.  $1,387.77 
61262 07/12/2012 Hunter, Jackie Lynn  $11.20 
61263 07/12/2012 Pena, Humberto  $42.01 
61264 07/12/2012 Prest, Heather  $8.40 
61265 07/12/2012 Prince, Jodi  $8.40 
61266 07/12/2012 Reza, Anna Teresa  $500.00 
61267 07/12/2012 Schasteen, Steve  $100.00 
61268 07/12/2012 Wiedemann, James M.  $500.00 
61269 07/12/2012 Appelo, Regan C.  $19.60 
61270 07/12/2012 Cuscito, Laura  $4.48 
61271 07/12/2012 De La Cruz, Noriko  $30.00 
61272 07/12/2012 Fifer, David C.  $141.03 
61273 07/12/2012 Honorable Timothy Dickerson  $106.47 
61274 07/12/2012 Housh, Pamela  $297.92 
61275 07/12/2012 Kuttner, Lou G. (Ludwig)  $21.28 
61276 07/12/2012 Lueck, Elizabeth  $177.52 
61277 07/12/2012 Martin, Carrie  $13.44 
61278 07/12/2012 Mena, Maria  $10.64 
61279 07/12/2012 Oertel, Brian  $56.84 
61280 07/12/2012 Porter, Radi Ann  $153.44 
61281 07/12/2012 Romero, Tracey  $104.44 
61282 07/12/2012 Silverberg, Eric J.  $25.20 
61283 07/12/2012 Thomas, Yolanda  $96.88 
61284 07/12/2012 Villarreal, Elizabeth  $41.22 
61285 07/13/2012 AZDepartment of Administration-Risk Manage  $5,721.53 
61286 07/17/2012 JP Morgan Chase      $215,167.61 



   

    Consent      7.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Temporary Extension of Premises Liquor License La Ramada
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 an application for a temporary Extension of Premises liquor license submitted by Ms. Lorena G.
Rogers for La Ramada Steakhouse & Cantina located on 1948 S Naco Highways in Bisbee.

Background:
Ms. Lorena G. Rogers has applied for a temporary Extension of Premises/Patio liquor license for La
Ramada Steakhouse & Cantina located at 1948 S Naco Hwy in Bisbee. The temporary extension is for
9/1-2/2012 for a fundraiser. The Sheriff’s Office and Planning and Zoning have recommended approval
of the application. Supporting documentation regarding this liquor license is on file with the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors.  

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Board staff will forward the Board’s decision to the ADLLC.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The applicant will not be able to serve liquor outside of the established premises.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Board staff will forward the Board’s decision to the ADLLC. 

Attachments
Application
Sheriff Completed Review Form









   

    Consent      8.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Attorney             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Approve the ACJC Drug, Gang and Violent Crime Control Program 2012 Grant Agreement (Byrne)
Submitted By: Sue Blanchard, County Attorney
Department: County Attorney

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

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

3

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

N/A

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

11-251,
-532

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission (ACJC) Drug, Gang and Violent Crime Control Grant
Agreement (Byrne) in the amount of $167,425 between the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission and
Cochise County for the period July 1, 2012 through June 30, 2013.

Background:
The Drug, Gang and Violent Crime Control Program Grant funds 1 full time attorney and 62% of one
other senior attorney who prosecute drug and violent crimes. 

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources: The amount awarded this year is $167,425, which leaves a shortage of
$33,485, which will be supplemented by RICO funds (124).

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Once approved by the Board, the Department will forward the paperwork to the Arizona Criminal Justice
Commission for their final approval, signature and funding.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Reduce drug/violent crime prosecutors and jeopardize law enforcement drug grants.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Three (3) originals provided. Advise CAO upon Board approval. Return two (2) signed Agreements to
CAO. Send a certified copy of the Board Minutes approving the agreement, as soons as it is available, to
CAO.

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year: 2012-2013
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$): -0-
Ongoing Costs? ($$$): -0-
County Match Required? ($$$): 33,485
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$): 26,269



Source of Funding?: Grant

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
RICO FUND 124

Attachments
Cochise County Grant Approval Form 
Grant Agreement ACJC Byrne Grant 2012

































   

    Consent      9.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Attorney             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Approve Crime Victim Compensation Grant, ACJC Grant No. VC-13-050
Submitted By: Sue Blanchard, County Attorney
Department: County Attorney

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

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

3

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

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

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the renewal of Crime Victim Compensation Grant No. VC-13-050, in the amount of $89,500, and
Certified Assurances between the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission and Cochise County Attorney's
Office, for the period July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013.

Background:
The award amount of $89,500 is to be used by the Cochise County Attorney’s Victim Witness Program to
provide crime victims within Cochise County compensation for injuries and losses received as a result of
an incident. The grant allows $11,400 in administrative costs which is used to pay salary and EREs for
the Victim Comp Coordinator and travel. There are no match funds necessary for this grant. 

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources: There is no transfer-in from any county account. This fund is fully grant
monies.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Once approved by the Board, the Department will forward the paperwork to the Arizona Criminal Justice
Commission for their final approval, signature and funding.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
This is a mandated service and Cochise County would be at fault. Also, victims in Cochise County would
not receive compensation.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Two (2) originals provided. Advise CAO upon Board approval. Return two (2) original Agreements to
CAO after Board approval. Send a certified copy of the Board Minutes approving the Agreement to CAO
when they become available.

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year: 2012-2013
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$): -0-



Ongoing Costs? ($$$): -0-
County Match Required? ($$$): -0-
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$): 1,789
Source of Funding?: Grant

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
Fund 121

Attachments
Cochise County Grant Approval Form 
Grant Agreement ACJC VC-13-050 - 2012

































   

    Consent      10.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Attorney             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Approve FY 2013 Victims' Rights Program (VRP) Award Agreement A.G.#: 2013-002
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

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

A.R.S.
title 13,
Chapter
40 &
Title 8,
Chapter
3,
Article 7

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the Victims' Rights Program (VRP) Award Agreement, A.G. #:2013-002, in the amount of
$27,150 between the Arizona Attorney General and the Cochise County Attorney's Office, for the period
July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013.

Background:
The award amount of $27,150 is to be used by the Cochise County Attorney’s Victim Witness Program to
provide funding for one full-time Clerk III responsible for victim notification on criminal cases. 

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources: Attorney General's Victim Rights Program, funds deposited into Fund
126.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Submit signed grants to grant source for funding.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If not funded, the County general fund would have to absorb this position as it is a mandated service.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Advise CAO upon Board approval. Send a certified copy of the Board Minutes approving the Agreement
to CAO when they become available. 

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year: 2012-2013



One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$): -0-
Ongoing Costs? ($$$): -0-
County Match Required? ($$$): -0-
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$): 4,260
Source of Funding?: Grant

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
Fund 126

Attachments
Cochise County Grant Approval Form 
Award Agreement Office of AG 2012-2013







   

    Consent      11.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Sheriff             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Patrol Lieutenant
Submitted By: Forest Hauser, County Sheriff
Department: County Sheriff

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

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

1

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Forest Hauser TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Patrol
Lieutenant

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

REMINDER: You will use this Agenda Item template if your item involves a Grant (whether a
new or renewal grant).  You also must attach the Grant Approval Form to the
item before Finance will approve it. Select the SPECIAL LINKS on your left-hand
menu and Click on "Grant Approval Form". Then complete the form, save it and
attach it to your item (on the Attachments tab). 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the US Department of Justice Assistance Grant Award  2012-DJ-BX-1141 in the amount of
$38,148 to allow the Cochise County Sheriff's Office to purchase 37 Electronic Control Devices
w/holsters, 82 additional cartridges and training for the use of these devices, in an effort to enhance the
current inventory of Electronic Control Devices and to promote enhanced safety practices and methods
for the deputies and public.

Background:
This item (Justice Assistance Grant Award 2012-DJ-BX-1141) was applied for in May of 2012 and
awarded by the US Department of Justice on July 13, 2012 pending post approval by the Cochise
County Board of Superviors.  (This item has not been previously presented to the Cochise County Board
of Superviors).

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Upon approval of the Cochise County Board of Superviors, the Sheriff will submit the written approval to
the US Department of Justice in exchange for the release of awarded funds to purchase Electronic
Control Devices as stated in the Agenda Item.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Should the Cochise County Board of Supervisors not approve this agenda item, the US Justice
Assistance Grant Award process will not be completed and funds will not be forwarded to the Cochise
County Sheriff's Office to purchase Electronic Control Devices as stated in the Agenda Item.  There are
no statutory requirements for the purchase of Electronic Control Devices. 

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Upon approval of this item, the Cochise County Sheriff will require a written copy of this approval to be



Upon approval of this item, the Cochise County Sheriff will require a written copy of this approval to be
submitted to the US Department of Justice for the relase of funds to purchase the Electronic Control
Devices.

Attachments
Award Report 1



Department of Justice

Office of Justice Programs

Bureau of Justice Assistance

Washington, D.C.  20531Office of Justice Programs

July 13, 2012

Mr. Mike Ortega
Cochise County
1415 West Melody Lane
Bisbee, AZ 85603-1045

Dear Mr. Ortega:

On behalf of Attorney General Eric Holder, it is my pleasure to inform you that the Office of Justice Programs has approved 
your application for funding under the FY 12 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program Local 
Solicitation in the amount of $38,148 for Cochise County.

Enclosed you will find the Grant Award and Special Conditions documents.  This award is subject to all administrative and 
financial requirements, including the timely submission of all financial and programmatic reports, resolution of all interim 
audit findings, and the maintenance of a minimum level of cash-on-hand.  Should you not adhere to these requirements, you 
will be in violation of the terms of this agreement and the award will be subject to termination for cause or other administrative
action as appropriate.

If you have questions regarding this award, please contact:

          -  Program Questions, Tahitia M. Barringer, Program Manager at (202) 616-3294; and

          -  Financial Questions, the Office of the Chief Financial Officer, Customer Service Center (CSC) at 
             (800) 458-0786, or you may contact the CSC at ask.ocfo@usdoj.gov.

Congratulations, and we look forward to working with you.

Sincerely, 

Enclosures 

Denise O'Donnell

Director



Washington, D.C.  20531

Mr. Mike Ortega
Cochise County
1415 West Melody Lane
Bisbee, AZ 85603-1045

July 13, 2012

Congratulations on your recent award. In establishing financial assistance programs, Congress linked the receipt of Federal funding to 
compliance with Federal civil rights laws. The Office for Civil Rights (OCR), Office of Justice Programs (OJP), U.S. Department of Justice 
is responsible for ensuring that recipients of financial aid from OJP, its component offices and bureaus, the Office on Violence Against 
Women (OVW), and the Office of Community Oriented Policing Services (COPS) comply with applicable Federal civil rights statutes and 
regulations. We at OCR are available to help you and your organization meet the civil rights requirements that come with Justice 
Department funding.

Ensuring Access to Federally Assisted Programs

As you know, Federal laws prohibit recipients of financial assistance from discriminating on the basis of race, color, national origin, 
religion, sex, or disability in funded programs or activities, not only in respect to employment practices but also in the delivery of services or
benefits. Federal law also prohibits funded programs or activities from discriminating on the basis of age in the delivery of services or 
benefits.

Providing Services to Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Individuals

In accordance with Department of Justice Guidance pertaining to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. § 2000d, recipients of 
Federal financial assistance must take reasonable steps to provide meaningful access to their programs and activities for persons with limited
English proficiency (LEP). For more information on the civil rights responsibilities that recipients have in providing language services to 
LEP individuals, please see the website at http://www.lep.gov. 

Ensuring Equal Treatment for Faith-Based Organizations

The Department of Justice has published a regulation specifically pertaining to the funding of faith-based organizations. In general, the 
regulation, Participation in Justice Department Programs by Religious Organizations; Providing for Equal Treatment of all Justice 
Department Program Participants, and known as the Equal Treatment Regulation 28 C.F.R. part 38, requires State Administering Agencies 
to treat these organizations the same as any other applicant or recipient. The regulation prohibits State Administering Agencies from making 
award or grant administration decisions on the basis of an organization's religious character or affiliation, religious name, or the religious 
composition of its board of directors.

The regulation also prohibits faith-based organizations from using financial assistance from the Department of Justice to fund inherently 
religious activities. While faith-based organizations can engage in non-funded inherently religious activities, they must be held separately 
from the Department of Justice funded program, and customers or beneficiaries cannot be compelled to participate in them. The Equal 
Treatment Regulation also makes clear that organizations participating in programs funded by the Department of Justice are not permitted to 
discriminate in the provision of services on the basis of a beneficiary's religion. For more information on the regulation, please see OCR's 
website at http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/ocr/etfbo.htm.

State Administering Agencies and faith-based organizations should also note that the Safe Streets Act, as amended; the Victims of Crime 
Act, as amended; and the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act, as amended, contain prohibitions against discrimination on the 
basis of religion in employment. Despite these nondiscrimination provisions, the Justice Department has concluded that the Religious 
Freedom Restoration Act (RFRA) is reasonably construed, on a case-by-case basis, to require that its funding agencies permit faith-based 
organizations applying for funding under the applicable program statutes both to receive DOJ funds and to continue considering religion 
when hiring staff, even if the statute that authorizes the funding program generally forbids considering of religion in employment decisions 
by grantees.

Questions about the regulation or the application of RFRA to the statutes that prohibit discrimination in employment may be directed to this 
Office.

Dear Mr. Ortega:

Department of Justice

Office of Justice Programs

Office for Civil Rights



Enforcing Civil Rights Laws

All recipients of Federal financial assistance, regardless of the particular funding source, the amount of the grant award, or the number of 
employees in the workforce, are subject to the prohibitions against unlawful discrimination. Accordingly, OCR investigates recipients that 
are the subject of discrimination complaints from both individuals and groups. In addition, based on regulatory criteria, OCR selects a 
number of recipients each year for compliance reviews, audits that require recipients to submit data showing that they are providing services 
equitably to all segments of their service population and that their employment practices meet equal employment opportunity standards.

Complying with the Safe Streets Act or Program Requirements

In addition to these general prohibitions, an organization which is a recipient of financial assistance subject to the nondiscrimination 
provisions of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act (Safe Streets Act) of 1968, 42 U.S.C. § 3789d(c), or other Federal grant 
program requirements, must meet two additional requirements:(1) complying with Federal regulations pertaining to the development of an 
Equal Employment Opportunity Plan (EEOP), 28 C.F.R. § 42.301-.308, and (2) submitting to OCR Findings of Discrimination (see 28 
C.F.R. §§ 42.205(5) or 31.202(5)).

                     1)  Meeting the EEOP Requirement

In accordance with Federal regulations, Assurance No. 6 in the Standard Assurances, COPS Assurance No. 8.B, or certain Federal grant 
program requirements, your organization must comply with the following EEOP reporting requirements:

If your organization has received an award for $500,000 or more and has 50 or more employees (counting both full- and part-time 
employees but excluding political appointees), then it has to prepare an EEOP and submit it to OCR for review within 60 days from the 
date of this letter. For assistance in developing an EEOP, please consult OCR's website at http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/ocr/eeop.htm.   You 
may also request technical assistance from an EEOP specialist at OCR by dialing (202) 616-3208.

If your organization received an award between $25,000 and $500,000 and has 50 or more employees, your organization still has to prepare 
an EEOP, but it does not have to submit the EEOP to OCR for review. Instead, your organization has to maintain the EEOP on file and 
make it available for review on request. In addition, your organization has to complete Section B of the Certification Form and return it to 
OCR. The Certification Form can be found at http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/ocr/eeop.htm.  

If your organization received an award for less than $25,000; or if your organization has less than 50 employees, regardless of the amount of
the award; or if your organization is a medical institution, educational institution, nonprofit organization or Indian tribe, then your 
organization is exempt from the EEOP requirement. However, your organization must complete Section A of the Certification Form and 
return it to OCR. The Certification Form can be found at http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/ocr/eeop.htm. 

                     2)  Submitting Findings of Discrimination

In the event a Federal or State court or Federal or State administrative agency makes an adverse finding of discrimination against your 
organization after a due process hearing, on the ground of race, color, religion, national origin, or sex, your organization must submit a copy 
of the finding to OCR for review.

Ensuring the Compliance of Subrecipients

If your organization makes subawards to other agencies, you are responsible for assuring that subrecipients also comply with all of the 
applicable Federal civil rights laws, including the requirements pertaining to developing and submitting an EEOP, reporting Findings of 
Discrimination, and providing language services to LEP persons. State agencies that make subawards must have in place standard grant 
assurances and review procedures to demonstrate that they are effectively monitoring the civil rights compliance of subrecipients.

If we can assist you in any way in fulfilling your civil rights responsibilities as a recipient of Federal funding, please call OCR at (202) 307-
0690 or visit our website at http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/ocr/.

Sincerely,

cc: Grant Manager
Financial Analyst

Michael L. Alston

Director



Grant
PAGE 1 OF

Department of Justice

Office of Justice Programs

Bureau of Justice Assistance

1. RECIPIENT NAME AND ADDRESS (Including Zip Code)

Cochise County
1415 West Melody Lane
Bisbee, AZ 85603-1045

8. SUPPLEMENT NUMBER

00

9. PREVIOUS AWARD AMOUNT

10. AMOUNT OF THIS AWARD

 $ 0

 $ 38,148

11. TOTAL AWARD  $ 38,148

1A. GRANTEE IRS/VENDOR NO.

866000399

3. PROJECT TITLE

Electronic Control Device Purchase

12. SPECIAL CONDITIONS

THE ABOVE GRANT PROJECT IS APPROVED SUBJECT TO SUCH CONDITIONS OR LIMITATIONS AS ARE SET FORTH
ON THE ATTACHED PAGE(S).

13. STATUTORY AUTHORITY FOR GRANT

This project is supported under FY12(BJA - JAG) 42 USC 3750, et seq.

15. METHOD OF PAYMENT

GPRS

AGENCY APPROVAL

16. TYPED NAME AND TITLE OF APPROVING OFFICIAL

GRANTEE ACCEPTANCE                                                                                

Denise O'Donnell

Director

AGENCY USE ONLY

20. ACCOUNTING CLASSIFICATION CODES 21. 

FISCAL
YEAR

FUND
CODE

BUD.
ACT. OFC.

DIV.
REG. SUB. POMS AMOUNT

                                                                                                            

DJBX 80 00 00 38148

LDJUGT0633

                                                                                    

18. TYPED NAME AND TITLE OF AUTHORIZED GRANTEE OFFICIAL

Mike Ortega
County Administrator

4. AWARD NUMBER: 2012-DJ-BX-1141

5. PROJECT PERIOD: FROM

BUDGET PERIOD: FROM

6. AWARD DATE 7. ACTION

Initial

07/13/2012

TO

TO

10/01/2011

10/01/2011

09/30/2015

09/30/2015

OJP FORM 4000/2 (REV. 5-87) PREVIOUS EDITIONS ARE OBSOLETE.

OJP FORM 4000/2 (REV. 4-88)

19. SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED RECIPIENT OFFICIAL 19A. DATE17. SIGNATURE OF APPROVING OFFICIAL

6



AWARD CONTINUATION
SHEET

Grant

PAGE 2 OF

Department of Justice

Office of Justice Programs

Bureau of Justice Assistance

AWARD DATE 07/13/2012PROJECT NUMBER 2012-DJ-BX-1141

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

The recipient agrees to comply with the financial and administrative requirements set forth in the current edition of the 
Office of Justice Programs (OJP) Financial Guide.

The recipient acknowledges that failure to submit an acceptable Equal Employment Opportunity Plan (if recipient is 
required to submit one pursuant to 28 C.F.R. Section 42.302), that is approved by the Office for Civil Rights, is a 
violation of its Certified Assurances and may result in suspension or termination of funding, until such time as the 
recipient is in compliance.

The recipient agrees to comply with the organizational audit requirements of OMB Circular A-133, Audits of States, 
Local Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations, and further understands and agrees that funds may be withheld, or 
other related requirements may be imposed, if outstanding audit issues (if any) from OMB Circular A-133 audits (and 
any other audits of OJP grant funds) are not satisfactorily and promptly addressed, as further described in the current 
edition of the OJP Financial Guide.

Recipient understands and agrees that it cannot use any federal funds, either directly or indirectly, in support of the 
enactment, repeal, modification or adoption of any law, regulation or policy,  at any level of government, without the 
express prior written approval of OJP.

The recipient must promptly refer to the DOJ OIG any credible evidence that a principal, employee, agent, contractor, 
subgrantee, subcontractor, or other person has either 1) submitted a false claim for grant funds under the False Claims 
Act; or 2) committed a criminal or civil violation of laws pertaining to fraud, conflict of interest, bribery, gratuity, or 
similar misconduct involving grant funds.  This condition also applies to any subrecipients.  Potential fraud, waste, 
abuse, or misconduct should be reported to the OIG by - 

mail:

  Office of the Inspector General
  U.S. Department of Justice
  Investigations Division
  950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
  Room 4706
  Washington, DC 20530

e-mail: oig.hotline@usdoj.gov

hotline: (contact information in English and Spanish): (800) 869-4499

or hotline fax: (202) 616-9881

Additional information is available from the DOJ OIG website at www.usdoj.gov/oig.

Recipient understands and agrees that it cannot use any federal funds, either directly or indirectly, in support of any 
contract or subaward to either the Association of Community Organizations for Reform Now (ACORN) or its 
subsidiaries, without the express prior written approval of OJP.

The recipient agrees to comply with any additional requirements that may be imposed during the grant performance 
period if the agency determines that the recipient is a high-risk grantee. Cf. 28 C.F.R. parts 66, 70.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

OJP FORM 4000/2 (REV. 4-88)

6



AWARD CONTINUATION
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Department of Justice

Office of Justice Programs

Bureau of Justice Assistance

AWARD DATE 07/13/2012PROJECT NUMBER 2012-DJ-BX-1141

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

The recipient agrees to comply with applicable requirements regarding Central Contractor Registration (CCR) and 
applicable restrictions on subawards to first-tier subrecipients that do not acquire and provide a Data Universal 
Numbering System (DUNS) number.   The details of recipient obligations are posted on the Office of Justice Programs 
web site at http://www.ojp.gov/funding/ccr.htm (Award condition: Central Contractor Registration and Universal 
Identifier Requirements), and are incorporated by reference here.  This special condition does not apply to an award to 
an individual who received the award as a natural person (i.e., unrelated to any business or non-profit organization that 
he or she may own or operate in his or her name).

Pursuant to Executive Order 13513, "Federal Leadership on Reducing Text Messaging While Driving," 74 Fed. Reg. 
51225 (October 1, 2009), the Department encourages recipients and sub recipients to adopt and enforce policies 
banning employees from text messaging while driving any vehicle during the course of performing work funded by this
grant, and to establish workplace safety policies and conduct education, awareness, and other outreach to decrease 
crashes caused by distracted drivers.

The recipient agrees to comply with all applicable laws, regulations, policies, and guidance (including specific cost 
limits, prior approval and reporting requirements, where applicable) governing the use of federal funds for expenses 
related to conferences, meetings, trainings, and other events, including the provision of food and/or beverages at such 
events, and costs of attendance at such events.  Information on pertinent laws, regulations, policies, and guidance is 
available at www.ojp.gov/funding/confcost.htm.

The recipient agrees to comply with applicable requirements to report first-tier subawards of $25,000 or more and, in 
certain circumstances, to report the names and total compensation of the five most highly compensated executives of 
the recipient and first-tier subrecipients of award funds.  Such data will be submitted to the FFATA Subaward 
Reporting System (FSRS).  The details of recipient obligations, which derive from the Federal Funding Accountability 
and Transparency Act of 2006 (FFATA), are posted on the Office of Justice Programs web site at 
http://www.ojp.gov/funding/ffata.htm (Award condition: Reporting Subawards and Executive Compensation), and are 
incorporated by reference here.  This condition, and its reporting requirement does not apply to grant awards made to 
an individual who received the award as a natural person (i.e., unrelated to any business or non-profit organization that 
he or she may own operate in his or her name).

The recipient agrees that all income generated as a direct result of this award shall be deemed program income.  All 
program income earned must be accounted for and used for the purposes of funds provided under this award, including 
such use being consistent with the conditions of the award, the effective edition of the OJP Financial Guide and, as 
applicable, either (1) 28 C.F.R. Part 66 or (2) 28 C.F.R Part 70 and 2 C.F.R. Part 215 (OMB Circular A-110).  Further, 
the use of program income must be reported on the quarterly Federal Financial Report, SF 425.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.
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AWARD DATE 07/13/2012PROJECT NUMBER 2012-DJ-BX-1141

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

The grantee agrees to assist BJA in complying with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the National 
Historic Preservation Act, and other related federal environmental impact analyses requirements in the use of these 
grant funds, either directly by the grantee or by a subgrantee.  Accordingly, the grantee agrees to first determine if any 
of the following activities will be funded by the grant, prior to obligating funds for any of these purposes.  If it is 
determined that any of the following activities will be funded by the grant, the grantee agrees to contact BJA.
 
The grantee understands that this special condition applies to its following new activities whether or not they are being 
specifically funded with these grant funds.  That is, as long as the activity is being conducted by the grantee, a 
subgrantee, or any third party and the activity needs to be undertaken in order to use these grant funds, this special 
condition must first be met.  The activities covered by this special condition are:
a.  New construction;
b.  Minor renovation or remodeling of a property located in an environmentally or historically sensitive area, including 
properties located within a 100-year flood plain, a wetland, or habitat for endangered species, or a property listed on or 
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places;
c.  A renovation, lease, or any proposed use of a building or facility that will either (a) result in a change in its basic 
prior use or (b) significantly change its size; 
d.  Implementation of a new program involving the use of chemicals other than chemicals that are (a) purchased as an 
incidental component of a funded activity and (b) traditionally used, for example, in office, household, recreational, or 
education environments; and
e.  Implementation of a program relating to clandestine methamphetamine laboratory operations, including the 
identification, seizure, or closure of clandestine methamphetamine laboratories.

The grantee understands and agrees that complying with NEPA may require the preparation of an Environmental 
Assessment and/or an Environmental Impact Statement, as directed by BJA.  The grantee further understands and 
agrees to the requirements for implementation of a Mitigation Plan, as detailed at 
http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/BJA/resource/nepa.html, for programs relating to methamphetamine laboratory operations.  

Application of This Special Condition to Grantee's Existing Programs or Activities: For any of the grantee's or its 
subgrantees' existing programs or activities that will be funded by these grant funds, the grantee, upon specific request 
from BJA, agrees to cooperate with BJA in any preparation by BJA of a national or program environmental assessment 
of that funded program or activity.

To avoid duplicating existing networks or IT systems in any initiatives funded by BJA for law enforcement information
sharing systems which involve interstate connectivity between jurisdictions, such systems shall employ, to the extent 
possible, existing networks as the communication backbone to achieve interstate connectivity, unless the grantee can 
demonstrate to the satisfaction of BJA that this requirement would not be cost effective or would impair the 
functionality of an existing or proposed IT system.

In order to promote information sharing and enable interoperability among disparate systems across the justice and 
public safety community, OJP requires the grantee to comply with DOJ's Global Justice Information Sharing Initiative 
(DOJ's Global) guidelines and recommendations for this particular grant. Grantee shall conform to the Global 
Standards Package (GSP) and all constituent elements, where applicable, as described at: 
http://www.it.ojp.gov/gsp_grantcondition. Grantee shall document planned approaches to information sharing and 
describe compliance to the GSP and appropriate privacy policy that protects shared information, or provide detailed 
justification for why an alternative approach is recommended.

13.

14.

15.
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AWARD DATE 07/13/2012PROJECT NUMBER 2012-DJ-BX-1141

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

The recipient is required to establish a trust fund account. (The trust fund may or may not be an interest-bearing 
account.) The fund, including any interest, may not be used to pay debts or expenses incurred by other activities beyond
the scope of the Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant Program (JAG). The recipient also agrees to obligate
and expend the grant funds in the trust fund (including any interest earned) during the period of the grant. Grant funds 
(including any interest earned) not expended by the end of the grant period must be returned to the Bureau of Justice 
Assistance no later than 90 days after the end of the grant period, along with the final submission of the Federal 
Financial Report (SF-425).

JAG funds may be used to purchase bulletproof vests for an agency, but may not be used as the 50% match for 
purposes of the Bulletproof Vest Partnership (BVP) program.

The recipient agrees to submit a signed certification that that all law enforcement agencies receiving vests purchased 
with JAG funds have a written "mandatory wear" policy in effect. Fiscal agents and state agencies must keep signed 
certifications on file for any subrecipients planning to utilize JAG funds for bulletproof vest purchases. This policy 
must be in place for at least all uniformed officers before any FY 2012 JAG funding can be used by the agency for  
bulletproof vests. There are no requirements regarding the nature of the policy other than it being a mandatory wear 
policy for all uniformed officers while on duty.

Bulletproof vests purchased with JAG funds may be purchased at any threat level, make or model, from any distributor 
or manufacturer, as long as the vests have been tested and found to comply with applicable National Institute of Justice 
ballistic or stab standards. In addition, bulletproof vests purchased with JAG funds must be American-made. The latest
NIJ standard information can be found here: http://www.nij.gov/topics/technology/body-armor/safety-initiative.htm.

The recipient agrees that any information technology system funded or supported by OJP funds will comply with 28 
C.F.R. Part 23, Criminal Intelligence Systems Operating Policies, if OJP determines this regulation to be applicable.  
Should OJP determine 28 C.F.R. Part 23 to be applicable, OJP may, at its discretion, perform audits of the system, as 
per the regulation.  Should any violation of 28 C.F.R. Part 23 occur, the recipient may be fined as per 42 U.S.C. 
3789g(c)-(d).  Recipient may not satisfy such a fine with federal funds.

The recipient agrees to ensure that the State Information Technology Point of Contact receives written notification 
regarding any information technology project funded by this grant during the obligation and expenditure period. This is
to facilitate communication among local and state governmental entities regarding various information technology 
projects being conducted with these grant funds. In addition, the recipient agrees to maintain an administrative file 
documenting the meeting of this requirement. For a list of State Information Technology Points of Contact, go to 
http://www.it.ojp.gov/default.aspx?area=policyAndPractice&page=1046.

The grantee agrees to comply with the applicable requirements of 28 C.F.R. Part 38, the Department of Justice 
regulation governing "Equal Treatment for Faith Based Organizations" (the "Equal Treatment Regulation"). The Equal 
Treatment Regulation provides in part that Department of Justice grant awards of direct funding may not be used to 
fund any inherently religious activities, such as worship, religious instruction, or proselytization. Recipients of direct 
grants may still engage in inherently religious activities, but such activities must be separate in time or place from the 
Department of Justice funded program, and participation in such activities by individuals receiving services from the 
grantee or a sub-grantee must be voluntary. The Equal Treatment Regulation also makes clear that organizations 
participating in programs directly funded by the Department of Justice are not permitted to discriminate in the provision
of services on the basis of a beneficiary's religion.  Notwithstanding any other special condition of this award, faith-
based organizations may, in some circumstances, consider religion as a basis for employment.  See 
http://www.ojp.gov/about/ocr/equal_fbo.htm.

The recipient acknowledges that all programs funded through subawards, whether at the state or local levels, must 
conform to the grant program requirements as stated in BJA program guidance.

16.

17.
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AWARD DATE 07/13/2012PROJECT NUMBER 2012-DJ-BX-1141

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

Grantee agrees to comply with the requirements of 28 C.F.R. Part 46 and all Office of Justice Programs policies and 
procedures regarding the protection of human research subjects, including obtainment of Institutional Review Board 
approval, if appropriate, and subject informed consent.

Grantee agrees to comply with all confidentiality requirements of 42 U.S.C. section 3789g and 28 C.F.R. Part 22 that 
are applicable to collection, use, and revelation of data or information. Grantee further agrees, as a condition of grant 
approval, to submit a Privacy Certificate that is in accord with requirements of 28 C.F.R. Part 22 and, in particular, 
section 22.23.

The recipient agrees that funds received under this award will not be used to supplant State or local funds, but will be 
used to increase the amounts of such funds that would, in the absence of Federal funds, be made available for law 
enforcement activities.

Award recipients must submit quarterly a Federal Financial Report (SF-425) and annual performance reports through 
GMS (https://grants.ojp.usdoj.gov).  Consistent with the Department's responsibilities under the Government 
Performance and Results Act (GPRA), P.L. 103-62, applicants who receive funding under this solicitation must 
provide data that measure the results of their work.  Therefore, quarterly performance metrics reports must be submitted
through BJA's Performance Measurement Tool (PMT) website (www.bjaperformancetools.org).  For more detailed 
information on reporting and other JAG requirements, refer to the JAG reporting requirements webpage.  Failure to 
submit required JAG reports by established deadlines may result in the freezing of grant funds and future High Risk 
designation.

The recipient agrees to monitor subawards under this JAG award in accordance with all applicable statutes, regulations,
OMB circulars, and guidelines, including the OJP Financial Guide, and to include the applicable conditions of this 
award in any subaward. The recipient is responsible for oversight of subrecipient spending and monitoring of specific 
outcomes and benefits attributable to use of JAG funds by subrecipients. The recipient agrees to submit, upon request, 
documentation of its policies and procedures for monitoring of subawards under this award.

Award recipients must verify Point of Contact(POC), Financial Point of Contact (FPOC), and Authorized 
Representative contact information in GMS, including telephone number and e-mail address.  If any information is 
incorrect or has changed, a Grant Adjustment Notice (GAN) must be submitted via the Grants Management System 
(GMS) to document changes.

The grantee agrees that within 120 days of award acceptance, each member of a law enforcement task force funded 
with these funds who is a task force commander, agency executive, task force officer, or other task force member of 
equivalent rank, will complete required online (internet-based) task force training. The training is provided free of 
charge online through BJA's Center for Task Force Integrity and Leadership (www.ctfli.org).  All current and new task 
force members are required to complete this training once during the life of the award, or once every four years if 
multiple awards include this requirement. This training addresses task force effectiveness as well as other key issues 
including privacy and civil liberties/rights, task force performance measurement, personnel selection, and task force 
oversight and accountability. Additional information is available regarding this required training and access methods 
via BJA's web site and the Center for Task Force Integrity and Leadership (www.ctfli.org).

Recipient may not expend or drawdown funds until the Bureau of Justice Assistance, Office of Justice Programs has 
received documentation demonstrating that the state or local governing body review and/or community notification 
requirements have been met and has issued a Grant Adjustment Notice (GAN) releasing this special condition.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

OJP FORM 4000/2 (REV. 4-88)

6



Memorandum To:

From:

Subject:

Washington, D.C.  20531

Orbin Terry, NEPA Coordinator

Incorporates NEPA Compliance in Further Developmental Stages for Cochise 
County

The Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant Program (JAG) allows states and local governments to 
support a broad range of activities to prevent and control crime and to improve the criminal justice system, some of
which could have environmental impacts.  All recipients of JAG funding must assist BJA in complying with NEPA
and other related federal environmental impact analyses requirements in the use of grant funds, whether the funds 
are used directly by the grantee or by a subgrantee or third party.  Accordingly, prior to obligating funds for any of 
the specified activities, the grantee must first determine if any of the specified activities will be funded by the 
grant.
  
The specified activities requiring environmental analysis are:
a. New construction;
b. Any renovation or remodeling of a property located in an environmentally or historically sensitive area, 
including properties located within a 100-year flood plain, a wetland, or habitat for endangered species, or a 
property listed on or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places;
c.  A renovation, lease, or any proposed use of a building or facility that will either (a) result in a change in its basic
prior use or (b) significantly change its size; 
d.  Implementation of a new program involving the use of chemicals other than chemicals that are (a) purchased as 
an incidental component of a funded activity and (b) traditionally used, for example, in office, household, 
recreational, or education environments; and
e. Implementation of a program relating to clandestine methamphetamine laboratory operations, including the 
identification, seizure, or closure of clandestine methamphetamine laboratories.

Complying with NEPA may require the preparation of an Environmental Assessment and/or an Environmental 
Impact Statement, as directed by BJA.  Further, for programs relating to methamphetamine laboratory operations, 
the preparation of a detailed Mitigation Plan will be required.  For more information about Mitigation Plan 
requirements, please see http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/BJA/resource/nepa.html.
Please be sure to carefully review the grant conditions on your award document, as it may contain more specific 
information about environmental compliance.

Official Grant File

Department of Justice

Office of Justice Programs

Bureau of Justice Assistance



GRANT MANAGER'S MEMORANDUM, PT. I: 
PROJECT SUMMARY

1. STAFF CONTACT (Name & telephone number)

PROJECT NUMBER

6. NAME & ADRESS OF SUBGRANTEE

7. PROGRAM PERIOD 8. BUDGET PERIOD

9. AMOUNT OF AWARD 10. DATE OF AWARD

11. SECOND YEAR'S BUDGET

2012-DJ-BX-1141

2. PROJECT DIRECTOR (Name, address & telephone number)

4. TITLE OF PROJECT

12. SECOND YEAR'S BUDGET AMOUNT

13. THIRD YEAR'S BUDGET PERIOD 14. THIRD YEAR'S BUDGET AMOUNT

15. SUMMARY DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT (See instruction on reverse)

5. NAME & ADDRESS OF GRANTEE

Grant

This project is supported under FY12(BJA - JAG) 42 USC 3750, et seq.

Forest Hauser
Patrol Lietenant
1415 W. Melody Lane
Bisbee, AZ 85603-1045
(520) 384-7052 ext.7052

PAGE 11 OF

The Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant Program (JAG) allows states and units of local government, including tribes, to support a broad range of 
activities to prevent and control crime based on their own state and local needs and conditions. Grant funds can be used for state and local initiatives, technical 
assistance, training, personnel, equipment, supplies, contractual support, and information systems for criminal justice, including for any one or more of the 
following purpose areas: 1) law enforcement programs; 2) prosecution and court programs; 3) prevention and education programs; 4) corrections and community 
corrections programs; 5) drug treatment and enforcement programs; 6) planning, evaluation, and technology improvement programs; and 7) crime victim and 
witness programs (other than compensation).
The grantee will use the 2012 JAG award to purchase less-than-lethal equipment and train law enforcement.  The project goal is to increase public and officer 
safety. NCA/NCF

Tahitia M. Barringer
(202) 616-3294

OJP FORM 4000/2 (REV. 4-88)

Electronic Control Device Purchase

Cochise County
1415 West Melody Lane
Bisbee, AZ 85603-1045

TO:10/01/2011 09/30/2015FROM: TO:10/01/2011 09/30/2015FROM:

07/13/2012 $ 38,148

3b. POMS CODE (SEE INSTRUCTIONS
      ON REVERSE)

3a. TITLE OF THE PROGRAM

BJA FY 12 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program

Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs

Bureau of Justice Assistance





   

    Consent      12.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Sheriff             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

GOHS Selective Traffic Enforcement
Submitted By: Mark Genz, County Sheriff
Department: County Sheriff

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

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

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

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

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve Contract #2013-PT-021, between the Governor's Office of Highway Safety and the Sheriff's
Office providing $10,000 for selective traffic enforcement with a term of October 1, 2012 through
September 30, 2013.

Background:
This grant is recuring from the Governor's Office of Highway Safety and provides funding for overtime for
traffic enforcement in problem areas. This includes school zones, areas of high crash statistics and areas
where the public has complained of speeding etc. There are no matching funds required. This grant has
been reviewed and approved as to form by Terry Bannon of the County Attorney's Office.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Upon final aproval from GOHS, the Sheriff's Office will initiate selective traffic enforcement utilizing these
funds.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If not approved the Sheriff's Office will be unable to conduct special enforcement details or will be
required to utilize general funds.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Upon completion please return both original copies to the Sheriff's Office so they can be forwarded to the
Governor's Office of Highway Safety.

Attachments
Selective Traffic Enforcement























































   

    Consent      13.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Sheriff             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

GOHS DUI Enforcement Grant
Submitted By: Mark Genz, County Sheriff
Department: County Sheriff

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

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

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Lt Mark P. Genz TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

DUI
Coordinator

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

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve GOHS Contract #2013-AL-020 between the Governor's Office of Highway Safety and the
Sheriff's Office providing $20,000 in funding for DUI Enforcement for the term of October 1, 2012 through
September 30, 2013.

Background:
This grant is recurring from the Governor's Office of Highway Safety for overtime funds for
DUI Enforcement. This grant allows the Sheriff's Office to work in coordination with the Southeastern
Arizona DUI Task Force. There is no matching funding required and this grant has been approved as to
form by Terry Bannon of the County Attorney's Office.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Upon approval from GOHS, the Sheriff's Office will conduct DUI enforcement and education activities.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Overtime funds will not be available for DUI enforcement and education and funds will have to be spent
out of the general fund.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Upon completion please return both original copies to the Sheriff's Office so they can be forwarded to the
Governor's Office of Highway Safety.

Attachments
DUI Enforcement Grant























































   

    Consent      14.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Sheriff             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

GOHS Teen Driving Education Grant
Submitted By: Mark Genz, County Sheriff
Department: County Sheriff

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

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

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

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

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve GOHS Grant #2013-AL-021 between GOHS and the Sheriff's Office to provide $14,500 for
overtime to conduct a Teen Driving Education Program with a term of October 1, 2012 through
September 30, 2013.

Background:
This grant provides funding for overtime to conduct a Teen Driving Education Program within Cochise
County. This program has already been approved by the Board in a previous meeting. There are no
matching funds required and this grant has been approved as to form by Terry Bannon of the County
Attorney's Office.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Upon approval the Sheriff's Office, in coordination with the Southeastern Arizona DUI Task Force will
conduct the Teen Driving Education Program.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If not approved, we will be unable to conduct the Teen Driving Education Program without utilizing
general funds.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Upon approval please return both original copies to the Sheriff's Office so they can be forwarded to the
Governor's Office of Highway Safety.

Attachments
GOHS Teen Driving Education Grant























































   

    Consent      15.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting County Sheriff             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Victim's Rights Program Award
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: 

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

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

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve award agreement A.G.#: 2013-043 from the Office of the Arizona Attorney General Victim's
Rights Program awarding the Sheriff's Office $15,050 in funding to pay for 43% of the salary and
employee related expenses (ERE) of a records specialist to conduct state mandated victim notifications,
with a term of July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013.

Background:
This award is an annual event and has been on-going for several years. This award from the Attorney
General's Office pays for 43% of the salary and ERE of a full time Record's Specialist who conducts
victim notifications, etc., as mandated byArizona Revised Statutes Title 13, Chapter 40 and Title 8,
Chapter 3, Article 7. There are no matching funds associated with this award. This award has been
reviewed and approved as to form by Ms. Terry Bannon, Deputy County Attorney.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
The Sheriff's Office will continue to perform the victim notifications as mandated by law.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
As victim notification is mandated by state law, if this award is not approved those activities would
continue, but the full costs would be borne by the general fund.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Please return both original copies to the Sheriff's Office so they can be forwarded to the Office of the
Attorney General.

Attachments
Victims Rights Award 2013







   

    Consent      16.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Emergency Services             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Approve the Cochise County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan 2012
Submitted By: Mike Evans, Emergency Services
Department: Emergency Services

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

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

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Michael B. Evans TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Coordinator

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

or Basis for Support?: 
Disaster
Mitigation
Act of
2000 and
44 CFR
Part 201

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Resolution 12-34 to approve the Cochise County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan 2012
as required by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000.

Background:
The Cochise County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan (the Plan) has been prepared in
compliance with Section 322 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act of
1988 (Stafford Act), 42 U.S.C. 5165, as amended by Section 104 of the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000
(DMA 2000) Public Law 106-390 enacted October 30, 2000. The regulations governing the mitigation
planning requirements for local mitigation plans are published under the Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) Title 44, Section 201.6 (44 CFR §201.6). Additionally, a DMA 2000 compliant plan that addresses
flooding will also meet the minimum planning requirements for the Flood Mitigation Assistance program
as provided for under 44 CFR §78.

DMA 2000 provides requirements for States, Tribes, and local governments to undertake a risk-based
approach to reducing risks to natural hazards through mitigation planning1. The local mitigation plan is
the representation of the jurisdiction's commitment to reduce risks from natural hazards, serving as a
guide for decision makers as they commit resources to reducing the effects of natural hazards. Local
plans will also serve as the basis for the State to provide technical assistance and to prioritize project
funding.

Under 44 CFR §201.6, local governments must have a Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA)-approved local mitigation plan in order to apply for and/or receive project grants under the
following hazard mitigation assistance programs:
• Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP)
• Pre-Disaster Mitigation (PDM)
• Flood Mitigation Assistance (FMA)
• Severe Repetitive Loss (SRL).



DMA 2000 requires that local plans be updated every five years, with each plan cycle requiring a
complete review, revision, and approval of the plan at both the state and FEMA levels. Cochise County
and the incorporated communities of Benson, Bisbee, Douglas, Huachuca City, Sierra Vista, and
Tombstone all currently have FEMA approved hazard mitigation plans. The City of Willcox has a final
draft plan that was prepared at the same time as the rest of the county jurisdictions, but was never
promulgated by the city or approved by FEMA. This Plan is the result of a multi-jurisdictional update
process performed by Cochise County and the incorporated communities of Benson, Bisbee, Douglas,
Sierra Vista, Tombstone, and Willcox. The Town of Huachuca City did not participate in the update
planning effort. The result of the planning process is a single, multi-jurisdictional plan that both updates
and consolidates the individual community plans developed for Cochise County and the participating
incorporated communities.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Once the resolution is signed approving this plan, and all seven jurisdictions included in this plan have
approved the plan, all resolutions will be sent to FEMA for final approval and adoption of our plan.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If this plan is not approved as required by FEMA and the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000, then Cochise
County would only be eligible for limited emergency funds from FEMA under a Presidential Disaster
Declaration. Also by not approving this plan, Cochise County would not be eligible for grants under the
Hazard Mitigation Grant Program, the Pre-Disaster Mitigation Grant Program, the Flood Mitigation
Assitance Program or the Sever Repetivitle Loss Program.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Provide a signed copy of the resolution to Emergency Services.

Attachments
Plan Exec Sum
Resolution to adopt plan
ES Adopting Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan 2012_Final RES



COCHISE COUNTY  
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN 2012 
 

 FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY ES 1 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

Across the United States, natural and human-caused disasters have led to increasing levels of death, injury, 
property damage, and interruption of business and government services. The toll on families and individuals can 
be immense and damaged businesses cannot contribute to the economy. The time, money and effort to respond 
to and recover from these emergencies or disasters divert public resources and attention from other important 
programs and problems. With 30 federal or state declarations, 478 other significant events, and a combined total 
of 508 disaster events recorded, the seven jurisdictions within Cochise County, Arizona participating in this 
planning effort, recognize the consequences of disasters and the need to reduce the impacts of natural and 
human-caused hazards.  The county and jurisdictions also know that with careful selection, mitigation actions in 
the form of projects and programs can become long-term, cost effective means for reducing the impact of 
natural and human-caused hazards. 

The elected and appointed officials of Cochise County, Benson, Bisbee, Douglas, Huachuca City, Sierra Vista, 
and Willcox demonstrated their commitment to hazard mitigation in 2006-2007 by preparing the first set of 
Single Jurisdiction Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plans.  The City of Tombstone later conducted their own planning 
effort with their plan being approved in early 2010.  Jointly, these plans are referred to as the 2007 Plans.  The 
2007 Plans were approved by FEMA in December 2006, January 2007, November 2008, and August 2010, and 
require full, FEMA approved, updates prior to the subsequent five year expiration.   

In response, the Arizona Division of Emergency Management (ADEM) secured a federal planning grant and 
hired JE Fuller/ Hydrology & Geomorphology, Inc. to assist the county and participating jurisdictions with the 
update process.  Cochise County reconvened a multi-jurisdictional planning team comprised of veteran and 
first-time representatives from each participating jurisdiction, various county and local departments and 
organizations, and ADEM.  The Planning Team met four times during the period of May to October, 2011 in a 
collaborative effort to review, evaluate, and update the 2007 Plans.  The resulting Cochise County Multi-
Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan (Plan) will continue to guide the county and participating jurisdictions 
toward greater disaster resistance in full harmony with the character and needs of the community and region.  

The Plan has been prepared in compliance with Section 322 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (Stafford Act or the Act), 42 U.S. C. 5165, enacted under Sec. 104 the Disaster 
Mitigation Act of 2000, (DMA 2000) Public Law 106-390 of October 30, 2000, as implemented at CFR 201.6 
and 201.7 dated October, 2007.  The Plan identifies hazard mitigation measures intended to eliminate or reduce 
the effects of future disasters throughout the county, and was developed in a joint and cooperative venture by 
members of the Cochise County Planning Team. 



RESOLUTION 12-___ 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF COCHISE COUNTY, ARIZONA  
ADOPTING THE COCHISE COUNTY MULTI-JURISCITIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION 
PLAN 2012. 
 

WHEREAS, the County of Cochise has historically experienced severe damage from 
natural and human-caused hazards such as flooding, wildfire, drought, thunderstorms/high 
winds, and hazardous materials incidents on many occasions in the past century, resulting in loss 
of property and life, economic hardship and threats to public health and safety; 

 
WHEREAS, the Cochise County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan 2012 (the 

Plan) has been developed after more than one year of research and work by the Cochise County 
Multi-Jurisdictional Planning Team for the reduction of hazard risk to the community; 

 
 WHEREAS, the Plan specifically addresses hazard mitigation strategies and plan 
maintenance procedures for Cochise County; 
 
 WHEREAS, the Plan recommends several hazard mitigation actions/projects that will 
provide mitigation for specific natural and human caused hazards that impact Cochise County, with 
the effect of protecting people and property from loss associated with those hazards; and 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
OF COCHISE COUNTY ARIZONA, THAT:  
 
1.  The Plan is hereby Adopted as on official plan of Cochise County. 
 
2.  The Plan shall be implemented, monitored and maintained by the officials/staff designated in 
the Plan for a period of five (5) years with the full support of this resolution. 
 
3.  Future revision and Plan maintenance actions required by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 
and FEMA, are hereby adopted as part of this resolution for a period of five (5) years from the 
date of this resolution. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF COCHISE COUNTY, 
ARIZONA, THIS 14th DAY OF AUGUST 2012. 
 
      
RICHARD SEARLE, Chairman 
 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
            
KATIE A. HOWARD     DAVE FIFER 
Clerk of the Board     Deputy County Attorney 
 



RESOLUTION 12-___ 
 

ADOPTING THE COCHISE COUNTY MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL 
HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN 2012 

 
 

WHEREAS, the County of Cochise has historically experienced severe 
damage from natural and human-caused hazards such as flooding, wildfire, 
drought, thunderstorms/high winds, and hazardous materials incidents on many 
occasions in the past century, resulting in loss of property and life, economic 
hardship and threats to public health and safety; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Cochise County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation 

Plan 2012 (the Plan) has been developed after more than one year of research and 
work by the Cochise County Multi-Jurisdictional Planning Team for the reduction 
of hazard risk to the community; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the Plan specifically addresses hazard mitigation strategies and 
plan maintenance procedures for Cochise County; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Plan recommends several hazard mitigation actions/projects 
that will provide mitigation for specific natural and human caused hazards that 
impact Cochise County, with the effect of helping to protect people and property 
from loss associated with those hazards, 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of 
Cochise County, Arizona, that:  
 

1.  The Plan is hereby adopted as an official plan of Cochise County. 
 
2. The Plan shall be implemented, monitored and maintained by the 

officials/staff designated in the Plan for a period of five (5) years with the 
full support of this resolution. 

 



RESOLUTION 12-___ 
Re: Adopting the Cochise County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation 
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3. Future revision and Plan maintenance actions required by the Disaster 
Mitigation Act of 2000 and FEMA, are hereby adopted as part of this 
resolution for a period of five (5) years from the date of this resolution. 

 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of Cochise 
County, Arizona, this 14th day of August 2012. 
 
 
______________________________ 
Richard R. Searle, Chairperson 
Cochise County Board of Supervisors 
 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
______________________________  ___________________________ 
Katie A. Howard     David C. Fifer, Civil Deputy 
Clerk of the Board        County Attorney 
 



   

    Consent      17.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Finance             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Demands
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      18.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Health             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Contract with Copper Queen Hospital for Jail Medical Services
Submitted By: Dave Seward, Procurement
Department: Procurement

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

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

2

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 Professional Services Agreement (PSA) No. 12-21-HEA-03 with Copper Queen Community
Hospital for Jail and Juvenile Detainee Hospital Services for the Cochise County Health Department in
the estimated amount of $200,000 for the period of August 1, 2012 through July 31, 2013.

Background:
The purpose of this PSA is to provide in-patient and out-patient services as required for jail and juvenile
inmates. Copper Queen Community Hospital is the only hospital in Cochise County that can meet the
requirements for these services because of the proximity to the jail and the need for a secured area for
the inmate. Currently, EMT service is required to transport inmates to the closest hospital, which is the
Copper Queen Community Hospital in Bisbee.

Therefore, a Request for Proposals would result in a sole bid and a decision was made to negotiate a
sole source PSA with Copper Queen Community Hospital. Payment for services shall reflect AHCCS
billing charges for all U.S Citizens and a discount of 45% of billed charges for all non-citizens. 

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Execute the Professional Services Agreement, monitor contract performance.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Procurement would have to use Copper Queen Community Hospital without a PSA at a much higher
cost.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Contracts will be hand carried to Katie Howard.

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):
Expenditures in FY2011-12 were approximately $288,000. The estimated expenditures for FY 2012-13
are $200,000. Funding for this expenditure is out of line item 100-5000-9-431.332 for the Jail and
100-5000-5235-9-431-332 for Juvenile Detention.

Attachments
Contract























   

    Consent      19.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Workforce Development             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

WIB_Amendment #8 to Title IB Adult, Youth, and Dislocated Worker contract DE111004001
Submitted By: Kim Lemons, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

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 Amendment #8 to Title IB Adult, Youth, and Dislocated Worker Contract DE111004001 between
Cochise County and the Arizona Department of Economic Security for the Workforce Investment Act
(WIA) Service Delivery Area from April 1, 2010 to August 31, 2015.

Background:
Programs through the Department of Labor contracts and funds come from the DOL to the State.
Cochise County Workforce Development, Inc. (CCWD) works with Adult, Youth, Dislocated Worker and
Rapid Response training programs in Cochise County. CCWD is reimbursed for their allowable expense
through DOL and the State. This Intergovernmental Agreement is for the term of April 1, 2010 to August
31, 2015.

The contract reimbursement maximum for all services provided during the term of the contract and/or for
the term specified above shall be $3,731,987. Cochise County acts as a pass through; there is no fiscal
impact to Cochise County.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Review and sign the four copies of the Intergovernmental Agreement so that once expenses have been
submitted to the State for reimbursement, the State WIA funds (only up to the contract limit) can be wired
to Cochise County and passed to Cochise County Workforce Development Inc. in order to cover
expenses.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Funds would not be available for the program.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
The documents should be mailed to: Cochise County Workforce Development Inc., 900 Carmelita Drive,
Sierra Vista, AZ 85635, Attn: Michelle Huff.

Attachments
Contract DE111004001 Amendment 8
Attachment H
Attachment I



Attachment I
Attachement J



Revised::  5/28/09 

 
 
 
 
 

Intergovernmental Agreement 
CONTRACT AMENDMENT 

1.  CONTRACTOR (Name and address) 
 

       Cochise County Board of Supervisors 
       1415 W. Melody Lane 
       Bisbee, AZ 85603 

 2.  CONTRACT ID NUMBER 
 
  DE111004001 
 
 3.  AMENDMENT NUMBER 

08 
4. THE PARTIES AGREE TO THE FOLLOWING AMENDMENT 

 
Pursuant to Section 6.0 MANNER OF FINANCING, Paragraph 6.2, Compensation, the following allocation of funds 
by Program and Fiscal Year are added: 
 
PY11 WIA section 503 incentive funds $104,940.00 
 
Section 7.0 SERVICE DESCRIPTON is amended to add Paragraph 7.8 as follows: 

7.8 TITLE V funds shall be used to support services listed in Attachment I. 
 

Section 9.0 REPORTING REQUIREMENTS is amended to add Paragraph 9.4b as follows: 
9.4 b ATTACHMENT J: QUARTERLY SUMMARY REPORT 
 

Section 48 is amended to add Section 48.1.9  and 48.1.10 as follows: 
48.1.9 Attachment I – TITLE V – Performance Incentive Services 
48.1.10 Attachment J – Quarterly Summary Report 
 

The reimbursement ceiling is increased from $3,627,047.00 to $3,731,987.00 
 
Attachment H, Allocation by Program and Fiscal Year, revised 7/11/2012 is attached to this Amendment and 
reflects all current totals by Program and Fiscal Year 

5.    In accordance with A.R.S. § 35-393.06, the Contractor certifies that the Contractor does not have scrutinized business 
operations in Iran.  

 
       In accordance with A.R.S. § 35-391.06, the Contractor certifies that the Contractor does not have scrutinized business 

operations in Sudan.  
  
6.     EXCEPT AS PROVIDED HEREIN, ALL TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THE ORIGINAL CONTRACT AS HERETOFORE CHANGED AND/OR 

AMENDED REMAIN UNCHANGED AND IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.  THE AMENDMENT SHALL BECOME EFFECTIVE ON THE DATE 
OF LAST SIGNATURE UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFIED HEREIN.  BY SIGNING THIS FORM ON BEHALF OF THE CONTRACTOR, THE 
SIGNATORY CERTIFIES HE/SHE HAS THE AUTHORITY TO BIND THE CONTRACTOR TO THIS CONTRACT. 

7. 
 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY 

8.  NAME OF CONTRACTOR 
 COCHISE COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED INDIVIDUAL SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED INDIVIDUAL 

TYPED NAME 
Elizabeth G. Csaki, CPPB 

TYPED NAME 
Richard R. Searle 

TITLE 
Procurement Manager 

TITLE 
Chairman 

DATE 
 

DATE 
August 14, 2012 

IN ACCORDANCE WITH ARS §11-952 THIS CONTRACT AMENDMENT HAS BEEN REVIEWED BY THE UNDERSIGNED WHO HAVE DETERMINED THAT THIS 
CONTRACT AMENDMENT IS IN APPROPRIATE FORM AND WITHIN THE POWERS AND AUTHORITY GRANTED TO EACH RESPECTIVE PUBLIC BODY. 
 

ARIZONA ATTORNEY GENERAL’S OFFICE  
 
By:  _________________________________________   By: ____________________________________ 
 Assistant Attorney General         Public Agency Legal Counsel 
 
Date: _______________________________________   Date: __________________________________ 

 



                                                                                                                                                 Attachment H - Allocation by Program and Fiscal Year COCHISE COUNTY
DE111004-001

PY/FY Year Program Amount Start Date End Date Final Report Submission Deadline
PY 2010 ADMIN 39,315.00$        4/1/2010 6/30/2012 8/15/2012
FY 2011 ADMIN 43,160.00$        10/1/2010 6/30/2012 8/15/2012
PY 2010 YOUTH 242,011.00$      4/1/2010 6/30/2012 8/15/2012
PY 2010 ADULT 43,442.00$        7/1/2010 6/30/2012 8/15/2012
FY 2011 ADULT 206,801.00$      10/1/2010 6/30/2012 8/15/2012
PY 2010 DW 68,379.00$        7/1/2010 6/30/2012 8/15/2012
FY 2011 DW 181,635.00$      10/1/2010 6/30/2012 8/15/2012
PY 2010 RR 10,029.00$        7/1/2010 6/30/2012 8/15/2012
FY 2011 RR 26,640.00$        10/1/2010 6/30/2012 8/15/2012
PY 2010 SAS 54,049.00$        7/1/2010 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
PY 2010 SAS 400,000.00$      7/1/2010 3/31/2013 8/15/2013

1,315,461.00$   
PY 2011 AD ADMIN 3,068.00             7/1/2011 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
PY 2011 YT ADMIN 31,244.00           4/1/2011 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
PY 2011 DW ADMIN 6,522.00             7/1/2011 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
FY 2012 AD ADMIN 29,426.00           10/1/2011 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
FY 2012 DW ADMIN 24,708.00           10/1/2011 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
PY 2011 YOUTH 281,221.00        4/1/2011 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
PY 2011 ADULT 27,616.00           7/1/2011 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
FY 2012 ADULT 264,840.00        10/1/2011 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
PY 2011 DW  58,697.00           7/1/2011 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
FY 2012 DW 222,446.00        10/1/2011 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
PY 2011 RR 6,101.00             7/1/2011 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
FY 2012 RR 25,840.00           10/1/2011 6/30/2013 8/15/2013
PY 2011 TITLE V 104,940.00$      *1 *2 *3

1,086,669.00$   
Revised 3/27/2012

PY 2012 AD ADMIN 3,344.00$           7/1/2012 6/30/2014 8/15/2014
PY 2012 YT ADMIN 43,094.00$        4/1/2012 6/30/2014 8/15/2014
PY 2012 DW ADMIN 6,120.00$           7/1/2012 6/30/2014 8/15/2014
FY 2013 AD ADMIN 40,482.00$        10/1/2012 6/30/2014 8/15/2014
FY 2013 DW ADMIN 35,532.00$        10/1/2012 6/30/2014 8/15/2014
PY 2012 YOUTH 387,858.00$      4/1/2012 6/30/2014 8/15/2014
PY 2012 ADULT 30,097.00$        7/1/2012 6/30/2014 8/15/2014
FY 2013 ADULT 364,352.00$      10/1/2012 6/30/2014 8/15/2014
PY 2012 DW  55,082.00$        7/1/2012 6/30/2014 8/15/2014
FY 2013 DW 319,793.00$      10/1/2012 6/30/2014 8/15/2014
PY 2012 RR 6,481.00$           7/1/2012 6/30/2014 8/15/2014
FY 2013 RR 37,622.00$        10/1/2012 6/30/2014 8/15/2014

1,329,857.00$   
Revised 7/11/2012

*1 - Date of last signature on Amendment 9
*2 - 12 months after date of last signature on Amendment 9
*3 - 12 months and 45 days after date of last signature on Amendment 9

Funding provided through U.S. Department of Labor
Grant #’s  AA-20181-10-55-A-4, AA-21382-11-55-A-4,
 CFDA#17.258 Adult
CFDA#17.259 Youth
CFDA#17.278 Dislocated Worker



ATTACHMENT I – TITLE V PERFORMANCE INCENTIVE SERVICES 
 

Cochise/Greenlee/Graham 
 
 
Every year but one, we have exceeded our performance and our staff is to be congratulated for 
that accomplishment.  I believe, a one time, small, salary increase does comply with number C as 
well as staff training as that is what keeps our performance excellent. It is an incentive to 
continue to provide outstanding services to our clients, both job seekers and business.  The one 
year we did not exceed all performance standards, the youth providers did not receive any of the 
incentive dollars.  Therefore, I believe that our use of these funds does meet the intent of the 
TEGL.  
 
We have used this method for the last 15 years and never had a problem with auditors, both state 
and independent, or quality assure monitoring.    
 
The Greenlee and Graham dollars will be spent to combine activities and services in both Safford 
and Clifton as well as staff training for an all new staff. 
 
I hope this will answer your questions and look forward to a very productive relationship with 
you. 
 
Thanks, 
Vada 
____________________________________________ 
Vickie/Vada, 
 



 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY  
ATTACHMENT J 

WIA Section 503 Incentive Grant Funds 
Program Year 2010/Fiscal Year 2011 
QUARTERLY SUMMARY REPORT 

 

Contract #__________________________ 
 
Reporting Entity:       Report Period:       
 
Report Prepared By:       Date:       
(Name and Title) 
 
Report Submitted By:  
(Name and Title) 
 
1. Major activities and accomplishments toward the stated goals during this reporting period 
      

2. Problems/Barriers and how they are being addressed 
      

3.  Is the project on schedule?  Ahead of schedule?  Behind schedule?  
      

4. Best practices or program Innovations 
      

5. Data  
      

6. Vignettes 
      



 
 
 
 

Instructions for Preparing the Quarterly Report 
 
FORMAT 
Quarterly progress reports should give the Department of Economic Security sufficient information for a full understanding 
of the grant performance. No page minimum or limitations are prescribed regarding the length of the report. Fully respond 
to each of the information categories covered by the report. 
 
 

REPORT CONTENTS – Please follow this format 
 
 
1. Major activities and accomplishments toward the stated goals during this reporting period Summarize 

grant related activities and accomplishments that occurred during the reporting period. Reference should be made 
to each of the services provided by or developed by the grantee. 

 
2. Problems/barriers and how it was addressed 
 Describe any deviations or departures from the proposed activities. Describe the problem, alternatives considered 

to resolve the problem, and the impact of the problem on achieving program goals and objectives. 
 
3. Is the project on schedule?  Ahead of schedule?  Behind schedule? Describe what activities or strategies are 

being implemented provide details if the project is behind schedule and what actions/strategies are being 
implemented to ensure project timelines are met.  

 
4. Best practices and/or program Innovations 
 Describe best practices or innovations that have been successful in the targeted service area. 
 
5. Data 

Provide summary data (e.g., #  served/trained, development of core components, etc.).  Please provide data for 
both the reporting quarter and the project-to-date. 

 
6. Vignettes 
 Include anecdotal information or descriptions of situations where services provided through this grant positively 

affected the lives of the people served. 
 



   

    Public Hearings      20.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Agent Change/Acquisiton of Control Liquor License
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: 

Katie Howard TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Clerk
of the
Board

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

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve an agent change/acquisition of control liquor license application for a series #12 (restaurant)
liquor license submitted by Mr. John H. Campagne for Mesquite Tree located at 6398 S Hwy 92,
Hereford, 85615.

Background:
Mr. John H. Campagne has applied for a series #12 (restaurant) liquor license for Mesquite Tree located
at 6398 S. Hwy 92, Hereford, 85615. The Sheriff’s Office and the Planning and Zoning Department have
recommended approval of the application. There have been no formal protests to this liquor license. 

The Environmental Health Division noted that the establishment meets all the requirements set forth by
the Arizona Food Code. The Treasurer's Office has indicated that the taxes are not current.

Mr. John H. Campagne has paid the $100.00 processing fee. Supporting documentation regarding this
liquor license is attached.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Send letter of approval to ADLLC.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
A hearing on this application will be scheduled with the State Liquor Board.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Board staff will forward the Board’s decision to the Arizona Department of Liquor License and Control. 

Attachments
Application
Completed Review Forms

























































   

    Public Hearings      21.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Proposed Changes to Zoning Regulations Pertaining to Agricultural Uses
Submitted By: Beverly Wilson, 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: 

Beverly Wilson TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Senior
Planner

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

Docket Number (If applicable): 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Zoning Ordinance 12-10 to approve Docket R-12-02, amending the Cochise County Zoning
Regulations for agricultural uses, and codifying definitions and site development standards for those
uses, as set forth in Exhibit A.

Background:
I. BACKGROUND
This memo is a follow-up to a work session held on June 21, 2011, regarding agricultural activities in
Cochise County. The focus of the discussion surrounded the circumstances under which agricultural
processing (ag-processing) operations, including wineries, may be relieved of certain permitting and/or
code requirements where possible. As part of this effort, Staff surveyed other rural counties in Arizona
and New Mexico to determine how our counterparts regulate these uses, which helped in crafting the
following proposed changes to the Zoning Regulations. 

II: PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
At their July 11, 2012 meeting, the Commission discussed the proposed changes and agreed with Staff
that the requirement for a Public process regarding Commercial Feedlots and Slaughterhouses in the
Rural Zoning District should not be changed. In addition, the Commission discussed Staff’s proposal to
allow Commercial Feedlots in the Light Industry Zoning District with a 300-ft. minimum setback. Staff had
also recommended that if these uses could not meet the 300’ setback, a special use permit would be
required. The Commission agreed to recommend to the Board that regardless of the setback for
Commercial Feedlots, a special use permit would be required in the Light Industry Zoning District. The
Commission then voted unanimously (8-0) to forward that recommendation as well as a recommendation
of approval for the other proposed Regulation changes to the Board of Supervisors.

III. CURRENT COUNTY ZONING CODE DEFINITIONS
Article 2 of the Cochise County Zoning Regulations contains the definitions used for land uses. Currently,
there are four definitions pertaining to agricultural activities including Agriculture—General, Agricultural
Processing (Ag-processing), Feedlot Commercial, and Meat Cutting and Butchering. The definitions
follow:

Agriculture, General - A tract containing a minimum of 5 contiguous commercial acres which is being



Agriculture, General - A tract containing a minimum of 5 contiguous commercial acres which is being
used for the production of farm crops, or the grazing or raising of farm animals; examples are vegetables,
fruit trees, cotton, grain, poultry, horses, cattle, sheep and swine. The term "general agriculture" includes
such uses as the necessary treatment, packing or storage of farm products produced on premises, the
sale of any farm crops or livestock raised on premises, and any signs, structures, or fences utilized for
these functions. It does not include signs advertising off-premise facilities, junkyards, other retail sales,
manufacturing, services, stockyards, slaughterhouses, meat packing plants, commercial pen feeding,
bone yards, plants for the reduction of animal matter or agricultural processing services.

Agricultural Processing Services - Those services which alter the condition of and add value to a
marketable, agricultural commodity through a processing activity. 

Feedlot Commercial – A feeding operation on a parcel of land where livestock are maintained in a corral,
pen, or other area on a sustained basis, where feed is brought on the parcel, and where the concentration
of animals is such that a vegetative cover cannot be maintained within the enclosed/penned areas on the
property during the course of an normal growing season. It is operated for the primary purpose of feeding
and fattening animals for direct or eventual shipment to market or slaughter. Pastures used for the
grazing of livestock are not considered commercial feedlots. Feeding pens for livestock that are
incidental and subordinate to a grazing operation are not commercial feedlots.

Meat Cutting and Butchering – A service consisting of the cutting up of meat for sale, but not the killing or
slaughtering of live animals, a slaughterhouse or meat packing plant.

Staff is recommending that the basic definitions for agricultural activities currently in the Zoning
Regulations be more clearly described to separate the higher impact land uses such as commercial
feedlots, slaughterhouse/meat packing plants, and ag-processing, from lower impact uses, such as field
crops, orchards, gardens, small family run butcher shops, and the raising of livestock. By amending the
existing definitions, and adding several new definitions, a clearer picture can be seen on how each type
of agricultural activity should be regulated and how relief from permitting and/or code requirements can
be proposed. The new proposed definitions read as follows: (proposed language shown in bold,
deletions with strike-out).

Agriculture, General - A tract containing a minimum of 5 contiguous commercial acres which is being
used for the production of farm, garden, or orchard crops, or the grazing or raising of farm animals,
including feeding pens that are incidental and subordinate to a grazing operation. Examples of
commodities produced include are vegetables, fruit trees, grapes, cotton, grain, poultry, horses, cattle,
sheep and swine. The term "general agriculture" includes such uses as the necessary treatment, packing
or storage of farm products produced on premises, the sale of any farm crops or livestock raised on
premises, and any signs, structures, or fences utilized for these agricultural functions. By statute “general
agriculture” includes dairy operations, including areas designated for raising heifers and bulls owned by
the same dairy operation that is on property contiguous to the dairy operation or within one-quarter of a
mile. It does not include signs advertising off-premise facilities, junkyards, other retail sales,
manufacturing, any non-agricultural services, stockyards, slaughterhouse/s, meat packing plants,
commercial pen feeding, production wineries, bone yards, plants for the reduction of animal matter,
poultry feeding operations, or agricultural processing services plants.

Agricultural Processing Services - Those services which alter the condition of and add value to a
marketable, agricultural commodity through a processing activity. Agricultural processing services do not
include slaughterhouse/meat packing plants, commercial feedlots, bone yards, or facilities for the
reduction of animal matter.

Meat Cutting and Butchering – A service consisting of the cutting up of meat for sale, but not the killing or
slaughtering of live animals, a slaughterhouse or meat packing plant. Replace with the following:
Custom Butchering/Meat Curing/Processing –The cutting up, curing, and processing of meat, to include
on-site butchering, operating under the Arizona Department of Agricultural slaughter license for more
than 45 head and not to exceed 150 head of cattle and more than 45 head and not to exceed 160 head of



sheep, goats, or swine in one calendar year.

Feedlot Commercial – A feeding operation on a parcel of land where livestock are maintained in a corral,
pen, or other area on a sustained basis, where feed is brought on the parcel, and where the concentration
of animals is such that a vegetative cover cannot be maintained within the enclosed/penned areas on the
property during the course of an normal growing season. regulated by the ADEQ Concentrated Animal
Feeding Operations per A.A.C. R-18-9-A901. It is operated for the primary purpose of feeding and
fattening animals for direct or eventual shipment to market or slaughter. Pastures used for the grazing of
livestock and feeding pens for livestock are not considered commercial feedlots. Feeding pens for
livestock that are incidental and subordinate to a grazing operation are not commercial feedlots.

Onsite Agricultural Processing Services – An agricultural processing service located in Growth Category
D where at least 70% or more of the crop input for the facility is grown on site.

Restaurants, Bars, Taverns, Nightclubs and Off-site Winery Tasting Rooms – An establishment which
prepares and serves food and/or beverages on a commercial basis and may include entertainment.

Slaughterhouse/Meat Packing Plant – A facility for the slaughtering, refining, processing, storage and
distribution of animals and animal byproducts.

Winery, Farm – An on-site agricultural processing service in which grapes grown on-site are processed
into wine, not to exceed 40,000 gallons per year.
Winery, Production – An agricultural processing service in which grapes grown on-site or off-site are
processed into wine, in quantities greater than 40,000 gallons per year. 
Winery Tasting Room – A building or portion thereof, subordinate in size and accessory to a Farm or
Production Winery operation, in which wine may be sampled for purchase. A 
Winery Tasting Room may also include incidental retail sales of wine and related products.

By clarifying and adding to the definitions found in Article 2 of the Zoning Regulations, Custom
Butchering/Meat Curing/Processing and On-site Ag-processing emerge as the agricultural related land
uses which generate much less intense off-site impacts, thus allowing for a more relaxed permitting
process.

IV. SPECIAL USE PERMITS AND SETBACKS 
County Zoning Regulations customarily address potential impacts to adjoining properties (off-site
impacts) such as odors, noise, dust, vectors, traffic, and lighting, by requiring both Special Use permits
and increased setbacks, depending upon the intensity of the Zoning District. In the current County Zoning
Regulations, as one progresses from the lowest intensity of use (residential), to the highest intensity of
use (industrial), the manner in which off-site impacts and required setbacks change. In Residential
districts, high impact uses are prohibited altogether. 

The purpose of setbacks is to regulate the location of high impact uses, such as agricultural activities in
Cochise and other Arizona counties, to minimize off-site impacts. Setbacks for agricultural activities in
Industrial Zoning Districts are reduced. For example, Pima County requires a 20-foot setback, while
Dona Ana County, NM, and Gila Bend, AZ require 30-foot setback. When agricultural operations are
allowed in Rural or Agricultural Districts, however, the setbacks were greater: Pinal County requires a
30-foot setback, while both Yuma City and Yuma County require a 50-foot setback. Pima County has the
greatest setback, being 300-feet in a Rural District. 

Minimum setbacks required for Special Uses are currently double that of permitted uses in all Zoning
Districts in Cochise County, except in General Business. For example, while a new residence in an RU
District requires a 20-foot setback, a Special Use Permit for an ag-processing use in the RU Zoning
District requires a 40-foot setback in order to help mitigate off-site impacts to surrounding properties. The
exception found in the Cochise County Zoning Regulations is the 80-foot minimum setback requirement
for Special Uses in the General Business Districts because they are often found near residential



for Special Uses in the General Business Districts because they are often found near residential
neighborhoods. It should be noted that in the Cochise County Zoning Regulations the only general
agricultural use with minimum setback requirements are animal enclosures such as corrals and
pens—which are required to be setback a minimum of 50-feet from property lines.

In the Rural Zoning Districts of Cochise County, both agricultural uses and residential uses are commonly
found, and Special Use Permits are currently required for agricultural activities such as Ag-processing,
Commercial Feedlots, Meat Cutting or Butchering, and Slaughterhouse/Meat Packing Plants–all of which
are subject to the minimum 40-foot setback requirement. 

In the higher intensity Light Industrial Zoning District, both Meat Cutting and Ag-processing are permitted,
while Slaughterhouses require a Special Use Permit and Commercial Feedlots are not permitted at all.
The minimum setbacks allowed are 5-feet, unless adjacent to a residential or Rural District, in which case
they are 80-feet. The minimum setbacks for a Special Use Permit are 160-feet. 

In the Heavy Industrial Zoning Districts, Ag-processing, Commercial Feedlots, and Meat-cutting are
permitted, while Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants are allowed with a Special Use Permit. Again, the
minimum setbacks for permitted uses are 5-feet, unless adjacent to a residential or Rural District, in
which case the setbacks would be 100-feet. For Special Use Permits, the minimum setback is 200-feet. 

To encourage agricultural activities in Cochise County, Staff recommends that such activities be allowed
as permitted uses, with the trade-off of greater setbacks in order to mitigate potential off-site impacts.
Greater setbacks would also result in these land uses being directed towards larger parcels, thereby
further mitigating potential off-site impacts such as noise, odors, increased heavy truck traffic, and
vectors. 

Note that while the Zoning Regulations permitting lower impacting agricultural uses would be relaxed by
these text changes, the amendments proposed would impose more restrictions on the higher impacting
uses because these operations can be among the most high-impact land uses likely to be encountered in
the County. 

V. RECOMMENDATIONS 
The Planning Division is recommending that in the Rural Zoning Districts, the less intense agricultural
land uses including Custom Butchering/Meat Curing/Processing and On-site Ag-processing be allowed
as permitted uses as long as a 100-foot minimum setback could be met. If the agricultural activity could
or would not meet the 100-foot minimum setback, a Special Use Permit would be required. In addition,
Staff recommends that Ag-Processing be permitted with a 300-feet minimum setback. Again, if the
operation cannot meet this requirement, a Special Use Permit would be required.

Current Zoning Regulations permit Meat Cutting in the General Business districts. Staff has proposed
replacing Meat Cutting with a new definition for Custom Butchering/Meat Curing/Processing in the
General Business districts as a permitted use.

Current Zoning Regulations permit both Ag-processing and Meat Cutting in the Light Industrial districts.
Staff is recommending that Custom Butchering/Meat curing/Processing replace Meat Cutting, and along
with On-site Ag-processing, be allowed as permitted uses. In addition, Staff recommends that
Ag-Processing and Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants be permitted with a 300-feet minimum
setback. If the operation cannot meet this requirement, a Special Use Permit would be required. Upon
the Planning and Zoning Commission’s recommendation, Commercial Feedlots would require a special
use permit in the Light Industrial Zone.

Our Zoning Regulations currently permit Ag-processing, Commercial Feedlots, and Meat-cutting in the
Heavy Industrial Zoning Districts. Staff is recommending that Custom Butchering/Meat
Curing/Processing replace Meat Cutting, and along with On-site Ag Processing, be allowed as permitted
uses. Currently Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants are allowed with a Special Use Permit. Staff is
recommending that Ag-Processing, Commercial Feedlots, and Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants be



recommending that Ag-Processing, Commercial Feedlots, and Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants be
permitted with a 300-feet minimum setback. Again, if the operation cannot meet this requirement, a
Special Use Permit would be required.

VI. PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENTS
The following proposed amendments to Article 2 (Definitions); Article 6 (RU, Rural Zoning District);
Article 12 (GB, General Business Zoning District); Article 13 (LI, Light Industry Zoning District); Article 14
(HI, Heavy Industry Zoning District); and Article 18 (Site Development Standards) are shown in boldface
below with deletions shown with strikeout.

Article 2 (Definitions): 

Agriculture, General - A tract containing a minimum of 5 contiguous commercial acres which is being
used for the production of farm, garden, or orchard crops, or the grazing or raising of farm animals,
including feeding pens that are incidental and subordinate to a grazing operation. Examples of
commodities produced include are vegetables, fruit trees, grapes, cotton, grain, poultry, horses, cattle,
sheep and swine. The term "general agriculture" includes such uses as the necessary treatment, packing
or storage of farm products produced on premises, the sale of any farm crops or livestock raised on
premises, and any signs, structures, or fences utilized for these agricultural functions. By statute “general
agriculture” includes dairy operations, including areas designated for raising heifers and bulls owned by
the same dairy operation that is on property contiguous to the dairy operation or within one-quarter of a
mile. It does not include signs advertising off-premise facilities, junkyards, other retail sales,
manufacturing, any non-agricultural services, stockyards, slaughterhouse/s, meat packing plants,
commercial pen feeding, production wineries, bone yards, plants for the reduction of animal matter,
poultry feeding operations, or agricultural processing services plants.

Agricultural Processing Services – Those services which alter the condition of and add value to a
marketable, agricultural commodity through a processing activity. Agricultural processing services do not
include slaughterhouses/meat packing plants, commercial feedlots, bone yards, or facilities for the
reduction of animal matter.

Onsite Agricultural Processing Services – An agricultural processing service located in Growth Category
D where at least 70% or more of the crop input for the facility is grown on site.

Delete the following:
Meat Cutting and Butchering –A service consisting of the cutting up of meat for sale, but not the killing or
slaughtering of live animals, a slaughterhouse or meatpacking plant.
Replace with the following:
Custom Butchering/Meat Curing/Processing – The cutting up, curing, and processing of meat, to include
on-site butchering, operating under the Arizona Department of Agricultural slaughter license for more
than 45 head and not to exceed 150 head of cattle and more than 45 head and not to exceed 160 head of
sheep, goats, or swine in one calendar year.

Feedlot Commercial – A feeding operation on a parcel of land where livestock are maintained in a corral,
pen, or other area on a sustained basis, where feed is brought on the parcel, and where the concentration
of animals is such that a vegetative cover cannot be maintained within the enclosed/penned areas on the
property during the course of an normal growing season. regulated by the ADEQ Concentrated Animal
Feeding Operations per A.A.C. R-18-9-A901. It is operated for the primary purpose of feeding and
fattening animals for direct or eventual shipment to market or slaughter. Pastures used for the grazing of
livestock and feeding pens for livestock are not considered commercial feedlots. Feeding pens for
livestock that are incidental and subordinate to a grazing operation are not commercial feedlots.

Restaurants, Bars, Taverns, Nightclubs and Off-site Winery Tasting Rooms – An establishment which
prepares and serves food and/or beverages on a commercial basis and may include entertainment.



Slaughterhouse/Meat Packing Plant – A facility for the slaughtering, refining, processing, storage and
distribution of animals and animal byproducts.

Winery, Farm – An on-site agricultural processing service in which grapes grown on-site are processed
into wine, not to exceed 40,000 gallons per year.
Winery, Production – An agricultural processing service in which grapes grown on-site or off-site are
processed into wine, in quantities greater than 40,000 gallons per year. 
Winery Tasting Room – A building or portion thereof, subordinate in size and accessory to a Farm or
Production Winery operation, in which wine may be sampled for purchase. A Winery Tasting Room may
also include incidental retail sales of wine and related products. 

Article 6 (RU, Rural Zoning District): Add to Permitted Principal Uses:

603.17 On-site agricultural processing with 100-foot minimum setback.

603.18 Custom butchering/meat curing/processing with 100-foot minimum setback.

603.19 Ag-Processing with 300-foot minimum setback.

Delete from Special Uses:

607.20 Meat Cutting or butchering operations.

Add to Special Uses:

607.20 Custom butchering/meat curing/processing with less than a 100-foot minimum setback.

607.55 On-Site agricultural processing with less than a 100-foot minimum setback.

607.57 Ag-Processing with less than a 300-foot minimum setback.

ARTICLE 12 – GENERAL BUSINESS DISTRICT: Delete from Permitted Principal Uses:

1202.34 Meat-cutting and Butchering shops. 

Add to Permitted Principal Uses:

1202.34 Custom Butchering/meat curing/processing.

ARTICLE 13 – LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT

Delete from Permitted Principal Uses:

1302.23 Meat cutting and butchering shops.

Add to Permitted Principal Uses:

1302.23 Custom butchering/meat curing/processing.

1302.40 On-site Agricultural processing.

1302.41 Ag-Processing with 300-foot minimum setback.

1302.42 Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants with a 300-foot minimum setback.



Add to Special Uses:

1305.18 Commercial feedlots.

1305.19 Ag-processing with less than 300-foot minimum setback.

1305.20 Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants with less than a 300-foot minimum setback.

ARTICLE 14 – HEAVY INDUSTRY DISTRICT

Remove from Permitted Principal Uses:

1402.11 Meat cutting and butchering shops.

Add to Permitted Principal Uses:

1402.11 Custom butchering/meat curing/processing.

1402.29 On Site Agricultural Processing.

1402.30 Commercial feedlots with 300-foot minimum setback.

1402.31 Slaughterhouse/meat packing plants with 300-foot minimum setback.

1402.32 Ag-Processing with 300-foot minimum setback.

Add to Special Uses:

1405.13 Commercial Feedlots with less than 300-foot minimum setback.

1405.09 Slaughterhouse/Meat Packing Plants/Meat Packing Plants with less than 300-foot minimum
setback.

1405.10 Ag-Processing with less than 300-foot minimum setback.

ARTICLE 18 – SITE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

1804.05 Schedule of Required Off-Street Parking

Use 

COMMERCIAL/OFFICE
Restaurants, Bars, Taverns, Nightclubs, Winery Tasting Rooms 

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Board approve Docket R-12-02 as proposed.



Department's Next Steps (if approved):
If the Board of Supervisors approves Docket R-12-02, the County will amend the language in the Zoning
Regulations regulating agricultural uses. 

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The County would continue to regulate agricultural uses per the existing Regulations.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
Please send one RECORDED copy of the Zoning Ordinance to the Planning Department. 

Attachments
Staff Memo
Power Point
Zoning Ordinance
Legal Notice



 

 

 
MEMORANDUM 

 
TO:  Board of Supervisors 

THROUGH:  Michael Ortega, County Administrator 

FROM: Beverly Wilson, Senior Planner 

  For:  Michael Turisk, Planning Manager 

SUBJECT: Docket R-12-02 (Proposed Regulation Changes Pertaining to Agriculture) 

DATE: July 30, 2012 for August 14, 2012 Meeting 

AGRICULTURAL ACTIVITIES IN COCHISE COUNTY 

I. BACKGROUND 

This memo is a follow-up to a work session held on June 21, 2011, regarding agricultural 
activities in Cochise County.  The focus of the discussion surrounded the circumstances under 
which agricultural processing (ag-processing) operations, including wineries, may be relieved of 
certain permitting and/or code requirements where possible.  As part of this effort, Staff surveyed 
other rural counties in Arizona and New Mexico to determine how our counterparts regulate 
these uses, which helped in crafting the following proposed changes to the Zoning Regulations.  
 
II:  PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 

At their July 11, 2012 meeting, the Commission discussed the proposed changes and agreed with 
Staff that the requirement for a Public process regarding Commercial Feedlots and 
Slaughterhouses in the Rural Zoning District should not be changed.  In addition, the 
Commission discussed Staff’s proposal to allow Commercial Feedlots in the Light Industry 
Zoning District with a 300-ft. minimum setback.  Staff had also recommended that if these uses 
could not meet the 300’ setback, a special use permit would be required.  The Commission 
agreed to recommend to the Board that regardless of the setback for Commercial Feedlots, a 
special use permit would be required in the Light Industry Zoning District.  The Commission 
then voted unanimously (8-0) to forward that recommendation as well as a recommendation of 
approval for the other proposed Regulation changes to the Board of Supervisors. 
 
III. CURRENT COUNTY ZONING CODE DEFINITIONS 

Article 2 of the Cochise County Zoning Regulations contains the definitions used for land uses.  
Currently, there are four definitions pertaining to agricultural activities including Agriculture—
General, Agricultural Processing (Ag-processing), Feedlot Commercial, and Meat Cutting and 
Butchering.  The definitions follow: 
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Agriculture, General - A tract containing a minimum of 5 contiguous commercial acres which is 
being used for the production of farm crops, or the grazing or raising of farm animals; examples 
are vegetables, fruit trees, cotton, grain, poultry, horses, cattle, sheep and swine. The term 
"general agriculture" includes such uses as the necessary treatment, packing or storage of farm 
products produced on premises, the sale of any farm crops or livestock raised on premises, and 
any signs, structures, or fences utilized for these functions. It does not include signs advertising 
off-premise facilities, junkyards, other retail sales, manufacturing, services, stockyards, 
slaughterhouses, meat packing plants, commercial pen feeding, bone yards, plants for the 
reduction of animal matter or agricultural processing services. 

 
Agricultural Processing Services - Those services which alter the condition of and add value to 
a marketable, agricultural commodity through a processing activity.  
 
Feedlot Commercial – A feeding operation on a parcel of land where livestock are maintained 
in a corral, pen, or other area on a sustained basis, where feed is brought on the parcel, and 
where the concentration of animals is such that a vegetative cover cannot be maintained within 
the enclosed/penned areas on the property during the course of an normal growing season.  It is 
operated for the primary purpose of feeding and fattening animals for direct or eventual 
shipment to market or slaughter.  Pastures used for the grazing of livestock are not considered 
commercial feedlots.  Feeding pens for livestock that are incidental and subordinate to a grazing 
operation are not commercial feedlots. 

 
Meat Cutting and Butchering – A service consisting of the cutting up of meat for sale, but not 
the killing or slaughtering of live animals, a slaughterhouse or meat packing plant. 
 
Staff is recommending that the basic definitions for agricultural activities currently in the Zoning 
Regulations be more clearly described to separate the higher impact land uses such as 
commercial feedlots, slaughterhouse/meat packing plants, and ag-processing, from lower impact 
uses, such as field crops, orchards, gardens, small family run butcher shops, and the raising of 
livestock.  By amending the existing definitions, and adding several new definitions, a clearer 
picture can be seen on how each type of agricultural activity should be regulated and how relief 
from permitting and/or code requirements can be proposed.  The new proposed definitions read 
as follows: (proposed language shown in bold, deletions with strike-out). 
 
Agriculture, General - A tract containing a minimum of 5 contiguous commercial acres which 
is being used for the production of farm, garden, or orchard crops, or the grazing or raising of 
farm animals, including feeding pens that are incidental and subordinate to a grazing 
operation.  Examples of commodities produced include are vegetables, fruit trees, grapes, 
cotton, grain, poultry, horses, cattle, sheep and swine. The term "general agriculture" includes 
such uses as the necessary treatment, packing or storage of farm products produced on premises, 
the sale of any farm crops or livestock raised on premises, and any signs, structures, or fences 
utilized for these agricultural functions. By statute “general agriculture” includes dairy 
operations, including areas designated for raising heifers and bulls owned by the same 
dairy operation that is on property contiguous to the dairy operation or within one-quarter 
of a mile. It does not include signs advertising off-premise facilities, junkyards, other retail sales, 
manufacturing, any non-agricultural services, stockyards, slaughterhouse/s, meat packing 
plants, commercial pen feeding, production wineries, bone yards, plants for the reduction of 
animal matter, poultry feeding operations, or agricultural processing services plants. 
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Agricultural Processing Services - Those services which alter the condition of and add value to 
a marketable, agricultural commodity through a processing activity.  Agricultural processing 
services do not include slaughterhouse/meat packing plants, commercial feedlots, bone 
yards, or facilities for the reduction of animal matter. 
 
Meat Cutting and Butchering – A service consisting of the cutting up of meat for sale, but not 
the killing or slaughtering of live animals, a slaughterhouse or meat packing plant.  Replace with 
the following: 
Custom Butchering/Meat Curing/Processing –The cutting up, curing, and processing of 
meat, to include on-site butchering, operating under the Arizona Department of 
Agricultural slaughter license for more than 45 head and not to exceed 150 head of cattle 
and more than 45 head and not to exceed 160 head of sheep, goats, or swine in one 
calendar year. 
 
Feedlot Commercial – A feeding operation on a parcel of land where livestock are maintained 
in a corral, pen, or other area on a sustained basis, where feed is brought on the parcel, and where 
the concentration of animals is such that a vegetative cover cannot be maintained within the 
enclosed/penned areas on the property during the course of an normal growing season. regulated 
by the ADEQ Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations per A.A.C. R-18-9-A901.  It is 
operated for the primary purpose of feeding and fattening animals for direct or eventual shipment 
to market or slaughter.  Pastures used for the grazing of livestock and feeding pens for livestock 
are not considered commercial feedlots.  Feeding pens for livestock that are incidental and 
subordinate to a grazing operation are not commercial feedlots. 
 
Onsite Agricultural Processing Services – An agricultural processing service located in 
Growth Category  D where at least 70% or more of the crop input for the facility is grown 
on site. 
 
Restaurants, Bars, Taverns, Nightclubs and Off-site Winery Tasting Rooms – An 
establishment which prepares and serves food and/or beverages on a commercial basis and may 
include entertainment. 
 
Slaughterhouse/Meat Packing Plant –  A facility for the slaughtering, refining, processing, 
storage and distribution of animals and animal byproducts. 
 
Winery, Farm –  An on-site agricultural processing service in which grapes grown on-site 
are processed into wine, not to exceed 40,000 gallons per year. 

Winery, Production –  An agricultural processing service in which grapes grown on-site or 
off-site are processed into wine, in quantities greater than 40,000 gallons per year.  

Winery Tasting Room –  A building or portion thereof, subordinate in size and accessory to 
a Farm or Production Winery operation, in which wine may be sampled for purchase. A  
Winery Tasting Room may also include incidental retail sales of wine and related products. 
 
By clarifying and adding to the definitions found in Article 2 of the Zoning Regulations, 
Custom Butchering/Meat Curing/Processing and On-site Ag-processing emerge as the 
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agricultural related land uses which generate much less intense off-site impacts, thus allowing 
for a more relaxed permitting process. 
 
IV. SPECIAL USE PERMITS AND SETBACKS   

County Zoning Regulations customarily address potential impacts to adjoining properties (off-
site impacts) such as odors, noise, dust, vectors, traffic, and lighting, by requiring both 
Special Use permits and increased setbacks, depending upon the intensity of the Zoning 
District. In the current County Zoning Regulations, as one progresses from the lowest 
intensity of use (residential), to the highest intensity of use (industrial), the manner in which 
off-site impacts and required setbacks change. In Residential districts, high impact uses are 
prohibited altogether.  
 
The purpose of setbacks is to regulate the location of high impact uses, such as agricultural 
activities in Cochise and other Arizona counties, to minimize off-site impacts.  Setbacks for 
agricultural activities in Industrial Zoning Districts are reduced.  For example, Pima County 
requires a 20-foot setback, while Dona Ana County, NM, and Gila Bend, AZ require 30-foot 
setback.  When agricultural operations are allowed in Rural or Agricultural Districts, 
however, the setbacks were greater: Pinal County requires a 30-foot setback, while both Yuma 
City and Yuma County require a 50-foot setback.  Pima County has the greatest setback, 
being 300-feet in a Rural District.   
 
Minimum setbacks required for Special Uses are currently double that of permitted uses in all 
Zoning Districts in Cochise County, except in General Business.  For example, while a new 
residence in an RU District requires a 20-foot setback, a Special Use Permit for an ag-
processing use in the RU Zoning District requires a 40-foot setback in order to help mitigate 
off-site impacts to surrounding properties.  The exception found in the Cochise County 
Zoning Regulations is the 80-foot minimum setback requirement for Special Uses in the 
General Business Districts because they are often found near residential neighborhoods.   It 
should be noted that in the Cochise County Zoning Regulations the only general agricultural 
use with minimum setback requirements are animal enclosures such as corrals and pens—
which are required to be setback a minimum of 50-feet from property lines. 
 
In the Rural Zoning Districts of Cochise County, both agricultural uses and residential uses 
are commonly found, and Special Use Permits are currently required for agricultural activities 
such as Ag-processing, Commercial Feedlots, Meat Cutting or Butchering, and 
Slaughterhouse/Meat Packing Plants–all of which are subject to the minimum 40-foot setback 
requirement.  
 
In the higher intensity Light Industrial Zoning District, both Meat Cutting and Ag-processing 
are permitted, while Slaughterhouses require a Special Use Permit and Commercial Feedlots 
are not permitted at all.  The minimum setbacks allowed are 5-feet, unless adjacent to a 
residential or Rural District, in which case they are 80-feet.  The minimum setbacks for a 
Special Use Permit are 160-feet.   
 
In the Heavy Industrial Zoning Districts, Ag-processing, Commercial Feedlots, and Meat-
cutting are permitted, while Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants are allowed with a Special 
Use Permit.  Again, the minimum setbacks for permitted uses are 5-feet, unless adjacent to a 
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residential or Rural District, in which case the setbacks would be 100-feet.  For Special Use 
Permits, the minimum setback is 200-feet.   
 
To encourage agricultural activities in Cochise County, Staff recommends that such activities 
be allowed as permitted uses, with the trade-off of greater setbacks in order to mitigate 
potential off-site impacts.  Greater setbacks would also result in these land uses being directed 
towards larger parcels, thereby further mitigating potential off-site impacts such as noise, 
odors, increased heavy truck traffic, and vectors.   
 
Note that while the Zoning Regulations permitting lower impacting agricultural uses would be 
relaxed by these text changes, the amendments proposed would impose more restrictions on the 
higher impacting uses because these operations can be among the most high-impact land uses likely 
to be encountered in the County.   
 
V. RECOMMENDATIONS  

The Planning Division is recommending that in the Rural Zoning Districts, the less intense 
agricultural land uses including Custom Butchering/Meat Curing/Processing and On-site Ag-
processing be allowed as permitted uses as long as a 100-foot minimum setback could be met.  If 
the agricultural activity could or would not meet the 100-foot minimum setback, a Special Use 
Permit would be required.  In addition, Staff recommends that Ag-Processing be permitted with 
a 300-feet minimum setback.  Again, if the operation cannot meet this requirement, a Special 
Use Permit would be required. 
    
Current Zoning Regulations permit Meat Cutting in the General Business districts.  Staff has 
proposed replacing Meat Cutting with a new definition for Custom Butchering/Meat 
Curing/Processing in the General Business districts as a permitted use. 
 
Current Zoning Regulations permit both Ag-processing and Meat Cutting in the Light Industrial 
districts.  Staff is recommending that Custom Butchering/Meat curing/Processing replace Meat 
Cutting, and along with On-site Ag-processing, be allowed as permitted uses.  In addition, Staff 
recommends that Ag-Processing and Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants be permitted with a 
300-feet minimum setback.  If the operation cannot meet this requirement, a Special Use Permit 
would be required.  Upon the Planning and Zoning Commission’s recommendation, Commercial 
Feedlots would require a special use permit in the Light Industrial Zone. 
 
Our Zoning Regulations currently permit Ag-processing, Commercial Feedlots, and Meat-
cutting in the Heavy Industrial Zoning Districts.  Staff is recommending that Custom 
Butchering/Meat Curing/Processing replace Meat Cutting, and along with On-site Ag 
Processing, be allowed as permitted uses.  Currently Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants are 
allowed with a Special Use Permit.  Staff is recommending that Ag-Processing, Commercial 
Feedlots, and Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants be permitted with a 300-feet minimum 
setback.  Again, if the operation cannot meet this requirement, a Special Use Permit would be 
required. 
 

VI. PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENTS 

The following proposed amendments to Article 2 (Definitions); Article 6 (RU, Rural Zoning 
District); Article 12 (GB, General Business Zoning District); Article 13 (LI, Light Industry 
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Zoning District); Article 14 (HI, Heavy Industry Zoning District); and Article 18 (Site 
Development Standards) are shown in boldface below with deletions shown with strikeout. 
 
 
Article 2 (Definitions):  
 
Agriculture, General - A tract containing a minimum of 5 contiguous commercial acres which 
is being used for the production of farm, garden, or orchard crops, or the grazing or raising of 
farm animals, including feeding pens that are incidental and subordinate to a grazing 
operation.  Examples of commodities produced include are vegetables, fruit trees, grapes, 
cotton, grain, poultry, horses, cattle, sheep and swine. The term "general agriculture" includes 
such uses as the necessary treatment, packing or storage of farm products produced on premises, 
the sale of any farm crops or livestock raised on premises, and any signs, structures, or fences 
utilized for these agricultural functions. By statute “general agriculture” includes dairy 
operations, including areas designated for raising heifers and bulls owned by the same 
dairy operation that is on property contiguous to the dairy operation or within one-quarter 
of a mile. It does not include signs advertising off-premise facilities, junkyards, other retail sales, 
manufacturing, any non-agricultural services, stockyards, slaughterhouse/s, meat packing 
plants, commercial pen feeding, production wineries, bone yards, plants for the reduction of 
animal matter, poultry feeding operations, or agricultural processing services plants. 
 
Agricultural Processing Services – Those services which alter the condition of and add value to 
a marketable, agricultural commodity through a processing activity.  Agricultural processing 
services do not include slaughterhouses/meat packing plants, commercial feedlots, bone 
yards, or facilities for the reduction of animal matter. 
 
Onsite Agricultural Processing Services – An agricultural processing service located in 
Growth Category D where at least 70% or more of the crop input for the facility is grown 
on site. 
 
Delete the following: 
Meat Cutting and Butchering –A service consisting of the cutting up of meat for sale, but not the 
killing or slaughtering of live animals, a slaughterhouse or meatpacking plant. 
Replace with the following: 
Custom Butchering/Meat Curing/Processing – The cutting up, curing, and processing of 
meat, to include on-site butchering, operating under the Arizona Department of 
Agricultural slaughter license for more than 45 head and not to exceed 150 head of cattle 
and more than 45 head and not to exceed 160 head of sheep, goats, or swine in one 
calendar year. 
 
Feedlot Commercial – A feeding operation on a parcel of land where livestock are maintained 
in a corral, pen, or other area on a sustained basis, where feed is brought on the parcel, and where 
the concentration of animals is such that a vegetative cover cannot be maintained within the 
enclosed/penned areas on the property during the course of an normal growing season. regulated 
by the ADEQ Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations per A.A.C. R-18-9-A901.  It is 
operated for the primary purpose of feeding and fattening animals for direct or eventual shipment 
to market or slaughter.  Pastures used for the grazing of livestock and feeding pens for livestock 
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are not considered commercial feedlots.  Feeding pens for livestock that are incidental and 
subordinate to a grazing operation are not commercial feedlots. 
 
Restaurants, Bars, Taverns, Nightclubs and Off-site Winery Tasting Rooms – An 
establishment which prepares and serves food and/or beverages on a commercial basis and may 
include entertainment. 
 
Slaughterhouse/Meat Packing Plant –  A facility for the slaughtering, refining, processing, 
storage and distribution of animals and animal byproducts. 
 
Winery, Farm – An on-site agricultural processing service in which grapes grown on-site 
are processed into wine, not to exceed 40,000 gallons per year. 

Winery, Production – An agricultural processing service in which grapes grown on-site or 
off-site are processed into wine, in quantities greater than 40,000 gallons per year.  

Winery Tasting Room – A building or portion thereof, subordinate in size and accessory to 
a Farm or Production Winery operation, in which wine may be sampled for purchase. A 
Winery Tasting Room may also include incidental retail sales of wine and related products.  
 
Article 6 (RU, Rural Zoning District):  Add to Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
603.17  On-site agricultural processing with 100-foot minimum setback. 
 
603.18  Custom butchering/meat curing/processing with 100-foot minimum setback. 
 
603.19  Ag-Processing with 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
Delete from Special Uses: 
 
607.20  Meat Cutting or butchering operations. 
 
Add to Special Uses: 
 
607.20  Custom butchering/meat curing/processing with less than a 100-foot minimum 
setback. 
 
607.55  On-Site agricultural processing with less than a 100-foot minimum setback. 
 
607.57  Ag-Processing with less than a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
ARTICLE 12 – GENERAL BUSINESS DISTRICT:  Delete from Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
 1202.34    Meat-cutting and Butchering shops.  
 
Add to Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
1202.34  Custom Butchering/meat curing/processing. 
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ARTICLE 13 – LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT 
 
Delete from Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
1302.23  Meat cutting and butchering shops. 
 
Add to Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
1302.23  Custom butchering/meat curing/processing. 
 
1302.40  On-site Agricultural processing. 
 
1302.41  Ag-Processing with  300-foot minimum setback. 
 
1302.42  Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants with a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
Add to Special Uses: 
 
1305.18  Commercial feedlots. 
 
1305.19  Ag-processing with less than  300-foot minimum setback. 
 
1305.20  Slaughterhouses/Meat Packing Plants with less than a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
ARTICLE 14 – HEAVY INDUSTRY DISTRICT 
 
Remove from Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
1402.11  Meat cutting and butchering shops. 
 
Add to Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
1402.11  Custom butchering/meat curing/processing. 
 
1402.29  On Site Agricultural Processing. 
 
1402.30  Commercial feedlots with  300-foot minimum setback. 
 
1402.31  Slaughterhouse/meat packing plants with  300-foot minimum setback. 
 
1402.32  Ag-Processing with  300-foot minimum setback. 
 
Add to Special Uses: 
 
1405.13   Commercial Feedlots with less than 300-foot minimum setback. 
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1405.09  Slaughterhouse/Meat Packing Plants/Meat Packing Plants with less than 300-foot 
minimum setback. 
 
1405.10  Ag-Processing with less than 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
ARTICLE 18 – SITE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 
 
1804.05 Schedule of Required Off-Street Parking 
 
Use      
 
COMMERCIAL/OFFICE 
Restaurants, Bars, Taverns, Nightclubs, Winery Tasting Rooms  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Board approve Docket R-12-02 as proposed. 
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Proposed Definitions and Regulation 
Changes Pertaining to Agricultural 

Activities in Cochise County 
 
 

R-12-02: Amendments to 
the Zoning Regulations 

August 14, 2012 



Purpose 

Acknowledge agriculture as an 
important component of the County’s 
culture and economy. 
Regulatory relief for agricultural 
activities that are incidental or 
complementary on same parcel, such as 
vineyards and associated 
wineries/tasting room; promote value-
added processing. 
 2 



3 

Current Definitions 

Article 2 of the Cochise County Zoning 
Regulations defines agricultural activities as 
follows: 

 Agriculture, General 

 Agricultural Processing Services 

 Feedlot, Commercial 

 Meat Cutting and Butchering 

 



4 

Proposed Definitions 

Existing Definitions:  Clarify, redefine, and add 
language to comply with State Law to existing 
definitions (Agriculture, General, Ag-processing, 
Meat-cutting and Butchering). 

New Definitions:  Define uses already permitted 
in the Regulations (Commercial feedlots, 
Slaughterhouses/Meat packing plants); and  

Propose new uses (On-site Agricultural 
Processing Services, Wineries). 
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Proposed Definitions 

Agriculture, General:  added language 
pertaining to dairy operations, per statute. 

Agricultural Processing Services:  Added 
language defining what this is NOT. 

Meat Cutting and Butchering:  replaced this 
definition with Custom Butchering/Meat 
Curing/ Processing. 



6 

Proposed Definitions 

Custom Butchering/Meat Curing/ 
Processing:  Added ‘on-site butchering’ and 
followed the Arizona Department of Agricultural 
definition for a slaughter license. 

Feedlot, Commercial:  Added regulations as 
defined by ADEQ, CAFO. 

Removed ‘feeding pens’ – added it to 
Agriculture, General.  
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Proposed Definitions 

Onsite Agricultural Processing Services:  
This language was added to ease the permitting 
requirements for growing and processing on same 
parcel. 

Off-site Winery Tasting Rooms:  Added to 
Restaurants, Bars, Taverns, Nightclubs… 

Slaughterhouse/Meat Packing Plant:  Added 
the definition as it is already in the permitting 
sections of the Regulations. 
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Proposed Definitions 

Winery, Farm/Production/Tasting Room:  
Added to acknowledge growing industry. 

Winery, Farm:  Based on quantity limits under 
Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses (ADLL), 
Series 13 allows grapes grown and processed on 
site to be sold as retail on site. 

Winery, Production:  Again, based on ADLL, 
Series 1.  An additional permit is required by 
ADLL for retail sales, including tasting rooms. 



9 

Regulating Uses 
Setbacks and/or Special Use Permit Process? 

Setback limitations restrict the location of permitted 
uses to larger parcels which minimize off-site impacts 
such as odors, noise, dust, vectors, traffic, lighting. 

Currently, the Zoning Regulations use the special use 
permit process AND various setback limits. 

 

Staff is proposing a SIMPLIFIED regulation consisting 
of permitted uses IF proposed setback limits can be 
met. 
   



USE (If setbacks cannot be met, Special Use required) 

ZONING DISTRICT Ag-processing Commercial Feedlots 
Replace Meat Cutting/Butchering  with Custom 

butchering/Meat curing/Processing 
Slaughterhouse/Meat packing plants On-site Ag-processing 

  Current Proposed Current Proposed Current Proposed Current Proposed Proposed 

RURAL  (Article 6) 
Special Use (with 40' 

setback) 

Permitted w/300' 
setback - Special Use if 

setback is less than 300' 

Special Use (with 40' 
setback) 

no change 
Special Use (with 40' 

setback) 

Permitted w/100' 
setback - Special Use if 

setback is less than 100' 

Special Use (with 40' 
setback) 

no change 
Permitted w/100' 

setback - Special Use if 
setback is less than 100' 

LIGHT INDUSTRIAL 
(Article 13) 

Permitted (with 5' - 80' 
setback) 

Permitted w/300' 
setback - Special Use if 

setback is less than 300' 
Not Permitted  

Permitted as a special 
use 

Permitted (with 5' - 80' 
setback) 

Permitted (with 5' - 80' 
setback) 

Special Use (with 160' 
setback) 

Permitted w/300' 
setback - Special Use if 

setback is less than 300' 
Permitted 

HEAVY INDUSTRIAL 
(Article 14) 

Permitted (with 5' - 100' 
setback) 

Permitted w/300' 
setback - Special Use if 

setback is less than 300' 

Permitted (with 5' - 100' 
setback) 

Permitted w/300' 
setback - Special Use if 

setback is less than 300' 

Permitted (with 5' - 100' 
setback) 

Permitted (with 5' - 100' 
setback) 

Special Use (with 200' 
setback) 

Permitted w/300' 
setback - Special Use if 

setback is less than 300' 
Permitted 

GENERAL BUSINESS 
(Article 12) 

Not Allowed Not Allowed Not Allowed Not Allowed Permitted Permitted Not Allowed Not Allowed Not Allowed 

Matrix 



Line Legend: 
Red = 300’ setback 
Green = 100’ setback 
Blue dotted -= 40’ 
setback 

320 acres 

160 acres 

80 acres 

40 acres 

20 acres 

This graphic 
depicts one 
Section of land 
(620 acres) 

SETBACKS 

* 20 acres with 300’ 
setback = .80 acre of 
buildable land 
* 20 acres with 100’ 
setback = 11.8 acres 
of buildable land 

* 40 acres with 300’ 
setback = 11.89 
acres of buildable 
land 
* 40 acres with 100’ 
setback = 28.8 acres 
of buildable land 
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Recommendation 

July 11, 2012 Planning and Zoning Commission 
forwarded this docket with a unanimous motion 
recommending approval (8-0). 

Staff recommends approval of these Zoning Regulation 
Amendments. 
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ZONING ORDINANCE 12-__ 
 

AMENDING THE COCHISE COUNTY ZONING REGULATIONS 
PERTAINING TO AGRICULTURE DEFINITIONS, USES, AND 

ESTABLISHING SITE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR 
THOSE USES 

 
 
 WHEREAS, Chapter 6, of Title 11 of the Arizona Revised Statutes gives the 
County Board of Supervisors the authority to adopt Zoning Regulations to address 
land use; and 
  

WHEREAS, the Cochise County Board of Supervisors originally adopted 
Zoning Regulations in Cochise County pursuant to that authority in 1975, and has, 
with periodic modification, maintained them in effect since that time; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Cochise County Board of Supervisors recognizes that 

amendments to the Zoning Regulations affect countywide land use patterns and 
therefore warrant careful consideration of regional impacts; and 

 
WHEREAS, Article 2 of the Zoning Regulations currently defines 

agricultural uses; and 
 
WHEREAS, on July 11, 2012, the Planning and Zoning Commission held a 

duly-noticed public hearing on the proposed amendments to the Zoning 
Regulations, hereby known as Docket R-12-02, and attached hereto as “Exhibit A,” 
which redefine agricultural uses, add and amend certain definitions, and define site 
standards for those uses; and  

 
WHEREAS, on August 14, 2012, the Board of Supervisors held a duly-

noticed hearing on the amendments and found them to be in the public interest,  
   

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the Cochise 
County Zoning Regulations be amended to redefine agricultural uses, add and 
amend certain definitions, and define site standards for those uses as provided in 
“Exhibit A,” attached hereto. 
 



ZONING ORDINANCE 12-___ 
Re: (R-12-02) Amending the Cochise County Zoning Regulations Pertaining 

to Agriculture Definitions, Uses, and Establishing Site Development 
Standards for Those Uses 

Page 2 
 
 

 

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 14th day of August, 2012, by the 
Cochise County Board of Supervisors in formal session. 
 
 
_______________________________ 
Richard R. Searle, Chairperson 
Cochise County Board of Supervisors 
 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_______________________________  ____________________________ 
Katie A. Howard     Adam Ambrose 
Clerk of the Board     Civil Deputy County Attorney 



 

 

ATTACHMENT “A” 
 

 
Article 2 (Definitions): 
 
Agriculture, General - A tract containing a minimum of 5 contiguous commercial acres 
which is being used for the production of farm, garden, or orchard crops, or the grazing or 
raising of farm animals, including feeding pens that are incidental and subordinate to a 
grazing operation. Examples of commodities produced include vegetables, fruit trees, 
grapes, cotton, grain, poultry, horses, cattle, sheep and swine. The term "general 
agriculture" includes such uses as the necessary treatment, packing or storage of farm 
products produced on premises, the sale of any farm crops or livestock raised on premises, 
and any signs, structures, or fences utilized for agricultural functions. By statute “general 
agriculture” includes dairy operations, including areas designated for raising heifers and 
bulls owned by the same dairy operation that is on property contiguous to the dairy 
operation or within one-quarter of a mile. It does not include signs advertising off-premise 
facilities, junkyards, other retail sales, manufacturing, any non-agricultural services, 
stockyards, slaughterhouse/s, meat packing plants, commercial pen feeding, production 
wineries, bone yards, plants for the reduction of animal matter, poultry feeding operations, 
or agricultural processing plants. 
 
 
Agricultural Processing Services – Those services which alter the condition of and add 
value to a marketable, agricultural commodity through a processing activity. Agricultural 
processing services do not include slaughterhouse/meat packing plants, commercial 
feedlots, bone yards, or facilities for the reduction of animal matter. 
 
Onsite Agricultural Processing Services – An agricultural processing service located in 
Growth Category D where at least 70% or more of the crop input for the facility is grown 
on site. 
 
Delete the following: 
Meat Cutting and Butchering –A service consisting of the cutting up of meat for sale, but 
not the killing or slaughtering of live animals, a slaughterhouse or meatpacking plant. 
Replace with the following: 
Custom Butchering/Meat Curing/Processing – The cutting up, curing, and processing of 
meat, to include on-site butchering, operating under the Arizona Department of 
Agricultural slaughter license for more than 45 head and not to exceed 150 head of 
cattle and more than 45 head and not to exceed 160 head of sheep, goats, or swine in 
one calendar year. 
 
Feedlot Commercial – A feeding operation on a parcel of land where livestock are 
maintained in a corral, pen, or other area on a sustained basis, where feed is brought on the 
parcel, and where the concentration of animals is regulated by the ADEQ Concentrated 
Animal Feeding Operations per A.A.C. R-18-9-A901. It is operated for the primary 
purpose of feeding and fattening animals for direct or eventual shipment to market or 



ATTACHMENT "A" (Continued) 
 
 

 

slaughter. Pastures used for the grazing of livestock and feeding pens for livestock are not 
considered commercial feedlots.  
 
Restaurants, Bars, Taverns, Nightclubs and Off-site Winery Tasting Rooms – An 
establishment which prepares and serves food and/or beverages on a commercial basis and 
may include entertainment. 
 
Slaughterhouse/Meat Packing Plant – A facility for the slaughtering, refining, processing, 
storage and distribution of animals and animal byproducts. 
 
Winery, Farm – An on-site agricultural processing service in which grapes grown on-site 
are processed into wine, not to exceed 40,000 gallons per year. 

Winery, Production – An agricultural processing service in which grapes grown on-site or 
off-site are processed into wine, in quantities greater than 40,000 gallons per year.  

Winery Tasting Room – A building or portion thereof, subordinate in size and accessory to 
a Farm or Production Winery operation, in which wine may be sampled for purchase. A 
Winery Tasting Room may also include incidental retail sales of wine and related products.  
 
Article 6 (RU, Rural Zoning District): Add to Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
603.17 On-site agricultural processing with 100-foot minimum setback. 
 
603.18 Custom butchering/meat curing/processing with a 100-foot minimum setback. 
 
 603.19 Ag-Processing with a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
Delete from Special Uses: 
 
607.20 Meat Cutting or butchering operations. 
 
Add to Special Uses: 
 
607.20 Custom butchering/meat curing/processing with less than a 100-foot minimum 
setback. 
 
607.55 On-Site agricultural processing with less than a 100-foot minimum setback. 
 
607.57 Ag-Processing with less than a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
ARTICLE 12 – GENERAL BUSINESS DISTRICT: Delete from Permitted Principal 
Uses: 
 
 1202.34 Meat-cutting and Butchering shops.  
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Add to Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
1202.34 Custom Butchering/meat curing/processing. 
 
ARTICLE 13 – LIGHT INDUSTRY DISTRICT 
 
Delete from Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
1302.23 Meat cutting and butchering shops. 
 
Add to Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
1302.23 Custom butchering/meat curing/processing. 
 
1302.40 On-site Agricultural processing. 
 
1302.41 Ag-Processing with a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
1302.42 Slaughterhouse/meat packing plants with a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
Add to Special Uses: 
 
1305.18 Commercial feedlots. 
 
1305.19 Ag-processing with less than a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
1302.42 Slaughterhouse/meat packing plants with less than a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
ARTICLE 14 – HEAVY INDUSTRY DISTRICT 
 
Remove from Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
1402.11 Meat cutting and butchering shops. 
 
Add to Permitted Principal Uses: 
 
1402.11 Custom butchering/meat curing/processing. 
 
1402.29 On Site Agricultural Processing. 
 
1402.30 Commercial feedlots with a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
1402.31 Slaughterhouse/meat packing plants with a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
1402.32 Ag-Processing with a 300-foot minimum setback. 
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Add to Special Uses: 
 
1405.13 Commercial Feedlots with less than a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
1405.09 Slaughterhouse/Meat Packing Plants/Meat Packing Plants with less than a 300-
foot minimum setback. 
 
1405.10 Ag-Processing with less than a 300-foot minimum setback. 
 
ARTICLE 18 – SITE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 
 
1804.05 Schedule of Required Off-Street Parking 
 
Use      
 
COMMERCIAL/OFFICE 
Restaurants, Bars, Taverns, Nightclubs, Winery Tasting Rooms  
 
 



LEGAL NOTICE 
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

 
 
The Cochise County Planning and Zoning Commission hereby gives notice that a Public Hearing 
will be held at or after 4:00 p.m. on Wednesday, July 11, 2012 at 1415 Melody Lane, Building 
G, Bisbee, Arizona, to consider the following: 
 
Docket R-12-02:  The Planning and Zoning Commission will consider and forward to the Board 
of Supervisors recommendations on proposed amendments to Article 2, Article 6, and Article 18 
of the Cochise County Zoning Regulations redefining agricultural uses by clarifying high and 
low impact uses, as well as proposing changes to the setback requirements for agricultural 
processing.  These proposed amendments are intended to relieve certain permitting and/or code 
requirements where possible. 
 
Details of the above docket are on file in the office of the Cochise County Planning Department, 
1415 Melody Lane, Bisbee, Arizona, Building E, and may be examined during office hours 
(Monday through Friday, 8 a.m. to 5 p.m.). Questions or comments may be directed to Senior 
Planner, Beverly Wilson at 520-432-9240, or at bjwilson@cochise.az.gov.  All persons 
interested in said matter may appear at said public hearing at said time and place and show cause, 
if any they have, why said amendments should or should not be approved. 
 
If the above docket has not been heard by the Planning and Zoning Commission by 8 p.m. at the 
July 11th meeting, the public hearing regarding this proposed amendment may be continued to a 
later date at the Chair’s discretion.  
 
If the Commission makes a recommendation, the docket will be heard before the Board of 
Supervisors on Tuesday, August 14, at or after 10:00 a.m. at 1415 Melody Lane, Building G, in 
Bisbee, Arizona. 
 
Dated June 18, 2012 
Jim Lynch, Chairman, Cochise County Planning and Zoning Commission 
 
Publish:  Bisbee Observer 
Publish: No later than June 21, 2012 
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NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Keith Dennis TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Senior
Planner

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

Docket Number (If applicable): TUP-12-01 (Western Junction)

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Resolution 12-33 to approve Docket TUP-12-01, a request for a Temporary Use Permit requiring
Board approval for the Western Junction Bar & Grill, Parcel 103-88-002B, located at 5838 Double Adobe
Road in McNeal, AZ.
 

Background:
MEMORANDUM

TO: Board of Supervisors
FROM: Keith Dennis, Senior Planner
SUBJECT: Docket TUP-12-01 (Western Junction)
DATE: August 3, 2012, for the August 14, 2012 Meeting
REQUEST FOR A TEMPORARY USE PERMIT REQUIRING BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ APPROVAL
The Applicant has applied for a Temporary Use Permit for two consecutive events, from October 26th to
November 3, 2012. Section 1817.03.F requires that events of public interest of greater frequency of once
per three months be subject to approval by the Board of Supervisors at a public hearing. 

The subject property is the Western Junction Bar & Grill, Parcel No. 103-88-002B, located at 5838
Double Adobe Road in McNeal, AZ. The Applicant is Crystal Miller, proprietor. 

I. DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT PARCEL AND SURROUNDING USES
Size: 10.59 Acres 
Zoning: RU-4 (Rural)
Growth Area: Category D
Plan Designation: Rural
Area Plan: None Applicable
Existing Uses: Western Junction Bar & Grill
Proposed Uses: Unchanged
Surrounding Zoning
Relation to Subject Parcel Zoning District Use of Property
North RU-4 Ranch Land



South RU-4 Double Adobe Road, Rural Residential
East RU-4 Double Adobe Road, Rural Residential
West RU-4 Rural Residential

II. BACKGROUND
The Western Junction Bar and Grill in Double Adobe is home to an increasing number of special events
throughout the year. Crystal Miller, owner and proprietor of the establishment, has filed for two temporary
use permits for such events this year: in May for a Cinco de Mayo event, and again in July. The latter
permit actually concerns two events, which are scheduled to take place within the same week: a “Biker
Rodeo” charity event from October 26th – 27th and an outdoor music festival called “Dysfunction at the
Junction” November 1st – 3rd. The charity “Biker Rodeo” event is scheduled from 2pm to 3am on Friday,
October 26th, and from 8am to 3am on Saturday, October 27th.

The second event is described as an outdoor music festival called “Dysfunction at the Junction.” This
event would be held from 2pm to 2am, from Thursday, November 1st, through Saturday, November 3rd. 

Not counting time for setup and dismantling, these two events would occur within an eight-day period.
Due to the close proximity of these events to each other, staff is processing these two separate events
under one Temporary Use Permit (TUP). However, Section 1817.03.F of the Zoning Regulations states
that:

3. Maximum length of temporary use permit on a specific parcel that is not occupied by a community
park, community center, or school shall be 7 days, including set-up time, within any 3-month period; and

6. Longer events of public interest up to 6 consecutive weeks within a 6-month period may be allowed,
subject to approval by the Board of Supervisors. Upon receipt of a completed application, the Planning
Director shall submit it to the Board of Supervisors for consideration and action.

Because the consecutive events would take place over an eight-day period, and because permitting the
events would mean allowing three such events within a six-month period, staff determined that the
request should be brought to a public hearing before the Board of Supervisors.

The Applicant intends to hold more such events in the future; the Biker Rodeo and the music festival, for
instance, are intended to be annual events. Staff therefore advised Ms. Miller to apply for a Special Use
Permit for Outdoor Recreation and Guest Lodging (for incidental camping activities primarily associated
with these events). This has been done, and the Special Use request will be considered by the Planning
Commission in September (Docket SU-12-11). As part of this Docket, the Planning Commission will
consider the longer-term implications of such regular events, such as off-site impacts relative to traffic,
lighting and other impacts.

III. PUBLIC COMMENT
Section 1817 requires that TUP hearings be legally noticed and the property posted 15 days prior to the
date of the hearing. Property owner notice within 300 feet of the subject parcel is also required. Staff
published a legal notice in the Bisbee Observer on July 26th , posted the property on July 31st, and
notified neighbors as required. To date, staff has received favorable correspondence from two
neighboring property owners indicating support for the request. 

IV. SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION
As discussed above, this Temporary Use Permit request, like those in the past, would typically be
processed administratively; should the Board approve the request, the permit will be processed as would
any other such request. The frequency of such events is indicative of the success of an expanding
business, which enjoys some support from neighbors. In order to ensure that special events be permitted
in the future, the Applicant has engaged the Special Use process. 



Staff recommends approval of Docket TUP-12-01, without condition.

V. ATTACHMENTS
A. Permit Application and related materials
B. Location Map
C. Legal Notice
D. Public Comment

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
If the Board approves the Docket, the next step would be for the Chairman to sign Resolution 12-__,
whereupon the Planning staff will complete the processing and issuance of the Temporary Use Permit.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If the Board does not approve the Docket, the two events proposed as part of the Temporary Use Permit
request will not take place.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
If the Chairman signs the Resolution, please record the same and return a copy to the Planning
Department, attn. Keith Dennis.

Attachments
Resolution CD PL Approval of Request for TUP Requiring Board Approval -TUP-12-01
Final Resolution_TUP
TUP-12-01 Staff Memo and Attachments
TUP-12-01 Powerpoint



RESOLUTION NO. 12-___ 
 

APPROVAL OF REQUEST FOR TEMPORARY USE PERMIT REQUIRING BOARD 
APPROVAL, DOCKET NO. TUP-12-01, PARCEL NO. 103-88-023 

 
 
WHEREAS, special events of the public interest are allowed by Temporary Use Permits in 
Cochise County; and 
 
WHEREAS, special events requiring a Temporary Use Permit not exceeding seven days are 
subject to administrative approval; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Cochise County Zoning Regulations, Section 1817.F, requires that events of 
greater frequency than one per three-month period be allowed by the Board of Supervisors, after 
a duly noticed public hearing; and 
 
WHEREAS, the above-referenced Temporary Use Permit request concerns two events taking 
place over an eight-day period, thus requiring approval by the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Community Development Department completed all legal noticing, notification 
to neighboring property owners, and posting of the subject property as proscribed by Section 
1817.F.6; and 
 
WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors believes that the request is justified, 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Temporary Use Permit requested per 
Docket TUP-12-01, Parcel No. 103-88-002B, located at 5838 Double Adobe Road in McNeal, AZ, 
is hereby approved. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this _____ day of _______________, 2012. 
 
 
________________________________ 
Richard R. Searle, Chairperson 
Cochise County Board of Supervisors 
 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
________________________________  ______________________________ 
Katie A. Howard     Britt W. Hanson, Chief Civil 
Clerk of the Board        Deputy County Attorney 
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APPROVAL OF REQUEST FOR TEMPORARY USE PERMIT REQUIRING BOARD 
APPROVAL, DOCKET NO. TUP-12-01, PARCEL NO. 103-88-023 

 
 
WHEREAS, special events of the public interest are allowed by Temporary Use Permits in 
Cochise County; and 
 
WHEREAS, special events requiring a Temporary Use Permit not exceeding seven days are 
subject to administrative approval; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Cochise County Zoning Regulations, Section 1817.F, requires that events of 
greater frequency than one per three-month period be allowed by the Board of Supervisors, after 
a duly noticed public hearing; and 
 
WHEREAS, the above-referenced Temporary Use Permit request concerns two events taking 
place over an eight-day period, thus requiring approval by the Board; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Community Development Department completed all legal noticing, notification 
to neighboring property owners, and posting of the subject property as proscribed by Section 
1817.F.6; and 
 
WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors believes that the request is justified, 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Temporary Use Permit requested per 
Docket TUP-12-01, Parcel No. 103-88-002B, located at 5838 Double Adobe Road in McNeal, AZ, 
is hereby approved. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this _____ day of _______________, 2012. 
 
 
________________________________ 
Richard R. Searle, Chairperson 
Cochise County Board of Supervisors 
 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
________________________________  ______________________________ 
Katie A. Howard     Britt W. Hanson, Chief Civil 
Clerk of the Board        Deputy County Attorney 







































Docket TUP-12-01 
A Request for Board of Supervisors Approval for Two 

Special Events 
 
 

Board of Supervisors - August 14, 2012 
 



Docket TUP-12-01 (Western 
Junction) 

 Temporary Use Permit for two events (October 26 
to November 3); 

 Two events over 8-day period, or 6 months 
including Cinco de Mayo event; 

 Section 1817.03.F requires public hearing before 
Board of Supervisors; 

 Would otherwise be processed administratively. 

 



Docket TUP-12-01 (Western 
Junction) 

 More events planned; 

 Special Use for Outdoor Recreation and Guest 
Lodging (dry camping) on Sept 12 Commission 
Agenda; 

 The subject property is the Western Junction Bar & 
Grill, Parcel No. 103-88-002B, located at 5838 
Double Adobe Road in McNeal, AZ; 

 The Applicant is Crystal Miller, proprietor.  

 

 



Location 

The site is the 
Western Junction 

Bar & Grill, near the 
intersection of 

Double Adobe Road 
and SR 80, East of 

Bisbee. 



Biker Rodeo 



Music Festival 



Recommendation 

Staff recommends approval of Docket TUP-12-01. 



   

    Action      23.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Board of Supervisors             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

2013 Legislative Proposals
Submitted By: Katie Howard, Board of Supervisors
Department: Board of Supervisors

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

Submitted for Signature: 
NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Karen Riggs TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Interim
Community
Development
Director

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

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve submission of the attached legislative proposals to the County Supervisors Association (CSA)
for consideration to be included in the CSA legislative platform.

Background:
See two separate Executive Summaries attached, one for each of the two proposals.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Forward legislative proposals to CSA for consideration in CSA legislative platform.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Proposals will not be considered by CSA unless proposed by another party.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
 

Attachments
2012LegProposal_HighwayDeclaration
ExecutiveSummary_LegProposal_HighwayDeclaration
2012LegProposal_SubstandardRoadMaintenance
ExecutiveSummary_LegProposal_SubstandardRoadMaintenance
Ars28-6705And6706HistoricVersions



 
 

2013 Legislative Policy Statement 
8th Annual CSA Legislative Summit 

Cochise County, AZ 
October 1 - 3, 2012 

 
A. What is the legislative proposal?   

Restore the county’s ability to manage public roads through abandoning established 
highways.  
 
Suggested deleted language is shown in red strikethrough and added language is shown in 
red bold italicized. 

 
28-6701. Establishing, altering or abandon local highway 
A. The board of supervisors may establish, alter or abandon a highway in the county and 

other legal subdivisions and acquire real property for these purposes by purchase, 
donation, dedication, condemnation or other lawful means. 

B. A highway in the county or any other legal subdivision may be established or altered by 
the county engineer’s recommendation or by presentation of a petition that is signed by 
ten or more resident taxpayers of the county to the board of supervisors or to the board of 
supervisors by the governing body of a legal subdivision, that requests that a highway be 
established or altered and that gives the highway's beginning, end, general course and 
direction. The board of supervisors may either reject the recommendation or petition or 
act on the recommendation or petition as prescribed by this article.  

C. The board of supervisors may abandon or vacate these highways by resolution as 
provided in chapter 20, article 8 of this title, except that, notwithstanding section 28-7211, 
at least sixty days before the resolution is effective pursuant to section 28-7213, the 
board of supervisors shall give written notice by certified mail to the owners of the land 
abutting the highway or portion of the highway to be abandoned or vacated.  The board 
of supervisors shall not resolve to abandon or vacate a highway unless a majority of the 
owners of the land abutting the highway or portion of the highway approve of the action to 
abandon or vacate the highway. 

D. The county engineer’s recommendation process to establish or alter a highway as 
described in subsection B of this section does not apply to the abandonment of a road 
that was granted under revised statute 2477 (43 United States Code Section 932) that 
was enacted by the United States Congress in 1866.  

 
B. Describe the policy problem and explain how the proposal solves it.  

Historically the board of supervisors had the power to lay out, maintain, control and manage 
public roads within their jurisdiction pursuant to 11-251.4 and one process for managing 
public roads is provided per 28-6701 through 28-6703.  Our county utilizes this process to 
abandon a highway establishment based on the greater public’s need for circumstances 
such as re-alignment of a route for safety considerations or when the use of the route no 
longer serves its original purpose.  In 2012 28-6701 was modified to require the consent of 
the majority of adjoining land owners if the establishment of a highway is to be abandoned.  
This change effectively stripped a power from the board of supervisors and gave control to a 
minority of the greater public. 
 
The proposal solves this problem by restoring power to the board of supervisors.  Property 
owner’s input will remain part of the decision making process through certified mailing, 
newspaper advertisement and a public hearing.  However the final determination as to the 
greater public’s need will be transferred from a minority of constituents back to the elected 
representatives of the greater public. 



 
C. What is the fiscal impact to the state or county budgets of the proposal? 

No impact. 
 
 
D. What is the preliminary analysis of the political environment and stakeholders’ and 
affiliates’ comments? 
 
 
E. Who is the primary county contact information for the proposal (name, phone, email 
and other relevant information)?  

Terry Couchenour, Right-of-way Agent II 
520-432-9323 
tcouchenour@cochise.az.gov  

 

mailto:tcouchenour@cochise.az.gov�


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
DATE: August 9, 2012 
 
TO:  Board of Supervisors 
 
THRU: Karen C. Riggs, P.E., Interim Director 
 
FROM: Terry Couchenour, Right-of-way Agent II 
 
SUBJECT: 2012 Legislative Proposal – Highway Declaration 
 
Recommendation:  Staff recommends approval and forwarding of the attached legislative proposal 
to reinstate the Board’s ability to vacate or abandon the establishment of a declared highway. 
 
Background (Brief):  In 2012 the process for establishing or vacating a declared county highway 
was modified per SB1040.  Historically the Board of Supervisors had the power to lay out, 
maintain, control and manage public roads within their jurisdiction pursuant to 11-251.4 and one 
process for managing public roads is provided per 28-6701 through 28-6703.  Our county utilizes 
this process to abandon a highway establishment based on the greater public’s need for 
circumstances such as re-alignment of a route for safety considerations or when the use of the route 
no longer serves its original purpose.  SB1040 modified this process to require the consent of the 
majority of adjoining land owners if the establishment of a highway is to be abandoned.  This 
change effectively stripped a power from the Board and gave control to a minority of the greater 
public. 
 
The proposal solves this problem by restoring power to the Board.  Property owner’s input will 
remain part of the decision making process through certified mailing, newspaper advertisement and 
a public hearing.  However the final determination as to the greater public’s need will be transferred 
from a minority of constituents back to the elected representatives of the greater public. 
 
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources:  N/A 
 
Next Steps/Action Items/Follow-up:  Upon approval the legislative proposal will be forwarded to 
County Supervisors Association for further action. 
 
Impact of Not Approving:  If not approved the proposal to reinstate the Board ability to vacate 
unnecessary declared highway alignments will not be forwarded to the CSA. 
 
 
 
  

COCHISE COUNTY 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

Highway and Floodplain 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 

Making It Better 



 
 

2013 Legislative Policy Statement 
8th Annual CSA Legislative Summit 

Cochise County, AZ 
October 1 - 3, 2012 

 
A. What is the legislative proposal?   

Allow counties to maintain roads laid out, opened and constructed to adopted county 
standards and without cost to the county, regardless of whether or not the road is part of a 
platted subdivision. 
Allow counties to designate substandard roads as “Primitive Roads” for roads opened prior 
to June 13, 1990.  
 
Suggested deleted language is shown in red strikethrough and added language is shown in 
red bold italicized. 

 
28-6705. Public road and street maintenance 
A. The board of supervisors may spend public monies for maintenance of public roads and 

streets other than legally designated state and county highways located without the limits 
of an incorporated city or town.  Before spending public monies under this section, the 
roads or streets shall be both: 
1. Laid out, opened and constructed without cost to the county. 
2. Completed pursuant to a plat approved pursuant to sections 11-802 and 11-822 and in 

accordance with standard engineering road specifications adopted by the board of 
supervisors to ensure uniform compliance. 

 
B. The board of supervisors may spend public monies for maintenance of public roads and 

streets that were laid out, constructed and opened before June 13, 1990, or that have 
been designated as primitive roads pursuant to section 28-6706, subsection D, even if 
the roads and streets were not constructed in accordance with subsection A of this 
section. 

 
C. Maintenance of a public road or street does not include purchasing or laying cement. To 

reduce long-term maintenance costs for maintenance authorized by this section, the 
board of supervisors may spend monies to add rock products, gravel and processed 
materials to the base of the roads and streets.  Petroleum based or nonpetroleum based 
products may be used in the maintenance and repair of unpaved roads, alleys and 
shoulders identified pursuant to section 9-500.04 or 49-474.01 or unpaved roads, alleys 
and shoulders in any county where the control officer as defined in section 49-471 
certifies to the board of supervisors that emissions from such roads, alleys or shoulders 
may endanger compliance with the national ambient air quality standard as defined in 
section 49-401.01. 

 
28-6706. Primitive roads 
A. The board of supervisors or the governing body of a city or town may designate a public 

road within its jurisdiction as a primitive road as prescribed in this section. 
 
B. Neither a county, city or town nor its employees are liable for damages or injuries 

resulting from the use of a primitive road designated under this section except for 
intentional injuries or gross negligence caused by an employee acting within the scope of 
the employee's employment. 

 



C. Except as provided in subsection D, tThe board of supervisors or the governing body of a 
city or town shall not designate a road as a primitive road unless it was opened before 
June 13, 1975 1990 and was not constructed in accordance with county standards. 

 
D. The board of supervisors or the governing body of a city or town may designate a road as 

a primitive road if all of the following apply: 
1. The road was opened after June 13, 1975. 
2. The road was accepted for maintenance by the board of supervisors or the governing 

body of a city or town before June 13, 1985. 
3. The road was not constructed in accordance with county standards. 

 
E. D. The county, city or town shall place signs on every road designated as a primitive road 

in locations adequate to warn the public. These signs shall state "Primitive road, caution, 
use at your own risk. This surface is not regularly maintained." 

 
F. E. A board of supervisors or the governing body of a city or town shall not designate a 

state or county highway as a primitive road. 
 
 
B. Describe the policy problem and explain how the proposal solves it.  

Two separate potential problems occurred when 28-6706 was modified in 2010 and when 
28-6705 was modified for 2012.   
In 2010, 28-6706 was modified to allow certain roads open after 1975 to be designated as 
“Primitive”.  In our opinion, the expansion of substandard road maintenance eligibility and 
the subsequent modifications to 28-6705 in 2011 and 2012 fundamentally changed the 
intent of the pre-2010 versions of these statutes. Further refinement may be necessary to 
complete the fundamental change. 
The secondary problem is that when 28-6705 was modified for 2012 counties are able to 
maintain certain substandard roads; however counties are restricted from designating these 
substandard roads as “Primitive”.  
 
Regarding the fundamental change, the previous 1975 date held significance as around this 
date counties were enabled with greater control over the creation of subdivision roads and 
acceptance of maintenance over those subdivision roads.  Further, the legislature, in an 
effort to promote planned development, required land developers to abide by adopted 
county standards in order to transfer the maintenance of their roads.  To an extent, property 
could still be sold and roads created absent an adopted subdivision; however it was not 
expected that public monies would be used for maintenance until such time as they were 
built to adopted standards pursuant to an approved subdivision plat. 
In 2010, 2011 and 2012 the 1975 date was modified to expand the eligibility of county 
maintenance for substandard non-platted roads.  It is apparent that the intent of 28-6705 
and 28-6706 is no longer about withholding county road maintenance for property owners 
outside platted standardized roads, but is now about enabling counties with the option of 
maintaining any public road built to standard, regardless of year built, and substandard 
roads open prior to 1990. 
The proposal solves this fundamental change by establishing two types of public roads that 
are eligible for county maintenance, (1) roads that are laid out, opened and constructed at 
no cost to the county in accordance with adopted standards, and (2) substandard roads 
open prior to June 13, 1990. 
 
Regarding the secondary problem, 28-6705.B allows counties to maintain substandard 
roads and 28-6706 enables counties to designate substandard roads as “Primitive Roads”.  
The “Primitive Road” designation requires counties to install signage to warn the traveling 
public of the substandard nature of the road and reduces county liability.  Currently 28-6705 
expands counties’ eligibility to maintain substandard roads opened prior to 1990; however 



counties are restricted from designating substandard roads as “Primitive” unless the road 
was open prior to 1975 or maintained by the county prior to 1985. 
It is our opinion that eligibility for substandard road maintenance (28-6705.B) should always 
be in harmony with the ability to designate substandard roads as “Primitive” (28-6706).  The 
proposal solves the disharmony.   

 
C. What is the fiscal impact to the state or county budgets of the proposal? 

No impact. 
 
 
D. What is the preliminary analysis of the political environment and stakeholders’ and 
affiliates’ comments? 
 
 
E. Who is the primary county contact information for the proposal (name, phone, email 
and other relevant information)?  

Terry Couchenour, Right-of-way Agent II 
520-432-9323 
tcouchenour@cochise.az.gov  

mailto:tcouchenour@cochise.az.gov�


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
DATE: August 9, 2012 
 
TO:  Board of Supervisors 
 
THRU: Karen C. Riggs, P.E., Interim Director 
 
FROM: Terry Couchenour, Right-of-way Agent II 
 
SUBJECT: 2012 Legislative Proposal – Substandard Road Maintenance 
 
Recommendation:  Staff recommends approval and forwarding of the attached legislative proposal 
to expand the eligibility for public road maintenance and to harmonize the Board’s ability to 
maintain substandard roads and designate substandard roads as “primitive”. 
 
Background (Brief):  Not including public highways, the Board is enabled to maintain public roads 
pursuant to 28-6705 and is able to designate substandard roads as “primitive” pursuant to 28-6706.  
Two separate potential problems occurred when 28-6706 was modified in 2010 and when 28-6705 
was modified for 2012 (SB1281).   
In 2010, 28-6706 was modified to allow certain roads open after 1975 to be designated as 
“Primitive”.  In our opinion, the expansion of substandard road maintenance eligibility and the 
subsequent modifications to 28-6705 in 2011 and 2012 fundamentally changed the intent of the pre-
2010 versions of these statutes. Further refinement may be necessary to complete the fundamental 
change. 
The secondary problem is that when 28-6705 was modified for 2012 counties are able to maintain 
certain substandard roads; however counties are restricted from designating these substandard roads 
as “Primitive”.  
 
Regarding the fundamental change, the previous 1975 date held significance as around this date 
counties were enabled with greater control over the creation of subdivision roads and acceptance of 
maintenance over those subdivision roads.  Further, the legislature, in an effort to promote planned 
development, required land developers to abide by adopted county standards in order to transfer the 
maintenance of their roads.  To an extent, property could still be sold and roads created absent an 
adopted subdivision; however it was not expected that public monies would be used for 
maintenance until such time as they were built to adopted standards pursuant to an approved 
subdivision plat. 
In 2010, 2011 and 2012 the 1975 date was modified to expand the eligibility of county maintenance 
for substandard non-platted roads.  It is apparent that the intent of 28-6705 and 28-6706 is no longer 
about withholding county road maintenance for property owners outside platted standardized roads, 
but is now about enabling counties with the option of maintaining any public road built to standard, 
regardless of year built, and substandard roads open prior to 1990. 
The proposal solves this fundamental change by establishing two types of public roads that are 
eligible for county maintenance, (1) roads that are laid out, opened and constructed at no cost to the 
county in accordance with adopted standards, and (2) substandard roads open prior to June 13, 
1990. 
 

COCHISE COUNTY 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

Highway and Floodplain 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 

Making It Better 



Regarding the secondary problem, 28-6705.B allows counties to maintain substandard roads and 
28-6706 enables counties to designate substandard roads as “Primitive Roads”.  The “Primitive 
Road” designation requires counties to install signage to warn the traveling public of the 
substandard nature of the road and reduces county liability.  Currently 28-6705 expands counties’ 
eligibility to maintain substandard roads opened prior to 1990; however counties are restricted from 
designating substandard roads as “Primitive” unless the road was open prior to 1975 or maintained 
by the county prior to 1985. 
It is our opinion that eligibility for substandard road maintenance (28-6705.B) should always be in 
harmony with the ability to designate substandard roads as “Primitive” (28-6706).  The proposal 
solves the disharmony.   
 
Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources:  N/A 
 
Next Steps/Action Items/Follow-up:  Upon approval the legislative proposal will be forwarded to 
County Supervisors Association for further action. 
 
Impact of Not Approving:  If not approved the proposal to expand the eligibility for public road 
maintenance and to harmonize the Board’s ability to maintain substandard roads and designate 
substandard roads as “primitive” will not be forwarded to the CSA. 
 
 
 
  



Black font = 1995 version 
Purple font = 1997 version (strikethrough = deletion, bold = addition) 
Blue font = 2010 version (strikethrough = deletion, bold = addition) 
Green font = 2011 version (bold = addition) 
Red font = SB 1281 version (strikethrough = deletion, bold = addition) 
Orange italicized font = personal notes or comments 
 
28-6705. Public road and street maintenance 
A. The board of supervisors may spend public monies for maintenance of public roads and 

streets other than legally designated state and county highways located without the limits of 
an incorporated city or town. Before spending public monies under this section, the roads or 
streets shall be both: 

1. Laid out, opened and constructed without cost to the county. 
2. Completed pursuant to a plat approved pursuant to sections 11-802 and 11-806.01 11-

822 (“11-806.01” was on 1997 version, “11-822” was on 2010 and subsequent 
versions) and pursuant to in accordance with (“pursuant to” was on 1995 version, “in 
accordance with” was on 1997 and subsequent versions) standard engineering road 
specifications adopted by the board of supervisors to ensure uniform compliance. 

 
B. The board of supervisors may spend public monies for maintenance of public roads and 

streets that were laid out, constructed and opened before June 13, 1975 1990 (“1975” was on 
the 1995 through 2011 versions, “1990” is on the SB 1281 version), or that have been 
designated as primitive roads pursuant to section 28-6706, subsection D, even if the roads 
and streets were not constructed in accordance with subsection A of this section. 

 
C. Maintenance of a public road or street does not include purchasing or laying cement or 

petroleum product materials, except that maintenance of a public road or street that is paved 
with cement or petroleum product materials may include seal coating and patching. To reduce 
long-term maintenance costs for maintenance authorized by this section, the board of 
supervisors may spend monies to add rock products, gravel and processed materials to the 
base of the roads and streets.  Petroleum based or nonpetroleum based products may be 
used in the maintenance and repair of unpaved roads, alleys and shoulders identified 
pursuant to section 9-500.04 or 49-474.01 or unpaved roads, alleys and shoulders in any 
county where the control officer as defined in section 49-471 certifies to the board of 
supervisors that emissions from such roads, alleys or shoulders may endanger 
compliance with the national ambient air quality standard as defined in section 49-
401.01. 

 

28-6706. Primitive roads 
A. The board of supervisors or the governing body of a city or town may designate a public 

road within its jurisdiction as a primitive road as prescribed in this section. 
 
B. Neither a county, city or town nor its employees are liable for damages or injuries resulting 

from the use of a primitive road designated under this section except for intentional injuries or 
gross negligence caused by an employee acting within the scope of the employee's 
employment. 



C. Except as provided in subsection D, Tthe board of supervisors or the governing body of a 
city or town shall not designate a road as a primitive road unless it was opened before June 
13, 1975 and was not constructed in accordance with county standards. 

D. The board of supervisors or the governing body of a city or town may designate a road 
as a primitive road if all of the following apply: 

1. The road was opened after June 13, 1975. 
2. The road was accepted for maintenance by the board of supervisors or the 

governing body of a city or town before June 13, 1985. 
3. The road was not constructed in accordance with county standards. 

D. E. The county, city or town shall place signs on every road designated as a primitive road in 
locations adequate to warn the public. These signs shall state "Primitive road, caution, use at 
your own risk. This surface is not regularly maintained." 

E. F. A board of supervisors or the governing body of a city or town shall not designate a state 
or county highway as a primitive road. 

 



   

    Action      24.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Request to Extend Assurance Agreement for Red Hawk II Units 2 & 3 Subdivision
Submitted By: Beverly Wilson, Community

Development
Department: Community Development Division: Planning

Presentation: PowerPoint Recommendation: Approve

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

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Beverly Wilson TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Senior
Planner

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

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Adopt Resolution 12-36, approving an extension of The Red Hawk II Units 2 & 3 Subdivision Assurance
Agreement with Title Security Agency, Inc. an Arizona Corporation, as Trustee under trust number 963 to
a date of July 11, 2014.

Background:
TO: Board of Supervisors
Through: Michael J. Ortega, County Administrator

FROM: Beverly Wilson, Senior Planner

SUBJECT: Extension of Assurance Agreement, Red Hawk II Units 2 & 3 Subdivision 

DATE: July 18, 2012 for the August 14, 2012 Meeting

This item is a request for an extension of an Assurance Agreement for the Red Hawk II Units 2 & 3
Subdivision. The subdivision consists of 192 lots, and is located south of Interstate 10 on J-6 Ranch
Road. The Board of Supervisors approved the final plat and it was recorded on August 9, 2007, along
with the Assurance Agreement. The owner has requested an extension citing adverse economic
conditions in the overall real estate market. 

On June 24, 2008, 11 lots were released and on December 18, 2008, another 36 lots were released for a
total of 47 lots in this subdivision (Partial Release of Assurance Agreements, attached). 145 lots remain
secured under the Assurance Agreement.  An Assurance Agreement is a contract between the Board of
Supervisors and a trust company that guarantees lots will not be offered for sale until all improvements
are constructed. The Assurance Agreement under current consideration expired on July 11, 2011.  If
approved, the Assurances would be extended to July 11, 2014. 

Two documents are presented for the Chairman's signature – an agreement between the Owner, the
Title Company and The Board, and a resolution extending the date for the completion of improvements to
July 11, 2014 at the request of the owner.



Suggested Motion
Mr. Chairman, I move to adopt the resolution extending The Red Hawk II, Units 2 & 3 Subdivision
Assurance Agreement with Title Security Agency of Arizona, an Arizona Corporation, as trustee under
trust number 963 to July 11, 2014. 

Attachments:
Request
Partial Release of Assurance Agreement (2)

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
If approved, the Chairman will sign and the Extension will be recorded with a new expiration date of July
11, 2014. 

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The subdivision could be abandoned and the zoning reverted back to the original RU-4 designation. 

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
After all signatures are gathered, return originals to Senior Planner for recording. Original Subdivision
Extensions of Assurances are kept with the subdivision files. 

Attachments
Red Hawk PP
Staff Memo
Partial Lot Release Forms
Agreement to Extend
Resolution to Extend
Request to extend



The Red Hawk II Units 2 & 3 
Subdivision (S-05-10) 

A Request for an Assurance 
Agreement Extension 

Board of Supervisors – August 14, 2012 



 192 Lots south of Interstate 10, 
east and west of J-6 Ranch Road 
 Final Plat approved and recorded 

August 9, 2007 
 Assurance Agreement expired 

July 11, 2011 
 Requesting extension to July 11, 

2014 
 

The Red Hawk II Units 2 & 3 
Subdivision (S-05-10) 



Green line indicates 
the 47 lots that are 
released. 



 Staff recommends the Chairman 
sign the Resolution, extending 
the Assurance Agreement to 
July 11, 2014. 

Recommendation 



 
 
 
 
TO:      Board of Supervisors 
  Through:  Michael J. Ortega, County Administrator 
 
FROM: Beverly Wilson, Senior Planner 
   
SUBJECT: Extension of Assurance Agreement, Red Hawk II Units 2 & 3 Subdivision  
 
DATE: July 18, 2012 for the August 14, 2012 Meeting 
 
This item is a request for an extension of an Assurance Agreement for the Red Hawk II Units 2 
& 3 Subdivision.  The subdivision consists of 192 lots, and is located south of Interstate 10 on J-
6 Ranch Road.  The Board of Supervisors approved the final plat and it was recorded on August 
9, 2007, along with the Assurance Agreement.  The owner has requested an extension citing 
adverse economic conditions in the overall real estate market.   
 
On June 24, 2008, 11 lots were released and on December 18, 2008, another 36 lots were 
released for a total of 47 lots in this subdivision (Partial Release of Assurance Agreements, 
attached).  145 lots remain secured under the Assurance Agreement.  An Assurance Agreement 
is a contract between the Board of Supervisors and a trust company that guarantees lots will not 
be offered for sale until all improvements are constructed.  The Assurance Agreement under 
current consideration expired on July 11, 2011.  If approved, the Assurances would be extended 
to July 11, 2014.   
 
Two documents are presented for the Chairman's signature – an agreement between the Owner, 
the Title Company, and The Board, and a resolution extending the date for the completion of 
improvements to July 11, 2014 at the request of the owner. 
 
Suggested Motion 
Mr. Chairman, I move to adopt the resolution extending The Red Hawk II, Units 2 & 3 
Subdivision Assurance Agreement with Title Security Agency of Arizona, an Arizona 
Corporation, as trustee under trust number 963 to July 11, 2014.  
 
Attachments: 
Request 
Partial Release of Assurance Agreement (2) 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
Planning, Zoning and Building Safety  
1415 W. Melody Lane, Bisbee, Arizona   85603                                    (520) 432-9450 

                                       Fax 432-9278 

                 

 

















   

    Action      25.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Community Development             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Extension of Assurances for Sonora Verde Subdivision
Submitted By: Beverly Wilson, Community

Development
Department: Community Development Division: Planning

Presentation: PowerPoint Recommendation: Approve

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

2

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Beverly Wilson TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Senior
Planner

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

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
 Adopt Resolution 12-37, approving an extension of The Sonora Verde Subdivision Assurance
Agreement with Fidelity National Title Agency, Inc. as Trustee under trust number 10353 to a date of May
17, 2014.

Background:
TO: Board of Supervisors
Through: Michael J. Ortega, County Administrator

FROM: Beverly Wilson, Senior Planner
For: Michael Turisk, Planning Manager

SUBJECT: Extension of Assurance Agreement, Sonora Verde Subdivision (S-87-07)

DATE: July 19, 2012 for the August 14, 2012 Meeting

This item is a request for an extension of an Assurance Agreement for The Sonora Verde Subdivision,
which was first approved and recorded in the late 1980s. The original Assurance Agreement expired in
October of 1989. In 2005, the project was revived and a new Assurance Agreement approved for the
18-remaining undeveloped lots. The subdivision is located on the southwest side of Pomerene Road.
Improvements are nearly complete, with all but six lots released from the Assurances. The owner has
requested an extension citing an unforeseen issue concerning water as well as the adverse economic
conditions in the overall real estate market (Request, attached). An Assurance Agreement is a contract
between the Board of Supervisors and a trust company that guarantees lots will not be offered for sale
until all improvements are constructed. The Assurance Agreement under current consideration expired
on May 17, 2011. If approved, the Assurances would be extended to May 17, 2014. 

Two documents are presented for the Chairman's signature – an agreement between the Owner, the
Title Company, and the Board and a resolution extending the date for the completion of improvements to
May 17, 2012, at the request of the owner. 

Suggested Motion



Mr. Chairman, I move to adopt the resolution extending The Sonora Verde Subdivision Assurance
Agreement with Fidelity National Title Agency, Inc., as trustee under trust number 10353 to May 17,
2014. 

Attachments:
Request
Partial Release of Assurance Agreement (4)

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
If approved, the Chairman will sign and the Extension will be recorded with a new expiration date of May
17, 2014.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
The subdivision could be abandoned and the zoning reverted back to the original RU-4 designation.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
After all signatures are gathered, return originals to Senior Planner for recording. Original Subdivision
Assurances are kept with the subdivision files.

Attachments
Agreement to extend
Four lot release forms
Owner Request
Staff Memo
Presentation
Resolution

















 
 
 
 
TO:      Board of Supervisors 
  Through:  Michael J. Ortega, County Administrator 
 
FROM: Beverly Wilson, Senior Planner 
  For:  Michael Turisk, Planning Manager 
 
SUBJECT: Extension of Assurance Agreement, Sonora Verde Subdivision (S-87-07) 
 
DATE: July 19, 2012 for the August 14, 2012 Meeting 
 
This item is a request for an extension of an Assurance Agreement for The Sonora Verde 
Subdivision, which was first approved and recorded in the late 1980s.  The original Assurance 
Agreement expired in October of 1989.  In 2005, the project was revived and a new Assurance 
Agreement approved for the 18-remaining undeveloped lots.  The subdivision is located on the 
southwest side of Pomerene Road.  Improvements are nearly complete, with all but six lots 
released from the Assurances.  The owner has requested an extension citing an unforeseen issue 
concerning water as well as the adverse economic conditions in the overall real estate market 
(Request, attached).  An Assurance Agreement is a contract between the Board of Supervisors 
and a trust company that guarantees lots will not be offered for sale until all improvements are 
constructed.  The Assurance Agreement under current consideration expired on May 17, 2011.  
If approved, the Assurances would be extended to May 17, 2014.   
 
Two documents are presented for the Chairman's signature – an agreement between the Owner, 
the Title Company, and the Board and a resolution extending the date for the completion of 
improvements to May 17, 2012, at the request of the owner.  
 
Suggested Motion 
Mr. Chairman, I move to adopt the resolution extending The Sonora Verde Subdivision 
Assurance Agreement with Fidelity National Title Agency, Inc., as trustee under trust number 
10353 to May 17, 2014.  
 
Attachments: 
Request 
Partial Release of Assurance Agreement (4) 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
Planning, Zoning and Building Safety  
1415 W. Melody Lane, Bisbee, Arizona   85603                                    (520) 432-9450 

                                       Fax 432-9278 

                

 



The Sonora Verde 
Subdivision (S-87-07) 

A Request for an Assurance 
Agreement Extension 

Board of Supervisors – August 14, 2012 
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 Staff recommends the Chairman 
sign the Resolution, extending 
the Assurance Agreement to 
May 17, 2014. 

Recommendation 



RESOLUTION 12- 
 

EXTENSION OF ASSURANCE AGREEMENT FOR 
COMPLETION OF SONORA VERDE SUBDIVISION 

IMPROVEMENTS 
 
 

WHEREAS, an Assurance Agreement between Cochise County and 
Fidelity National Title Agency, Inc., as Trustee under Trust 10353, hereinafter 
referred to as "Trustee", Sonora Venture, Inc., as Beneficiary of Trust 10353, for 
development of the Sonora Verde Subdivision, hereinafter referred to as 
"Beneficiary", was entered into and recorded on June 1, 2005, Fee No. 050619310 
with the Office of the County Recorder; and 

  
WHEREAS, the developer was previously granted a three-year extension of 

time for completion of improvements; and 
 
WHEREAS, the current economy has impacted further progress on this 

project; and 
  

WHEREAS, the above-referenced Assurance Agreement provides that the 
developer may petition the County for an extension of the agreement beyond the 
three years given for completion of improvements; and 
 

WHEREAS, Fidelity National Title Agency, Inc., as Trustee under Trust 
10353, hereinafter referred to as "Trustee", Sonora Venture, Inc., as Beneficiary of 
Trust 10353, has requested an extension of time for completion of improvements to 
May 27, 2014; and 
 

WHEREAS, Cochise County believes that such an extension is justified, 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Assurance Agreement 
for completion of subdivision improvements for The Sonora Verde Subdivision, 
recorded on June 1, 2005 by Fee No.050619310 and extended to May 14, 2011,



RESOLUTION 12-___ 
Re: Extension of Assurance Agreement for Completion of Sonora Verde 

Subdivision Improvements  
Page 2 
 
 
recorded on July 10, 2008 at Fee No. 2008-19148, is hereby extended with a new 
expiration date of May 14, 2014. 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors this _____ day of 
_______________, 2012. 
 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Richard R. Searle, Chairman 
Cochise County Board of Supervisors 
 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
_____________________________  ____________________________ 
Katie Howard     Adam Ambrose, Civil Deputy 
Clerk of the Board        County Attorney 



   

    Action      26.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Health             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

Approval of MOU with Chiricahua Community Health Care, Inc. to share space with CHSS.
Submitted By: Mary Gomez, Health & Social

Services
Department: Health & Social Services

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

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

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Mary Gomez TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

Director,
CHSS

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

or Basis for Support?: 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve a Memorandum of Understanding between Cochise Health and Social Services (CHSS) and
Chiricahua Community Health Centers, Inc. to share space in the Sierra Vista Foothills office and parking
lot and space in the parking lot at Melody Lane complex near building A.

Background:
CCHCI is a federally qualified health center providing a full range of primary and dental care services for
the uninsured and underinsured populations in our County.   They have permanent clinics established in
Douglas, Bisbee, and Elfrida and also have mobile units to serve patients where they do not have a
permanent clinic established.   CCHCI would like to park their mobile medical clinic (MMC) one day/week
outside of our Foothills location and share our lobby and public restrooms for their patients to use while
waiting to be seen.   CCHCI would also like to list our facility as an emergency back-up location for their
MMC operation in the event of a catastrophic failure of the MMC.   It is very unlikely that this would occur
and if it did, would only need our clinic space for a few days.   CCHCI would also like to permanently
park their mobile dental unit outside Bldg A here at Melody Lane complex.   They would not need any of
our facilities but would need to have electricity from our building to the mobile unit.   They will be
responsible for any costs to establish this connection and for electricity used.  

This collaboration with CCHCI is mutually beneficial to our organizations and to the communities we
serve.  We essentially serve the same clientele and having this expanded service capability on our
campus would be very convenient for clients visiting either of us.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Work with CCHCI administrative staff to make necessary changes to provide power outside Bldg A in
Bisbee and coordinate shared use of lobby in Sierra Vista.

Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
Missed opportunity for collaboration with community partner serving our same population, less
convenient for clients to visit dual locations, and loss of revenue through MOU.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:



None needed.

Attachments
MOU
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN COCHISE HEALTH AND 
SOCIAL SERVICES AND CHIRICAHUA COMMUNITY HEALTH CENTERS, INC. 

FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF EXPANDED COUNTY HEALTH CARE SERVICES 
 
 
This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is hereby entered into by and between Cochise 
Health and Social Services (hereinafter CHSS) and Chiricahua Community Health Centers, Inc. 
(hereinafter CCHCI) 
 
STATEMENT OF PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this MOU is to establish a collaboration with one of our community partners 
which would provide CCHCI clients: 1) access to a waiting lobby and restroom facilities at the 
Sierra Vista Foothills complex, 2) access to care at that facility in the event of a national, state or 
local declared emergency, 3) access to care at that facility in the event of operational failure of 
the mobile medical unit and, 4) to provide a location at the Melody Lane complex where the 
CCHCI mobile dental unit may park.  This collaboration provides greater accessibility of health 
care to CCHCI clients and demonstrates the commitment of the Cochise County Department of 
Health and Social Services to the health and well being of Cochise County residents.  
 
I.  OBLIGATIONS OF PARTIES 
 
In furtherance of the purpose stated above, Cochise Health and Social Services hereby agrees to 
the following: 
 
  A. Cochise Health and Social Services hereby agrees to the following: 
 
  1. to allow CCHCI clients access to and the use of a waiting lobby and restroom  
   facilities at the Sierra Vista Foothills complex one day a week;  
 
  2. access to care at the Sierra Vista Foothills complex in the event of a national, state 

or County declared emergency; 
 
  3.  in the event of a failure of the mobile medical unit, make available the use of the 

Cochise Health and Social Services facility located at the Sierra Vista Foothills 
complex on the date and time reserved for the mobile medical unit on the same 
day and time the mobile medical unit was scheduled to be present at the Sierra 
Vista Foothills complex or until unit becomes operational;   

 
  4. to make available a permanent parking space in a designated area at the Melody 

Lane complex sufficient to sustain the mobile dental unit as provided and 
operated by CCHCI; 

 
  5. to make available sufficient electricity for the effective operation of the mobile 

dental unit; 
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      6.  to determine and establish a set day and time for both the mobile medical unit and  
           the mobile dental unit location at the Cochise County facilities referenced above. 
 
  B. In furtherance of the purpose stated above, Chiricahua Community Health Centers, 

Inc. hereby agrees to the following:  
 

 1. to pay the sum of $3,000.00 on an annual basis as good and valuable 
consideration to Cochise County for the use of lobby and restroom facilities at the 
Sierra Vista Foothills complex one day a week and/or in the event of a national, 
state or local declared emergency and/or in the event of a failure of the mobile 
medical unit; 

 
   2. to pay an additional sum of _________________ per day in the event the mobile 

medical unit becomes inoperable necessitating the use of the facilities at the Sierra 
Vista Foothills complex on day(s) other than the one regularly scheduled. 

 
   3. to pay the sum of $8,400.00 on an annual basis as good and valuable 

consideration for the purpose of offsetting the cost of electricity which the County 
will incur as a result of the mobile dental unit being located at the Cochise County 
Melody Lane complex;  

 
   4.  to maintain the premises of the parking area surrounding the mobile dental unit 

keeping it free of trash and debris; 
 
 5. to maintain the safety of the area surrounding the mobile dental unit keeping it 

free of  obstacles and hazards; 
 
 6. to maintain in current status and make available upon demand by Cochise County 

within seventy two hours (72), all required federal, state and local licenses and 
permits necessary and required for the performance of the services provided and 
any and all licenses and permits which may be in addition to the licenses and 
permits necessary and required; 

  
 7. to maintain in current status and make available upon demand by Cochise County 

within seventy two hours (72), all required federal, state and local licenses 
necessary for the safe operation and use of the mobile medical unit and the mobile 
dental unit; 

  
   8. to maintain in current status and make available upon demand by Cochise County 

within seventy two hours (72) any and all insurance coverage required and 
necessary for the performance of the services they provide;  

  
   9.  to pay for any and all costs incurred, associated and ongoing, including any 

damages to County structures and/or equipment, which arise as a consequence of 
routing  electricity to the mobile dental unit and/or its continued use; 
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   10. to employ a licensed contractor for the routing of electricity to the mobile dental    
unit and for any and all continued or necessary repairs or maintenance; 

 
   11. to maintain in current and good standing status all educational and professional 

licenses of staff either assigned or present at the medical and mobile dental units; 
 

   12. to maintain in current and good standing the drivers licenses as required for the 
operation of the mobile units; 

 
  13. to contain, keep safe and remove from County premises any and all hazardous 

waste material generated in connection with the services provided. 
 
II.  VOLUNTARY TERMINATION 
 
Both parties agree to the following terms and conditions; 
 
Either party may terminate this agreement by providing notice to the other party in writing 
declaring their intent to terminate.  A voluntary termination shall be submitted with no more than 
sixty (60) days notice but no less than fourteen (14) days notice to the other party.  
 
III.  TERMINATION FOR CAUSE 
 
Either party may terminate this agreement for failure to meet the obligations as set forth for the 
parties.  The failure of CCHCI to meet the licensing/permit/insurance requirements or provide 
them upon demand by Cochise County within the specified time period of seventy two (72) 
hours is cause for immediate termination. 

  
 IV.  SEVERABILITY 
 
 The provisions of this MOU shall be deemed severable and the invalidity or unenforceability of 

any provision shall not affect the validity or enforceability of any other provisions. 
 
V.  MODIFICATION 
 
Any modifications of this agreement must be in writing and signed by both parties.  
 
VI.  NOTICE TO PARTIES 
 
All notices, requests, demands and any other communications shall be made in writing to the 
following: 
 
CHSS:    Mary Gomez 
    Director Cochise Health and Social Services 
    1415 Melody Lane, Bldg A 
    Bisbee, Arizona 85605  
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CCHCI   Jennifer "Ginger" Ryan 
               Director Chiricahua Community Health Centers, Inc. 
    1205 F Avenue 
    Douglas, Arizona 85607   
 
This contact information shall be kept updated in order to remain current throughout the term of 
this MOU.   
 
VII. DURATION 
 
The initial term of this MOU shall be for ONE (1) year and shall be automatically renewed for 
additional TWO (2) year periods at the end of each term, unless otherwise terminated. 
 
VIII. GOVERNING LAW AND VENUE 
 

 The terms and conditions of this MOU shall be governed by and interpreted in accordance with 
the laws of the State of Arizona. Any action at law or in equity brought by either party for the 
purpose of enforcing a right or rights provided for in this Agreement shall be tried in the 
Superior Court of Cochise County, State of Arizona. The parties hereby waive all provisions of 
law providing for a change of venue in such proceeding to any other county. In the event either 
party shall bring suit to enforce any term of this Agreement or to recover any damages for on 
account of the breach of any term or conditions of this Agreement, it is mutually agreed that the 
prevailing party in such action shall recover all costs including: all litigation and appeal 
expenses, collection expenses, reasonable attorneys’ fees, necessary witness fees and court costs 
to be determined by the court in such action. 

 
 IX.  CANCELLATION 
 
 This MOU is subject to cancellation for conflict of interest without penalty or further obligation 

as provided by A.R.S. § 38-511. 
 
X.  INDEMNITY 
 
Each party (as indemnitor) agrees to indemnify, defend and hold harmless the other party (as 
indemnitee) from and against any and all claims, losses, liability, costs, or expenses, including 
reasonable attorneys fees, arising out of bodily injury or death of any person, or any property 
damage, but only to the extent that such claims which result in vicarious/derivative liability to 
the indemnitee, are not caused by the act, omission, negligence, misconduct, or other fault of the 
indemnitor, its officers, officials, agents, employees or volunteers in the performance of this 
MOU. 
 
XI.  ASSIGNMENT 
 
This MOU is non-assignable in whole or in part by either party without the written consent of the 
other party. 
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XII. THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARIES 
 
Only the parties may enforce this MOU. The parties do not intend through this MOU to confer 
enforceable rights on any non-party or create any third party beneficiaries to this MOU. 
 
XIII. PAYMENT AMOUNTS RENEWAL AND ADJUSTMENT 
 
Cochise County reserves the right to adjust the payment amounts it receives under this 
Agreement in the event of an applicable utility charge increase or if it determines the amounts 
initially agreed upon are insufficient to cover the costs incurred by the County.  
 
XIV.   ENTIRE AGREEMENT 
 
This document constitutes the entire agreement between the parties with respect to the subject 
matter contained herein and shall supersede any and all previous proposals, discussions or 
agreements either oral or written.   The Agreement shall not be modified or amended except by 
written instrument signed by a duly authorized representative of each party. 
 
This Agreement is hereby approved by the respective parties on this _____ day of 
_______________, 2012. 
 
 
 
Approved by the County of Cochise     Approved by: 
 
_____________________________   ___________________________ 
Richard R. Searle, Chairman    Jennifer "Ginger" Ryan, Director 
Cochise County Board of Supervisors   Chiricahua Community Health Centers, Inc. 
 
 
Attest:       Approved by: 
 
 
_____________________________   ___________________________ 
Katie Howard, Clerk of the Board                Mary Gomez, Director 
       Cochise Health and Social Services 
 
Approved as to form:      
 
 
_____________________________    
Deputy County Attorney     
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    Action      27.             
Regular Board of Supervisors Meeting Health             
Meeting Date: 08/14/2012  

First Things First - Parents as Teachers Program
Submitted By: Jennifer Steiger, Health & Social

Services
Department: Health & Social Services

Presentation: No A/V Presentation Recommendation: Approve

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

0

NAME 
of PRESENTER: 

Mary Gomez TITLE 
of PRESENTER: 

CHSS
Director

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

REMINDER: You will use this Agenda Item template if your item involves a Grant (whether a
new or renewal grant).  You also must attach the Grant Approval Form to the
item before Finance will approve it. Select the SPECIAL LINKS on your left-hand
menu and Click on "Grant Approval Form". Then complete the form, save it and
attach it to your item (on the Attachments tab). 

Information
Agenda Item Text:
Approve the new subcontract, First Things First – Parents as Teachers, between the Easter Seals Blake
Foundation and Cochise Health & Social Services, in the amount of $287,439, for the period of 7/1/12 to
6/30/13.

Background:
The CHSS Prevention Services Division has received the Health Start grant from Arizona Department of
Health Services (ADHS) for over 15 years. Health Start promotes healthy families and pregnancies
among county residents, addressing women with a risk factor for pregnancy and post partum issues. The
purpose is to reduce those risks through a community health worker program where medically trained
community members act as a guide and mentor starting with the pregnancy and ending after the first two
years of the child’s life.

Currently ADHS funds 3 community health workers to serve approximately 200 women per year. There
are approximately 3000 families in Cochise County with pregnant woman and/or children under age two
(2). We have been looking for a way to expand our services to this population.

Recently CHSS has partnered with Easter Seals Blake Foundation (ESBF) in order to respond to the
new First Things First RFGA which focuses serving this population using evidence-based home visiting
curriculum. CHSS/ESBF submitted a proposal based on the “Parents As Teachers” (PAT)
evidence-based home visiting curriculum and received award notice in June, 2012. The total amount of
this grant will allow CHSS to hire 4 new Health Educators and ESBF to hire 4 new Health Educators and
together we plan to serve 200 additional families with a more intensive home visiting program.

Department's Next Steps (if approved):
Your approvals are respectfully requested.



Impact of NOT Approving/Alternatives:
If this contract is not approved it will result in the loss of this grant-funded expansion of services to
approximately 200 at-risk pregnant women and parenting families in Cochise County.

To BOS Staff: Document Disposition/Follow-Up:
A fully executed original will be sent to the Clerk of the Board for filing.

Fiscal Impact
Fiscal Year: 2012-2013
One-time Fixed Costs? ($$$):
Ongoing Costs? ($$$):
County Match Required? ($$$):
A-87 Overhead Amt? (Co. Cost Allocation $$$): 101,937
Source of Funding?: Easter Seals Blake Foundation

Fiscal Impact & Funding Sources (if known):
This is a grant-funded, fixed price program from First Things First Cochise Regional Council in the
amount of $600,000. The CHSS share would be $287,439. 

The net county subsidy is calculated as follows (projected salaries/EREs are for the twelve-month
funding cycle and reflect the requested staffing level above):

Projected salaries & ERE's:  $216,980
A-87 Overhead @ 46.98%:  $101,937
Authorized OH:                    $ 26,131
Net County Subsidy:            $ 75,806

Attachments
ESBF New Subgrant 8-12
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	By clarifying and adding to the definitions found in Article 2 of the Zoning Regulations, Custom Butchering/Meat Curing/Processing and On-site Ag-processing emerge as the agricultural related land uses which generate much less intense off-site impacts...
	IV. Special use permits and setbacks
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	To encourage agricultural activities in Cochise County, Staff recommends that such activities be allowed as permitted uses, with the trade-off of greater setbacks in order to mitigate potential off-site impacts.  Greater setbacks would also result in ...
	Note that while the Zoning Regulations permitting lower impacting agricultural uses would be relaxed by these text changes, the amendments proposed would impose more restrictions on the higher impacting uses because these operations can be among the m...
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	Through:  Michael J. Ortega, County Administrator
	FROM: Beverly Wilson, Senior Planner
	SUBJECT: Extension of Assurance Agreement, Red Hawk II Units 2 & 3 Subdivision
	DATE: July 18, 2012 for the August 14, 2012 Meeting
	This item is a request for an extension of an Assurance Agreement for the Red Hawk II Units 2 & 3 Subdivision.  The subdivision consists of 192 lots, and is located south of Interstate 10 on J-6 Ranch Road.  The Board of Supervisors approved the final...
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