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Report to the Board of Supervisors 
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department  

 
Commission Hearing Date: March 27, 2014 
 
Board Hearing Date: April 23, 2014 
 
Case # / Title:  TA2013004 – Exemption for building/structures existing prior to 

1/1/2000    
 
Agenda Item:   3 
 
Supervisor District: All 
 
Applicant: Commission initiated 
 
Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Local Additions & 

Addenda (MCLAA), Sec. 205, Building Permit Exceptions to exempt 
construction of buildings and other structures that have been in 
existence prior to January 1, 2000, from the requirement to obtain a 
Building Permit 

    
Support/Opposition: No known opposition. One email of support. 
 
Staff 
Recommendation: Approve 
 
BCAB  
Recommendation: Approve 
 
Commission   

 Recommendation: Approve 
 
Additional 
Comments:  There are no updates since the Commission report. TA2013004 has 

been processed through the County’s enhanced regulatory 
outreach program (EROP).  This is intended to improve customer 
service and reduce regulatory burden.  It will bring the critical date 
for a building permit requirement in alignment with that for 
drainage clearance and zoning clearance in the Maricopa 
County Zoning Ordinance – which is January 1, 2000. The regulatory 
amendment will take effect 30 days after Board approval. The 
proposed language is a new paragraph to be added to MCLAA, 
Sec. 205: 
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A building permit shall not be required for a building or structure that was existing, or 
any use of land that was lawfully existing, as of January 1, 2000 or as of the effective 
date of subsequent amendments to this regulation provided there are no visible signs of 
defects or unsafe conditions. When verification is required by the Building Official a 
Certificate of Observable Compliance from a third party Registered Architect or 
Structural Engineer must be submitted. 

 
 
 
 
Presented by:  Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director 
 
Attachments: DRAFT minutes of the 3/27/14 Commission hearing – not available as of 

the writing of this report but will be provided later under separate cover 
when available. 

 3/27/14 Commission packet (12 pages)  



























 
 
 
 
 

 

501 N. 44th St. # 200 
Phoenix, AZ 85008 
Phone: (602) 506-7139 
Fax: (602) 506-3711 
www.maricopa.gov/planning 

Maricopa County 
Planning & Development Department 
 

Date:  April 23, 2014 
To:   Board of Supervisors 
From:  Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director 
Subject: TA2013004 
 
The following email thread was a result of EROP comments after the staff report for 
this hearing was posted online. 
 
 

From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX  
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2014 10:15 AM 
To: 'BARNY182@HOTMAIL.COM' 
Subject: RE: Regulatory Outreach 
 
Sir: thank you for your comments. Your support for TA2013004 is noted. This email 
will be handed out at the 4/23 BOS public hearing. Darren 
 
[Signature block snipped] 

-------------------------------------------  
From: barny182@hotmail.com[SMTP:BARNY182@HOTMAIL.COM]  
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2014 5:07:41 AM  
To: Regulatory  
Subject: Regulatory Outreach  
Auto forwarded by a Rule 

Citizen Comments 

Issue: PD-TA2013004 – Exemption for Building/Structures Existing Prior to 1/1/2000 
 
Citizen's Name: john john 
Organization: nbCOlcpGAAjqf 
City: New York 
Zip: 47355 
Phone Number: 92107198269 
Phone Type: work 
Email: barny182@hotmail.com 
 
Does citizen want to be contacted: yes 

 
Comment is regarding: express support 

 
Comments: 
vLeEY0 http://www.QS3PE5ZGdxC9IoVKTAPT2DBYpPkMKqfz.com 
 
Time of Request: 4/11/2014 5:07:41 AM 
 

 

mailto:barny182@hotmail.com[SMTP:BARNY182@HOTMAIL.COM
mailto:barny182@hotmail.com
http://www.qs3pe5zgdxc9iovktapt2dbyppkmkqfz.com/
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Report to the Board of Supervisors 
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department  

 
Commission Hearing Date: March 27, 2014 
 
Board Hearing Date: April 23, 2014 
 
Case # / Title:  TA2013006 – Location of Parking    
 
Agenda Item:   4 
 
Supervisor District: All 
 
Applicant: Commission initiated 
 
Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance 

(MCZO), Article 1102 regarding the location of parking spaces in 
relation to the use served 

    
Support/Opposition: No known opposition. One email of support. 
 
Staff 
Recommendation: Approve 
 
Commission   

 Recommendation: Approve 
 
Additional 
Comments:  There are no updates since the Commission report. TA2013006 has 

been processed through the County’s enhanced regulatory 
outreach program (EROP).  This is intended to improve customer 
service and reduce regulatory burden.  This regulatory amendment 
will permit off-site parking spaces to be located across a local or 
collector street from the use served; and to permit parking spaces 
to be located across an arterial street or more than a distance of 
600’ from the use served with an approved valet parking plan.  The 
regulatory amendment will take effect 30 days after Board 
approval. The proposed language is: 

 
1102.3.1. Parking spaces shall be located on the same lot as the use they are intended 
to serve, or within 600 feet of the use to be served provided assurances are supplied to 
the Zoning Administrator that the off-site parking will be continuously available during 
normal business hours of the use to be served.  
 
1102.3.2. Parking spaces shall be located such that each space has access to the use 
to be served without crossing an public or private arterial street, or a railroad right-of-
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way, unless requirement is waived by the Zoning Administrator due to an approved 
valet parking plan or other provision. 
 
1102.3.3. The number and location of required parking spaces, and the distance of 
parking spaces from the use to be served, may be waived by the Zoning Administrator 
with an approved valet parking plan. 

 
 
 
 
Presented by:  Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director 
 
Attachments: DRAFT minutes of the 3/27/14 Commission hearing – not available as of 

the writing of this report but will be provided later under separate cover 
when available. 

 3/27/14 Commission packet (3 pages)  
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Report to the Board of Supervisors 
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department  

 
Commission Hearing Date: March 27, 2014 
 
Board Hearing Date: April 23, 2014 
 
Case # / Title:  TA2013007 – Temporary Uses  
 
Agenda Item:   5 
 
Supervisor District: All 
 
Applicant: Commission initiated 
 
Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance 

(MCZO), Section 1302, to permit Temporary Uses as an 
administrative remedy of a zoning violation 

    
Support/Opposition: No known opposition. One email of support. 
 
Staff 
Recommendation: Approve 
 
Commission   

 Recommendation: Approve 
 
Additional 
Comments:  There are no updates since the Commission report. TA2013007 has 

been processed through the County’s enhanced regulatory 
outreach program (EROP).  This is intended to improve customer 
service and reduce regulatory burden.  This regulatory amendment 
will allow an existing land use that is the subject of a zoning 
violation to obtain a temporary use permit approval to permit the 
use to continue for a limited period as an exit strategy or until 
proper long-term zoning entitlement is approved.  The regulatory 
amendment will take effect 30 days after Board approval.  The 
proposed language is: 

 
SECTION 1302. TEMPORARY USES  
 
The uses, buildings and structures permitted in this Section shall be established and 
maintained so as to provide minimum interference with the use and enjoyment of 
neighboring uses, buildings and structures and to ensure public health, safety and 
convenience. Temporary uses shall only be permitted as authorized within this Chapter. 



 

April 23, 2014 BOS 
P&Z Agenda Item: 5 - case TA2013007 

Page 2 of 2 

 
ARTICLE 1302.1. PURPOSE:  
 
1302.1.1. The provisions of this article are based on the recognition of buildings, 
structures and uses which, because of their unique characteristics:  
 
1. Should not be permitted on a permanent or long-term basis, but which may be either 
necessary or desirable for a limited period of time; provided, however, a temporary use 
may be approved, even where such use may be appropriate on a permanent or 
long-term basis, where the purpose of the temporary use permit is to allow an applicant 
to satisfy a plan of compliance entered into with the County to remedy a violation of 
this Ordinance, or  
 
2. Requires careful regulation especially regarding location, duration of use and 
operation. 

 
 
 
 
Presented by:  Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director 
 
Attachments: DRAFT minutes of the 3/27/14 Commission hearing – not available as of 

the writing of this report but will be provided later under separate cover 
when available. 

 3/27/14 Commission packet (3 pages)  
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Report to the Board of Supervisors 
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department  

 
Commission Hearing Date: March 27, 2014 
 
Board Hearing Date: April 23, 2014 
 
Case # / Title:  TA2013008 – Amendment to Licensing Time Frames 

Ordinance No. P-30 per HB 2443    
 
Agenda Item:   6 
 
Supervisor District: All 
 
Applicant: Commission initiated 
 
Request: Text Amendment to Maricopa County Ordinance No. P-30 

regarding licensing time frames 
    
Support/Opposition: No known opposition. One email of support. 
 
Staff 
Recommendation: Approve 
 
Commission   

 Recommendation: Approve 
 
Additional 
Comments:  There are no updates since the Commission report. TA2013008 has 

been processed through the County’s enhanced regulatory 
outreach program (EROP).  This is a general ordinance applicable 
to all County regulatory agencies.  This regulatory amendment is a 
housekeeping item to update the ordinance with regard to 
changes already effective and implemented due to changes in 
State law per HB 2443.  A leg-edit version of the proposed 
ordinance amendment is attached to the Commission report.  The 
regulatory amendment will take effect 30 days after Board 
approval.   

 
 
 
Presented by:  Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director 
 
Attachments: DRAFT minutes of the 3/27/14 Commission hearing – not available as of 

the writing of this report but will be provided later under separate cover 
when available. 

 3/27/14 Commission packet (28 pages)  
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Report to the Board of Supervisors 
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department  

 
Commission Hearing Date: March 27, 2014 
 
Board Hearing Date: April 23, 2014 
 
Case # / Title:  TA2013009 – Setbacks  
 
Agenda Item:   7 
 
Supervisor District: All 
 
Applicant: Commission initiated 
 
Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance 

(MCZO), to delete language from the definitions of “Yard”, “Front 
Yard”, “Rear Yard” and “Side Yard” in Chapter 2 and delete 
language from Article 1110.6.2 regarding setbacks 

    
Support/Opposition: No known opposition. One email of support. One emailed question. 

Also one email thread discussion that was handed out at the 
Commission hearing, attached. 

 
Staff 
Recommendation: Approve 
 
Commission   

 Recommendation: Approve 
 
Additional 
Comments:  There are no updates since the Commission report. TA2013007 has 

been processed through the County’s enhanced regulatory 
outreach program (EROP).  This is intended to improve customer 
service and reduce regulatory burden.  This regulatory amendment 
will revise ordinance language to simplify setback measurement - 
so that setbacks will be measured from the lot line to the building at 
grade and that ordinary projections above grade may encroach 
up to 2’ into any required yard. The regulatory amendment will 
take effect 30 days after Board approval.  The proposed language 
is: 

 
SECTION 201. DEFINITIONS 
 
Yard: The open space at grade level between a building and adjoining lot lines, 
unoccupied and unobstructed by any portion of a structure from the ground upward, 
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except as otherwise provided in the Ordinance. In measuring a yard for the purpose of 
determining the width of a side yard, the depth of a front yard or the depth of a rear 
yard, the minimum horizontal distance between the lot line and the principal building is 
to be used; however, on any lot wherein a setback line has been established by the 
regulations of this Ordinance for any street abutting the lot, such measurement is to be 
taken from the principal building to the setback line (see “YARD, REQUIRED”). 
 
Yard, Front:  A yard extending across the front width of a lot and being the minimum 
horizontal distance between the street line and the principal building or any projection 
thereof, other than steps, unenclosed balconies and unenclosed porches. The front 
yard of a corner lot is the yard adjacent to the designated front lot line. 
 
Yard, Rear:  A yard extending between the side lot lines and being the minimum 
horizontal distance between the rear lot line and the principal building or any 
projection thereof, other than steps, unenclosed balconies and unenclosed porches. 
On corner lots and interior lots, the rear yard is in all cases at the opposite end of the lot 
from the front yard. 
 
Yard, Side:  A yard between the building and the side lot line of a lot and extending 
from the front yard to the rear yard and being the minimum horizontal distance 
between a side lot line and the side of the  principal building or any projection thereof, 
other than steps, unenclosed balconies and unenclosed porches. An interior side yard is 
defined as the side yard adjacent to a common lot line. 
 
SECTION 1110. ADDITIONAL YARD AND OPEN SPACE REGULATIONS 
 
Article 1110.6. Exceptions: Every part of a required yard shall be open to the sky, 
unobstructed, except as enumerated in the following: 
 
1110.6.2. Ordinary projections of window sills, cornices, eaves and other ornamental 
features may project a distance not exceeding two feet (2’) into any required yard, 
except that in the case of accessory buildings in the required rear yard and /or the 
required side yard this projections shall not exceed one foot beyond the walls of such 
accessory building. 

 
 
 
Presented by:  Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director 
 
Attachments: Email thread discussion handed out at Commission hearing (3 pages) 
 DRAFT minutes of the 3/27/14 Commission hearing – not available as of 

the writing of this report but will be provided later under separate cover 
when available. 

 3/27/14 Commission packet (7  pages)  



 
From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX  
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 4:44 PM 
To: 'Rusdon Ray' 
Subject: RE: EROP Comment -TA2013009 
 
This entire thread will be printed and handed out at the hearing tomorrow. Please note that it 
will be held in the BOS Auditorium at 9:30 a.m. 
 
From: Rusdon Ray [mailto:houseplansinaweek@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 8:24 AM 
To: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX 
Subject: RE: EROP Comment -TA2013009 
 
Thanks Darren. That would be great to include the email if that's alright. I try not to write anything 
that I don't want others to see. Thanks for thinking to include it. We have to let those passing the 
codes know what is happening. I know,   with how it all works, that adopting the new codes is 
much easier than not adopting the new codes, but something must be done. We've tried not to 
just complain. We've put together a simple and logical solution to the issue of the ICC codes and 
the code adoption process but it is much bigger than anything the EROP has recommended. It 
maintains all the vital or life-safety issues of the code while allowing the rest to be voluntary like 
the energy codes and to be regulated by the free enterprise system which is a proven and a 
preferred regulator of quality and efficiency than government at its best. This idea that we have 
proposed has not been taken seriously by those in the building department since they took it as 
an insult or critique to what they are doing now. No doubt there were some who also recognized it 
as a loss of power or regulating authority, but I believe it will be better for them as well as better 
for the building industry and better for the future building of the American dream for generations 
to come. The plan we have is not complicated and will not significantly change the current 
process while at the same time eliminating the vast majority of the complaints and nonsensical 
issues of the recent out-of-control process, soon to be worse with future code adoptions. I would 
love to present and share this idea if invited to do so but feel that it would be seen as too extreme 
if presented to the EROP now without being invited to do so. It would take 5 minutes to explain for 
all to understand. I'm sure there will be issues to clarify and things o work out but that's if others 
take the idea seriously first. 
 

Rusdon Ray 
GER Drafting Services 
2243 E. Claxton 
Gilbert, AZ 85297 
(480)988-2472 Office 
www.houseplansinaweek.com 
  
 

The Defenders of Liberty 
God - Religion - Freedom - Peace - Family 

 
From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX [mailto:DarrenGerard@mail.maricopa.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, March 25, 2014 7:39 PM 
To: Rusdon Ray 
Subject: RE: EROP Comment -TA2013009 
 



Sir: did you want this email thread included as a handout for TA2013009 at the 3/27 P&Z 
hearing?  I’m assuming not and that this is an informal conversation, and thus will not include it 
as a handout/attachment.  Please advise if my understanding is incorrect. 
 
From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX  
Sent: Tuesday, March 25, 2014 7:38 PM 
To: 'Rusdon Ray' 
Subject: RE: EROP Comment -TA2013009 
 
Sorry for the tardy response.  I’ll defer to Tom Ewers, Building Official with regard to the number 
of pages in the 2012 international codes.  I do support the county’s consistent and transparent 
Enhanced Regulatory Outreach Program which includes public meetings before citizen 
appointed boards/committees.  The EROP process gave citizens such as yourself voice to express 
support, concern, opposition, suggestion to regulatory adoptions.  The green construction and 
energy conservation codes were adopted as voluntary based upon input from you and others.  
 
From: Rusdon Ray [mailto:houseplansinaweek@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2014 8:20 AM 
To: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX 
Subject: RE: EROP Comment -TA2013009 
 
Darren, 
You are correct. This one little relatively insignificant issue of measuring to stucco vs the stem 
wall is a zoning issue. You are also correct that the vast majority of the amendments have been 
relaxing regulation. However, that statement is grossly misleading. While it is true that the 
amendments have for the most part all been reductions in regulation, but the recent 2012 ICC 
code adoption was the largest increase in government regulation on private property in the history 
of Maricopa County despite the amendments. (We have witnessed it and felt its affects along with 
the home owners.) Maricopa County relaxes a couple of  items with amendments and advertises 
the code adoption as reduction in regulation. We see right through it.  
However, it could be a reduction in the future if we were to stop the mindless adoption of the ICC 
codes and then only adopt new reductions or relaxations to the existing codes. The 2015 ICC 
codes are far worse than even the 2012 codes and the 2018 codes are far worse even still. Do 
you support the ICC code adoption process and this ever growing exponential increase to 
government regulation? 
 

Rusdon Ray 
GER Drafting Services 
2243 E. Claxton 
Gilbert, AZ 85297 
(480)988-2472 Office 
www.houseplansinaweek.com 
  
 

The Defenders of Liberty 
God - Religion - Freedom - Peace - Family 

 
From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX [mailto:DarrenGerard@mail.maricopa.gov]  
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2014 3:22 PM 
To: Rusdon Ray 
Subject: RE: EROP Comment -TA2013009 



 
This particular regulatory amendment is with regard to the county’s zoning ordinance. But as 
with all our amendments the past three years, it’s a relaxing of regulation.  Thanks again for 
your comments. 
 
From: Rusdon Ray [mailto:houseplansinaweek@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2014 3:17 PM 
To: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX 
Subject: RE: EROP Comment -TA2013009 
 
Thanks Darren.  
Anything we can do to rein in these ICC codes and give choices and responsibility back to the 
people and the free market. These codes are getting out of hand - all with good intentions of 
course. But then again when has the growth of government ever been with bad intentions. If we 
are unable to stop these ICC Codes, we will have to learn by sad experience. "Government is 
not reason, nor eloquence. It is force. And like fire, it is a dangerous servant and a fearsome 
master". 
 

Rusdon Ray 
GER Drafting Services 
2243 E. Claxton 
Gilbert, AZ 85297 
(480)988-2472 Office 
www.houseplansinaweek.com 
  
 

The Defenders of Liberty 
God - Religion - Freedom - Peace - Family 

 
From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX [mailto:DarrenGerard@mail.maricopa.gov]  
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2014 2:36 PM 
To: HOUSEPLANSINAWEEK@GMAIL.COM 
Subject: RE: EROP Comment -TA2013009 
 
Sir: thank you for the comments. They will be provided to the P&Z Commission at the 3/27 
public hearing. Darren 
 
Darren V. Gérard, AICP, Deputy Director 
Maricopa County Planning & Development Department 
501 N. 44th St. # 200 Phoenix, AZ 85008 
602-506-7139, 602-506-3711 (fax) 
darrengerard@mail.maricopa.gov 
www.maricopa.gov/planning  
 

Your feedback is important ‐ Click HERE to let us know!  

-------------------------------------------  
From: houseplansinaweek@gmail.com[SMTP:HOUSEPLANSINAWEEK@GMAIL.COM]  
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 7:42:06 AM  
To: Regulatory  



Subject: Regulatory Outreach  
Auto forwarded by a Rule 

Citizen Comments 

Issue: PD-TA2013009 – Setbacks 
 
Citizen's Name: Rusdon Ray 
Organization: GER 
City: Gilbert 
Zip: 85297 
Phone Number: 480-988-2472 
Phone Type: work 
Email: houseplansinaweek@gmail.com 
 
Does citizen want to be contacted: no 

 
Comment is regarding: express support 

 
Comments: 
TA2013009-Setbacks Please pass this amendment allowing the Setbacks to be measured from 
the stem walls at grade rather than wall finished whatever they might end up being - stucco or 
stone or siding etc. 
 
Time of Request: 3/10/2014 7:42:06 AM 
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Report to the Board of Supervisors 
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department  

 
Commission Hearing Date: March 27, 2014 
 
Board Hearing Date: April 23, 2014 
 
Case # / Title:  TA2013010 – Hillside  
 
Agenda Item:   8 
 
Supervisor District: All 
 
Applicant: Commission initiated 
 
Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance 

(MCZO), Article 1201.2.1 to revise the Hillside measurement from 
areas of natural slope of 15% or greater within any horizontal 
distance with a 5’ elevation change to within any horizontal 
distance with a 10’ elevation change 

    
Support/Opposition: No known opposition. One email of support. 
 
Staff 
Recommendation: Approve 
 
Commission   

 Recommendation: Approve 
 
Additional 
Comments:  There are no updates since the Commission report. TA2013010 has 

been processed through the County’s enhanced regulatory 
outreach program (EROP). This is intended to improve customer 
service and reduce regulatory burden.  This regulatory amendment 
is intended to remove minor washes and small features from Hillside 
designation. The regulatory amendment will take effect 30 days 
after Board approval.  The proposed language is: 

 
Section 1201. HILLSIDE 
 
1201.2.1.  All portions of a lot, tract or parcel having a natural slope of 15% or greater 
within any horizontal distance with a ten foot (10’) five foot elevation change shall be 
subject to the regulations set forth in this Section. Any challenge to a determination by 
the Department that any portion of a lot, tract or parcel is subject to the regulations set 
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forth in this Section, shall include as part of the challenge a written determination of an 
Arizona registered civil engineer supported by sealed topographical plans. 

 
 
 
Presented by:  Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director 
 
Attachments: DRAFT minutes of the 3/27/14 Commission hearing – not available as of 

the writing of this report but will be provided later under separate cover 
when available. 

 3/27/14 Commission packet (3 pages)  
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Report to the Board of Supervisors 
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department  

 
Commission Hearing Date: March 27, 2014 
 
Board Hearing Date: April 23, 2014 
 
Case # / Title:  TA2013011 – Grid Streets  
 
Agenda Item:   9 
 
Supervisor District: All 
 
Applicant: Commission initiated 
 
Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Addressing Regulations, 

Section 702 to permit “Glen” and “Dale” street name suffixes west 
of the County 0/0 block numbering and “Terrace” and “Run” 
suffixes to the east 

    
Support/Opposition: No known opposition. One email of support. 
 
Staff 
Recommendation: Approve 
 
Commission   

 Recommendation: Approve 
 
Additional 
Comments:  There are no updates since the Commission report. TA2013011 has 

been processed through the County’s enhanced regulatory 
outreach program (EROP). This regulatory amendment is a 
housekeeping item to bring street naming practices in 
unincorporated Maricopa County into conformance with that of 
the surrounding cities and towns. These street name suffixes are 
already in use as evidenced by the Phoenix Metropolitan Street 
Atlas. Standardization of street naming patterns is important for E-
911 response. The regulatory amendment will take effect 30 days 
after Board approval.  The proposed language is: 

 
702 GRID STREETS 
 
5.  Numbered streets alignments Wwest of County 0/0 block numbering starting point 
shall have street types assigned by Avenue (Ave.), Drive (Dr.) and Lane(Ln.), Glen (Gl.) 
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and Dale (Dl.) in a westerly direction with q standard of every 1/8 alignment being an 
Avenue.  However, there are places where the alignments will be 1/7. 
 
6.  Numbered streets alignments Eeast of County 0/0 block numbering starting point 
shall have street types assigned by Street (St.), Place (Pl.) and Way (Way), Terrace (Ter.) 
and Run (Run) in an easterly direction with q standard of every 1/8 alignment being a 
Street.  However, there are places where the alignments will be 1/7. 

 
 
 
Presented by:  Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director 
 
Attachments: DRAFT minutes of the 3/27/14 Commission hearing – not available as of 

the writing of this report but will be provided later under separate cover 
when available. 

 3/27/14 Commission packet (3 pages)  
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