MINUTES
WORK SESSION - GENERAL PLAN UPDATE
THE PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
COUNCIL CHAMBERS STE. 106 - 473 S. Main Street
THURSDAY APRIL 23, 2015
6:00PM

Note: Work Sessions are being held over the next 12 months to update the General Plan. Public
participation and participation and input is encouraged during this process. Work Sessions will end no later
than 8:30 p.m., and it is possible that some items will be carried over to a subsequent meeting. In addition, a
majority of Council members may be present at these meetings. It is important to note that the voters
will ultimately approve the General Plan in an election. If you have questions regarding these work
sessions, elements of the General Plan, public participation, etc., please contact Community Development
Director Mike Jenkins at (928) 554-0051 or visit our website at www.campverde.az.gov

1.

Call to Order
The meeting was called to order at 6:01 pm by Chairman Davis.
Roll Call

Chairman Davis and Commissioners Blue, Burnside, Hisrich, and Norton are present.
Vice Chairman Freeman and Commissioner Parrish are absent.

Also present is Community Development Director Michael Jenkins, Assistant Planner
Jenna Owens and Recording Secretary Kendall Welch.

Pledge of Allegiance
The Pledge of Allegiance was let by Commissioner Burnside.

Consent Agenda - All those items listed below may be enacted upon by one motion and
approved as Consent Agenda ltems. Any item may be removed from the Consent
Agenda and considered as a separate item if a member of Commission so requests.
a. Approval of Minutes:

April 09, 2015 — General Plan Work Session
b. Set Next Meeting, Date and Time:

May 14, 2015 - General Plan Work Session

A motion was made by Commissioner Norton to approve the minutes and to set the next
General Plan Work Session meeting date for Thursday, May 14, 2015. The motion was
seconded by Commissioner Blue. All were in favor, motion passes unanimously.

Update on Chapter 3 Land Use table calculations on pages 3.1 and 3.2 & 3.3.
Note: Tables not included in packet, verbal update.

Chairman Davis requested Community Development Director Michael Jenkins start the
discussion on this agenda item.

Jenkins stated that Yavapai County GIS staff was unavailable to check the table values
and calculations at this time. Jenkins subsequently took it upon himself to use tools
available to the public on Yavapai County’s GIS website to double check the table values
and calculations. While most of the calculations appeared to be fairly accurate there
were a few minor discrepancies. Jenkins stated that he has been able to isolate these
discrepancies.

Chairman Davis requested to see both the calculations, as well as the relationships
behind the table line items at the next meeting. Community Development Director
Michael Jenkins confirmed his request and stated that the data will be available for
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discussion and review at the next meeting.

Hearing no more questions or discussion on this agenda item, Chairman Davis moved on
to the next agenda item.

Discussion, Public Input and Commission Consensus on the introduction for the
260 West Character Area language.

Chairman Davis requested Commissioner Norton take the lead on this agenda item,
complimenting Norton on his work. Commissioner Burnside agreed with Davis, stating
that it was very modern and very well written. Commissioner Norton expressed thanks to
Kathy Davis, as she also helped to write the introduction to the 260 West Character Area.

There was a brief interruption in discussion at this time as Steve Goetting asked for
clarification as to where the item was in the agenda packet.

Chairman Davis clarified the location of current discussion in the agenda packet for
everyone in the audience. Davis also gave the Commission and the audience a moment
to read the proposed changes to the 260 West Character Area Introduction, asking for
any input or proposed changes.

Commissioner Burnside requested the removal of the word "tribal lands” in the second to
last paragraph and proposed “iribal lands” be referred to as the “Yavapai-Apache Nation”
or something similar. All Commissioners were in agreement and consensus was given to
make the change.

Hearing no other comments or discussion on this agenda item, the Commission gave
consensus to approve the 260 West Character Area Introduction as written.

Discussion, Public Input and Commission Consensus for Chapter 5 Growth Area.
Note: Version one with strikeouts and Version two without strikeouts provided.

Chairman Davis provided a brief explanation as to why there are two different versions of
the Growth Area Element included in the agenda packet. One is being provided for ease
of reading, the other to illustrate the various track changes made to the document.

Commissioner Hisrich asked Chairman Davis to explain the reason for the reorganization
of the document. Chairman Davis stated that “State Requirements” was struck as it was
a repeat of information that had already been stated. Davis also stated that some
“Implementation Guidelines™ really belonged under the "Vision Statement” so they were
relocated. "Goals” were reorganized using a similar process.

Tony Gicia commented that the “State Requirements” actually came from the Growing
Smarter Legislation. Gioia stated that he believed growth should pay for itself and asked
the Commission to look into adding back statemenis regarding assurances being
required for developers in order to help pay for infrastructure improvements

Commissioner Burnside requested the first sentence of the Vision Statement read; “The
Town of Camp Verde will become a sustainable community...” Commissioner Hisrich
disagreed with the change and prefers the statement read “The Town of Camp Verde will
be a sustainable community...” Commissioner Hisrich also asked if perhaps this
statement covers the request made by Gioia concerning assurances, and paying for
infrastructure improvements. Gioia stated that the sentence did not, and that really they
are talking about two separate issues.

Hearing no additional arguments or concerns, the first sentence of the Vision Statement
is to remain as it was in the 2005 General Plan, “The Town of Camp Verde will be a
sustainable community...”



Chairman Davis requested the first paragraph of the “State Requirements” be struck, due
to the fact it is a repeat of information and does not need to be said again. Commissioner
Burnside agreed with Davis and also recommended striking the first paragraph. Hearing
no other comments, a consensus was reached among the Commission to strike the first
paragraph of “State Requirements”.

Commissioner Blue suggested the third bullet point of the “State Requirements” be
changed to read “Encourage the public and private construction of timely and financially
sound infrastructure expansion...” Commissicner Burnside disagreed stating that the
bullet point should read as Arizona State Statute reads. Chairman Davis disagreed with
Burnside stating he felt there was leeway to change a word here or a word there given
the context. Steve Goetting commented that the Arizona State Statute reads “Promote
the public and private construction of timely and financially sound infrastructure
expansion...” Commissioner Burnside suggested a compromise of citing Arizona State
Statute then adding additional wording underneath in a new paragraph.

After further discussion a consensus was reached amongst the Commission to leave the
wording on the third bullet point alone so that it reads as it appears in Arizona State
Statutes. The Commission also reached consensus that the three bullet points
underneath “State Requirements” should be relocated to the first paragraph of “Potential
Growth Areas™. The “Potential Growth Areas” paragraph now reads:
“This plan identifies areas suitable for planned multi-modal transpertation and
infrastructure expansion including but not limited to water and sewer. According
to Arizona Revised State Statute, ARS §9-461.05, the Growth Area Element
should include policies and implementation strategies that are designed to:

» Make automobile, transit and other multi-modal circulation more
efficient, make infrastructure expansion more economical and
provide for a rational pattern of land development.

* Conserve significant natural resources and open space areas in the
growth area and coordinate their location to similar areas outside the
growth area’s boundaries.

¢ Promote the public and private construction of timely and financially
sound infrastructure expansion through the use of infrastructure
funding and financial planning that is coordinated with development
acfivity.”

The focus of the meeting then shifted to the current Growth Area Map and
recommendations of Growth Area addition/deletions made by the Growth Area
subcommittee.

Chairman Davis gave a brief overview of subcommittee discussions regarding the
proposed changes indicated on the map. Chairman Davis recommended they start with
the area outlined on the map as “D" which is located along State Route 260 near
McCracken.

Tony Gioia cautioned the Commission that when an area is designated as a "Growth
Area” it no longer needs a General Plan amendment. Davis asked Community
Development Director Michael Jenkins fo explain the differences between Major and
Minor General Plan Amendments. Jenkins responded that while the procedure is similar
there are some differences such as public notification requirements.

Commissioner Burnside questioned what the Town’s current growth areas are, and if the
Town could run into a takings issue if an area currently designated as a "Growth Area” is
removed. Chairman Davis replied that he did not believe there would be an issue.
Burnside referenced the area indicated on the map as “D” specifically. Community
Development Director Michael Jenkins commented that the property owners most likely
affected by removing “D” out of the Growth Area would be the Town of Camp Verde and
the U.S. Forest Service. Chairman Davis asked for clarification as to why the Town of
Camp Verde even placed a piece of property, now dedicated as a future park, in a
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“Growth Area”. Tony Gioia responded that the land originally belonged to the U.S. Forest
Service, and at the time of auction it was believed the land was going to be purchased by
developers.

Chairman Davis suggested Community Development Director Michael Jenkins check
with the Town Attorney to see if there could be a possible takings issue and to report
back to the Commission at a later date with his findings.

Commissioner Norton stated that he was a bit confused on the area involved.
Commissioner Hisrich stated that he too was confused and asked what the impacts are if
the Town does not have property within a "Growth Area”. Tony Gioia cautioned that
developers are looking for clarity on "Growth Areas” and that leaving property designated
as a "park” in a “Growth Area" sends mixed messages to potential developers.

After further discussion the Commission reached consensus to remove area "D from the
Growth Area Map — pending attorney comments on the takings issue. Likewise item “D"
on page two of the Growth Area Element should remain stricken if the area is removed.

Chairman Davis then shifted to area “A’, located along State Route 260 near Steve
Coury. Commissioner Norton asked what the reason was for wanting to add the area
into the “Growth Area”. Chairman Davis responded that area “A” is a natural place for
development given its proximity to Steve Coury. Commissioner Burnside questioned the
need for discussion of property annexation on the other side of State Route 260.
Chairman Davis responded that it was a topic of discussion best suited for a later date.

Hearing no further discussion the Commission reached consensus to add area “A” {o the
Growth Area Map. Likewise item “A” on page two of the Growth Area Element should be
revised to take into account the addition of lands.

Chairman Davis then asked for clarification of the history behind the "Growth Area”
marked “B" located off I-17 near the State Route 260 Interchange. Tony Gioia gave a
brief overview of the Ruskin Land Trade that never came to fruition. Chairman Davis
suggested the removal of this area from the “Growth Area” map due to the Salt Mine
Character Area. Commissioner Burnside disagreed and commented that we should
leave the area “as is”. Commission Norton agreed with Chairman Davis that the area
should be removed. Commissioner Blue stated that the area should not be removed as
we should be encouraging any and all growth within the Town. Commissioner Hisrich
agreed with Burnside and Blue, and stated that it was ok to leave as a “Growth Area”.

Hearing no further comments or arguments, the majority consensus of the Commission is
to leave area “B” on the Growth Area Map. Likewise item “B” on page two of the Growth
Area Element should be combined with area “A” as it really is part of a singular "Growth
Area”.

The last growth area discussed was indicated on the Growth Area Map as area “C”
located along both sides of State Route 260 towards Finnie Flat Road. Commissioner
Blue stated that he felt this area is natural to include in the “Growth Area’. Commissioner
Hisrich agreed that it is a great area for growth, but commented that the area is currently
backfilling, and that by designating the area as a "Growth Area” could potentially cause
other issues. Commissioner Norfon stated he was a bit confused and asked the
Commission for clarification on what they are trying to accomplish. Norton cautioned the
Commission to keep in mind the voter's perception. Commissioner Burnside commented
that area “C" is an infill area.

Hearing no further discussion or comments the majority consensus of the Commission is
that area “C” on the Growth Area Map should not be added. Chairman Davis indicated
that proposed wording for area “C” on page two of the Growth Area Element should be
struck since the area is not being designated as a “Growth Area” at this time.
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Discussion then shifted back to the paragraph “Potential Growth Areas” on page one of
the Growth Area Element.

Commissioner Burnside brought to the Commission's attention that the 260 Woest
Character Area under item “A” is located “Northwest’ not “Northeast” and requested the
change be made. The Commission agreed it should read “Northwest’. Chairman Davis
also requested the addition of the word “along” within that same sentence to make it read
correctly. The Commission agreed. Commissioner Burnside requested that “Camp
Verde” be referred to as “The Town of Camp Verde” and that “Cottonwood” should be
referred to “The City of Cottonwood’. Commissioner Hisrich stated he thought item "A”
should begin with “Camp Verde’'s growth area” or something similar.

After further discussion the Commission reached a consensus that item “A” should read
“A: Camp Verde's growth area located northwest of I-17 and along State Route 260 to
the Town's northwest border is suitable for further development and links the Town of
Camp Verde to the City of Cottonwood.”

Commissioner Hisrich requested item “A.1” under Implementation Strategy read "Direct
commercial development to areas currently located on major collector roads where water,
sewer and electric are existing or anticipated.” All Commissioners were in consensus to
make the change.

Chairman Davis questioned if item “A.2" should be moved before item “A.1". There was
no consensus of the Commission on this item.

Tony Gioia suggested itern “E.3” be relocated to replace item “A.3". Commissioner
Hisrich stated he felt that item “D.2" would fit better. Gioia disagreed. Chairman Davis
asked the Commission and audience for input as to how the statement(s) could be
rewritten to fit. Commissioner Burnside requested the statements remain sfricken as the
issues are already taken care of in Town Code. Gioia cautioned that some requirements
in Town Code can be waived by Town Council. Community Development Director
Michael Jenkins confirmed Gioia's statement. Chairman Davis suggested that this
particular issue be tabled and discussed during the next subcommittee meeting. There
was Commission consensus to table this item.

Commissioner Burnside suggested goal “B” be revised to read “Encourage scenic buffers
and safe access from State Route 260 to areas designated for development.” Tony Gioia
added that this goal came from residents who wanted to see the hills along State Route
260 and not big box stores. Commissioner Hisrich added that he dislikes the word
“encourage”. Tom Pitts agreed with Commissioner Burnside. Chairman Davis
suggested the goal be taken back to the subcommittee for further work. There was
Commission consensus to table this item.

Chairman Davis requested goal “C” and goal “D” be stricken as they no longer apply.
The Commission agreed. Chairman Davis also requested that goal “A” be revised in the
next subcommittee meeting. The Commission agreed.

Commissioner Hisrich commented that he prefers goal “F" to goal "D”.
Chairman Davis requested goal “G” be discussed at a later date and also suggested to
remove goal "H” so that it doesn't create confusion within the Growth Area Element. The

Commission agreed, and also agreed that the “Implementation Guidelines” should remain
for the time being.

Adjournment



On a motion made by Commissioner Hisrich, seconded by Commissioner Blue, the
Commission unanimously agreed to adjourn the meeting at 8:04 p.m.

Next Sub-Committee Meetings Next General Plan Work Sessions
May 6, 2015 May 14, 2015
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CERTIFICATION I hereby certify that the foregoing Minutes are a true and accurate accounting of the
actions of the Planning & Zoning Commission of the Town of Camp Verde during the Special Session of the
Planning & Zoning Commission of the Town of Camp Verde, Arizona, held on the 23rd day of April, 2015. |
further certify that the meeting was duly called and held and that a quorum was present.

Dated this_ L of 1 V)X 2015,

gendaﬁ \LA?elch, Recoglng Secretary




