
                                                                  

                                 2011 GENERAL PLAN COMMITTEE  
           Community Development Department  
              Agenda 
 
2011 General Plan Committee              Downstairs Conference Room, City Hall 
Regular Meeting                201 S. Cortez Street 
Wednesday, March 14, 2012              Prescott, Arizona 
4:00 PM to 6:00 PM                928-777-1207 
 
 
The following agenda will be considered by the Prescott General Plan Committee at its regular meeting 
on Wednesday, March 14, 2012 in the downstairs conference room, City Hall, 201 S. Cortez Street, 
Prescott, AZ.  Notice of this meeting is given pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes, Section 38-431.02. 
 
I.    Call to Order 
 
II.   Attendance    MEMBERS 

 

 
III.   Announcements 
 
IV.   Regular Items 
        

1. Consider approval of the minutes of the February 22, 2012 meeting. 
 

2. Continued discussion of the Land Use Element and suggested changes by staff. 
 

3. Status of 2003 Growth Management and Cost of Development Element Goals. 
 

4. Discuss the Growth Management and Cost of Development Element and suggested changes by 
staff. 

 

5. Call to the Public. 
 
V.  Adjournment 
 

 
THE CITY OF PRESCOTT ENDEAVORS TO MAKE ALL PUBLIC MEETINGS ACCESSIBLE TO PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES. WITH 48 HOURS 
ADVANCE NOTICE, SPECIAL ASSISTANCE CAN BE PROVIDED FOR SIGHT AND/OR HEARING IMPAIRED PERSONS AT PUBLIC MEETINGS.  
PLEASE CALL 777-1272 OR 777-1100 (TDD) TO REQUEST AN ACCOMMODATION TO PARTICIPATE IN THIS MEETING. 
 

 
 

CERTIFICATION OF POSTING OF NOTICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the foregoing notice was duly posted at Prescott City Hall and on the City’s website 
on March 8, 2011 at 11:00 AM in accordance with the statement filed with the City Clerk’s Office. 
 
 
 
 
Suzanne Derryberry, Administrative Specialist 

Miriam Haubrich, Co-Chair Elisabeth Ruffner 
Terry Marshall, Co-Chair George Sheats 
Brad Devries Gary Worob 
Dave Fisher  
Glenn Gooding EX OFFICIO 
Zena Mitchell Steve Blair, Councilman 
Roxane Nielsen Chris Kuknyo, Councilman   
David Quinn  
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE 2011 GENERAL PLAN 
COMMITTEE HELD ON FEBRUARY 22, 2012 AT 4:00 PM IN THE DOWNSTAIRS 
CONFERENCE ROOM, CITY HALL, 201 S. CORTEZ STREET, PRESCOTT 
ARIZONA.  Notice of this meeting was given pursuant to Arizona Revised 
Statutes, Section 38-431.02. 
 
I.  Call to Order 
    

Co-chairman Haubrich called the meeting to order at 4:01 PM. 
 
II. Attendance 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Mr. Lamerson and Mr. Fisher excused themselves from the meeting at 4:50pm. Mr. Blair 
joined the meeting at 5:08pm. 

 
III. Announcements 
 

Mr. Smith informed the committee that he received some grammatical changes from Ms. 
Ruffner; he noted that none of the changes altered the context of the element.  
 
Ms. Haubrich asked the committee members if it would be okay to end the meeting at 
5:50; no one protested. 

  
IV. Regular Items 
        
1. Consider approval of the minutes of the January 25, 2012 meeting. 
 
 
2. Consider approval of the minutes of the February 8, 2012 meeting. 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT EX OFFICIO MEMBERS  
Miriam Haubrich, Co-Chair Chris Kuknyo, Councilman   
Elisabeth Ruffner Steve Blair, Councilman   
Brad Devries  
Zena Mitchell STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT 
Gary Worob  George Worley, Planning Manager 
David Quinn Ryan Smith, Community Planner & Committee Liaison 
George Sheats Suzanne Derryberry, Administrative Assistant 
Dave Fisher  
Roxane Nielsen Other Council Present (not a committee member)  
MEMBERS ABSENT Jim Lamerson, Councilman 
Glenn Gooding  
Terry Marshall, Co-Chair  

2011 GENERAL PLAN COMMITTEE 
REGULAR MEETING 
FEBRUARY 22, 2012  
PRESCOTT, ARIZONA 
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Mr. Worob made a MOTION:  to approve the minutes of the January 25, 2012 and 
February 8, 2012 meetings. Mr. Sheats 2nd. Vote:  9-0, unanimous. 

 
 

 
3. Continued discussion of the Land Use Element and suggested changes by staff. 
 

Mr. Smith discussed the question brought up by Mr. Quinn regarding goals 6 and 4 and the 
possibility of combining or deleting them. Mr. Quinn stated that the goals themselves are 
different with different emphasis; however, he felt that the strategies were very similar in 
nature. Mr. Smith felt that goal 4 promotes balance, whereas goal 6 is very specific and 
discusses compact development. Mr. Smith then asked for the committee’s opinion on the 
matter. Mr. Devries offered that he would like to see how the strategies would play out if 
goals 4 and 6 were combined. Ms. Ruffner expressed that she was not concerned how the 
strategies were laid out, but rather with the word “incentive” being used after strategy 6.1. 
She felt that “promote” in the context of the city’s planning is not a useful word. She believed 
that all of the strategies need the word “incentive” included in them. Mr. Sheats explained 
that using “incentives” may not really be the best word to use. Ms. Ruffner stated that a 
specific description of incentive would be outlined in an ordinance. Mr. Kuknyo asked if 
strategy 6.1 was actually done or if it was just written down. Mr. Smith stated that permit 
fees are reviewed annually. Mr. Kuknyo then asked if it should be changed to “continue to 
investigate” or “annually investigate”. Mr. Lamerson stated that each situation should be left 
flexible; when you use the word “incentive” it can mean many different things to many 
different boards depending on what is brought before them. Ms. Ruffner asked for 
confirmation that Mr. Lamerson agreed that incentives are only granted by change in the 
law; they are not the choice of staff to offer. Mr. Lamerson agreed and stated that it is policy. 
 
Mr. Smith requested a call to public so Mr. Mattson could address the committee. Mr. 
Mattson stated that goals 4 and 6 could be combined which would help to make the plan 
easier to understand. He also noted that if the workforce has to pay a lot of money for 
housing it will increase the cost of everything for everybody. There needs to be a way to 
provide workforce housing that’s reasonable and inexpensive, people cannot afford to live 
here and work at McDonald’s.  
 
Mr. Worob wished to re-address Mr. Quinn’s suggestion of combining goals. Mr. Quinn 
stated his reasoning being that there is substantial overlap in the strategies of the two goals. 
Mr. Smith asked the committee if they wished to go back to that particular issue after having 
a chance to review the information. Ms. Haubrich suggested reviewing goals 4 and 6 at the 
next meeting. The committee members agreed. Mr. Smith asked if there were any other 
comments regarding goal 6 or 7; there were no responses.  
 
Mr. Smith moved onto section 5.3; and goal 1 under Historic Neighborhoods. Mr. Smith 
noted that there is a little bit of background information included and if it’s okay with the 
committee members, he would like to leave it included in the plan. Ms. Ruffner pointed out 
various changing of wording and grammatical errors which was noted by Mr. Smith. Ms. 
Mitchell asked whose responsibility is it for the care of the sidewalks down McCormick 
Street. Mr. Smith stated that it is the responsibility of the property owners. Mr. Worley added 
that when they are determined to be dangerous the property owners are notified and that 
they are responsible for fixing them. Ms. Mitchell noted that the sidewalks in that area are all 
broken up and are in an unsafe manner, she thought it was the city’s responsibility to install 
sidewalks. Mr. Worley explained that by ordinance in Prescott, it is the adjacent property 
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owner’s responsibility for maintenance and upkeep. Mr. Lamerson added that they are 
currently reviewing certain issues regarding the requirement of private property owners to 
maintain public property that is adjacent to their property and assume the liability for the 
public property that is adjacent to their private property. Mr. Worob expressed that it makes 
him feel nervous that all the authority for historic buildings are left to the owner, even though 
it is their property. He stated there have been cases where owners have torn down historic 
buildings. Ms. Ruffner added that Prescott has no demolition prohibition for historic 
buildings. Mr. Sheats noted that there are permits required and Mr. Worley added that there 
are reviews required in certain districts.  
 
Mr. Smith continued on with goal 2 which discussed assisting property owners. Mr. Smith 
requested any comments from the committee regarding goal 2 or any of its strategies. Mr. 
Quinn wanted to reiterate the point that he believed that goal 2 and its two strategies should 
be removed. He felt that the existence of goal 2 and its efforts and activities should instead 
be included in the narrative. Ms. Ruffner made a suggestion that it might be useful to have 
each topic listed at the bottom of each page. Mr. Smith stated that he could add that to the 
bottom of the pages. Ms. Haubrich asked the committee what the decision was regarding 
the idea of moving goal 2 and its strategies to the narrative. Mr. Smith inquired if that was 
okay with everyone. Mr. Sheats stated that he did not want it to be diluted and that historic 
preservation should not be minimized because it is a key element. Mr. Lamerson asked 
what a historic structure is and who defines it. Mr. Worley stated that it’s generally defined 
by the age of the structure. Mr. Smith noted that as a city staff member, he does not 
consider anything to be a historic structure until it’s listed as a historic building because the 
code doesn’t segregate them until they are listed.  
 
Ms. Haubrich made a call to the public at 4:49. Mr. Mattson made the comment that what 
they are working on is a guideline; they are not tying the hands of the council. Nothing that 
goes into the general plan is mandated unless the council decides to act on it. He also 
added that whatever they can do to compact the plan to make it shorter would be better. Mr. 
Haubrich called for a ten minute break. 
 
At 4:57 Mr. Haubrich called the meeting back to order and again asked what agreement was 
made regarding the removal of goal 2. Mr. Smith stated that they would review goal 2 with 
the possibility of moving it to the text. Ms. Ruffner argued that she is not in agreement with 
such idea; no one is going to read 2 pages of text which is why it has been broken up into 
different sections. Mr. Quinn added that a strategy is something that you’re setting out to 
accomplish that is not already being accomplished. If you want to describe activities 
currently underway the proper place for that is in the text. How that information is formatted 
doesn’t matter, but they should not devote space in the plan to regurgitate information that’s 
currently standard operating procedure. Mr. Smith added that they run the risk of having the 
council remove something like this because it is already being done so moving the text does 
make sense in many ways. Mr. Worley suggested not making the plan shorter just for the 
purpose of shortness but rather shortening it for more conciseness and to make it more 
easily read. They can attempt to consolidate the information in the goal and strategy’s into 
something that would fit as a paragraph and possibly keep the bullet points so there is an 
emphasis on certain items. It would reduce the length of that particular section while keeping 
informational content in the paragraph. Ms. Ruffner once again disagreed and felt that it 
should remain the same. Ms. Nielsen suggested adjusting the wording to indicate that we 
are presently dealing with an issue, and will continue to do so. Mr. Quinn added they should  
not continue debating the issue any longer and to continue on with the meeting. Mr. Smith 
stated that he will just leave it as is.  
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Mr. Smith moved on to Transition Areas and Areas of Special Study. This would include 
areas that are going from single-family to multi-family and multi-family to commercial uses. It 
basically covers the importance of areas within the city as a whole. Mr. Quinn asked if goal 1 
is redundant to an earlier goal dealing with 5.2.5; he would eliminate goal 1 if possible. Mr. 
Smith added that he will review that information and no one was in opposition of the change.  
 
Mr. Smith asked for any comments regarding goal 2. Mr. Worob asked if goal 2 was a 
standard for the planning process. Mr. Smith stated that the citizens of a neighborhood 
either go to them or they get an unusual application which makes it become apparent to 
staff that the residents are concerned about a neighborhood; it’s on a case by case basis. 
There were no other questions or comments. 
 
 Ms. Ruffner had a change in the wording in goal 3; Mr. Smith noted the change. 
 
There were no comments on goal 4. 
 
Section 5.5 talks about downtown and how it’s essential to the city. Mr. Smith didn’t make 
very many changes from the 2003 plan. Ms. Ruffner had other changes in wording; Mr. 
Smith noted the changes and added that these are simple grammatical changes and asked 
if the committee wanted to be involved with these changes. The committee agreed they do 
not need to hear about the changes, however, Ms. Haubrich asked if the changes could be 
highlighted just so they know where they were. Mr. Smith will make the suggested changes 
outside of the meeting and Mr. Worley asked that they continue to be notified of such simple 
grammar errors outside of the meeting.  Mr. Quinn added that strategy 2.2 could be 
eliminated and added into circulation. Ms. Ruffner was in opposition of that idea as she 
believed it is a crucial statement in the goals and strategies as it is essential in describing 
downtowns circulation from the standpoint of pedestrian use.  Mr. Kuknyo asked if there was 
information that could be added regarding the four blocks of downtown Prescott. Ms. Ruffner 
stated that “downtown Prescott” is actually 29 blocks and she suggested just including the 
“29 blocks” somewhere in the plan. Ms. Smith added the 29 blocks into the plan and he will 
research where that information originated and include it in the plan. 
 
Mr. Kuknyo asked Ms. Haubrich if the general plan meetings are broadcasted on channel 13 
or if they are taped. Ms. Smith stated that they are not, but we do have digital recordings of 
the meeting. Ms. Haubrich added that if community members would like to be more involved 
they could come to an actual meeting. 
 
 

4. Call to the public. 
 

At 5:44 Ms. Haubrich made a call to the public. Mr. Mattson stated that he saw a lot of 
overlapping between goals and strategies and he wonders if it can be consolidated. He also 
added that for a long time he believed the Courthouse Square belonged to the city. He felt 
that it would be useful to include something noting that it is owned by the county.  Lastly, he 
added that the poverty simulation will be on Saturday, February 25, 2012 at 9:00am and he 
would like as many people to attend as possible. 
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V.   Adjournment   
 
     Co-chairman Haubrich adjourned the meeting at 5:48 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
   

Terry Marshall 
 Co-Chairman 

 

 Miriam Haubrich 
 Co-Chairman 

 
   

Suzanne Derryberry 
Administrative Specialist 
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