Report to the Planning and Zoning Commission
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department

Cases: TA2013004 ~ Exemption for building/structures existing prior
to 1/1/2000

Meeting Date: March 27, 2014

Agenda item: 3

Supervisor District: All

Applicant: Commission initiated

Request: Text Amendment 1o 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 fo January 1, 2000, from the
requirement o cbtain a Building Permit

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

This is infended 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 proposed language is a new paragraph fo be added to MCLAA, Sec. 205;

A building permit shagll not be required for g building or structure that was exisiing, 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 requigtion provided there are no visible sians of
defects or unsafe conditions. When verification is required by the Building Official o
Cerfificate _of Observable Compliance from a third party Regisfered Architect or
Structural Engineer must be submifted.

This item is being processed through the County's Enhanced Regulatory Quireach Program
(EROP). A stakeholder meeting was held on October 25, 2013. This itern was initiated and
recommended af the January 28, 2014 public meeting of the Maricopa County Building Code
Advisory Board (BCAB). The Commission initiated this item at o January 30, 2014 public
meeting. Assuming positive recommendation by the Commission, the mater will be scheduled
before the Board of Supervisors (BOS) at the April 23, 2014 public hearing for adoption. The
regulatory amendment will take effect 30 days after BOS approval.

There is no known opposition to the proposed language. A single email of support WS
received via EROP:
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From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 6:45 PM
To: 'plan-dev@nrdhea.com'

Subject: RE: Regulatory Outreach TA2013004

Ann: Thank you for your comment. Darren

From: plan-dev@nrdhca,com [mailto:plan-dev@nrdhca.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 5:42 PM

To: Reguiatory

Subject: Regulatory Qutreach

Citizen Comments

Issue: PD-TA2013004 — Exemption for Building/Structures Existing Prior to 1/1/2000

Citizen's Name: Ann Hutchinson

Organization: New River Desert Hills Community Association
City: New River

Zip: 85087

Phone Number: 623-742-6514

Phone Type: home

Email; plan-dev@nrdhca.com

Does citizen want to be contacted: no

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments: :

New River/Desert Hills Community Association (NR/DHCA)has no objections or concerns for this TA.

Time of Request: 12/21/2013 5:41:59 PM
Recommendation;

Staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of TA2013004.

Prapared by Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director

Attachment: January 30, 2014 Commission minutes (excerpt, 1 page)
Janucry 28, 2014 BCAB minutes (5 pages)
January 28, 2014 BCAB packet (4 pages)
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Text Amendment: TA2013004 All Districts

Applicant: Commission Initicfed

Request: Text Amendment fo the Maricopa County Local Additions &
Addenda, 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.

Mr. Darren Gerard presented TAZ2013004, a itext am
County Local Additions and Addenda, which is th
Codes, it would add a paragraph to Section 205 to.
and other structures that had been in exst
requirement to obtain a building permii. The

ment 1o the Maricopa
ted Construction Safety

for public hearing.

Commissioner Copeland guestioned
prior 1o the year 2000 does not nee
upgrade the facility at ali®

) ; -éﬁ;@id would be grandfathered in, the new
> permitted?

“Use the term grandfathered. We are not colling
re just saying there is not going to be a requirement to
n permit. If during the course of inspections there is an
ilency or some type of blighted condition, then we
cement. A structure that is verified as being in prior o 2000
O obtain a building permit.

would pursue Cod El
would not be reguirec

COMMISSION ACTION: Commissioner Aster moved fo initiate TA2013004;
Commission Muller seconded the motion which passed with a vote of 6-0.

Extracts of the Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting of January 30, 2014

R

Case Number: TAZ(13004 - Buiiding Permit Exceptions fo exempt construction of
buildings and other structures that have been in existence prior to January 1, 2000
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BUILDING CODE ADVISORY BOARD
MEETING MINUTES

DATE: January 28, 2014 LOCATION: 501 North 44" Street, 1% Floor
TIME: 2:00 p.m. Phoenix, AZ 85008

MEMBERS PRESENT:
Mr. Tracy Finley, Chairman
Mr. Vincent Territo, Vice Chairman
Mr. John Kight
Mr. Robert Ghan
Mr. Gabriel Millican
Mr. Arthur Luera

STAFF PRESENT:
Tom Ewers, Plan Review Manager/Chief Building Official
Lynn Favour, Deputy Director
Ralph Shepard, Pian Review Supervisor
Darren Gerard, Deputy Director

PUBLIC PRESENT:
None

ROLL CALL

Chairman Finley called the meeting to order at 2:04 p.m.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Chairman Finley asked if everyone looked at the minutes from the previous May
21, 2013 meeting and were there any comments. Member Ghan made a motion
to approve the minutes. Member Kight seconded the motion, Motion passed
unanimously.

REPORT OF COMMITTEES
None




UNFINISHED BUSINESS

None
NEW BUSINESS
1. Annual Business Meeting — Election of Officers
Member Kight made a motion to appoint Gabe Millican as Chairman.
Chairman Finley seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.
Member Ghan made a motion to appoint John Kight as Vice Chairmen.
Member Finley seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.
2. TA2013004 Permit Exemption Date

Tom Ewers presented the staff report and recommendation. Qur
electronic records are very complete going back to 2000. Prior to that our
historical records are not complete.

The proposed code amendment will relieve our customers of the
responsibility for obtaining new permits for structures built prior to 2000
for which there are no permit records. Verification of the existence of a
building pricr to 2000 can be by aerial photographs. However, if there are
visible signs of defects or unsafe conditions we will still require plans and
permits to correct.

This code amendment will also bring the Local Additions and Addenda into
line with similar dates currently in the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance
and Drainage Regulations.

Lynn Favour added that the intent is that buildings will not be considered
Legally Non-Conforming, just that we will not require new building permits
for a pre-2000 structure for which the department does not have a permit
record, unless there is an obvious safety issue.

Member Ghan asked how we would discover those safety issues, Tom
Ewers answered through complaint or on site inspection. If there are
visible signs of defects or unsafe structures a permit is then required and
the applicant would have to comply with as-built permit requirements for
plans and third party reports. Lynn Favour added the example where we
would issue a permit for a room addition but not require an existing house
to meet new codes uniess there was structural instability or hazards. That
way we don't penalize pecple who purchase property with pre-2000



existing structures just because Maricopa County doesn’t have complete
historical records.

Member Territo asked if the inspector would go through the house. Lynn
Favour responded that we just inspect the permitted work and whatever
work Is necessary to support it (I.e. electrical panel upgrade).

Tom Ewers pointed out that the EROP criteria has been met: (1) the
amendment has been the subject of at least one Stakeholder Workshop
(posted on the County’s web site at least two weeks in advance); (2) a
draft of the regulatory change was available on the EROP web site at least
two weeks prior to the Board hearing; and (3) the BCAB has received no
opposition to the proposed text amendment and is recommending
approval of the proposed language. Also there was one email in support
of the text amendment, which was included in the BCAB packets.

Lynn Favour pointed out that this matter had also been discussed by the
Task Force and they supported this Text Amendment.

Tom Ewers pointed out that the BCAB needs to adopt two motions, one to
initialize TA2013004 and one to recommend approval.

Member Kight made a motion to initialize TA2013004. Member Finley
seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.

Member Kight made a motion that the BCAB recommend that TA2013004
be approved for expedited EROP processing and that the Maricopa County
Planning and Zoning Commission and Board of Supervisors adopt
TA2013004. Member Ghan seconded the motion. Motion passed
unanimously.

. TA2013005 Annual Facilities Permit Program

Tom Ewers presented the staff report and recommendation. This is a text
amendment to the Maricopa County Local Additions & Addenda revising
Section 301(with reference to Section 105.1.1 & 105.1.2 of the 2012
International Building Code) regarding an annual permit and annual
permit records to create a process for an Annual Facilities Permit (AFP)
and adoption of related fees in Section 208. This is intended to improve
customer service, reduce regulatory burden, and streamline the permitting
process.

The concept is that a facility, like a hospital, can register as a Qualified
AFP Facility and obtain a one year permit for all small remodeling jobs to
be done. For each facility they will have a Registered Architect or Engineer
Agent who will prepare plans and supervise the work and keep a record
for the Building Official. Before any work is covered from view it will be
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inspected by County Inspectors who will charge an hourly rate for
inspections. This will allow a Qualified Facility to do work without waiting
for individual plan reviews and permits, thereby saving time and money.

There are fees proposed to cover the cost of service for the program:
$750 Registration Fee, $500 Annual Facilities Permit Fee, and $190 per
hour Inspection Fees.

Member Territo asked about the Registration Fee. Lynn Favour indicated
that would be a one time fee. She also indicated this matter was
discussed by the Task Force and was based on a City of Phoenix program.

Member Ghan asked if we would need additional staff. Tom Ewers said we
would use current resources. Lynn Favour added that fees for service
were meant to achieve cost recovery and additional staff might be needed
if the program is widely used.

Member Finley asked about the “contract employee”. Tom Ewers indicated
that the highlighted first line of the Agent definition was being removed at
the suggestion of the Task Force. Member Luera described some projects
he was familiar with that needed qualified on site supervision. Tom Ewers
indicated that the Building Official would decide when separate permits
are required, depending on the work.

Member Finley made a motion to also delete the words “and residing”
from the Agent definition. Member Territo seconded the motion. Member
Ghan said we needed the architect to be readily available for smaller jobs.
Member Territo said the owner can take the risk of using an out of state
architect. Motion passed 4 in favor, 2 opposed (Ghan, Luera)

Member Finley made a motion to initialize TA2013005. Member Luera
seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.

Member Territo made a motion that the BCAB recommend that
TA2013004, as amended to remove the words “and residing”, be
approved for expedited EROP processing and that the Maricopa County
Planning and Zoning Commission and Board of Supervisors adopt
TA2013004. Member Luera seconded the motion. Motion passed
unanimously.

Lynn Favour asked if the BCAB was comfortable with this expedited
process of initializing and voting on code amendments at the same
meeting, given that the BCAB only regularly meets four times per year.
There was general agreement. Member Finley expressed that it was more
efficient. Member Territo indicated that special meetings may also be
arranged.



SET DATE OF NEXT MEETING

Chairman Millican confirmed the next regular meeting is scheduled for April 8,
2014,

ADJOURNMENT

Member Ghan made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Member Kight seconded
the motion. Motion passed unanimously and the meeting was adjourned at 2:46
PM.

Minutes Prepared and Reviewed by Thomas F. Ewers, Chief Building Official



Report to the Building Code Advisory Board
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department

Cases: TA2013004 — Exemption for buildings/structures existing prior
to 1/1/2000

Meeting Date: January 28, 2014

Agenda lfem: 2

Supervisor District: All

Applicant: Starff

Request: initiate and  Consider a Recommendation for a Text

Amendment to the Maricopa County Local Additions &
Addenda to adopt @ new paragraph to Section 205.

Support/Opposition: No known opposition. One emaill of support. General
reccmmendation of support by the Maricopa County
Planning and Development Department Ad Hoc Task Force
on Process Improvements,

Recommendation: Initiate and Recommend Approval
Discussion:

TA2013004 - Exemption for building/structures existing prior to 1/1/2000: This is o fext
amendment to the Maricopa County Local Additions & Addenda, 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. This is
infended fo improve customer service and reduce regulatory burden. it will bring the critical
dote for ¢ building permit requirement in alignment with that for drainage clearance and
zoning cledrance in the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance, January 1, 2000.

Maricopa County began issuing bullding permits in 1975. Prior to that time only zoning
certification permits were issued. In accordance with its approved State Records Retention
Plan, the Planning and Development Department is required to retain copies of paper permits
for 180 days from the date the project receives final inspection approval. As a result, the
depariment has some paper records dating back fo 1975, but they are not alf inclusive. The
department’s electronic records are very complete back to the year 2000. Prior fo the year
2000, the depariment’s records are not complete.

During a permit review, questions can arise about existing buildings on a site, including
whether or not they were built with a proper permit. If no record of a permit can be found,
the department has been compelled fo request that an applicant obtain o new permit. The
existing structure wouid often need to be brought up o current code, which couid be an

expensive undertaking. o
Agendda tem: 2- TA2013004
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The proposed code amendment will relieve customers of the responsibility fo obtain permits for
structures built prior to 2000, which can be verified by aerial photographs. However, if there
are visible signs of defects or unsafe conditions, the department will still have the authority fo
require proper plans and permits ic ensure necessary safety corrections.

The proposed language is:

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 os of the effective date of
subsequent amendments fo this regulation provided there are no visible signs of defects or
unsafe condifions. When verification is required by ithe Building Official o Cerfificate of
Observable Compliance from a third party Registered Architect or Structural Engineer must be
submitfed.

This item is being processed through the County's Enhanced Regulatory Outreach Program
(EROP). A stakehclder meeting was held on October 25, 2013. This item will be presented on
January 28, 2014 for initiation and possible recommendation. At the January 28th meeting,
the BCAB may recommend that the text amendment process be expedited. An expedited
process recommendation means thaf the BCABR would both inifiate and maoke «
recommendction regarding the fext amendment at the same meeting. To be considered for
the expedited process, the following three criteria must be met: {1} the amendment has been
the subject of at least one Stakeholder Workshop [posted on the County's web site af least
two weeks in advance); (2} a draft of the regulatory change was available on the EROP web
site ot least two weeks prior fo the Board hearing; and (3} the BCAB has received no
opposition fo the proposed text amendment and is recommending approval of the proposed
language. If the BCAB does not make a recommendation for expedited processing, an
additional hearing date must be scheduled.

In accordance with state statutes, this text amendment is also scheduled to be heard by the
Maricopa County Planning and Zoning Commission (Commission) at their January 30, 2014
Commission meeting. If positively acted upon, this amendment will be scheduled for a
hearing before the Board of Supervisors [BOS) this spring. This schedule is subject to change
depending on information and recommendations received by the public and by the actions
of the BCAB, Planning and Zoning Commission and BCS.

The initial October 25th Stakeholder Meeting was altended by one party and this matter was
discussed. [No minutes of the meeting were prepared.) The stakeholders indicated no
opposition to the proposed text amendment. An email in support from the New River/Desert
Hills Community Association is attached.

This matter was also discussed by the Maricopa County Planning and Development
Department Ad Hoc Task Force on Process Improvements. This citizen committee appointed
oy the County Manager convened August 26, 2013 and held a series of meetings to discuss
opportunities to improve Planning and Development Department processes. The Task Force
suggested that the depariment simplify approoches to the plan review process and improve
consistency with its permit reviews. The subcommitiee was briefed regarding the EROP
process. A fext amendment that wouid exempt construction ih existence prior to 1/1/2000
from permitting requirements unless visibly unsafe conditions are present was discussed at the
subcommitiee’s Sepfember 18, 2013 and Octoper 2, 2013 meetings.

Agenda item: 2- TA2013004
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The Task Force recommended that an amendment to exempt pre-2000 construction from
building permit requirements, unless visibly unsafe, be pursued through the EROP process and
approved by the Board of Supervisors. This Task Force recommendation will be presented by
fhe Task Force as part of their final report to the Board of Supervisors at the January 27, 2014
Board of Supervisor meeting.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends that the BCAB initiate TA2013004.
Staff further recommends, if the ERGP criteria are met, that the BCAB recommend fthat

TA2013004 be approved for expedited EROP processing and that the Maricopa County
Planning and Zoning Commiission and Board of Supervisors adopt TA2013004.

Frepared by Tom Ewers, Plan Review Manager

Attachments; New River/Desert Hills Association email {1 page).

Agendd tem: 2- TA2013004
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Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

From: plan-dev@nrdhca.com

Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 5:42 PM
To: Regulatory

Subject: Regulatory Gutreach

Citizen Comments
I§sue: PD=TA2013004 - Exemption for Building/Strictures Existing Prior fo- 1/4/2080 -

Citizen's Name: Ann Hutchinson

Organization: New River Desert Hills Community Association
City. New River

Zip: 85087

Phone Number: 623-742-6514

Phone Type: home

Email: plan-dev@nrdhca.com

Does citizen want to be contacted: no

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments:
New River/Desert Hills Community Association (NR/DHCA)has no obiections or concerns for this TA.

Time of Request: 12/21/2013 5:41:59 PM



Report to the Planning and Zoning Commission
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department

Cases: TA2013005 — Annual Facilities Permit (AFP)

Meeting Date: March 27, 2014

Agenda lfem: 4

Supervisor District: All

Applicant; Commission initiated

Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Local Additions &

Addenda {MCLAA] revising Section 301(with reference to
Sections 105.1.1 & 105.1.2 of the 2012 International Building
Code regarding cn annual permit and annual permit
records) to create a process for an Annual Facilities Permit
{AFP) and adoption of related fees in Section 208

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

This is intended to improve customer service, reduce reguiatory burden, and streamline the
construction permitting process. It will create a subscription service for permit by inspection.
The voluntary program wili exempt participants from the reguirement to obtain individual
permits for interior alterations. The proposed language is:

Section 301 -~ 2012 infernafionol Building Code:

The 2012 Infernational Building Code has been adopted as the building code for
Maricopa County along with the following amendments:

Delete Sections 105. 1.1 and 105.1.2 and replace with:

105, 1 Anhnugl Facility Permitfs.

105.1.1._ Genergl. The Annual Faciliies Permit is an adminisfrative systemn intended to
simplify _the permifting and inspection_process for qualified faciliies by allowing
inspectors fo review plans and maintaining inspectors familiar with the construction
history of such facilifies. Qualified facilities electing to participate in this program ore
exempt from the requirement to obfain individual permifs for the work requlated by this
code when such work does not incregse_the floor areq, does not constitute a chanae
of use_or occupancy classification, and is performed on existing buildings, structures,
and utilities associgted with that gualified facility. This alterngtive permit process shall
not exempt compliance with the technical requirements of this code, the technical

Agenda ltem: 4 - TA2013005
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codes, or with other County, State, or Federal laws, nor exempt work from inspection
prior to concealment,

105.1.2. Definitions. For purposes of this Section, the following terms shall apply:

AGENT: A full-fime or confract employee of a Quaglified Facility, who is an architect
or engineer registered in the State of Arizona and who is responsible for complying
with the substantive provisions of this Chapter. The agent, as authorized by rules
established by the Arizona Board of Technical Reqistration, shall assure work has
been performed in accordance with this code and the technical codes.

QUALIFIED FACIITY: A _firm, corporation, _or _political  entity engaged in
manufacturing, processing, service, or property management that occupies and
confrofs specidglized buildings and building service eguipment to the extent that
full-time _personnet are required to manage, operate, or maintain such buildings
and equipment in_compliagnce with _all the provisions of this code and the
technical codes.

105.1.3. Annual_Facilifies Permit Transferability. An Annuadi Facilities Permit s not
fransferable.,

105. 1.4, Annual Facilities Permit Renewal, An Annual Facilities Permit may be renewed
every twelve (12| months by payment of g renewgl fee as set forth in the Maricopa
County Schedule of Fees. Additional hourly charges will be assessed for each work
project. Renewal fees shali be due and payable prior to the permit expiration date, or o
new initial applicgtion shall be required, Work performed affer the permit expiration
date shall be in violation of this code and subject fo penalty.

105.1.5, Annual Facilifies Permit Operation. The agent shall notify the Building Official or
his/her_designee prior to_the sfort_of any work involving alteration of the building
sfructure systermn, alferation of any fire-resistive wall, floor, or ceiling assembly, alteration
of any fire corridor system, or instaliotion of any siructyral, mechanical, plumbing. or
electrical work intended 1o be enclosed or concedled. The Building Official shall
determine the natfure and extent of plan reviews and/or inspections required. Maricopa
County shall invoice the Qualified Facility and the Qudlified Facility shall pay for the
professional services rendered as set forth in the Maricona County Schedule of Fees,

105.1.6 Annual Facilities Permit Records. The agent shall keep o detailed record of
alferations _made under an Annugl Facilifies Permit. The building official shall have
access fo such records at all fimes or such records shall be filed with the building official
Qs designated,

Seclion 208 ~ Ofher Inspeclions gnd Fees:

4, Annuagl Facilities Permit Program:

Regisiration Fee $750
Annudl Facilities Permit $500 per vear
Inspection Fee §190 per hour

Agenda term: 4 - TA2013005
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This item is being processed through the County’s Enhanced Regulatory Outreach Program
(EROP). A stakeholder meeting was held on OCctober 25, 2013. This item was initicted and
recommended for approval af the January 28, 2013 public meeting of the Maricopa County
Building Code Advisory Board {BCAB). It was also inifiated at the January 30, 2014 Commission
public meeting. Assuming positive Commission recommendation, the fentative Board of
Supervisors (BOS} hearing for cdoption is June 11, 2014 (an extended period due to a
statutorily required 60-day enhanced nofification prior to BOS adoption of new fees). The
regulatory amendment will take effect 30 days after BOS approval.

The proposed language was alfered by the BCAB to dllow the AFP Agent fc reside oulside
Arizona. There is no known opposition to the proposed language. A single email of support
wds received via EROP:

From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 6:55 PM
To: 'Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com'

Subject: RE: Regulatory Outreach TA2013005

Ann: thanks for your comment. Darren

From: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com {mailto:Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 5:45 PM

To: Regulatory

Subject: Regulatory Outreach

Citizen Comments
Issue: PD-TA2013005 — Annual Faciliies Permit (AFP)

Citizen's Name: Ann Hutchinson

Organization: New River - Desert Hills Community Association
City: New River

Zip: 85087

Phone Number: 623-742-6514

Phone Type:

Email: Plan-Rev@nrdhca.com

Does citizen want io be contacted:

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments:
New River/Desert Hills Community Asscciation {(NR/DHCA) has no objections or concerns for this TA.

Time of Request: 12/21/2013 5:45:13 PM
Recommendation:

Staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of TA2013005.

Prepared by Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Depuly Director

Attachment: January 30, 2014 Commission minutes (excerpt, 1 page)
Jonuary 28, 2014 BCAB minules {5 pages)
January 28, 2014 BCAB packet {5 pages)

Agenda ltem: 4 - TA2013005
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Text Amendment: TA2013005 All Districts

Applicont: Commission Initiated

Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Local Additions &
Addenda revising Section 301 [with reference to Sections 105.1.1
& 105.1.2 of the 2012 International Building Code regarding an
anrnual permit and annual permit records) 1o create o process
for an Annual Facilities Permit (AFP) and adoption of related
fees in Section 208.

Mr. Darren Gerard presenied TA2013005, o texi a
within the Local Additions and Addenda of a v
annual facilities permits for qualifying facilities,
review one time registration fee obtain annu

ment would be created
ntary subscription services for
o register and obtain an annual
“permits and permit by inspection,
i be for aitern

renovations, and tenant improvements for large

& ospitals or
malls. It would not be new construction and it woul

be major renovations.

Commissioner Copeland said, so 1
(Annual Facilities Permit)2 Do you hav

Mr. Gerard responded we

Commissicner Copel

Maricopa County?g’

Mr. Gerard responded i les process.

COMMISSION ACTION:. Co

N3 issioner Aster moved to initiate TA2013005;
on Mulier seconded th

ofion which passed with a vote of 4-0.

Extracts of the Pianning and Zoning Commission Meeting of January 30, 2014

Case Number: TA2013G05 - Annual Facilities Permit (AFP)

Page 1 of 1



BUILDING CODE ADVISORY BOARD
MEETING MINUTES

DATE: January 28, 2014 LOCATION: 501 North 44" Street, 1® Floor
TIME: 2:00 p.m. Phoenix, AZ 85008

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Mr. Tracy Finley, Chairman

Mr. Vincent Territo, Vice Chairman
Mr. John Kight

Mr. Robert Ghan

Mr. Gabriel Millican

Mr. Arthur Luera

STAFF PRESENT:
Tom Ewers, Plan Review Manager/Chief Building Official
Lynn Favour, Deputy Director
Ralph Shepard, Plan Review Supervisor
Darren Gerard, Deputy Director

PUBLIC PRESENT:
None

ROLL CALL

Chairman Finley called the meeting to order at 2:04 p.m.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Chairman Finley asked if everyone looked at the minutes from the previous May
21, 2013 meeting and were there any comments. Member Ghan made a motion
to approve the minutes. Member Kight seconded the motion. Motion passed
unanimously,

REPORT OF COMMITTEES
None




UNFINISHED BUSINESS

None
NEW BUSINESS
1. Annual Business Meeting — Election of Officers
Member Kight made a motion to appoint Gabe Millican as Chairman.
Chairman Finley seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.
Member Ghan made a motion to appoint John Kight as Vice Chairmen.
Member Finley seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.
2. TA2013004 Permit Exemption Date

Tom Ewers presented the staff report and recommendation. Qur
electronic records are very complete going back to 2000. Prior to that our
historical records are not complete.

The proposed code amendment will relieve our customers of the
responsibility for obtaining new permits for structures built prior to 2000
for which there are no permit records. Verification of the existence of a
building prior to 2000 can be by aerial photographs. However, if there are
visible signs of defects or unsafe conditions we will still require plans and
permits to correct.

This code amendment will also bring the Local Additions and Addenda into
line with similar dates currently in the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance
and Drainage Regulations.

Lynn Favour added that the intent is that buildings will not be considered
Legally Non-Conforming, just that we will not require new building permits
for a pre-2000 structure for which the department does not have a permit
record, unless there is an obvious safety issue.

Member Ghan asked how we would discover those safety issues, Tom
Ewers answered through complaint or on site inspection. If there are
visible signs of defects or unsafe structures a permit is then required and
the applicant would have to comply with as-built permit requirements for
plans and third party reports. Lynn Favour added the example where we
would issue a permit for a room addition but not require an existing house
to meet new codes uniess there was structural instability or hazards. That
way we don't penalize people who purchase property with pre-2000



existing structures just because Maricopa County doesn't have complete
historical records.

Member Territo asked if the inspector would go through the house. Lynn
Favour responded that we just inspect the permitted work and whatever
work is necessary to support it (i.e. electrical panel upgrade).

Tom Ewers pointed out that the EROP criteria has been met: (1) the
amendment has been the subject of at least one Stakeholder Workshop
(posted on the County’s web site at least two weeks in advance); (2) a
draft of the regulatory change was available on the EROP web site at least
two weeks prior to the Board hearing; and (3) the BCAB has received no
opposition to the proposed text amendment and is recommending
approval of the proposed language. Also there was one email in support
of the text amendment, which was included in the BCAB packets.

Lynn Favour pointed out that this matter had also been discussed by the
Task Force and they supported this Text Amendment,

Tom Ewers pointed out that the BCAB needs to adopt two motions, one to
initialize TA2013004 and one to recommend approval.

Member Kight made a motion to initialize TA2013004. Member Finley
seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.

Member Kight made a motion that the BCAB recommend that TA2013004
be approved for expedited EROP processing and that the Maricopa County
Planning and Zoning Commission and Board of Supervisors adopt
TA2013004. Member Ghan seconded the motion. Motion passed
unanimously.

. TA2013005 Annual Facilities Permit Program

Tom Ewers presented the staff report and recommendation. This is a text
amendment to the Maricopa County Local Additions & Addenda revising
Section 301({with reference to Section 105.1.1 & 105.1.2 of the 2012
International Building Code) regarding an annual permit and annual
permit records to create a process for an Annual Facilities Permit (AFP)
and adoption of related fees in Section 208. This is intended to improve
customer service, reduce regulatory burden, and streamline the permitting
process.

The concept is that a facility, like a hospital, can register as a Qualified
AFP Facility and obtain a one year permit for all small remodeling jobs to
be done. For each facility they will have a Registered Architect or Engineer
Agent who will prepare plans and supervise the work and keep a record
for the Building Official. Before any work is covered from view it will be



inspected by County Inspectors who will charge an hourly rate for
inspections. This will allow a Qualified Facility to do work without waiting
for individual plan reviews and permits, thereby saving time and money.

There are fees proposed to cover the cost of service for the program:
$750 Registration Fee, $500 Annual Facilities Permit Fee, and $190 per
hour Inspection Fees.

Member Territo asked about the Registration Fee. Lynn Favour indicated
that would be a one time fee. She also indicated this matter was
discussed by the Task Force and was based on a City of Phoenix program.

Member Ghan asked if we would need additional staff. Tom Ewers said we
would use current resources. Lynn Favour added that fees for service
were meant to achieve cost recovery and additional staff might be needed
if the program is widely used.

Member Finley asked about the “contract employee”. Tom Ewers indicated
that the highlighted first line of the Agent definition was being removed at
the suggestion of the Task Force. Member Luera described some projects
he was familiar with that needed qualified on site supervision. Tom Ewers
indicated that the Building Official would decide when separate permits
are required, depending on the work.

Member Finley made a motion to also delete the words “and residing”
from the Agent definition. Member Territo seconded the motion. Member
Ghan said we needed the architect to be readily available for smaller jobs.
Member Territo said the owner can take the risk of using an out of state
architect. Motion passed 4 in favor, 2 opposed (Ghan, Luera)

Member Finley made a motion to initialize TA2013005. Member Luera
seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.

Member Territo made a motion that the BCAB recommend that
TA2013004, as amended to remove the words “and residing”, be
approved for expedited EROP processing and that the Maricopa County
Planning and Zoning Commission and Board of Supervisors adopt
TA2013004. Member Luera seconded the motion. Motion passed
unanimously.

Lynn Favour asked if the BCAB was comfortable with this expedited
process of initializing and voting on code amendments at the same
meeting, given that the BCAB only regularly meets four times per year.,
There was general agreement. Member Finley expressed that it was more
efficient. Member Territo indicated that special meetings may also be
arranged.



SET DATE OF NEXT MEETING

Chairman Millican confirmed the next regular meeting is scheduled for April 8,
2014,

ADJOURNMENT

Member Ghan made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Member Kight seconded
the motion. Motion passed unanimously and the meeting was adjourned at 2:46
PM.

Minutes Prepared and Reviewed by Thomas F. Ewers, Chief Building Official



Report to the Building Code Advisory Board

Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department

Cases:

Meeting Date;
Agenda ltem:
Supervisor District:
Applicant;

Request:

Support/Opposition:

Recommendation:

Discussion;

TA2013005 - Annual Facilities Permit
January 28, 2014

3

All

Staff

Initiate and Consider o Recommendation for o Text
Amendment 1o the Mariccpa County Local Additions &
Acdenda to adopt a text amendment revising Section
301 {with reference to Sections 105.1.1 & 105.1.2 of the 2012
International Building Code regarding an annual permit and
annual permit recorcs) fo create a process for an Annual
Facilities Permit (AFP) and adoption of related fees in Section
208.

No known opposition. One email of support. Generdl
recommendation of support by the Maricopa County
Planning and Development Department Ad Hoc Task Force
on Process Improvements,

initiate and Recommend Approval

TA2013005 ~ Annual Facilities Permit (AFP): This is a text amendment to the Maricopa County
Local Addifions & Addenda revising Section 301 {with reference fo Sections 105.1.1 & 105.1.2 of
the 2012 Infernational Building Code regarding an annual permit and annual permit records)
to create a process for an Annual Facilities Permit [AFP) and adoption of related fees in
Section 208. This is intfended to improve customer service, reduce regulatory burden, and
streamline the permitting process for qudlifying facilities,

This amendment would allow a facility, such as a hospital, to register as a Qualified AFP Facility
and obtain a one-year facility permit for qualifying construction - generally small-scale
remodeling work. For each facility, the AFP permit holder will have a Registered Architect or
Engineer Agent who will crepare plans and supervise the work and keep a record for the
Bullding Official. Before any work is covered from view it will be inspected by County
Inspectors who will charge an hourly rate for inspections. This will provide an cpportunity for o
Quadlified Facility to do work without waiting for individual plan reviews and permits, thereby
saving time and money, while also receiving all necessary safety inspections.

Agendd ltem:3- TAZ013005
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The proposed language is shown below with changes since the 10/25/13 stakeholder meeting
shown as grey, or for color copies, as yellow highlighted:

Section 301 ~ 2012 International Building Code:

The 2012 Internationat Building Code has been adopied as the building code for Maricopa
County along with the following amendments:

Delefe Sections 105.1.1 and 105.1.2 and replace with:

105. 1 Annual Faciiity Permits.

105.1.1. General, The Annual Faciiities Permit is an administrative svstem intended to simplify
the permitting and inspection process for qualified faciities by allowing inspectors to review
plans and maintaining inspectors familiar with_ihe construction history of such facilities.
Qualified facilities electing to participate in this program are exempt from the reauirement to
obtain_individugl permits for the work regulated by this code when such work does not
increase the floor area, does not constitute a change of use or occupancy classification, and
is performed on existing buildings, structures, and utilities associated with that aualified faciity.
Ihis alternative permit process shall not exemot compliance with the technical requirements of
this code, the technical codes, or with other County, State, or Federal lows, nor exempt work
from inspection prior o concealment.

106. 1.2, Definitions. For purposes of this Section, the following terms shall appiy:

AGENT: A full-time or contract employee of o Qualified Facility, who Is An architect or
engineer registered and_residing in the State of Arizona and who is responsible for
complying with the substantive provisions of this Chapter. The agent, as authorized by
rules_established by the Arizona Board of Technical Registration, shall assure work has
been performed in accordance with this code and the technical codes.

QUALIFIED FACILITY: A firm, corporation, or political entity engaged in_manufacturing
processing, service, or property management that occupies and controls specialized
buildings and bullding service _equipment to the extent that full-ime oersonnel are
reguired 1o manage, opergte, or maintain such bulldings and eaquipment in compliance
with aif the provisions of this code and the technical codes.

105.1.3. Annua! Faclities Permit Transferabllity. An Annual Facilities Permit is not fransferable.

105.1.4. Annual Facilities Permit Renewal, An Annual Facilifies Permit may be renewed every
fwelve [12] months by payment of a renewal fee os set forth in the Marcopa County
schedule of Fees. Additional hourly charges will be assessed for each work proiect. Renewal
fees shall be due and payable prior to the permit expiration date, or a new initiai application
shall be required. Work performed after the permit expiration date shall be in violation of this
code gnd subject to penaity.

105.1.5. Annual Facilities Permit Operation. The agent shall notify the Buiding Official or his/her
designee prior to the start of any work involving alteration of the building struciure sysiem,
diteration of any fire-resistive wall, floor, or ceiling assembly, alteration of any fire coridor

Agenda lfem:3- TA2013005
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system, or installgtion of any structural, mechanical, plumbing, or elecircal work intended to
oe enclosed or concealed. The Building Official shall determine the nature and extent of nlan
reviews and/or inspections required. Maricopa County shall invoice the Qudaiified Facility and
the Qualified Facility shall pay for the professional services rendered as set forth in the
Maricopa County Schedute of Fees,

105.1.6 Annugl Faclities Permit Records, The agent shall keep a detailed record of alterations
made under an Annual Facilities Permit. The building official shall have access to such records
at all fimes or such records shall be filed with the building official as designated.

Section 208~ Other Inspections and Fees;

14. __Annual Facilifies Permit Program:;

Registration Fee - _$750
AnnualFacilifies Permit - . $500 peryear
Inspectionfee T 3190 perhour

This item is being processed through the County's Enhanced Regulatory QOufreach Program
[EROP). A stakeholder meefing was held on Octfober 25, 2013. This item will be presented to
the BCAB on January 28, 2014 for inifiafion and possible recommendation. At the January
28th meeting, the BCAB may recommend that the text amendment process be expedited.
An expedited process recommendation means that the BCAB would both initiate and make a
recommendation regarding the text amendment at the same meeting. To be considered for
the expedited process, the following three criteria must be met: (1) the amendment has been
the subject of at least one Stakeholder Workshop [posted on the County's web site at least
two weeks in advance); (2) a draft of the regulatory change was available on the EROP web
site af least two weeks prior to the Board hearing; and (3) the BCAB has received no
opposition to the propesed text amendment and is recommending approval of the proposed
language. If the BCAB does not make a recommendation for expedited processing, an
addifional hearing date must be scheduled.

in accordance with state statutes, this text amendment is also scheduled 1o be heard by the
Maricopa County Planning and Zoning Commission {Commission) at their January 30, 2014
Commission meeting. If positively acted upon, this amendment will be scheduled for ¢
hearing before the Board of Supervisors (BOS) this spring. This schedule is subject to change
depending on information and recommendations received by the public and by the actions
of the BCAB, Planning and Zoning Commission and BOS.

The initial October 25th Stakeholder Meeting was attended by one party and this matter was
discussed. [No minutes of the meeting were prepared.) The stakeholders indicated no
opposition to the proposed fext amendment. An emai in support from the New River/Desert
Hills Community Association is attached.

This marter was also discussed by the Maricopa County Planning and Development
Department Ad Hoc Task Force on Process Improvements, This citizen committee appointed
by the County Manager convened August 26, 2013 and held a series of meetings to discuss
opportunities to improve Pianning and Development Department processss. The Task Force
suggested that an AFP Program, similar ¢ the one offered by the city of Phoenix, would
greatly assist customers with large commercial facilifies that require frequent small-scale
building modifications for business purposes, such as hospitals. The subcommittee was briefed

Agenda item:3-TAZ013005
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regarding the EROP process. Draft languoage for an AFP program, modeted upon that
adopfed by the city of Phoenix, was discussed by the Permitting/Inspections/One Stop Shop
Subcommittee at their October 16, 2013 meeting. A subcommittee member requested the
removal of the following phrase frem the definition of "Agent" in the proposed text to avoid
legal concerns with the Infernal Revenue Service: “A full-lime or contract employee or o
Qualified Facility, who is..."” The definition would instead start with, “An architect or engineer
registered...” This change to the text was discussed by staff ot the October 25, 3013 EROP
stakeholder meeting and the language modified accordingly. Tre Task Force recommended
that the adoption of an AFP Program, and related regulatory amendments, be pursued
through the EROP process and approved by the Board of Supervisors. This Task Force
recommendation will be presented by the Task Force as part of their final report to the Board
of Supervisors ot the January 27, 2014 Board of Supervisor meeting.

Recommendation;
Staff recommends that the BCAB initiate TA2013005.
Staff further recommends, if the EROP criteria are met, that the BCAB recommend that

TAZ2013005 be cpproved for expedited EROP processing and that the Maricopa County
Planning and Zoning Commission and Board of Supervisors adopt TA2013005.

Frepared by Tom Ewers, Plan Review Manager

Attfachments; New River/Desert Hills Community Association email {1 page).

Agenda tem:3-TAZ013005
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Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

From: : Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com

Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 5:45 PM
To: Regulatory

Subject: Regulatory Qutreach

Citizen Comments
lssue: PDTA2013005 ~ Annlial Facilities Permit (AEP) -

Citizen's Name: Ann Hutchinson

Organization: New River - Desert Hills Community Association
City: New River

Zip: 85087

Phone Number: 623-742-6514

Phone Type;

Email: Plan-Dev@nrdheca.com

Does citizen want to be contacted:;

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments:
New River/Desert Hills Community Association (NR/DHCA) has no opjections or concerns for this TA.

Time of Request: 12/21/2013 54513 PM



Report to the Planning and Zoning Commission
Prepared by the Maricopo County Planning and Development Department

Cases: TA2013006 —~ Location of Parking

Meeting Date: March 27, 2014

Agenda ltem: 5

Supervisor District: Adl

Applicant: Commission initioted

Request: Text Amendment fo the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance

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

Support/Oppaosition: No known opposition. One emdil of supportf.
Recommendation: Approve
Discussion:

This is infended to improve customer service and reduce regulatory burden. This regulatory
amendment will permit off-site parking spaces 1o be located across a iocal or colector straet
from the use served; and to permit parking spaces to be located across an arteriat street or
more than a distance of 600" from the use served with an approved valet parking plan. The
proposed language is;

1102.3.1. Parking spaces shall be located on the same lof as the use they are intended
fo serve, or within 600 feet of the use to be served provided assurances are supplied o
the Zoning Administrator that the off-site parking will be continuously available during
normal business hours of the use fo be served.

1102.3.2. Parking spaces shall be located such that each space has access to the use
fo be served without crossing an public-er-private grierial sireet, or a railroad right-of-
wday, unless requirement is wgived by the Zoning Adminisirator due to an approved
valet parking pfan or other provision.

1102.3.3. The number and locafion of required parking spaces, and the disfance of
parking spaces from the use o be served, may be waived by the Zoning Administrator
with an approved valet parking plan.

This item is being processed through the County's Enhanced Regulatory Outreach Program
(EROP). A stakeholder meeting was held on October 25, 2013. The case was initialized at o
January 30, 2014 Commission public meeting.  Assuming posifive  Commission
recommendation, the case will be scheduled for presentation to the Board of Supervisors
{BOS] at a public hearing on April 23, 2014. The regulatory amendment will take effect 30
days after BOS approvai.

Agenda ftern: 5 - TAZ013006
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There is no known opposition to the proposed language. A single email of support was
received vig EROP:

From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 7:18 PM
To: 'Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com’

Subject: RE: Regulatory Outreach TA2013006

Ann: thanks for your comments. Darren

From: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com [mailto;Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 5:47 PM

To: Reguiatory
Subject: Regulatory Outreach

Citizen Comments
Issue: PD-TA2013006 — Location of Parking

Citizen's Name: Ann Hutchinson

Organization: New River - Desert Hills Community Association
City: New River

Zip: 85087

Phone Number: 623-742-6514

Phone Type:

Email: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com

Does citizen want to be contacted:

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments:
New River/Desert Hitls Community Association (NR/DHCA) has no objections or concerns for this TA.

Time of Request: 12/21/2013 5:47:21 PM
Recommendation:

Staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of TA2013006.

Prepared by Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director

Attachment: Janwuary 30, 2014 Commission minutes {excerpt, 1 pages)

Agenda ltlem: 5 - TA2013006
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Text Amendment: TA2013004 All Districts

Applicant: Commissicon Initiated

Reqguest: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance,
Artficle 1102 regarding the location of parking spaces in relation
to the use served.

Mr. Darren Gerard presented TA2013006, a fext amendment to the Maricopa
County Zoning Ordinance, Arficle 1102 in regard to log@lion parking spaces in
relation 1o the uses served. This would permit off-site patking spaces to be located
across a local or collector street from the use served,: id allow parking spaces
0 from the use served
an of Development.

curent zoning ordinance.
accommodate that type of
fs therg s laffic calming meagsurss.

It is o bit resfridive that it does not g
safely issues and loca st

COMMISSION ACTJ. d
Commission Muller s

er moved to initiate TA2013004;
passed with o vote of 4-0.

Extracts of the Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting of January 30, 2014

Case Number: TA2013004 - Location of Parking Spaces in relatfion fo use

Page 1 of 1



Report to the Planning and Zoning Commission
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department

Cases: TA2013007 ~ Temporary Uses

Meeting Date: March 27, 2014

Agenda ltem: )

Supervisor District: All

Applicant: Commissicn inificied

Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance
[MCZO), Section 1302, fo permit Temporary Uses as an
administrative remedy of a zoning violation

Suppori/Opposition: No known opposition. One emait of support.

Recommendation: Approve

Discussion:

This is infended to improve customer service and reduce reguiatory 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 o fimited period as an exit
strategy or until proper long-term zoning entittement is approved. The proposed ianguage is:

SECTION 1302. TEMPORARY USES

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

ARTICLE 1302.1. PURPOSE:

1302.1.1. The provisions of this arficle 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 o imited period of time;_provided, however, o temporary use
may be approved, even where such use may be appropriate on g permanent or
long-term basis, where the purpose of the temporary use permit is fo allow an applicant
fo safisfy a pian of compliance entered info with the Countfy to remedy g violation of
this Ordingnce, or

2. Requires careful regulation especially regarding location, durafion of use and
operation.

Agenda Hem: 6 - TAZ2013007
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This item is being processed through the County’s Enhanced Regulatory Outreach Program
(EROP). A stakeholder meeting was held on October 25, 2013, The case was initiated ot the
January 301, 2014 Commission public meeting. Assuming positive recommendation by the
Commission, the Board of Supervisors (BOS] public hearing for adoption is April 23, 2014, The
regulatory amendment will take effect 30 days after BOS approvai.

There is no known opposition to the proposed language. A single email of support was
received via EROP:

From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 7:27 PM
To: 'Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com’

Subject: RE: Regulatory Outreach TA2013007

Ann: thanks for your comment. Darren

From: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com [mailto:Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 5:48 PM

To: Regulatory

Subject: Regulatory Outreach

Citizen Comments
Issue: PD-TA2013007 - Temporary Uses

Citizen's Name: Ann Hutchinson

Organization: New River - Desert Hills Community Association
City: New River

Zip: 85087

Phone Number: 823-742-6514

Phone Type:

Email: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com

Does citizen want to be contacted:

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments: _ .
New River/Desert Hills Community Association (NR/DHCA) has no objections or concerns for this TA,

Time of Request: 12/21/2013 5.48:27 PM
Recommendation:

Staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of TA2013007.

Prepared by Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Direcior

Attachment: January 30, 2014 Commission minutes {excerpt, | page)

Agenda llem: 6 - TA2013007
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Text Amendmeni: TA2013007 All Dishicts

Applicant; Commission Inifiated

Reguest: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance,
Section 1302, to permit Temporary Uses s an odmlms’rrchve
remedy of a zoning violation.

Mr. Darren Gerard presented TAZ013007, a text amendment to Section 1302 of the
Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance, which creatfes a new.lemporary Use category,
which is simply to allow potential for any use to be given o one year period of
validity during which time there would be an exit stra} : Cease and dems’nng of
the business that is subject to zoning violation :
entittement. There is a public notice process, public
neighborhocd opposition. '

COMMISSION ACTION: Commissioner Aster |
Commission Muller seconded the motion which pa

with a vote of 6-0.

Extracts of the Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting of January 30, 2014

Case Number: TA2013007 - Temporary Uses as adminisirafive remedy
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Report to the Planning and Zoning Commission
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department

Cases: TA2013008 - Amendment to Licensing Time Frames
Ordinance No. P-30 per HB 2443

Meeting Date: March 27, 2014 '

Agenda Item: 7

Supervisor District: All

Applicant: Commission initiated

Request: Texi Amendment o Maricopa County Ordinance No. P-30
regarding ficensing time frames

Support/Cpposition: No known opposition. One email of support.

Recommendation: Approve

Discussion:

This is o general ordinance applicable fo all County regulaiory agencies.  This reguiatory
amendment is G 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.

This item is being processed through the County’s Enhanced Regulatory Oufreach Program
{EROP). A stakeholder meeting was held on October 25, 2013. The Commission initated this
case ot the Jonuary 30, 2014 public meeting. Assuming  positive  Commission
recommendation, the public hearing for Board of Supervisors (BOS] adoption will be
scheduled for April 23, 2014. The regulatory amendment will take effect 30 days after BOS
approval but essenticlly is aiready effective due to State law.

There is no known opposition o the proposed language. A single email of support was
received vig EROP;

From: Darren Gerard ~ PLANDEVX

Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 7:33 PM
To: 'Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com’

Subject: RE: Regufatory Outreach TA2013008

Ann: thanks for your comment. Darren

From: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com [maiito;Plan-Dev@nrdhea.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 5:50 PM

To: Regulatory
Subject: Regulatory Outreach

Agenda Hem: 7 - TA2013008
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Citizen Comments
Issue: PD-TA20713008 — Amendment to Licensing Time Frames Ordinance No. P-30

Citizen's Name: Ann Hutchinson

Organization: New River - Desert Hills Community Association
City: New River

Zip: 85087

Phone Number: 623-742-6514

Phone Type:

Email: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com

Does citizen want to be contacted:

Comment is 'rega.r.ding: express support

Comments:
New River/Desert Hills Community Association (NR/DHCA) has no objections or concerns for this TA.

Time of Request; 12/21/2013 5:49:49 PM
Recommendation:

Staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of TA2013008.

Prepared by Damen V., Gerord, AICP, Deputy Diraector

Attachments: January 30, 2014 Commission minutes lexcerpt, T page)
Froposed language {leg-edit of Ord. No. P-30 and exhiblis, total 25 pages)

No enclosures

Agenda lfem: 7 - TAZ013008
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Text Amendment: TA2013008 All Districts

Applicant: Commission Initiated

Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Ordinance No. P-30
regording licensing fime frames. This is a general ordinance
applicaple to all County regulatory agencies.  This i a
housekeeping item to update fhe ordinance with regard to
changes already effective and implemented due to changes in
State law per HB 2443,

Mr. Darren Gerord presented TA2013008, s to initick
Ordincnce P-30 regarding licensing  timefram
applicable to olf County agencies that i
housekeeping measure, memoriaiizing chang
place o keep up with changes in state law.

amendment fo County
. This s "@=general ordinance
licenses. However, this s o
ly. been put into

COMMISSION ACTION: Commissioner Aster

oved to initiate TA2013008;
Commission Muller seconded the molion which passe

ith a vote of 4-0.

Extracis of the Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting of January 30, 2014

Case Number: TA2013008 ~ P-30 Updafe Ordinance due to HB 2443.
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MARICOPA COUNTY
ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING LICENSING TIMES FRAMES
IN COMPLIANCE WITH
A.R.S. §11-1601 THROUGH A.R.S. §11-1610
Cha oter 1 - - Purpose and Title

SECTION 101. Purpose

The purpose of this Ordinance is to establish both administrative completeness review and
substantive review time frames for those Licenses, as defined in A.R.S. §11-1601 ("License,”
"Licenses" or "Licensing ") issued by Maricopa County, as required by A.R.S. §11-1605.

SECTION 102. Title

This Ordinance shall be referred to and known as 'Ordinance Establishing Licensing Time
Frames."

SECTION 103. Severability

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this Ordinance is for any
reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent
jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions thereof.

Chapter 1 —Page 1



MARICOPA COUNTY
ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING LICENSING TIMES FRAMES
IN COMPLIANCE WITH

A.R.S. §11-1601 THROUGH A.R.S. §11-1610
_Chapter 2 — Administration

The purpose of this chapter is to provide in one location all administrative authorizations for
implementation of this Ordinance.

It shall be the responsibility of the Deputy County Manager or Assistant County Manager with
responsibility to oversee the applicable department, office or agency, or the Clerk with
responsibility to oversee the Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, to enforce the
provisions of this Ordinance. Each Maricopa County department and agency is hereby
authorized to adopt necessary forms, processes and procedures to implement the provisions of
this Ordinance.

SECTION 203. Posting of Notice
Each Maricopa County department and agency shall post on the same web page that contains

information to the public about each License, all applicable administrative completeness review
time frames and substantive review time frames which are germane to said License.

SECTION 204. Amendment
This Ordinance may be amended from time to time in accordance with A.R.S. §11-251.05(C).

The Clerk of the Board of Supervisors may correct typographical errors and/or reformat this
document without such corrections being considered an amendment.
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MARICOPA COUNTY
ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING LICENSING TIMES FRAMES
IN COMPLIANCE WITH
A.R.5. 811-1601 THROUGH A.R.S. §11-1610
Chapter 3 - Definitions

SECTION 301. Purpose

The purpose of this chapter is to centrally locate all terms specifically defined for use in the
administration of this ordinance.

SECTION 302, Definitions

In this Ordinance, unless the context requires otherwise, the following terms shall be as
defined below. If a capitalized term is not defined herein, it shall have the definition in A.R.S.
§11-1601.

APPLICATION means all documents, plans and materials required by the applicable
department, office or agency o support a request for License.

DESIGN BUILD mesns a construction project delivery system in which the design and
construction aspects are contracted for with 3 single entitv known_as the desian-builder or
design-build contractor, and in which the svstem is used to minimize the project risk for an
owner(si _and to reduce the delivery schedule by overlapping the desion phase and
construction phase of a project entity

COUNTY means Maricopa County.

MANAGER means the Deputy County Manager or Assistant County Manager assigned to
oversee a specific department, office or agency of Maricopa County, or the Clerk who oversees
the Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.

REGULATORY BILL OF RIGHTS means A.R.S, §11-1601 through A.R.S, §11-1610. Any term
not specifically defined in this Ordinance shall have the meaning set forth in the Regulatory Bill
of Rights.
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MARICOPA COUNTY
ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING LICENSING TIMES FRAMES
IN COMPLIANCE WITH
-1601 THROUGH A.R.S. §11-1610

Chapter 4 — General Regulations

SECTION 401. Purpose

The purpose of this chapter is to provide in one location the general regulations implementing
the Regulatory Bill of Rights.

SECTION 402. Time Frames
a. Administrative Completeness Time Frames

The administrative completeness time frames for each License issued by the County
shall be as set forth on Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof. As used
in Exhibit A, days shall mean Working Days.

b. Substantive Review Time Frames

The substantive review time frames for each License issued by the County shall be
as set forth on Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof. As used in Exhibit
A, days shall mean Working Days.

- ¢, Default Time Frames

If Exhibit A shall fail to identify an administrative completeness time frame for any
License issued by the County, in such event the administrative completeness time
frame for such License shall be sixty (60) Working Days. If Exhibit A shall fail to
identify a substantive review time frame for any License issued by the County, in
such event the substantive review time frame for such License shaiE be one hundred
twenty (120) Working Days.

SECTION 403. Changes to Applications
a. Substantially Altered Applications

If, during the course of review of a pending application, the applicant revises the
application with significant changes, alterations, additions, or amendments that are
not in response te a request for corrections that resuits in se-that the application is
being substantially altered such that extensive additional review is necessary, in
such event, the submission shall be deemed to be a new application, the
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A.R.S. §11-1601 THROUGH A.R.S. §11-1610

Chater 4 - General Reg ulattons

substantive review time frame shall start over and the fee established by the Board
of Supervisors as set forth in Exhibit B hereto, shall be charged.

b. Related Applications

If, during the course of review of a pending application, the applicant submits one
or more additional applications that are related to the pending application, in such
event, the substantive review time frame shall be reset on all related applications.
In this event there shall be one applicable substantive review time for all of the
related applications and the time frame shall be revised to be the longest
substantive review time frame that was applicable to any one of the related
applications. As a result, the entire substantive review time frame for the related
applications shall start over, and the fee, established by the Board of Supervisors as
set forth in Exhibit B hereto, shall be charged.

SECTION 404. Denial of Applications
a. General Denial of Applications

The Director of each department, office or agency is granted the power and
authority to deny any and all License applications, of any kind whatsoever, made to
the department, office or agency if, in the opinion of the Director, it is not possible
to grant the application within the time frame established pursuant to the
requirements of A.R.S. §11-1605 and this Ordinance.

b. Denial for Failure to Supply Information

In the event an applicant for License has been provided with a written or electronic
request for additional or supplemental information, or has been provided with a
written or electronic notice of deficiencies, and in the further event the applicant
has not provided said additional or supplemental information within 365 days (not
Working Days) of the written or electronic notice of Administrative Incompleteness
or_of Substantive Incompleteness having been sent to the applicant, then and in
such event, the department, office or agency to which such application has been
made shall issue a written notice of deniat administrative closure of the application
and the department, office or agency shall close any and all files opened in
connection with such application. The deniat closure shall be without prejudice to
the right of the applicant to re-apply for the same License.
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" Chapter 4 — General Reulataons

s-f- Extensions of Time Frames

SECTION 405, A

eiufmg—éhe—substaﬁﬂve-fewew—eme—#ame— A RS §11 ISOS(H 1)) permlts the appl;cant and

County to mutually consent to the extension of the substantive review and overall time frames
for up to twenby-five fifty percent (25 50%) of the overall time frame. Maricopa County hereby

congents t@ any and aIE such extensaem h—ﬁe—eveat—shaﬂ—am—depaﬁmeﬁt—e#ﬁee—eﬁgeﬁey—ef
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AR.S. §11- 16OTHOUGH AR, s SiL 1610 |

ARS §11-1610(6) exemots from thez Statute Des;qrr Build projects, The aqreement referenwd
i B11-1610(6), shall be initiated by_the applicant but to which Maricopa County is to be a
party, may be reached on behalf of Maricopa County the the Director of the Planning and
Development Department or by his/her desianee.

SECTION 407, Exemptions

An_application specific to residential is not subject to time frames per ARS § 11-1605 M.2.
Design build projects may establish negotiated time process during a pre-application meeting
and are_exempt from time frames per ARS & 11-1610 — 6.
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MARICOPA COUNTY
ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING LICENSING TIMES FRAMES
IN COMPLIANCE WITH
A.R.S. §11-1601 THROUGH A.R.S. §11-1610

pter 5 — Appeals

SECTION 501. Purpose

The purpose of this chapter is to provide a process for appeal for any applicant whose
application has been denied either due to the determination that the County cannot issue an
approval due to the presence of the time frames required in this Ordinance or because of the
failure of the applicant to comply with substantive requirements required to obtain the License
sought.

SECTION 502, Hearing Officer

The Board of Supervisors hereby establishes the position of Hearing Officer to hear and decide
all appeals of decisions denying any application for License pursuant to this Ordinance._The
Board of Supervisors hereby designated any and all Hearing Officers appointed pursuant to
Chapter 15 of the Zoning Ordinance for the Unincorporated Areas of Maricopa Countv (No. P-
18) as Haring Officers forall purposed under this Ordinance,

SECTION 503. Procedure

The Board of Supervisors hereby delegates to the Manager the responsibility to develop the
procedures to implement an appellate process after the denial of any application for License
pursuant to this Ordinance, provided, however, that any such procedure shall include:

a. All notices of appeal shall be by either the applicant or the property owner as
identified on the application, shall be in writing, shall be served upon the Director of
the department from which the denial is being appealed and shall include all
appropriate fees as established by the Board of Supervisors and as set forth in Exhibit
B hereto.

b. The Hearing Officer may, upon application by a party and good cause shown, issue a
subpoena for the production of documents or to compel the appearance of a witness.

c.  The Arizona rules of evidence shall not apply in the appellate process. Any evidence

offered may be admitted subject to a determination by the Hearing Officer that the
offered evidence is relevant and material and has some probative value to a fact at
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A.R.S. §11-1601 THROUGH A.R.S. §11-1610

__Chapter 5 — Appeals.

issue. This is not to be construed as abrogating any statutory provision relating to
privileged communications.

d. The Hearing Officer may, on Motion of the Hearing Officer, call and examine
witnesses, including the appealing party. No person may be examined at a hearing
except by the Hearing Officer, the appellant or their representative, or a deputy
county attorney.

e. A verbatim record of the appeal shail be kept.

f.  Applications for discovery shall be made to the Hearing Officer in a timely manner.

The decision of the Hearing Officer shall be the final determination by the County on the
application. Judicial review of the Hearing Officer's decision shall be pursuant to Arizona
Revised Statutes Title 12, Chapter 7, Article 6
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MARICOPA COUNTY
ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING LICENSING TIMES FRAMES
IN COMPLIANCE WITH
AR.S. §11-1601 THROUGH A.R.S. §11-1610

~___________ Chapter 6 — Effective Date
SECTION 601. Effective

This Ordinance shall be effective as of December 31, 2012,

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 12th day of December 2012, by the Board of Supervisors of
Maricopa County, Arizona.

AMENDMENT PASSED AND ADOPTED this dav of 2014, by the Board of
Supervisors of Maricopa County, Arizona. The change to Licensing Time Frames Ordinance P-
30 accounts for amendments to ARS §11-1601 through ARS &11-1610 with House Bill 2443,

Chairman

Attest:

Clerk

Approved as o form:

Deputy County Attorney
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1 | MCOSS PnD Building Commercial Accessory 60 120 180
2 | MCOSS PnD Building Commercial Addition 60 120 180
3 | MCOSS PnD Building Commercial Alteration 60 120 180
4 | MCOSS PnD Building Commercial Demolition 60 120 180
Move On
5 | MCOSS PnD Building Commercial Structure 60 120 180
Multi-Section
Manufactured
6 | MCOSS PnbD Building Commercial Home 60 120 180
7 | MCOSS PnD Building Commercial New 60 120 180
8 | MCOSS PnD Building Commercial Pools and Spas 60 120 180
9 | MCQSS PnD Building Commercial Principal Use 60 120 180
10 | MCOSS PnD Building Commercial Production 60 120 180
11 | MCOSS PnD Building Commercial Signs 60 120 180
12 | MCOSS PnD Building Fence Fences 60 120 180
13 | MCOSS PnD Building Grading Grading Only 60 120 180
infrastructure
14 | MCOSS PnD Building Grading Only 60 120 180
Misceltaneous
15 § MCOSS PnD Building Grading Grading 60 120 180
Subdivision
16 | MCQSS PnD Building Grading infrastructure 90 180 270
17 | MCOSS PnD Building Miscellaneous_1 Electrical 60 120 180
18 | MCOSS PnD Building Miscellaneous_1 Mechanical 60 120 180
19 | MCOSS PnD Building Miscellaneous_1 Miscellaneous 60 120 180
20 | MCOSS PnD Building Miscellaneous_1 Plumbing 60 120 180
21 | MCOSS PnD Building Residential 1 Accessory 60 120 180
22 | MCOSS PnD Building Residential_1 Addition 60 120 180
23 | MCOSs PnD Building Residential 1 Alteration 60 120 180
24 | MCOSs PnD Building Residential_1 Demolition 60 120 180
Move On
25 | MCOSS PnD Building Residential 1 Structure &0 120 180

baac i or I3
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Mutti-Section
Manufactured
26 | MCOSS PrD Building Residential 1 Home 60 120 180
27 1 MCOSS PnD Building Residential_1 New 60 120 180
New with
28 | MCOSS PnD Building Residential 1 Basement 50 120 180
29 | MCOSS PnD Building Residential_1 Pools and Spas 50 120 180
30 | MCOSS PaD Building Residential 1 Principal Use 60 120 180
31 | MCoss PnD Building Residential_1 Production 60 | 120 | 180
Flood Floodplain Floodplain
32 | MCOSS | Control | Floed Control Permit Permit 30 60 S0
Right of Way Right of Way
33 | MCOSS | MCDOT ROW Permit Permit Permit 50 180 270
Current Board of Board of
34 | MCOSS | Planning Planning Adjustment Adjustment 25 75 100
Current Drainage Review | Drainage Review
35 | MCOSS | Planning Planning Board Board 25 75 100
Current Plan of Plan of
36 | MCOSS | Planning Planning Development Development 90 180 270
Current
37 | MCOSS | Planning Planning Subdivision Final Plat 90 180 270
38* | MEOSS | Planping Plaaning Subdivisien Stipwlation 890 | 180 270
Current
39* | MCOSS | Riganing Planning Subdivision Breliminary-Rlat | 90 | 180 248
Current Preliminary-Rlat
40% | MCOSS | Rlanning Planning Subdivision Extension 80 | 480 278
Current Temporary Use | Temporary Use
41 | MCOSS | Planning Planning Permit Permit 25 75 100
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Wireless Wireless
Current Communication | Communication
42 | MCQOSS | Planning Planning Facility Facility 25 75 100
43 | MCOSS PnD Adult Business License License 90 180 270
44 | MCOSS PnD Adult Business License License Renewal | 90 180 270
45 § MCOSS PnD Adult Business License Manager 90 180 270
46 | MCOSS PnD Adult Business License Provider 90 180 270
47 | MCOSS PnD Land Use Land Use Land Use 25 75 100
Drinkiﬁg Water
. i System
48 | MCESD Eﬂ:‘:;;’:" WV::::\A&t D”“k;,“egm\f{'fter A.A.C. R18-1-525
VB Table 5, Group 1 |
&1l 16 67 83
New Source
. _y Approval
- & Drink -
i | essp | S| et | Dokt g s
& Table 5, Group |
&l 16 67 83
Environ- Water & Drinking Water — .
>0 | MCESD mental’ Waste Mgt Plan Review Compliance Plan 16 67 83
51 | MCESD Environ- Water & Drinking Water — Emergency
mental Waste Mgt Plan Review Operation Plan 16 67 83
52 | MCESD Environ- Water & Drinking Water— | Site Sampling
mental Waste Mgt Plan Review Plan 16 67 83
53 | MCESD Environ- Water & Drinking Water — Backflow
mental Waste Mgt Plan Review Prevention Plan 16 67 83
sa | McesD Environ- Water & Solid Waste — Experimental
mental Waste Mgt Plan Review Project Approval | 16 67 83
55 | MCESD Environ- Water & Solid Waste — NHLW Transfer
mental Waste Mgt Plan Review Facility 42 94 136
Refuse Collection
Environ- Water & Solid Waste - Variance
56 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt Plan Review AA.C R18-1-525
Table 12 21 41 62
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Public Water
Supply
Environ- Water & Subdivision & Distribution Line
57 | MCESD
mental Waste Mgt Infrastructure | AA.C R18-1-525
Table 5, Group |
& It 16 37 53
Drinking Water
Chlorination
53 | MCESD Environ- Water & Subdivision & Plan
mental Waste Mgt Infrastructure | A.A.C. R18-1-525
Table 5, Group |
& il 16 37 53
Drinking Water
Master Plan or
55 | MCESD Environ- _ Water & Subdivisiqn & Amendment
mental Waste Mgt Infrastructure | A.AC. R18-1-525
Table 5, Group |
&l 16 37 53
Rechaimed
Enviren- Water & Subdivision & Water Sys.tem
60 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt Infrastructure Plan Review
AA.C R18-1-525
Table 10 42 53 95
Drinking Water
Booster Pump
61 | MCESD Environ- Water & Subdivision & Station
mental Waste Mgt Infrastructure | A.A.C RI8-1-525
Table 5, Group |
& I 16 37 53
Drinking Water
. L Storage Tank
2 [wceso | oo | s | S| g Ris s
Table 5, Group |
&N i6 37 53
Environ- Water & Subdivision & Drinking Water
63 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt Infrastructure or Wastewater
Line Waiver 16 37 53
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Sewer Collection
Environ- Water & Subdivision & System_ Force
64 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt infrastructure Mains
g AA.C. R18-1-525
Table 10 42 53 95
Sewer Collection
System Gravity
65 | MCESD Environ- Water & Subdivision & Sewer 0 - 300
mental Waste Mgt infrastructure Connections
A.A.C. R18-1-525
Table 10 42 53 95
Sewer Collection
System Gravity
Environ- Water & Subdivision & Sewer 301 ~or
66 | MCESD more
mental Waste Mgt infrastructure )
Connections
A.A.C. R18-1-525
Table 10 42 94 136
Waste Water —
. L Master Plan or
7 [wesso | eSS e
& AA.C R18-1-525
Table 10 42 53 95
Wastewater
Review of
Environ- Water & Subdivision & Alternative
68 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt Infrastructure Features
AAC R18-1-525
Table 10 42 53 95
Review of Soils /
Environ- Water & Subdivision & Hydrology
69 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt infrastructure Report
& AA.C. R18-1-525
Table 10 21 46 67
Wastewater -
Environ- Water & Subdivision & Sewer Lift
70 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt infrastructure Station
8 AA.C R18-1-525
Table 10 42 53 85
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Wastewater
71 | McEsD Environ- Water & Subdivision & Reuse
mental Waste Mgt tnfrastructure | AA.C. R18-1-525
Table 10 42 53 95
Approval of
. i Sanitary
72| wesso | Spun | e | swdvont | e
AA.C R18-1-525
Table 10 21 37 58
All other
Environ- Water & Subdivision & Wastewater
73 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt infrastructure Plans
AALC RI&-1-525
Table 10 42 53 95
Trailer Coach
Environ- Water & Subdivision & (Mobite H.o_me}
74 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt Infrastructure Park Facility
A.A.C R18-1-525
Tabie 10 21 46 67
Alteration Plan:
Treatment —
Environ- Water & Public Water
75 MCESD L ental | wastemgt | TreatmentPlant | e 1505
Table 5, Group |
& 16 37 53
Complex
Experimental
Environ- Water & Project Approval
76 | MCESD | ontal | waste Mgt | TreatmentPlant | e 5os
Table 5, Group |
&Il 16 67 83
Operations &
Maintenance
Environ- Water & Plan
7T MCESD | ental | waste mgt | redtmentPlant | e 155
Table 5, Group |
&Il 16 37 53
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AGENCY -

GROUP

PERMIT TYPE -

PERMIT
SUBTYPE

PERMIT
CATEGORY

Admiinistrative

Time (days)

Substantive

Time {days} -
Overall Time

(days)

78

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Treatment Plant

Complex Water
Treatment Plant
A.ALC R18-1-525

Table 5, Group |

& If

16

67

83

79

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Treatment Plant

Treatment
System Plan —
Public Water
AAC R1I8-1-525
Table 5, Group |
&N

16

37

53

80

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Treatment Plant

Water Blending
System Plan
AAC R18-1-525
Table 5, Group |
&

16

37

53

81

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Treatment Plant

Well Site Review
& Approval
AALC R18-1-525
Table 5, Group |
&Il

16

37

53

82

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Treatment Plant

Complex
Experimental
Project Approval
(Wastewater)
AALC RI1I81-525
Table 10

35

186

221

83

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Treatment Plant

Ground Water
Recharge
AA.C R18-1-525
Table 10

42

94

136

84

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Freatment Plant

MAG 208
Certification
AAC R18-1-525
Table 10

42

94

136
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AGENCY

GROUP

PERMIT TYPE

PERMIT
SUBTYPE

~ PERMIT
CATEGORY

Administrative-

Time (days).

Substantive

Time (days)
dv‘érall_ Titme :..

{days)

85

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Treatment Plant

Non-Hazardous
Liguid Waste
Transfer Facility
AAC RI8-1-525
Table 10

42

94

136

86

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Treatment Plant

Wastewater
Treatment Plant
AAC R18-1-525

Table 10

35

186

221

87

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Treatment Plant

Treatment
System Plan —
Wastewater
A.A.C R18-1-525
Table 10

42

94

136

88

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Treatment Plant

Wastewater
Reuse
AA.C R18-1-525
Table 10

42

94

136

89

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Swimming Pool
Plan Review

Swimming Pool
or Special Use
Pool
AAC R18-1-525
Table 5, Group !
&Il

26

67

93

90

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Swimming Pool
Plan Review

Swimming Pool
Remodel
Complex

AAC R18-1-525

Table 5, Group |

& Il

26

67

93

91

MCESD

Environ-
mental

Water &
Waste Mgt

Swimming Pool
Plan Review

Swimming Pool

Remodel Simple

AAC R18-1-525

Table 5, Group |
& I

26

26

52

92

MCESD

Environ-
mentai

Water &
Waste Mgt

Swimming Pool
Plan Review

Fence Remodel

AAC R18-1-525

Toble 5, Group |
&1l

26

67

93
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93 | MCESD Environ- Water & Swimming Pool Swimming Pool
mental Waste Mgt Plan Review Variance 42 184 226
Environ- Water & Onsite ,
94 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt Wastewater Alteration 10 20 30
95 | MCESD Environ- Water & Onsite Atteration‘ with
mental Waste Mgt Wastewater Inspection 10 20 30
Composing
Environ- Water & Onsite Toilet <3000
9 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt Wastewater Gal/Day
A.A.C.R18-1-525
Table 10 42 31 73
Septic Tank with
Additional
Environ- Water & Onsite Alternative
97 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt - Wastewater Elements
AAC RiB-1-525
Table 10 42 53 S5
Septic Tank,
Conventional
Environ- Water & Onsite Disposal <3000
98 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt Wastewater Gal/Day
AA.C R18-1-525
Table 10 42 31 73
Aerobic System
Environ- Water & Onsite Wlﬂ? Surface
99 | MCESD mental Waste Mgt Wastewater Disposal
AA.C. R18-1-525
Table 10 42 53 95
Onsite
Wastewater
Treatment
Environ- Water & Onsite Facility, Flow
100 } MCESD mental Waste Mgt Wastewater 3000 to <24000
Gal/Day
AA.C R18-1-525
Table 10 42 94 136
101 | MCESD Environ- Water & . Onsite Reconnect ./
mental Waste Mgt Wastewater Remodel Review | 10 20 30
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) ) Reconnect /
& with Inspection | 10 | 20 | 30
New Business
Environ- | Environmental | Environmental Owner —Food
103 | MCESD mental Health Health Service
AALC R9-8-104
Table 1 30 30 60
Environ- | Environmental |  Environmental New Business
104 | MCESD mental Health Health Owner — Public
Accommodation | 30 30 60
Environ- | Environmental | Environmental New Business
105 | MCESD mental Health Health Owner — School
Grounds 30 30 60
Environ- | Environmental | Environmental New Business
106 | MCESD mental Health Health Owner —Pet
Shop / Groomer | 30 30 60
New Business
Environ- | Environmental | Environmental Owner —Mobile
107 | MCESD mental Health Health Food
A.A.C. R9-8-104
Table 1 30 30 60
Eating &
Drinking 0-9
Environ- | Environmental | Environmental | Seating Capacity
108 | MCESD mental Health Health Plan Review
AAC R9-8-104
Table 1 30 30 60
All Other Food
. . . Establishments
: Environ- | Environmental | Environmental .
109 | MCESD mental Health Health Plan Review
A.A.C, R9-8-104
Table 1 30 60 90
Mobile Food
Environ- | Environmental | Environmental Establishments
110 ) MCESD mental Health Heaith Plan Review
AAC R9-8-104
Table 1 30 60 90
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Environ- | Environmental | Environmental Mobile Pet
111 | MCESD mental Health Health Groomer / Shop
Plan Review 30 60 S0
Environ- | Environmental | Environmental Pet Shops Plan
1121 MCESD mental Health Health Review 30 60 50
Environ- | Environmental |  Environmental Public
113 | MCESD mental Health Health Accommodation
Plan Review 30 60 90
Pushcart Plan
Environ- | Environmental | Environmental Review
114 | MCESD mental Health Health A.A.C. R9-8-104
Table 1 30 60 a0
School Facilities
Environ- | Environmental | Environmental (FOOd.} Plan
115 | MCESD mental Health Health Review
AALC R9-8-104
Table 1 30 60 90
Environ- | Environmental | Environmental School Facilities
116 | MCESD mental Health Health {Non-Food) Plan
Review 30 60 90
Other Minor
Environ- | Environmental | Environmental Review
117 | MCESD mental Health Health AA.C R9-8-104
Table 1 30 60 S0
Approval of -
. . , Request for
118 | MCESD Ef:::?:,_ Envr;z::z:ntai Enw;c;r;:;ntai Variance
AAC R9-8-104
Table 1 30 60 90
Approval of
Environ- | Environmental | Environmental HACCP Plan
115 1 MCESD mental Health Health AA.C. R9-8-104
Table 1 30 60 a0
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Licensing Time Frames

L o w g : >. g s g m
i w > : 2T e B
e g2 £ s Fo  |Ee |58 EE
< o s s g EE|gT| g~7
& z © |5 | °
Environ- Pre-
120 | MCESD mental Environmental Storm Water Construction
Plan Review 25 50 75
Environ- Post-
121 : MCESD mental Environmental Storm Water Construction
Plan Review 25 50 75
Animal | Animal )
122 | Care & | Care & An:rgai Ca:e & License / Permit Dog License
Control | Control ontro 5 10 i5
Animal | Animal Animal Care &
123 | Care& | Care & Control License / Permit Kennel Permit
Control | Control 10 60 70
Clerk Clerk of
124 | of the the Clegk Of;he Bingo License Bingo License
Board Board oar 5 65 75
Clerlk Clerk of .
125 | ofthe the CIE;E( of;he Fireworks Permit Fl;ewo'rks
Board Board oar ermit 5 45 50
Clerk Clerk of Clerk of the Off-Track Pari- Off-Track Pari-
126 | of the the Board Mutuel Mutuel
Board Board Wagering Permit | Wagering Permit | 5 45 50
Clerk Clerk of Clerk of the Franchise Franchise
127 ofthe the Board License License
Board Board 10 45 55

* Deleted Planning and Development licenses with Text Amendment - TA2013008.
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Fees

Exhibit — B

» 3350 pre-application meeting fee for non-residential projiects

« 3150 pre-application meeting fee for residential projects subiect to a violation

« 350 pre-applicgiion meeting fee for residenticl projects not subject to g viclation

« 350 fee for a change to an application for g license in progress

« $50 fee for an application to be added o an application for a license in progress
« 350 fee to re-initiate application for alicense administratively denied due to time

fwithin 180 days)
« $150 fee to appeal administrative denial of a license (within 30 days)
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Report fo the Planning and Zoning Commission
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department

Cases: TA2013009 - Setbacks

Meeting Date: March 27, 2014

Agenda Hem: 8

Supervisor Disfrict: All

Applicant: Commission initiated

Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Zoning Crdinance
(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. Cne email of support. Cne emailed
gquestion.

Recommenddation: Approve

Discussion:

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 proposed language is:

SECTION 201. DEFINITIONS

Yord: The open space al grade level bev‘ween o budo‘mg ono’ odjommg lot lines,

exceptas ofhervwse prowded in fhe Ordmonce In meosunng a yord for the pur,oose 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
fo be used; however, on any lof wherein a setback line has been established by the
regulations of this Ordinance for any street abutting the lot, such measurement is fo be
faken from the principal building fo the setback line {see “YARD, REQUIRED").

Yard, Front: A yard extending across the front width of o lof and being the minimum
horizontal distance between the sireef line and the principal building erany-projection
thereof: other than steps, unenclosed balconies and unenclosed porches. The front
yard of a comer lot is the yard adjacent fo the designated front lot line.

Yard, Rear: A yard extending between the side lot lines and being the minimum
horizontal distfance between the rear lot line and the principal building erany

Agenda ltem: 8 - TA2013009
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profectiontherect: other than steps, unenclosed balconies and unenclosed porches.
On corner lofs and inferior lots, the rear yard is in ofl cases af the opposite end of the lof
from the front yard.

Yard, Side: A yard between the building and the side Jot line of a fot and extending
from the fronf yard fo the rear yard and being the minimum horizontal distonce
between a side lot line and the side of the principdl building srary-proiection-thereot
other than steps, unenciosed balconies and unenclosed porches. An interior side yard is
defined as the side yord adjacent to g common Iot fine.

SECTION 17110. ADDITIONAL YARD AND OFEN SPACE REGULATIONS

Ariicle 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 ormnamental
features may project a distance not exceeding two feet (27} info any required yard;

1)

This item Is being processed through the County’s Enhanced Regulatory Outreach Program
(EROP). A stakeholder meeting was held on November 25, 2013, and the case was initialized
at the January 30, 2104 Commission public meeting. Assuming positive Commission
recommendation, the public hearing for adoption by the Board of Supervisors (BOS) will be
scheduled for April 23, 2014. The regulatory amendment will take effect 30 days after BOS
approval.

There is no known opposition to the proposed language. Four emails of support, and a single
quesﬁon via emaii, were received vig EROF: [stall signature blocks snipped for staff report formatting]

From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2014 2:35 PM

To: 'GORDONRAY49@GMAIL.COM'

Subject: RE: EROP Comment: TA2013005 FW: Regulatory Outreach

Sir: thank you for the comments. They wilt be provided to the P&Z Commission at the 3/27 public
hearing. Darren

From: gordenray49@amail,com[SMTE:GORDONRAY40@EGMAIL.COM]
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 9:03:58 AM

To: Regulatory

Subject: Regulatory Outreach

Auto forwarded by a Rule

Citizen Comments
Issue: PD-TA2013009 — Setbacks

Citizen's Name: Gordon Ray
Organization: ger drafting

Agenda Hem: 8 - TA2013009
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City: Gilbert

Zip: 85297

Phone Number: 480-202-0133
Phene Type: mobile

Email: gordonrav49@amail.com

Does citizen want to be contacted: no

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments:
I have been drafting and drawing site plans for over 40 years and have never had a building measured
from anything else but the concrete. Never in any city has it been measured from the veneer.

Time of Request: 3/10/2014 9:03:58 AM

From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2014 2:35 PM
To: 'BPAL.EMAIL@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

From: bpal.email@gmail.com[SMTP:BPAL. EMAILGGMAIL.COM}
Sent: Sunday, March 09, 2014 3:07:35 PM

To: Regulatory

Subject: Regulatory Gutreach

Auto forwarded by a Rule

Citizen Comments
Issue: PD-TA2013009 — Setbacks

Citizen's Name: Ben Palmer
Organization:

City: Gitbert

Zip: 85298

Phone Number:

Phone Type:

Email: bpal.email@gmail.com

Does citizen want to be contacted;

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments:

The ammendment proposed to change measuring to the building at grade will align Maricopa County with
the industry standard and how every City and County in Arizona measures to the building atong with all
municipalities in the United States...| strongly support and recommend passage...thank you for your
consideration. '

Time of Request: 3/9/2014 3.07:33 PM
From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX [maiito: DarrenGerard@mail.maricopa.qov
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2014 2:36 PM

Agenda frem: 8 - TAZ01300%
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To: HOUSEPLANSINAWEEK@GMAILL.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

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-TA20130008 — Setbacks

Citizen's Name: Rusdon Ray
Organization; GER

City: Gilbert

Zip: 85297

Phone Number: 480-988-2472

Phone Type: work

Emaii: houseplansinaweek@qmail.com

Does citizen want to be contacted: no

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments:
TA2013009-Setbacks Pleasé 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

From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

Sent: Wednesday, January (08, 2014 7:49 PM
To: "Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com'

Subject: RE: Regulatory Outreach TA2013009

Ann: thanks for your comment. Darren

From: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com [mailto:Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 5:51 PM

To: Regulatory

Subject: Reguiatory Qutreach

Citizen Comments
Issue: PD-TA2013009 — Setbacks

Citizen's Name: Ann Hutchinson

Organization: New River - Desert Hills Community Association
City: New River

Zip: 85087

Phone Number: 823-742-6514

Agenda ltem: 8 - TAZ01300%
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Phone Type:
Email: Plan-Dev@nrdhea.com

Does citizen want to be contacted:

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments:
New River/Desert Hills Community Association (NR/DHCA) has no objections or concerns for this TA.

Time of Request: 12/21/2013 5:51:06 PM

From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 8:01 PM
To: 'dentj10@yahoo.com’

Cc: Terri Hogan - PLANDEVX

Subject: RE: Regulatory Outreach TA2013009

Sir: the proposed text amendment will clarify that building sethacks are measured from a lot line to the
building at grade. Your question is not specifically related to the proposed text amendment. When a
Variance is scheduled for a public hearing before the Board of Adjustment the subject property is posted
with a Public Notice at least 10 days in advance of the hearing. The notice indicating the case tracking
number, summary of the request, staff contact information, and the date/time/location of the

hearing. I've copied the Current Planning Supervisor on this email in the event you have further
questions or she has additional detail. Darren

From: dentji10@yahoo.com [mailto:dentil 0@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, December 27, 2013 2:26 PM

To: Regulatory

Subject: Regulatory Outreach

Citizen Comments
Issue; PD-TA2013009 - Setbacks

Citizen's Name: jack juftman
Organization:

City: paradise valley

Zip:

Phone Number:

Phone Type:

Email: dentj10@yahoo.com

Does citizen want to be contacted:

Comment is regarding: other

Comments:
I wouid like to know the rules regarding notice to adjacent properties in the case of a zoning variance
application

Time of Request: 12/27/2013 2:25:48 PM

Agenda ftemn: 8 - TAZ01300%
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Recommendation:;

Staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of TA2013009.

Prepared by Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Depuly Director

Attachment; January 30, 2014 Commission minutes (excerpt, 1 pags)

Agenda Hfem: 8 - TAZ013009
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Text Amendment: TA2013009 All Disfricts

Applicont: Commission Initigted

Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance 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 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.

Mr. Darren Gerard presented TA2013009, is in regards fc
verbiage from the definitions, trying 1o make the.ordi
wiH simplify se’rbczck medasurements so that setip

c§<s deleting ceriain

is af grade that is the setback.

Commissioner Hiatt questioned wheth
chahge?

Mr. Gerard responded.

ner Aster moved to initiate TA2013009;
the moﬂon which passed with a vole of 6-0.

Extracts of the Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting of January 30, 2014

Case Number: TA2013009 — MCIO - Update Definitions of setbacks for
ordinary projections

Page 1 of 1



Report to the Planning and Zoning Commission
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department

Cases: TA2013010 -~ Hillside

Meeling Date: March 27, 2614

Agenda ltem: 9

Supervisor District: All

Applicant: Commission initiated

Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Zoning Crdinance

{MCI0O), Articte 1201.2.1 to revise the Hillside measurement
from areas of natural slope of 15% or greater within any
horizental distance with a 5’ elevation change to within any
horizontal distance with a 10" elevation change

Support/QOpposition: No known opposition, One email of support.
Recommendation: Approve
Discussion:

This is intended to improve customer service and reduce regulatory burden. This reguiatory
amendment is intended to remove minor washes and small features from Hillside designation.
The proposed language is:

Section 1201. HILLSIDE

1201.2.1. All portions of a lot, tract or parcel having a natural sfope of 15% or greafer
within any horizontal distance with o ten foot (10') five-foet elevation change sholf be
subject to the regulations set forth in this Section. Any challenge fo a determination by
the Department that any portion of a lof, fract or parcel is subject fo the regulations sef
forth in this Section, shall include as port of the challenge a written determination of an
Arizona registered civil engineer supported by sealed topographical plans.

This item s being processed through the County's Enhanced Regulatory Outreach Program
(EROP]. A stakeholder meeting was held on November 25, 2013, and the case was inifiated af
the Jonuary 30, 2014 Commission public meetfing. Assuming positive  Commission
recommendation, the public hearing for adoption by the Board of Supervisors {BOS) will be
scheduled for April 23, 2014, The regulatory amendment will take effect 30 days after BOS
gpproval.

There is no known opposition fo the proposed language. A single email of support was
received via EROP:

From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 8:11 PM

Agenda ltem: 9 - TA2013010
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To: 'Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com’
Subject: RE: Regulatory Outreach TA2013010

Ann: thanks for your comment. Darren

From: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com [mailto:Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 5:52 PM

To: Regulatory

Subject: Regulatory Outreach

Citizen Comments
Issue: PD-TA2013010 — Hiliside Measurement

Citizen's Name: Ann Hutchinson

Organization: New River - Desert Hills Community Association
City: New River

Zip: 85087

Phone Number: 623-742-6514

Phone Type:

Email: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com

Does citizen want to be contacted:

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments:
New River/Desert Hills Community Association (NR/DHCA) has no objections or concerns for this TA.

Time of Request: 12/21/2013 5:52:06 PM
Recommendation:

Staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of TA2013010.

Prepared by Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Direcior

Attachment: January 30, 2014 Commission minutes [excerpd, 1 page)

Agenda bem: 2~ TAZ013010
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Text Amendment: TA2013010 All Districts

Applicant: Commission initiated

Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa County Zoning Ordinance,
Article 1201.2.1 fo revise the Hillside measurement from areas of
naturdl siope of 15% or greater within any horizontal distance
with a 5" elevation change to within any horizontal distance
with a 10’ elevation change.

Mr. Darren Gerard presented TA2013010, in regard to the
Arficle 1201.2.1. Hillside is determined based upon a 15 pe of any amount over ¢
S’ elevation change, we are changing that to a 10! elevafion change, the reason
for this increase is to eliminate minor wash banks -and smail fea

ning Ordinance to revise

sea overit, then it's not hillside.

COMMISSION ACTION: Commissioner Aster
Commission Muller seconded the moti

to initiate TA2013010:

Extracts of the Planning and Zoning Commissiocn Meeting of January 30, 2014

Case Number: TA2013010 - Hiilside Measurement
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Report to the Planning and Zoning Commission
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Depariment

Cases: TA2013011 - Grid Streets

Meeting Date: March 27, 2014

Agenda ltem: 10 |

Supervisor District: All

Applicant: Coemmission inffioted

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/Cpposition: No known opposition. One email of support.
Recommendation: Approve
Discussion:

This regulatory amendment is o 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
proposed language is:

702 GRID STREETS

3. Numbered sfreets-alignments Wwest of County 0/0 block numbering starting point
shall have streef fypes assigned by Avenue [Ave.], Drive (Dr.) and-Lane(ln.), Glen (Gl
and Dale (DL} in a westerly direction with g standard of every 1/8 alignment being on
Avenue._However, there are places where the glignments will be 1/7.

6. Numbered streets-qlignments keast of County 0/0 block numbering starfing point
shall have street types assigned by Street (81, Place (PL) andtWay (Way], Terrace (Ter.)
and Run (Run] in an easterly direction with g standard of every 1/8 alignment being o
Street._However, there are places where the alignments will be 1/7.

This item is being processed through the County's Enhanced Reguiatory Outreach Program
(EROP}. A stakeholder meeting was held on November 25, 2013, and the case was initigted at
the January 30, 2014 Commission public meetfing. Assuming positive Commission
recommendation, the matter will be scheduled for adoption by the Board of Supervisors (BOS)
af the April 23, 2014 public hearing. The regulatory amendment will take effect 30 days after
BOS approval.

Agenda ltem: 10 -TA2013011
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There is no known opposition to the proposed language. A single emait of support was
received via EROP:

From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 8:23 PM
To: 'Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com'

Subject: RE: Regulatory Outreach TA2013011

Ann: thanks for your comment. Darren

From: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com [maitto:Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 5:53 PM

To: Regulatory

Subject: Regulatory Qutreach

Citizen Comments
Issue: PD-TA2013011 — Street Name Suffixes

Citizen’s Name: Ann Hutchinson

Organization: New River - Dasert Hills Community Association
City: New River

Zip: 85087

Phone Number: 623-742-6514

Phone Type:

Email: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com

Does citizen want 1o be contacted:

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments:
New River/Desert Hills Community Association (NR/DHCA) has no cbjections or concems for this TA.

Time of Request: 12/21/2013 5:52:59 PM
Recommendation:

Staff recommends the Commission recommend approval of TA2013011.

Prepared by Darren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director

Attachment: January 30, 2014 Commission minutes {excerpt, 1 page)

Agenda item; 10 - TAZ01301
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Text Amendment: TA2013011 All Districts

Applicant: Cormmission Initiated

Request: Text Amendment to the Maricopa Addressing Regulations,
Section 702 to permit "Glen" and “Dale” sireet name suffixes
west of the County 0/0 block numbering and “Terrace” and
“Run” suffixes to the east.

Mr. Darren Gerard presented TA2013011, is @ fext amepéifnent to the Maricopa
County Addressing Regulations Section 702 to permit itional roadway name
suffixes be added into the mix, they would be '‘Gleg! 3i.‘Dale’ as street name
suffixes on the west side of Central Avenue and 'Tegrd: ‘Run’ as suffixes on
the east side. This is in keeping with other juf [ i portant o have
consistency for 211 emergency response. .

Commissioner Aster asked, this is going forward ig
out there foday?

er moved to initiate TA2013011:
h passed with a vote of 4-0.

Exiracts of the Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting of January 30, 2014

Case Number: TA2013011 - Addressing Regulations, adding street suffixes
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Report to the Planning and Zoning Commission
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Depor’rmenf

Cases: TA2013072 - Commercial Signs
Meeting Date: March 27, 2014

Agenda ltem: 11

Supervisor District: Al
Applicant: Staoff
Request: Inifiate a text amendment fo the Maricopa County Zoning

Ordinance, Articles 1403.2.3.2.b & 1404.2.22.b and the
Chapter 14 Sign Table by Zoning District - to clarify maximum
height limitation for free-standing on-site signs in Commercial
and Industrial zoning districts proximate to Rural and
Residential zoning districts

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

Recommendation: Initiate
Discussion:

This is considered a housekeeping item clarifying intent of the current ianguage - that free-
standing, on-site signs in Commercial and industrial zoning districts have maoximum height
iimitations when proximate to residential uses. The proposed language is:

Articles 1403.2.3.2.b (Commeicial Zoning Disticis) & 1404.2.2.2.b (Induskial Zoning
Districits)

Any sign within two-hundred (200) feet of a Rural or Residential zone, unless developed
for non-residential use, shall not exceed twelve (12) feet in height. However, for each
five (5] feet beyond the fwo-hundred (200) feet as described in the previous section,
the maximum may increase one (1) foot fo a maximum height of tweniy-four (24) feet.

This item is being processed through the County’s Enhanced Regulatory Outreach Program
(EROP). A stakeholder meeting was heid on February 28, 2014. If this item is initiated the
anficipated Commission hearing for recommendation to the Board of Supervisors (BOS] is May
8, 2014, and the tentafive BOS hearing for adoption is June 11, 2014. The reguiatory
amendment will fake effect 30 days after BOS approval.

The stakeholder meeting was lightly attended and this matter was discussed. (No minutes of
the meeting were prepared.] There were no suggestions to adlter the proposed language.
There is no known opposition to the proposed ianguage. A single emait of support was
received via EROP:

Agenda lfem: 11 ~TA2013012
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From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

Sent: Monday, February 24, 2014 6:04 PM
To: 'Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com'

Subject: RE: Regulatory Qutreach

Ann: thanks for your comments. These cases are going to stakeholder meeting this Friday 10:00 at our

office and tentatively to the 3/27 P&Z for initiation. Darren

From: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com[SMTP:PLAN-DEV@NRDHCA.COM]
Sent: Friday, February 21, 2014 8:32:06 PM

To: Regulatory

Subject: Regulatory Qutreach

Auto forwarded by a Rule

Citizen Comments
Issue: No case number

Citizen's Name: Ann Hutchinson

Organization: New River-Desert Hills Community Association
City: New River

Zip: 85087

Fhone Number: 6237426514

Phone Type: home

Email: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com

Does citizen want to be contacted: no

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments:
The New River-Desert Hills Community Association board has no objections to TA2013012 or
TA2013013. Note: On the Citizen Comment page "Select Case”, these two case are not listed.

Time of Request: 2/21/2014 8:32:06 PM
Recommendation:

Staff recommends the Commission initiate TA2013012.

Frepared by Damren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director

No attachments or enclosures.,

Agenda ltem: 11
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Report fo the Planning and Zoning Commission
Prepared by the Maricopa County Planning and Development Department

Cases:

Meeting Date:

TA2013013 -~ Runways
March 27, 2014

Agenda lfem: 12

Supervisor District: All

Applicant: Staff

Request: Initiate o text amendment to the Maricopa Zoning
Ordinance, Article 1111.3 to clarify that the required
obstacle free zones {OFZ) and runway protection zones [RPZ)
for runways / landing strips may be waived subject to
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) requirements

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

Recommendation: initiate

Discussion:

This is considered a housekeeping item removing confusing language and clarifying the article
is specific to private runways rather than public or military runways. The proposed language is:

ARTICILE 1111.3.

RUNWAYS AND [ANDING STRIPS: Buildings or structures or any
portions thereof, except for navigational aids, shall not be located in the
obstacte free zone ("OFZ") which shall be defined as an area which is 60
feet wide along each side of the edge of the runway of an existing or
proposed runway or landing strip and 250 feet wide centered along the
projected runway center line at a distance of 200 feet from the end or ends
of an existing or proposed runway or landing strip where takeoff and landing
is efther executed or proposed. A runway protection zone ("RPZ") shall be
located at the end or ends of the existing or proposed runway or landing strip
where takeoff or landing is either executed or proposed which shalf be a
lrapezoidal area which is 200 feet beyond the ends of the runway and
centered along the projected runway centerline.  The RPZ shall be 1,000
feet long. The width of the RPZ closest to the end of the runway or landing
strip shall be 250 feet. The width of the RPZ firthest from the end of the
runway or landing strip shall be 450 feet. Within the RPZ, buildings or
structures or any portions thereof shall not be erected to exceed a height
that would interfere with the takeoff or landing of a plane with a glide angle
of one fooi vertical for every 20 feet horizontal, such glide angle to be
computed as beginning at the RPZ boundary which is closest to the end of
the rumway. The OFZ or RPZ should be focated entirely on the same lot or

Agenda ltem: 12 -TA2013013
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parcel as the runway or landing strip. In any instance where any portion of
the OFZ or RPZ of a runway or landing strip extends beyond the lot or parcel
of property conlaining the runway or landing strip, written consent or
avigation easements must be obtained from all property owners in which the
OFZ or RPZ may wholly or partially lie. The provisions of this paragraph may
be waived for any publie—~er—ifitary alrport subject to Federa/ Aviatior
Administration or Department of Defense requirements

Obstacle Free Zone (OFZ)
No buildings or structures
or any portions thereof sllowed
EAmRARAFERDE =
Runway Protection Zone (RPZ)
Buildings or structures
250 Timited to height alfowed by 20:1 ghide angle 450'
Savsuzanaian
z L - >
< i 1,000° N
1,200

This item is being processed through the County's Enhanced Regulatory Outreach Program
(EROP}. A stakeholder meeting was held on February 28, 2014. i this item is initiated the
anticipated Commission hearing for recommendation to the Board of Supervisers (BOS) is May
8, 2014, ond the tentative BOS hearing for adoption is june 11, 2014. The regulatory
amendment will take effect 30 days after BOS approval.

The stakeholder meeting was lightly attended and this matter was discussed. (No minutes of
the meeling were prepared.) There were no suggestions to alter the proposed language.
There is no known oppaosition to the proposed langudge. A single email of support was
received via EROP:

From: Darren Gerard - PLANDEVX

Sent: Monday, February 24, 2014 6:04 PM
To: 'Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com’

Subject: RE: Regulatory Outreach

Ann: thanks for your comments. These cases are going to stakeholder meeting this Friday 10:00 at our
office and tentatively to the 3/27 P&Z for initiation. Darren

From: Plan-Dev@nrdhca.com{SMTP:PLAN-DEV@NRDHCA.COM]
Sent: Friday, February 21, 2014 8:32:06 PM

To: Regulatory

Subject: Regulatory Outreach

Auto forwarded by a Rule

Citizen Comments
Issue: No case number

Citizen's Name: Ann Hutchinson
Organization: New River-Desert Hills Community Association

Agenda ltem: 12 -TA2013013
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City: New River

Zip: 85087

Phone Number: 6237426514
Phene Type: home

Email: Pian-Dev@nrdhca.com

Does citizen want to be contacted: no

Comment is regarding: express support

Comments:
The New River-Desert Hills Community Association board has no objections to TA2013012 or
TA2013013. Note: On the Citizen Comment page "Select Case”, these two case are not listed.

Time of Request: 2/21/2014 8:32:06 PM
Recommendation:

Staff recommends the Commission initiate TA2013013.

Prepared by Daren V. Gerard, AICP, Deputy Director

No attachments or enclosures,
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