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MEETING DATE:  NOVEMBER 1, 2023 
 
TO:    PINAL COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
 
CASE NO.:  SUP-019-23 (COPPER SKY: RINCON) 
 
CASE COORDINATOR: VAL LUJAN 
 
Executive Summary: 
This is a request for a Special Use Permit, on behalf of Vertical Bridge, LLC. Requesting approval of a new 
Wireless Communication Facility (WCF) on a residentially developed 3.35 acre parcel a, in the Suburban 
Ranch (SR) Zoning District. 
 
If This Request is Approved: 
The Special Use Permit would allow Vertical Bridge, LLC. to install a new, stealth designed Wireless 
Communication Facility (WCF) on parcel 501-45-0680. 
 
Staff Recommendation/Issues for Consideration/Concern: 
Staff recommends approval of the request. 
 
 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  
Lot 68, of Hidden Valley Estates Unit 10 - (legal on file) 
 
TAX PARCELS:  
501-45-0680 
 
APPLICANT/AGENT:  
Jason Lee Ludington (owner)  
James Caciola of Vertical Bridge LLC. (agent/applicant) 
 
REQUESTED ACTION & PURPOSE:  
SUP-019-23 – PUBLIC HEARING/ACTION: Vertical Bridge, LLC. – James Caciola, applicant/agent, 
requesting approval of a Special Use Permit to operate a new wireless communication facility, on a 3.35± 
acre parcel in the Suburban Ranch (SR) Zone; tax parcel 501-45-0680 – legal on file –   situated in a 
portion of Section 26, Township 06 South, Range 02 East, of the G.S.R.B.&M., Pinal County, Arizona, 
located north of W. Fresno Road and west of S. Rincon Road in an unincorporated area of Pinal County. 
 
SIZE:  3.35 acre parcel 
 



Eloy

Maricopa

Mammoth

Superior

Florence

Coolidge
Casa Grande

Arizona City

Apache Junction

Kearny

Queen Creek

Marana

Winkelman

2E 3E 4E 5E 6E 7E 8E 9E

9S

8S

7S

6S

5S

4S

3S

9E8E

1S

7E6E5E4E3E

2E

2S

3S

4S

5S

6S

7S

8S

9S

10E 11E
12E 13E 14E 15E 16E 17E 18E

10S

15E

14E

18E

17E

16E

13E12E11E10E

10S

Legend

B.L.M. 

Indian Community 

Military 

National Forest 

Parks / Monuments 

Private Land 

S.C.I.P. / C.A.P. 

State Land 

Land Status

SUP-019-23



R
A

L
S

T
O

N
 R

D

W
A

R
R

E
N

 R
D

CENTURY RD

SOTOL RD

DUNE SHADOW RD

H
ID

D
E

N
 V

A
L

L
E

Y
 R

D

FRESNO RD

JENNIFER RD

WILDWOOD RD

L
A

 P
A

Z
 R

D

HALFMOON RD

R
IN

C
O

N
 R

D

O
A

K
 R

D

H
IC

K
O

R
Y

 R
D

CARDINAL RD

POWERLINE RD

ROBIN RD

D
E

E
R

 T
R

L

B
IG

 N
O

B
 R

D

VENTADA RD

HUISATCH RD

SUPERIOR RD

WHIRLY BIRD RD

O
P

A
L

 R
D

A
R

ID
O

 R
D

AGATE RD

TURNEY LN

MOMOLI RD

G
A

R
N

E
T

 R
D

S
H

IR
L

E
Y

 R
D

A
M

A
N

D
A

 D
R

BLUEJAY ST

D
U

R
A

Z
N

O
 R

D

HAWKHILL PL

CIMARRON RD

B
IG

 H
O

R
N

 T
R

L

B
L

A
C

K
TA

IL
 T

R
L

P
E

A
K

 R
D

SIOUX RD

FA
LT

O
N

 R
D

S
M

A
R

T
 R

D

WILDCAT LN

SWANBERG TRL

E
M

IL
Y

 L
N

C
L

IF
F

 R
D

TANAGER LN

D
E

E
R

 T
R

L

JENNIFER RD

O
A

K
 R

D

G
A

R
N

E
T

 R
D

A
R

ID
O

 R
D

O
A

K
 R

D

A
R

ID
O

 R
D

MOMOLI RD

ROBIN RDROBIN RD

WHIRLY BIRD RD

O
A

K
 R

D P
E

A
K

 R
D

GR

SR

SH

CR-3

Community Development

Legal Description:

O
Sheet No.

1 of 1 Case Number:

Section RangeTownship

Date:Drawn By:

Owner/Applicant:

02E06S26

07/20/2023 GIS / IT / LJT

VERTICAL BRIDGE, LLC. – JAMES CACIOLA

SEC 26, TWN 06S, RNG 02E

Situated in a portion of Section 26, Township 06 South, Range
02 East,of the G.S.R.B.&M., Pinal County, Arizona, located
north of W. Fresno Road and west of S.Rincon Road in an

unincorporated area of Pinal County.
ALL PERSONS INTERESTED IN THIS MATTER MAY
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Pinal County Board of Supervisors

Sheet No.

Drawn By:

Section

Case Number:

Owner/Applicant:

1 of 1

Date:O
Legal Description:

Township Range
02E06S26

07/20/2023 GIS / IT /LJT

VERTICAL BRIDGE, LLC. – JAMES CACIOLA

SEC 26, TWN 06S, RNG 02E

Situated in a portion of Section 26, Township 06 South,
Range 02 East,of the G.S.R.B.&M., Pinal County, Arizona,

located north of W. Fresno Road and west of S.Rincon Road
in an unincorporated area of Pinal County.

Current Zoning:  SR  Current Land Use: VLDR

SUP-019-23 – PUBLIC HEARING/ACTION: Vertical Bridge, LLC. – James Caciola, applicant/agent, requesting approval of a
Special Use Permit to operate a new wireless communication facility, on a 3.35± acre parcel in the Suburban Ranch (SR) Zone;
tax parcel 501-45-0680 – legal on file – situated in a portion of Section 26, Township 06 South, Range 02 East,of the
G.S.R.B.&M., Pinal County, Arizona, located north of W. Fresno Road and west of S.Rincon Road in an unincorporated area of
Pinal County.

SUP-019-23

SUP-019-23
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COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: The land use designation for the subject site is Very Low Density Residential 
(VLDR [0-1 du/acre]). 
 
EXISTING ZONING AND LAND USE: The property is positioned within Zoning District Suburban Ranch (SR). 

 
SURROUNDING ZONING AND LAND USE: 
North:  Suburban Ranch (SR); manufactured home  
South:  Suburban Ranch (SR); manufactured home  
East:    Suburban Ranch (SR); undeveloped parcel   
West:  Suburban Ranch (SR); manufactured home 
 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: 
 Neighborhood Meeting(s):  December 28, 2022 
 Agency Mail out:  July 31, 2023 & August 31, 2023 
 Newspaper Advertising:  July 27, 2023 & October 05, 2023 
 Site posting, Applicant:  July 17, 2023 
              Site posting, County:   July 28, 2023, September 1, 2023 & October 13, 2023 
 
COMMISSION ACTION/RECOMMENDATION (SUP-019-23): At the hearing, after discussion with staff 
and the Commission, together with evidence presented & public testimony, the Commission voted 9-0, 
to recommend approval of (SUP-019-23) based upon the record, and adding one (1) stipulation for a 
total of sixteen (16) stipulations. 

 
SUP-019-23 STIPULATIONS: 
 
1.  All Federal (FCC), State and County regulations shall be adhered to and all required approvals, plans, 
submittal documents, and permits submitted and obtained; including, but not limited to, planning 
clearance, building, sewage disposal, right-of-way use permit, handling and disposal of waste water, air 
quality permit, security lighting, fire protection, landscaping, signage, etc.; 

 
2. Submit an R.F. Engineer’s certification within thirty days of BOS approval, that the facilities comply 
with all Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), and that the radiation meets Federal Communication 
Commission (FCC) requirements. Should interference be determined to exist with the WAPA 
Communications equipment, building permits shall not be issued until the interference issues are 
resolved to the satisfaction of Pinal County Community Development; 

 
3. The applicant/property owner shall meet the requirements of the International Fire Code, as adopted 
by Pinal County and administered by the Pinal County Building Safety Department; 

 
4. A dust registration permit from the Pinal County Air Quality Control District shall be obtained prior to 
the disturbance of 0.1 acres or more land; 

 
5. All construction activity must conform to the Earthmoving Activity requirements of the Pinal County 
Air Quality Control District; 
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6. Paving will be provided on the following: 24 foot driveway & access drive, within the site, and on 
parking area; Applicable to site access portion of W. Fresno Road and S. Rincon Road, additional road 
access improvement requirements must be met as determined by County Engineer(s) and other County 
Divisions/personnel; 

 
7. An Air Quality industrial permit may be required if there is a generator installed; 

 
8. The WCF is required to be enclosed by an 8’ CMU wall as required by County Code § 2.205.050 (B); 

 
9. The layout, design and set up of the wireless communication facility shall be as shown and set forth 
on the applicant’s site plan as submitted with this application for a Special Use Permit; 

 
10. Any change or expansion of use shall require approval by the Board of Supervisors; 

 
11. At such time the wireless communication facility is no longer needed, it shall be removed from the 
subject property within 180 day at the expense of the applicant; 

 
12. The applicant shall keep the property free of trash, litter and debris; 

 
13. Violation of these conditions at any time may invoke revocation proceedings by the Pinal County 
Community Development Department; 

 
14. A site plan process would be initiated by the applicant after the SUP is approved by the BOS;  

 
15. Approval of this Special Use Permit is tied to the portion of parcel number 501-45-0680 in which the 
WCF is situated; and 

 
16. Per the Pinal County Site Plan Requirements, the Applicant is to provide a grading and drainage 
design for the subject property that satisfies the Pinal County Drainage Manual requirements. 

 
 

   Date Prepared 10/18/23 -val 





















NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING BY THE PINAL COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AT 9:30 A.M 
ON THE 1ST DAY OF NOVEMBER 2023, AT THE PINAL COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE COMPLEX, 
IN THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS HEARING ROOM, 135 N. PINAL STREET, FLORENCE, 
ARIZONA, TO CONSIDER AN APPLICATION FOR A SPECIAL USE PERMIT IN THE 
UNINCORPORATED AREA OF PINAL COUNTY, ARIZONA.  

SUP-019-23 – PUBLIC HEARING/ACTION: Vertical Bridge, LLC. – James Caciola, 
applicant/agent, requesting approval of a Special Use Permit to operate a new wireless 
communication facility, on a 3.35± acre parcel in the Suburban Ranch (SR) Zone; tax parcel 501-
45-0680 – legal on file –   situated in a portion of Section 26, Township 06 South, Range 02 East,
of the G.S.R.B.&M., Pinal County, Arizona, located north of W. Fresno Road and west of S.
Rincon Road in an unincorporated area of Pinal County.

ALL PERSONS INTERESTED IN THIS MATTER MAY APPEAR AND SPEAK AT THE PUBLIC 
HEARING AT THE DATE, TIME, AND PLACE DESIGNATED ABOVE. 

DOCUMENTS PERTAINING TO THIS CASE CAN BE FOUND ON THE NOTICE OF HEARING 
PAGE FOR THE P&Z COMMISSION AT: 
https://www.pinal.gov/236/Notice-of-Hearings 

DATED THIS 25th DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2023, by Pinal County Development Services 

TO QUALIFY FOR FURTHER NOTIFICATION IN THIS LAND USE MATTER YOU MUST FILE 
WITH THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT A WRITTEN STATEMENT OF SUPPORT OR 
OPPOSITION TO THE SUBJECT APPLICATION.  YOUR STATEMENT MUST CONTAIN THE 
FOLLOWING INFORMATION: 

1) Planning Case Number (see above)
2) Your name, address, telephone number and property tax parcel number (Print or type)
3) A brief statement of reasons for supporting or opposing the request
4) Whether or not you wish to appear and be heard at the hearing

WRITTEN STATEMENTS MUST BE FILED WITH: 
PINAL COUNTY DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
PO BOX 749 
FLORENCE, AZ 85132 

NO LATER THAN 4:00 PM ON WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 18, 2023 
Contact for this matter: Val Lujan, Planner 
E-mail address: valerie.lujan@pinal.gov 
Phone # (520) 866-6528 

[Anything below this line is not for publication.] 

PUBLISHED ONCE: 
Pinal Central Dispatch

https://www.pinal.gov/236/Notice-of-Hearings
mailto:valerie.lujan@pinal.gov


STATE OF ARIZONA
SS.

COUNTY OF PINAL

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
BY THE PINAL COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AT
9:30 A.M ON THE 1ST DAY OF
NOVEMBER 2023, AT THE PINAL
COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE
COMPLEX, IN THE BOARD
OF SUPERVISORS HEARING
ROOM, 135 N. PINAL STREET,
FLORENCE, ARIZONA, TO
CONSIDER AN APPLICATION
FOR A SPECIAL USE PERMIT IN
THE UNINCORPORATED AREA
OF PINAL COUNTY, ARIZONA.
SUP-019-23-PUBLIC HEARING/
ACTION: Vertical Bridge, LLC. -
James Caciola, applicant/agent,
requesting approval of a Special
Use Permit to operate a new
wireless communication facility,
on a 3.352 acre parcel In the
Suburban Ranch (SR) Zone; tax
parcel 501-45-0680 ? legal on file
? situated in apor t ion of Section
26, Township 06 South, Range 02
East, of the G.S.R.B.&M., Pinal
County, Arizona, located north of
W. Fresno Road and west of S.
Rincon Road in an unincorporated
area of Pinal County.
A L L P E R S O N S I N T E R E S T E D
I N T H I S M A T T E R M A Y A P P E A R
A N D S P E A K A T T H E P U B L I C
H E A R I N G A T T H E D A T E , T I M E ,
A N D P L A C E D E S I G N A T E D

A B O V E .
DOCUMENTS PERTAINING
TO THIS CASE CAN BSE

FOUND ON THE NOTICE OF
HEARING PAGE FOR THE P&Z
COMMISSION AT:
h t t p s : / / w w w . p i n a l . g o v / 2 3 6 /
Notice-of-Hearings
D A T E D T H I S 2 5 t h D A Y O F
S E P T E M B E R 2 0 2 3 , b y P i n a l
C o u n t y D e v e l o p m e n t S e r v i c e s
T O Q U A L I F Y F O R F U R T H E R
N O T I F I C A T I O N IN T H I S L A N D
U S E M A T T E R Y O U M U S T
F I L E W I T H T H E P L A N N I N G
D E P A R T M E N T A W R I T T E N
S T A T E M E N T O F S U P P O R T
O R O P P O S I T I O N T O T H E

S U B J E C T A P P L I C A T I O N .
Y O U R S T A T E M E N T M U S T
C O N T A I N T H E F O L L O W I N G
I N F O R M A T I O N :
1) Planning Case Number (see
above)
2) Your name, address, telephone
number and property tax parcel

number (Print o r type)
3) A brief statement of reasons
for supporting o r opposing the
request
4) Whether or not you wish to
appear and be heard at the
hearing
WRITTEN STATEMENTS MUST
BE FILED WITH:
PINALCOUNTY DEVELOPMENT
SERVICES
P O B O X 7 4 9

FLORENCE, A Z 85132
NO LATER THAN 4:00 P M O N
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 18,
2023 Contact for this matter: Val
Lujan, Planner
E-mail address: vaierte.lujan@
p i n a l . g o v
P h o n e # (520 ) 8 6 6 - 6 5 2 8
No. of publications: 1; date of
publication: Oct. 5, 2023.

A f f i d a v i t o f Pub l i ca t i on

Kara K. Cooper, f i rs t be ing duly sworn deposes and says: That

he/she is a nat ive born cit izen o f t h e Uni ted States o f Amer ica, over

21 years o f age, t h a t | am an agent a n d / o r publ isher of t h e Pinal

Central Dispatch, a n e w s p a p e r sec t ion publ ished at Casa Grande,

Pinal County, Arizona, Thursday o f each week; t h a t a notice, af u l l ,

t r u e and comple te pr in ted copy o f which is he reun to attached, was

pr in ted in the regular ed i t i on o f said newspaper , and n o t i n a

supplement thereto, f o r ONE issue. The publ icat ions thereo f having

been on the f o l l o w i n g date:

10/05/2023

PINAL CENTRAL DISPATCH

Notary Public in and for the County
Of Pinal, State of Arizona

Vicki Morris
Notary Public

Pinat County, Arizona
My Cornm. Expires 09-20-24

Gommiasion No. §87546
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When recorded return to:  
Clerk of the Board  
P.O. Box 827 
Florence AZ 85132 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2023-SUP-019-23 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE PINAL COUNTY, ARIZONA, BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS APPROVING A SPECIAL USE PERMIT FOR A PROPERTY 
LOCATED NORTH OF W. FRESNO ROAD AND WEST OF S. RINCON 
ROAD, (TAX PARCEL (501-45-0680) TO CONSTRUCT A NEW WIRELESS 
COMMUNICATION FACILITY, IN CONNECTION WITH PINAL COUNTY 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT CASE NO. SUP-019-23 

 
WHEREAS, the Pinal County Board of Supervisors (the “Board”) is authorized pursuant 

to the Pinal County Development Services Code § 2.151.010 to approve Special Use Permits in 
order to ensure and protect the public health, safety, convenience and general welfare; and, 

 
WHEREAS, on February 21, 2023, the Pinal County Community Development 

Department (the “Department”) received an application from James Caciola of Vertical Bridge, 
LLC, applicant, on behalf of Jason Lee Ludington, owner of a 3.35 ± acre parcel located North of 
W. Fresno Road and West of S. Rincon Road in an unincorporated area of Pinal County (Tax 
Parcel 501-45-0680) zoned Suburban Ranch (SR) and legally described on the attached Exhibit 
“A” (the “Property”) for a Special Use Permit requesting approval to construct a new wireless 
communication facility on the Property  (the “SUP Application”); and, 

 
WHEREAS, on September 21, 2023, the Pinal County Planning and Zoning Commission 

(the “Commission”) held a public hearing on the SUP Application under Case No. SUP-019-23 
(the “Commission Hearing”); and, 

 
WHEREAS, during the Commission Hearing Department staff presented and 

recommended approval of the SUP Application with 15 stipulations, which stipulations were 
amended by the Commission by adding an additional stipulation, for a total of 16 stipulations as 
set forth on the attached Exhibit “B” (the “Stipulations”); and, 

 
WHEREAS, at the conclusion of the Commission Hearing, the Commission voted 9-0 in 

favor of forwarding a recommendation of approval of the SUP Application to the Board, subject 
to the Stipulations.  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board that the SUP Application is hereby 
approved subject to the Stipulations. 
 
/ / / 
 

[Signatures on following page.] 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2023-SUP-019-23 
 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 1st day of November, 2023, by the PINAL COUNTY BOARD 
OF SUPERVISORS. 
 
 
______________________________ 
Chairman of the Board 
 
 
ATTEST:            
  
 
____________________________    
Clerk/Deputy Clerk of the Board    
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Deputy County Attorney 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



EXHIBIT A 

SUP-019-23 LEGAL DESRIPTION 

 

PARENT PARCEL LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

THAT CERTAIN PROPERTY SITUATED IN PINAL COUNTY, STATE OF ARIZONA, AND DESCRIBED AS 
FOLLOWS: 

 

LOT 68, OF HIDDEN VALLEY ESTATES UNIT 10, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT OF RECORD IN THE 
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF PINAL COUNTY, ARIZONA, IN BOOK 14 OF MAPS, PAGE 12. 

 

PARCEL ID NO.: 501-45-0680  

 

THIS BEING THE SAME PROPERTY CONVEYED TO JASON LEE LUDINGTON FROM MARK FRANK 
FORSYTH III IN A QUIT CLAIM DEED DATED NOVEMBER 6, 2015 AND RECORDED NOVEMBER 6, 
2016 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2015-072243 IN PINAL COUNTY, ARIZONA. 

TOWER EASEMENT PREMISES LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

A PORTION OF LOT 68, OF HIDDEN VALLEY ESTATES UNIT 10, ACCORDING TO BOOK 14 OF MAPS, 
PAGE 12, PINAL CAOUNTY. MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

 

COMMENCING AT THE ALUMINUM MARKING THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SECTION 26; THENCE 
NORTH 53°42'12" EAST A DISTANCE OF 912.60 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; 

 

THENCE NORTH 90°00'00" EAST A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET; 

THENCE SOUTH 00°00'00" EAST A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET; 

THENCE NORTH 90°00'00" WEST A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET; 

THENCE NORTH 00°00'00" WEST A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

  



ACCESS EASEMENT LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

A PORTION OF LOT 68, OF HIDDEN VALLEY ESTATES UNIT 10, ACCORDING TO BOOK 14 OF MAPS, 
PAGE 12, PINAL CAOUNTY. MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

 

COMMENCING AT THE ALUMINUM MARKING THE SOUTHWEST  CORNER OF SECTION 26; THENCE 
NORTH 53°32'20" EAST A DISTANCE OF 912.60 FEET; 

THENCE NORTH 90°00'00" EAST A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; 

 

THENCE NORTH 00°00'00" WEST A DISTANCE OF 4.00 FEET; 

THENCE NORTH 90°00'00" EAST A DISTANCE OF 20.00 FEET; 

THENCE SOUTH 00°00'00" EAST A DISTANCE OF 10.00 FEET; 

THENCE WITH A CURVE TURNING TO THE LEFT WITH AN ARC LENGTH OF 14.74', WITH A RADIUS 
OF 10.06', WITH A CHORD BEARING OF SOUTH 41°59'14" EAST, WITH A CHORD LENGTH OF 13.45'; 

THENCE NORTH 90°00'00" EAST A DISTANCE OF 60.96 FEET; 

THENCE SOUTH 00°23'38" WEST A DISTANCE OF 24.00 FEET; 

THENCE NORTH 90°00'00" WEST A DISTANCE OF 89.79 FEET; 

THENCE NORTH 00°00'00" WEST A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

UTILITY EASEMENT LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

A PORTION OF LOT 68, OF HIDDEN VALLEY ESTATES UNIT 10, ACCORDING TO BOOK 14 OF MAPS, 
PAGE 12, PINAL CAOUNTY. MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

 

COMMENCING AT THE ALUMINUM MARKING THE SOUTHWEST  CORNER OF SECTION 26; THENCE 
NORTH 53°32'20" EAST A DISTANCE OF 912.60 FEET; 

THENCE NORTH 90°00'00" EAST A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; 

 

THENCE SOUTH 00°00'00" EAST A DISTANCE OF 1.84 FEET TO THE CENTERLINE OF THE 5.0 FOOT 
WIDE UTILITY EASEMENT LYING 2.50 FEET ON EACH SIDE AND TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; 

THENCE NORTH 71°30'56" EAST A DISTANCE OF 96.66 FEET TO THE POINT OF TERMINUS. 



EXHIBIT B 
 

SUP-019-23 STIPULATIONS 
 

1.  All Federal (FCC), State and County regulations shall be adhered to and all required 
approvals, plans, submittal documents, and permits submitted and obtained; including, but not 
limited to, planning clearance, building, sewage disposal, right-of-way use permit, handling and 
disposal of waste water, air quality permit, security lighting, fire protection, landscaping, 
signage, etc.; 
 
2. Submit an R.F. Engineer’s certification within thirty days of BOS approval, that the facilities 
comply with all Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), and that the radiation meets Federal 
Communication Commission (FCC) requirements. Should interference be determined to exist 
with the WAPA Communications equipment, building permits shall not be issued until the 
interference issues are resolved to the satisfaction of Pinal County Community Development; 
 
3. The applicant/property owner shall meet the requirements of the International Fire Code, as 
adopted by Pinal County and administered by the Pinal County Building Safety Department; 
 
4. A dust registration permit from the Pinal County Air Quality Control District shall be obtained 
prior to the disturbance of 0.1 acres or more land; 
 
5. All construction activity must conform to the Earthmoving Activity requirements of the Pinal 
County Air Quality Control District; 
 
6. Paving will be provided on the following: 24 foot driveway & access drive, within the site, 
and on parking area; Applicable to site access portion of W. Fresno Road and S. Rincon Road, 
additional road access improvement requirements must be met as determined by County 
Engineer(s) and other County Divisions/personnel; 
 
7. An Air Quality industrial permit may be required if there is a generator installed; 
 
8. The WCF is required to be enclosed by an 8’ CMU wall as required by County Code § 
2.205.050 (B); 
 
9. The layout, design and set up of the wireless communication facility shall be as shown and set 
forth on the applicant’s site plan as submitted with this application for a Special Use Permit; 
 
10. Any change or expansion of use shall require approval by the Board of Supervisors; 
 
11. At such time the wireless communication facility is no longer needed, it shall be removed 
from the subject property within 180 day at the expense of the applicant; 
 
12. The applicant shall keep the property free of trash, litter and debris; 
 



13. Violation of these conditions at any time may invoke revocation proceedings by the Pinal 
County Community Development Department;

14. A site plan process would be initiated by the applicant after the SUP is approved by the BOS;

15. Approval of this Special Use Permit is tied to the portion of parcel number 501-45-0680 in 
which the WCF is situated; and

16. Per the Pinal County Site Plan Requirements, the Applicant is to provide a grading and 
drainage design for the subject property that satisfies the Pinal County Drainage Manual 
requirements.
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in favor signify by saying aye. 1 

COLLECTIVE:  Aye. 2 

RIGGINS:  Any opposed?  Motion passes unanimously.  3 

Okay, our next - all right, we have a continued case, and we 4 

only have one continued case.  Our next case is SUP-019-23. 5 

LUJAN:  Good morning, Chair, Vice Chair, Members of 6 

the Commission, members of the public if anyone’s here, and 7 

also County staff.  My name is Val Lujan, I am presenting on 8 

behalf of the applicant for SUP-019-23.  Some details of this 9 

case.  So it is a request from Vertical Bridge and they’re 10 

seeking approval of a special use permit to allow the 11 

construction of a new wireless communication facility.  Some 12 

of the parcel information is there and it is zoned Suburban 13 

Ranch.  Location, it’s north of West Fresno Road and west of 14 

South Rincon Road, in an unincorporated portion of the City of 15 

Maricopa.  The owner is Jason Lee Ludington, we do have that 16 

on file, and applicant Jim Caciola who is here shall we have 17 

any further questions.  So here is the context of the site in 18 

regards to the majority the County.  Here are some of the 19 

surrounding zoning context.  An area map.  Also wanted to 20 

provide you with some aerials of where the immediate 21 

surrounding context.  So to the left you see the parcel to the 22 

north and the south, and then the subject site in a bit more 23 

zoomed in, and we see the current establishment that’s on 24 

there.  Some of the directionals, so looking west onto the 25 

Case Begins

ValerieL
Highlight
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subject site.  So now we’re looking east.  Looking north, and 1 

then looking south.  This shows the extent of our outreach for 2 

the notice of hearing purposes.  Here we see a site plan and 3 

then from the - from last month’s hearing, just providing you 4 

some more color and visual aids of exactly what is being 5 

conveyed on that site plan.  So we see the full property lines 6 

in red, highlighted in that blue oval is where the existing 7 

residence is.  Purple is the proposed facility area.  And then 8 

we see that all of the setbacks are met with those green 9 

lines, meaning that one to one (inaudible) area.  Here are 10 

some elevation and specs of what this facility will look like. 11 

RIGGINS:  Is it going to be a tree? 12 

LUJAN:  It is. 13 

RIGGINS:  Okay. 14 

LUJAN:  Okay, and we wanted to provide you with a 15 

coverage map, so this is currently what the area looks like 16 

without this facility.  The potential coverage with the 17 

facility.  So without and with.  And then some of the 18 

continuation concerns, which I wish to address.  So it was 19 

brought up whether an SUP or a variance were appropriate in 20 

addressing standards such as height.  And yes, an SUP is not 21 

only a practice of the division, but it’s also the correct 22 

legal practice when we are addressing design standards 23 

specifically for a wireless communication facility.  A more 24 

thorough response and citation specific to our governing code 25 
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is provided in the staff report, with that synopsis of why we 1 

use SUPs.  And then also a concern was coverage and capacity 2 

at various heights.  So in speaking with, and working 3 

alongside with the applicant, they are very intentional with 4 

what is perceived as excess height, in that it does reduce the 5 

need for future new builds.  Then also they have the 6 

willingness and will be constructing this facility in a way 7 

that others are able to co-locate, which again reduces the 8 

need for any other type of builds to be out there.  We are 9 

going to provide you with some coverage and capacity maps just 10 

to kind of address that – further address that concern.  So at 11 

the proposed height of, we see the amount of coverage, and 12 

then even when it is just reduced at 85 feet, that margin is 13 

significantly reduced.  So at 85 feet, that is what it’s 14 

looking like.  At 75 feet.  And at 55 feet.  Some items of 15 

consideration.  So again, coverage will increase significantly 16 

for the area if the SUP is granted.  Tower is designed in a 17 

way to allow future co-location, so again reducing the need of 18 

any new facilities.  Applicant has submitted all the necessary 19 

documentation required of our SUP processes.  Staff has not 20 

identified any adverse impacts to the area.  And applicant 21 

will comply with all development standards required of an SUP 22 

and wireless facility, and any additional standards as stated 23 

in the stipulations.  We did receive one opposition, and this 24 

was regards to a neighbor for draining and flooding concerns.  25 
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Those videos were provided to you.  We would like to say that 1 

we did initiate comments from all divisions, including our 2 

flood control.  They did not identify any immediate threat or 3 

issues where this SUP would not be able to continue.  We also 4 

want to let the Commission know that at further steps, that 5 

the applicant would need to provide drainage reports, so that 6 

way if there does need to be any future mitigation, it will be 7 

discussed there and the applicant would have to abide by what 8 

is put in place by Flood Control.  So recommendation, staff 9 

does recommend approval with the 15 situations that are listed 10 

in the staff report.  I, myself, am open to any questions, as 11 

well as the applicant being here.  Thank you. 12 

RIGGINS::  Thank you very much.  Commission Members, 13 

do we have any questions on the staff presentation?  14 

Commissioner Klob. 15 

KLOB:  Through the Chair, thank you.  Last month 16 

when we talked about this project, a couple things came up in 17 

regards to the height, and then also in regards to does it 18 

need to be a, whatever, the tree.  Why can’t – as tall as it 19 

is, the location of it, you know, does it have – why can’t it 20 

just be a tower?  And I think the tree actually looks worse 21 

than the - because it’s so big, and it stands out in such a 22 

flat area. 23 

LUJAN:  Gotcha. 24 

KLOB:  Is that something we can look at and address? 25 



September 21, 2023  Regular Meeting 

 Page 14 of 156 

LUJAN:  Yeah, definitely.  So I think we both agreed 1 

on the tree as this area is somewhat underdeveloped, it’s 2 

still kind of in a phase of developing out.  We do foresee and 3 

look for any type of maybe future landscaping needs that might 4 

then be applied where we would want this tree to kind of 5 

complement that.  So we’re really addressing it as more of a 6 

future need.  And the reason for it being this specific design 7 

is that it would allow the best amount of co-locations in the 8 

future, as opposed to any other type of tree design.  The SUP, 9 

it does allow staff to think of considerations for 10 

landscaping, and I think that is where our perspective is 11 

coming from to have this be a tree design as, one, because it 12 

is within the authority of the SUP, and then also just to 13 

think of that area being future developed and any type of 14 

future landscaping where then that tree would fit into. 15 

KLOB:  Okay.  You know, my concern with this is 16 

just, you know, because of the location, and even the images 17 

that the applicant provided, that 115 foot fake tree just 18 

looks completely out of place and I think just a tower would 19 

actually be less, you know, obtrusive in that environment. 20 

LUJAN:  Yeah, we definitely see that.  But also, 21 

when other carriers do co-locate on there, it does distract 22 

from the appeal of it just being a standard pole, then.  Where 23 

with this tree as a stealth design, when new aspects are put 24 

onto it, it does provide some type of mirage and cover up of 25 
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it because it would - once future co-locations go on, it’s no 1 

longer just a singular pole, there’s a lot of other equipment 2 

that are then – mess with the aesthetics of how that looks for 3 

the surrounding area. 4 

KLOB:  There was also discussion about actual trees 5 

being planted in or around this facility to help kind of 6 

soften that, that again, more of a natural organic look versus 7 

– and this is a personal issue that I have with all of the 8 

cell towers.  I think that whether it be the palms, the pines, 9 

the oaks, the what – they all look fake. 10 

OLGIN:  Chair, Vice Chair. 11 

KLOB:  Yeah. 12 

OLGIN:  Gilbert Olgin.  I’ve had the opportunity, 13 

I’ve been lucky enough to work in other cities and towns and 14 

you’re correct, if you wish to allow them to do a pole that’s 15 

applicable, however, I’ve got a street – I’ll invite you all 16 

to go take a look – it’s called Chandler Heights and Power 17 

Road, there’s restaurants behind it.  30 years ago they did a 18 

pole, very tall one.  It contains more equipment than you can, 19 

you can imagine.  It is a lot, in our opinion, worse than what 20 

a tree is.  You’re right, a tree is out of place, absolutely.  21 

However, it limits the amount of equipment that can go on 22 

there.  Yes, it looks out of place, but I would argue that it 23 

looks better than a stick with a bunch of microwaves and poles 24 

around it.  And our job is to think of the future, for future 25 
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housing that will be around there.  30 years ago there was 1 

nothing at Chandler Heights and Power, except orange trees.  I 2 

live in the area.  Today it’s covered in homes and this thing 3 

sticks out like a sore thumb.  So our intent here is to move 4 

forward with something that is (inaudible).  Yeah, a tree out 5 

of place, we get that, but I’d argue that it’s a lot better 6 

than a stick with all this equipment that is latched to it.  7 

Once again, there’s an example, a beautiful one or ugly one if 8 

you will, at that corner.  But it’s a - you just can’t miss 9 

it.  It’s horrendous because of all the equipment.  It’s just 10 

a stick with tons of stuff on it.  And I know it’s moving 11 

forward – you know, we’re moving forward with this type 12 

equipment, (inaudible) planners will always push forward for 13 

stealth design (inaudible).  In this case, it’s a rural area, 14 

a rural zone, so they are allowed not to do it, but the staff 15 

would like them to do it, because of future. 16 

??:  If it helps, you know, I’m the guy that kind of 17 

reads code in the background and is responsible for that as a 18 

zoning administrator.  If in fact this pole was being located 19 

in a residentially-zoned area, it’s actually required by the 20 

code to be stealth design.  In this case I believe it’s GR 21 

zoning around this, so a traditional tower could be placed; 22 

however, our code says that we should suggest a stealth design 23 

and that’s what staff did.  But it’s completely up to you guys 24 

from a code perspective. 25 
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KLOB:  And maybe my follow up question to that would 1 

be more simply to the applicant, but tied back in, if a 2 

stealth design could be adapted at a later date should there 3 

be housing nearby? 4 

??:  I don’t, I don’t know the answer to that 5 

question, because I’m not a cell phone guy. 6 

RIGGINS:  I would, I would say probably not.  I 7 

would say probably not.  If you would allow me, I do have - I 8 

have an insight into this myself.  I’ve actually, I’ve 9 

actually taken pictures of it as a - for planning specimen for 10 

people to look at.  On the highways from Las Vegas going 11 

southwest to (inaudible) and Death Valley out in the middle of 12 

the very, very dry Mojave Desert Plains, there is an enormous 13 

mono spruce, and it is one of the silliest looking things, and 14 

so long it is beyond belief.  Beyond the shadow of a doubt my 15 

initial thought about this was exactly that, what are we doing 16 

this for?  However, I have also seen in various places where 17 

conventional poles have gotten many, many co-locations and 18 

many, many pieces of equipment put on them during 10 or 15 19 

years, and they look terrible.  They’re awful.  And, you know, 20 

this is obviously going to come down to opinions, but just 21 

from my own personal opinion, I think probably having it be a 22 

stealth design of this sort, with this kind of co- - since 23 

it’s a taller pole and they’re going to co-locate like crazy 24 

on it, that probably it’s justified to take it that way.  And 25 



September 21, 2023  Regular Meeting 

 Page 18 of 156 

that’s, again, that’s just a single person’s opinion.  But I 1 

concur with Gilbert’s comment that, boy, you get one of these 2 

things, it’s a bare pole and they hang stuff on it for 15 or 3 

20 years, they just get looking awful.  So Vice Chair? 4 

MENNENGA:  I’ve got a cell tower right behind my 5 

house across the street, and it’s just a pole and it’s just 6 

got a frickin’ massive amount of equipment hanging on this 7 

thing, you know, so – and initially I thought why do the 8 

stealth design, but I sat there and looked at that and go, 9 

yeah it’d be kind of nice if we had limited a few of those 10 

antennas or whatever up there.  You know, so kind of change 11 

your mind a little bit after (inaudible).  And you’re right, 12 

Chair, I’ve seen a few in the middle nowhere, like wow, you 13 

know.  It’s still, the whole cell phone tower thing is still 14 

kind of in infancy of where it’s going and yeah, I think if we 15 

can do this and do the stealth design, probably advantageous.  16 

Because once we approve this pole, it’s never going to get 17 

stealth design.  It’s done. 18 

RIGGINS:  That’s correct. 19 

MENNENGA:  Yeah, so at this point, we probably need 20 

to approve that way and move on.  (Inaudible) many issues are 21 

pending, but they need the cell service out there. 22 

RIGGINS:  Any other questions on the report?  23 

Commissioner Schnepf. 24 

SCHNEPF:  I wonder if you could give us a little 25 
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interpretation or information - I know it’s in the report here 1 

about our continuation, and that was one of our concerns was 2 

the stealthness, but the other one was the height, the SUP 3 

height as opposed to a variance and what the findings were, I 4 

wonder if you could speak to that and clarify that. 5 

LUJAN:  Yes (inaudible) that (inaudible) really 6 

quick.  So someone had mentioned whether a variance would be 7 

more appropriate.  So variances fall under the authority of 8 

our Board of Adjustments, and in that section of our code is 9 

very specific of what powers are vested in the Board of 10 

Adjustments, this particular case not being one of them.  And 11 

so when we go to the wireless communications facilities 12 

portion of the code, it does say that any facilities that are 13 

(1) not permitted within the given zone, or if it does not 14 

meet the County code, and the section that it does site is 15 

specific to wireless facility design standards, then an SUP is 16 

required to address such issues.  So it is only through an SUP 17 

that those design standards, inclusive of height, can be 18 

addressed or further changed and - or deviated from what 19 

otherwise the standards would state.  And so for wireless 20 

communications facility in SUP, is the only thing that we use 21 

that is appropriate to be used and legally found for us to be 22 

able to address those issues. 23 

??:  Mr. Chairman, Members of the Board, I think I 24 

can add a little color that makes it a lot simpler.  And that 25 
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is the Board of Adjustment and variances is not just governed 1 

by the County development code, boards of adjustments are 2 

created under State statute as well, and the A #1 litmus test 3 

on asking for a variance is it can’t be self-imposed.  So it 4 

has to be not the applicant’s fault.  So by somebody coming in 5 

and saying I want a variance because I want to build X height 6 

of power in a certain area, that would be self-imposed.  He’s 7 

buying the property and he wants to build it a certain height, 8 

it’s not something that’s outside of his control with respect 9 

to that.  So that would be a very difficult challenge to try 10 

and overcome, or even the Board of Adjustment to hear it. 11 

??:  Because we were talking about how the SUP had 12 

certain height limit in the code and that was what, 75, 95?  I 13 

can’t remember what it was. 14 

??:  That’s for residential zones.  This is GR, so – 15 

??:  So that changes it? 16 

??:  Yeah, it changes it.  So GR, although most of 17 

GR in Pinal County has residential houses on it, the way that 18 

we classify it in the zoning code is as a rural district, not 19 

as a residential district.  So had this been in a residential 20 

area, then we would be sticking to the 95 foot.  If it was in 21 

CR-3, yeah, they would have a challenge.  In this case we’re 22 

okay to approve the 115, I think it is. 23 

RIGGISN:  And in CR-3, what would that height 24 

maximum be? 25 
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??:  Oh, stand up here so they can hear you. 1 

OLGIN:  So for stealth design, I believe there’s 2 

three of them.  There’s a cactus, a tree, and a palm tree that 3 

are used, and each of them have a – I believe the shortest one 4 

is the cactus, 70 feet, and it’s 80 feet after that, and I 5 

think 90.  And so you can use one of these stealth designs if 6 

you’re in a residential zone, which is usually, I think it’s 7 

from the R-7 or the CR-3 – sorry, going down – so that’s when 8 

the stealth design will kick in.  But those are typically the 9 

three current stealth designs you can use. 10 

RIGGINS:  Okay.  And just as an aside, the 70 foot 11 

saguaros look really out of place.  Because I’ve seen two of 12 

those and they’re really something.  But okay. 13 

KLOB:  Through the Chair, I have one more item. 14 

RIGGINS:  Commissioner Klob. 15 

KLOB:  You talked about the - there would be a 16 

grading report done, you know, for the neighbor that’s having 17 

some challenges with flooding - is that going to be just a 18 

grading and drainage design or is that going to be a full 19 

hydrology report that will address the amount of flow of the 20 

surface water? 21 

LUJAN:  It’s required at the site plan level, I do 22 

believe it’s a full-blown grading and drainage report, which 23 

then allows that division to identify if there does need to be 24 

any type of mitigation strategy that needs to be implemented 25 
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at the site.  But it is a full grading and drainage report. 1 

KLOB:  Grading and drainage, but not hydrology. 2 

LUJAN:  Correct. 3 

OLGIN:  I’d argue they’re one in the same, but 4 

they’re not. 5 

KLOB:  And that’s kind of my point. 6 

OLGIN:  So what’s required is the grading and 7 

drainage, not the other one. 8 

KLOB:  Yeah.  I’m inclined, just because the 9 

neighbor has had some challenges, so we don’t, you know, 10 

create more challenges potentially that have to be addressed 11 

in a more formal setting, that as part of the stipulations, 12 

you know, should be probably a hydrology report as well. 13 

OLGIN:  So Chairman, with respect to the Commission, 14 

so the focus today is the use, the special use permit.  Does 15 

this (inaudible) along our code.  The rest of it is typically 16 

covered at the site plan.  So at these levels we can’t change 17 

the rules that are required for a site plan at this level.  So 18 

even if we said they’d have to do it, that’s a different 19 

process, different application that goes through a whole 20 

different set of entities, or I should say, disciplines that 21 

review it.  So I just want to be clear that we’re on the same 22 

page, that what you’re asking for is not what we’re doing here 23 

today. 24 

KLOB:  So – and I’m not trying to be argumentative 25 
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with you, Gilbert, but even though one of the stipulations is 1 

to have a is to have a grading and drainage design, we can’t 2 

add to that stipulation? 3 

OLGIN:  Yeah, that’s just coming from - we can rules 4 

that are already out there in regards to the site plan, so 5 

that’s just coming strictly from a site plan.  And we 6 

typically add that now, we talk about it at the use level, so 7 

that way the applicant isn’t blow away, saying well they don’t 8 

make me do this in (inaudible).  So we just throw it out 9 

there, but it’s an already a rule that’s coming at the site 10 

plan level.  And that’s a great question. 11 

RIGGINS:  I would add on to that, that yes indeed, 12 

it comes at the site plan; however, it is within the purview 13 

of this Commission by all means to suggest an additional 14 

stipulation to highlight the particular problem, and put it as 15 

a stipulation/addition to the fact that it’s also coming at 16 

the site plan level.  And that is, that is the purview of the 17 

Commission to discuss it, if they wish. 18 

??:  I have a, I have a suggestion, and I know that 19 

Darren hates it when we add stipulations or change 20 

stipulations, but I have a suggestion to your point.  Yes 21 

Gilbert’s correct that our site plan process requires a 22 

grading and drainage plan; however, there’s something behind 23 

that that maybe we could add here, which is when they do that 24 

grading and drainage plan for this individual project, 25 
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although they may not do a full hydrology report on the site, 1 

they are required to follow the standards laid out in the 2 

Pinal County – gosh, I’m trying to think what the name of it 3 

is - I think it’s Pinal County Drainage Manual, most current 4 

addition.  If they have a major wash, for example, coming 5 

across the property, they’re going to have to understand the 6 

flow of that wash, they’re going to have to convey that flow 7 

and not change where that flow enters and exits the property.  8 

It’s all required by the Pinal County drainage manual, and 9 

that gets to hydrology projections and that information that’s 10 

needed for the grading and drainage plan.  So the grading and 11 

drainage plans in a lot of cases just have to do with 12 

retaining your onsite drainage because you’ve added impervious 13 

surface area.  In cases where there is a ephemeral drainage 14 

across the property, they also have to analyze that ephemeral 15 

drainage, if that make sense.  Hopefully that was helpful and 16 

not just confusing. 17 

RIGGINS:  Vice Chair Mennenga. 18 

MENNENGA:  Well, speaking from experience, and 19 

recent experience taking a project, development a project 20 

through permitting process, I have 100 percent full confidence 21 

in your department and site plan to require what they need 22 

there, okay?  And probably above and beyond from our recent 23 

experience, okay?  So I have no problem with that at all, you 24 

know, so just - and that’s just recent experience with your, 25 
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working with your engineers and stuff.  So no, I – they’re 1 

going to catch that if it needs to be. 2 

??:  So Mr. Klob, my suggestion would be if you 3 

wanted to amend that stipulation, in addition to it saying 4 

requiring a grading and drainage plan, it would be subject to 5 

and satisfying the Pinal Count Drainage Manual.  If that makes 6 

sense. 7 

KLOB:  That makes sense.  Okay. 8 

RIGGINS:  And what stipulation would that be 9 

attached to? 10 

??:  I don’t know.  I thought there was a 11 

stipulation that had – said they had to – meets the grading 12 

and drainage plan. 13 

RIGGINS:  No, I never saw the word - I never saw - 14 

in all the stipulations, I never saw the word drainage.  I 15 

might be incorrect, but I don’t, I don’t think I am. 16 

??:  Then we’ll get to work drafting one over here 17 

while you guys continue to (inaudible) 18 

RIGGINS:  Does that sound satisfactory, Commissioner 19 

Klob? 20 

KLOB:  I’m okay with that. 21 

RIGGINS:  Okay, I think that’s a good idea.  I think 22 

that’s the way to proceed.  Any other questions on the staff 23 

report?  There none being, thank you very much, and could we 24 

call the applicant up, please?  And before you begin, could 25 
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you please put your name and address down there on the log and 1 

then give that to us and as your first statement. 2 

CACIOLA:  Hi, good morning Chair, Vice Chair, 3 

Members of the staff, my name is James Caciola and I am from 4 

3537 (inaudible) Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona.  I’m representing 5 

Vertical Bridge in this project, so if you have any questions 6 

that I can answer. 7 

RIGGINS:  Okay.  Commissioners, do we have any 8 

questions of the applicant?  There seems to be none, and I 9 

likewise have none either. 10 

CACIOLA:  I would just like to say while I 11 

appreciate the staff and that was - they really did cover all 12 

the items very well, so I appreciate all their (inaudible). 13 

RIGGINS:  And you have heard that we are discussing 14 

putting a slight amendment to one of these stipulations 15 

concerning drainage and you have no problem with that. 16 

CACIOLA:  Correct Chairman, yes that’s fine. 17 

RIGGINS:  Okay.  All righty, thank you very much.  18 

Well, we will - now the pressure is truly on staff because 19 

they have to come up with the verbiage right now. 20 

??:  Would you like me to read the proposed 21 

stipulation before the public hearing or after the public 22 

hearing? 23 

RIGGINS:  Let’s go ahead and, let’s go ahead and do 24 

it now, I believe. 25 
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??:  All right, I did my best with one minute.  Per 1 

the Pinal County site plan requirements – 2 

RIGGINS:  One question, is this a standalone 3 

stipulation or is it attached to something else? 4 

??:  Standalone stipulation. 5 

RIGGINS:  Okay, so it’s number 16. 6 

??:    I believe it’s 16. 7 

RIGGINS:  Okay. 8 

??:  Per the Pinal County site plan requirements, 9 

applicant to provide a grading and drainage design for the 10 

property that satisfies the Pinal County Drainage Manual 11 

requirements. 12 

RIGGINS: Everybody, everybody in concurrence that’s 13 

a good addition to this?  Okay, when we make the motion on 14 

this, let’s remember then we have to add an additional 15 

stipulation 16.  Okay, at this point in time we will open the 16 

public participation portion of this case and ask, is there 17 

anybody out in the audience who would like to come and speak 18 

to this case?  Anybody at all?  There none being, we’ll close 19 

the public participation portion of the case, and I will turn 20 

it back over to the Commission for either discussion, 21 

questions of staff, or a motion. 22 

KLOB:  Through the Chair. 23 

RIGGINS:  Commissioner Klob. 24 

KLOB:  I’ll make a motion to approve SUP-019-23 with 25 
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the - all 16 stipulations. 1 

RIGGINS:  With the 15 stipulations, and including 2 

the new – 3 

KLOB:  Including the new added 16. 4 

RIGGINS:  16th stipulation. 5 

??:  The attorney suggested I should read, as part 6 

of the motion, read the new stipulation 16 into the record. 7 

RIGGINS:  And I was going to suggest same, so if you 8 

could please. 9 

??:  Per the Pinal County site plan requirements, 10 

applicant to provide a grading and drainage design for the 11 

property that satisfies Pinal County Drainage Manual 12 

requirements. 13 

RIGGINS:  Okay.  And everybody agrees that that is 14 

the verbiage on Commissioner Klob’s motion.  Okay, do we have 15 

a second? 16 

DEL COTTO:  (Inaudible). 17 

RIGGINS:  Commissioner Del Cotto seconds.  All those 18 

in favor, signify by saying aye. 19 

COLLECTIVE:  Aye. 20 

RIGGINS:  Any opposed?  It passes unanimously.  21 

Wanted to mention to the Commission, we’re on a slightly less 22 

radius table here, so get your hand out because I’m having a 23 

hard time seeing who wants to do something.  So be a little 24 

bit more pronounced with your gesticulation.  Okay, very good, 25 

Case Ends
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