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CITY OF KINGMAN 

MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL 

Council Chambers 

310 N. 4th Street 

5:30 P.M.     AMENDED AGENDA      Tuesday, September 1, 2015 

 

  REGULAR MEETING 

 

CALL TO ORDER & ROLL CALL 

INVOCATION will be given by Tracie Padilla of Praise Chapel 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 
THE COUNCIL MAY GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR LEGAL COUNSEL IN ACCORDANCE WITH 

A.R.S.38-431.03(A) 3 TO DISCUSS ANY AGENDA ITEM. THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MAY  BE 

DISCUSSED, CONSIDERED AND DECISIONS MADE RELATING THERETO: 

 

1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

a. The Work Session minutes of July 27, 2015 

 

b. The Regular Meeting and Executive Session minutes of August 4, 2015 

 

c. The Work Session minutes of August 24, 2015 

 

2. APPOINTMENTS 

Assignment to the Volunteer Firefighters Pension Plan Board 

With the passing of John Osterman, there is a vacancy on the Volunteer Firefighters Pension Plan 

Board for the position of member of the public. Retired Fire Chief Chuck Osterman has 

volunteered to fill this vacancy. Chief Osterman is not enrolled in the volunteer firefighter 

pension plan. Staff recommends appointing Chuck Osterman to fill the vacancy in the 

Volunteer Pension Plan Board. 
 

3. CALL TO THE PUBLIC - COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 

 Those wishing to address the Council should fill out request forms in advance. Action taken as a 

 result of public comments will be limited to directing staff to study the matter or rescheduling the 

 matter for consideration and decision at a later time. Comments from the Public will be restricted 

 to items not on the agenda with the exception of those on the Consent Agenda. There will be no 

 comments allowed that advertise for a particular person or group. Comments should be limited to 

 no longer than 3 minutes. 

 

4. CONSENT AGENDA 

 All matters listed here are considered to be routine by the City Council and will be enacted by one 

 motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items. If discussion is desired that  item 

 will be removed from the CONSENT AGENDA and will be considered separately. 

a. Resolution 4966 authorizing a Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) between the 

Arizona Department of Revenue (“ADOR”) and the City of Kingman to establish 

performance measures to promote the timely, efficient and accurate processing of municipal 

tax matters 

The ADOR and City of Kingman recently entered into an intergovernmental agreement to 

establish a uniform method of administration, collection, audit and licensing as it relates to 
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municipal tax matters.  In order to establish performance measures to promote the timely, 

efficient and accurate processing of these municipal tax matters by the ADOR, an MOU has been 

created between the ADOR and the City of Kingman. The terms of the MOU run on an annual 

basis from July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016 and will renew automatically subject to the annual 

review conditions provided for in the MOU. Staff recommends approval. 

 

b. Authorization for the Purchase of a Self-Contained Breathing Apparatus (SCBA) 

Compressor 

Staff is requesting authorization for the purchase of the SCBA Compressor utilizing the bid from 

LN Curtis and Sons in the amount of $65,098.80 including sales tax. Staff recommends the 

addition of the hose reel option in the amount of $1,916.00 including sales tax. Finally, staff 

recommends the facilitation of the phase converter which must be installed at a total of $4,400.00.  

The total for the completion of this project is $67,015.90. Staff recommends Council approve 

acceptance of the bids from LN Curtis and Sons to include hose reel option and Barkhurst 

Electric for phase converter installation. 

 

c. Award of bid for Ford PI Interceptor Police Package vehicles 

The Kingman Police Department solicited bids for four 2015 or newer Ford PI Interceptor Police 

Package vehicles. The only bid submitted totaled $127,600.36 (individual cost of $31,900.09) 

from Cerbat Hills Ford DBA Colorado River Ford in Kingman. In the future the department will 

solicit bids to equip the vehicles. Staff recommends approval. 

 

d. Award of bid for Chevrolet Silverado half ton vehicle 

The Kingman Police Department solicited bids for one 2015 or newer Chevrolet Silverado 

vehicle. The vehicle will be utilized for the Neighborhood Services Unit.  The only bid submitted 

totaled $35,234.10 from Kingman Chevrolet - Buick. In the future the department will solicit bids 

to equip the vehicles. Staff recommends approval. 

 

e. Award of bid for Ford Explorer 4WD Vehicle 

The Kingman Police Department solicited bids for one 2016 or newer Ford Explorer vehicle. The 

vehicle will be utilized for the Flex Team K-9. The only bid submitted totaled $30,586.90 from 

Cerbat Hills Ford DBA Colorado River Ford in Kingman. In the future the department will solicit 

bids to equip the vehicles. Staff recommends approval. 

 

f. Authorization to Purchase Toro Groundsmaster 5900 Rotary Mower 

Staff is requesting Council to authorize the purchase of a new Toro Groundsmaster 5900 Rotary 

Mower. This is an 18 feet width of cut, 99 horse power turbo Diesel, Hydraulic Driven. The 

mower would replace two 72” Groundsmaster Rotary Mowers that pull after-market trail mowers, 

these would be moved down in our fleet and used without pulling the trail mowers. Staff is 

recommending Council authorize the purchase of new Toro Groundsmaster 5900 Rotary 

Mower from the Simpson Norton Corporation in the amount of $88,367.23.  

 

g. Consideration of a professional services agreement with Patti Trahern, PE, PHD for a 

Downtown local limits study, a wastewater classification study and a Hilltop local limits 

update, ENG15-051 

On August 6, 2013 the Council adopted Ordinance No. 1764 as the City of Kingman Pretreatment 

Ordinance. In October of 2013, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) 

approved the City’s Pretreatment Ordinance. The Pretreatment Ordinance prohibits the discharge 

of certain substances into the City sewer system. The Clean Water Act [40 CFR 403.8(f)(4)] 
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requires that the City develop Local Limits, which are site specific limits for Industrial users.  The 

Local Limits are intended to prevent undesirable substances from “passing through” the plant and 

causing the City to violate its effluent discharge requirements. The Local Limits are also intended 

to prevent the occurrence of substances that will “interfere” with the treatment plant operations, 

or cause health concerns for the workers. When the Pretreatment Ordinance was created, the 

Local Limits Study for the Downtown facility was deferred because the plant was not yet 

operational. The Hilltop Local Limits requires an update to review certain pollutants of concern 

such as copper, mercury, selenium and others. The Wastewater Classification Study will review 

the wastewater strength classification rates from the Utility Regulations. The current Table has 

not been updated since the Regulations were adopted in 1987. Staff has asked for a proposal from 

Patti Trahern, PE, PhD to prepare all of the work under a single agreement. Dr. Trahern was 

involved with the City’s initial Pretreatment Ordinance. Staff recommends that Council 

approve the Professional Services Agreement with Patti Trahern and authorize the Mayor 

to sign the Agreement on behalf of the City. 

 

h. 60 Day Contract extension for the Powerhouse Rehabilitation Project Design to Seabury 

Fritz Architects Inc. 

On March 18, 2015, a contract was awarded to Seabury Fritz Architects Inc. for the design plans 

for the Powerhouse rehabilitation grant project. Seabury Fritz Architects Inc. has complied with 

all schedule requirements. The original contract was for a 180 day timeframe to be completed. 

Due to ADOT plan review times, the process has taken longer than expected. The original 

agreement was to be completed by September 14, 2015. Staff recommends extending the 

contract 2 months until November 13, 2015. 

 

i. Special Event Liquor License Application 

Applicant Robecca Fawson of Kingman Route 66 Rotary Foundation has applied for a Series 15 

Special Event Liquor License for an event to take place Friday, October 2 and Saturday, October 

3, 2015 from 10:00 A.M. to 9 P.M. each day at Locomotive Park in Kingman. Staff recommends 

approval. 

 

j. Special Event Liquor License Application 

Applicant John Patt of Desert Diamond Distillery has applied for a Series 16W Wine Fest/Wine 

Fair Liquor License for an event to take place Friday, September 25, 2015 from 6 P.M. to 10 

P.M., Saturday, September 26, 2015 from 12 P.M. to 10 P.M., and Sunday, September 27, 2015 

from 10 A.M. to 4 P.M. at Locomotive Park in Kingman. Staff recommends approval. 

 

k. Special Event Liquor License Application 

Applicant Billy T. Ward of Boys & Girls Club of Kingman has applied for a Series 15 Special 

Event Liquor License for an event to take place Friday, September 25, 2015 from 4 P.M. to 10 

P.M., Saturday, September 26, 2015 from 10 A.M. to 10 P.M., and Sunday, September 27, 2015 

11 A.M. to 5 P.M. at Locomotive Park in Kingman. Staff recommends approval. 

 

l. Liquor License Application 

Applicant Michael Alexander Campbell of Ruyi Express has applied for a Series 12 Liquor 

License for a restaurant at 960 W Beale Street. Staff recommends approval. 

 

m. Extension of Premises/Patio Permit Liquor License 

Applicant Ronald P. Campbell of The Garlic Clove has applied for an Extension of 

Premises/Patio Permit for his Series 12 Restaurant Liquor License for an event to take place 



Regular Meeting 

Kingman City Council 

September 1, 2015 

Page 4 of 7 

 
October 10, 2015 at 509 Beale Street between 5

th
 Street and 6th Street in Kingman. Staff 

recommends approval. 

 

n. Extension of Premises/Patio Permit Liquor License 

Applicant Alton Floyd of Redneck’s Southern Pit Barbeque has applied for an Extension of 

Premises/Patio Permit for his Series 12 Restaurant Liquor License for an event to take place 

September 25 to September 27, 2015, at 420 Beale Street in Kingman. Staff recommends 

approval. 

 

o. Extension of Premises/Patio Permit Liquor License 

Applicant Noble Zubaid of Canyon 66 Restaurant & Lounge has applied for an Extension of 

Premises/Patio Permit for his Series 12 Restaurant Liquor License for an event to take place 

September 23 to September 27, 2015 at 3100 E Andy Devine Avenue in Kingman. Staff 

recommends approval. 

 

p. Request for Public Auction of Parcel IV-U-B-F at the Kingman Airport and Industrial 

Park 

Kingman Airport Authority, Inc. is requesting a Public Auction of Parcel IV-U-B-F at the 

September 15, 2015 City Council Meeting. This parcel contains 2.93 acres and it has been 

appraised at $130,000. The anticipated bidder may require ADEQ or EPS permits approving 

operations on the site. Staff recommends scheduling a Public Auction of Parcel IV-U-B-F at 

the Kingman Airport and Industrial Park during the September 15, 2015 regular City 

Council Meeting. 

 

q. Grants of Utility Easements for UniSource Electric, Inc. at Powerhouse SBA cell tower 

site, 120 Andy Devine Avenue, and C.O.K. Main Water Storage Tank Farm, intersection of 

Anson Smith Road and White Cliffs Road (Project No. ENG15-057) 

(Easement at Powerhouse Site) The City of Kingman is the owner of this 2.2 acre parcel (Parcel 

304-18-040) which is the location of the Powerhouse, 120 Andy Devine Avenue. The parcel is 

located south of Andy Devine Avenue just west of its intersection with N. First Street. UniSource 

Electric, Inc. is rebuilding their substation located west of the Powerhouse. Their reconstruction 

plan calls for a reconfiguration of the power connection to the SBA cell tower site which includes 

the installation of a new transformer adjacent to the cell tower site and within the City parcel.  

The proposed easement is not in conflict with any current site functions and improvements. This 

easement request will allow UniSource Electric, Inc. to install a new transformer for the SBA cell 

tower. (Easement at Main Water Storage Tank Farm Site) The City of Kingman is the owner of 

this 10.0 acre parcel (Parcel 305-09-008). This parcel is located at the intersection of Anson 

Smith Road and White Cliffs Road and is outside of the city limits. This is the site of the City of 

Kingman main water tank farm facility. UniSource Electric, Inc. discovered that their existing 

overhead power lines crossing this parcel do not have easements. The lines include a power 

transmission line and a distribution line which serves the City of Kingman water tanks. The 

proposed easement is for existing utility lines so there are no anticipated conflicts with site 

access, functions and improvements. This easement request will correct this omission and 

provided for legal access and placement of these overhead utility lines. Staff recommends 

granting the utility easements for UniSource Electric, Inc.  

 

5. OLD BUSINESS 
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a. Presentation of a $3,750 as the Final Installment to Repay Back the $5000 Seed Money 

Granted by the City of Kingman to the Kingman and Mohave Manufacturing Association 

(KAMMA) 

On September 4, 2012, the City granted $5,000 to KAMMA as seed money to become organized 

and obtain its non-profit, tax exempt status. Since that time KAMMA has incorporated and 

gained its tax exempt status. Membership has grown and KAMMA wants to repay the grant in 

one final installment of $3,750. An oversized check presentation for the final installment will be 

made at the City Council meeting, but the actual check will not be given to the City until 

December, 2015. Staff recommends accepting the check. 

 

b. Restructuring the Hilltop Wastewater Plant loan 

Staff has been researching the potential to restructure the Hilltop Wastewater Plant loan from 13 

to 15 years at 2.5% interest. The Water Infrastructure Finance Authority (WIFA) may or may not 

approve the application; however, it has been suggested to submit an application. Staff agrees 

the City should try and refinance the loan now before interest rates begin to climb.    

 

c. Discussion and possible action on the Communication to Council form 

Staff is seeking direction on the proper documentation for requested agenda items. Any form the 

Council wishes to use is fine with staff. The request is so that it is not left up to interpretation, or 

misinterpretation, of what the Councilmember is requesting. Council discretion. 

 

d. Discussion and/or action concerning disbandment of the Tourism Development 

Commission (TDC) 

At the Regular Meeting of April 7, 2015, the Council heard a presentation from Krystal Burge 

and Tom Spear of the Tourism Development Commission (TDC) concerning possible 

disbandment. At the Work Session of August 24, 2015, the Council held discussion of this item 

and requested an action item for the September 1, 2015, Regular Meeting. The Council will 

discuss and take possible action on the proposal for disbandment of the TDC as well as options 

regarding a tourism contact with Kingman Visitor Center, Inc. Council discretion. 

 

e. Discussion and possible action concerning Climatec 

At the August 24, 2015 Council Work Session the Councilmembers who were present heard a 

presentation from Climatec concerning a proposal to assist the City in using savings on utility 

bills to pay for efficiency improvements. Climatec informed staff they are on the state bidders 

system so it is not required that the City offer a request for proposal to other vendors. Some of the 

clients Climatec has worked with are currently being contacted and the City Manager will have a 

verbal report ready for Council at the meeting. Staff recommends contracting with Climatec to 

create a list of projects for Council’s approval. 

 

6. NEW BUSINESS  

a. Public hearing and consideration of Ordinance 1801, amending Section 5.000:  

RESIDENTIAL MANUFACTURED HOME and Subsection 26.900: RECREATIONAL 

VEHICLE PARKS of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Kingman 

Hugh P. & Moira J. Gallagher, applicants, have requested a text amendment to Section 5.000 

RESIDENTIAL MANUFACTURED HOME and Subsection 26.900: RECREATIONAL 

VEHICLE PARKS of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Kingman. The proposed amendment 
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would permit recreational vehicles (RVs) to be allowed by Conditional Use Permit (CUP) within 

manufactured home parks located in an R-MH zoning district. The applicants are interested in 

allowing RVs within the Kingman Mobile Home Park at 1100 Topeka Street, which they own.  

The text amendment would allow no more than 40-percent of the park spaces to have RVs, and 

the space locations must be shown on an approved site plan, among other conditions. The 

Planning and Zoning Commission held the public hearing on August 11, 2015 to consider the 

proposed text amendment.  The commission voted 5-2 to recommend denial of the proposed text 

amendment. The commissioners expressed concern regarding the impact of RVs on the 

manufactured home park and surrounding neighborhoods. A proposed ordinance has been 

prepared for the Council’s consideration based on the requested text amendment and staff 

recommendations. The commission’s recommendation was to deny the requested 

amendment. 

 

b. Proposed Resolution No. 4967, approving a change of beneficiary of a trust for Kingman 

Crossing, Tract 1993-A, a single family residential subdivision 

Kingman Crossing Tract 1993-A is a single family residential subdivision located on the south 

side of Airway Avenue at Santa Rosa Drive and is not associated with nor a part of the city-

owned parcel south of I-40. On January 17, 2012 the Kingman Common Council passed 

Resolution No. 4762-R which accepted a new property escrow assurance and released a surety 

bond for Kingman Crossing, Tract 1993-A. The property escrow assurance was accepted to 

assure the completion of all remaining uncompleted off-site subdivision improvements for 

Kingman Crossing, Tract 1993-A east of Santa Rosa Drive.  Under the assurance agreement, no 

individual lots can be sold until all required subdivision improvements are completed. The 

portion of Kingman Crossing, Tract 1993-A subject to the property escrow agreement is in a trust 

with Pioneer Title Agency, Inc. as Trustee under Trust No. 9289. The original beneficiary of the 

trust was WLN Construction, LLC.  The property escrow agreement requires that Pioneer Title 

obtain the City’s written approval prior to the transfer, release, or conveyance of any of the 

property in this section of Kingman Crossing, Tract 1993-A. In 2013 the Council passed 

Resolution No. 4846 which approved a change to the beneficiary of the trust to include Frank 

Moore Construction, LLC as the second beneficial interest. Angle Homes has recently entered 

into a purchase agreement for the subject property. As a result, Pioneer Title Agency proposed 

changing the second beneficial interest first to Francis P. Moore individually then to Angle 

Homes, Inc. The Council is asked to approve Resolution No. 4967 which will provide the 

required written authorization for the change of beneficiary to Angle Homes, Inc.      

 

c. Discussion and direction concerning street closures 

The City recently received an application for a street closure to hold an event downtown. The 

business owner was told he would have to make arrangements for the street closure barricades.  

Upon contacting a vendor in Fort Mohave the business owner decided the cost ($1,100) was too 

prohibitive and talked about cancelling his event. The City Manager asked the Public Works 

Director to calculate the cost of the Street Department handling the street closure ($390). 

Department personnel have been through training on doing street closures and the department has 

the equipment to do minor closures on a periodic basis. In order to encourage events in the 

city, staff would like authorization from Council to do street closures using city personnel, 

at the City Manager discretion, when feasible and personnel are available. 

 

7. REPORTS 
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Board, Commission and Committee Reports by Council Liaisons  

 

8. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY MAYOR, COUNCIL MEMBERS, CITY MANAGER 

Limited to announcements, availability/attendance at conferences and seminars, requests for 

agenda items for future meetings. 

If needed. 

 

9. EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Pursuant to ARS 38-431.03(A)(7), the City Manager requests that the Mayor and Common 

Council vote to go into executive session for discussion and later possible action. 

 

a. E. Andy Devine Avenue property appraisal 

 

Pursuant to ARS 38-431.03(A)(4)(1), the City Manager requests that the Mayor and Common 

Council vote to go into executive session for discussion and later possible action. 

 

b. City Manager contract 

 

 

ADJOURNMENT  

 

Posted__________________ by____________________________ 
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  CITY OF KINGMAN  

MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL 
Council Chambers 

310 N. 4th Street 
 

3:30 P.M. MINUTES              Monday, July 27, 2015 
 

WORK SESSION MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL 

 

Members Officers Visitors Signing in 
Richard Anderson – Mayor 
--- EXCUSED 

John Dougherty, City Manager See attached list 

Mark Wimpee, Sr. – Vice-
Mayor --- EXCUSED 

Carl Cooper, City Attorney  

Mark Abram Keith Eaton, Assistant Fire Chief  
Larry Carver  Greg Henry, City Engineer 
Jen Miles Robert J. DeVries, Chief of Police  
Stuart Yocum  Diane Richards, Budget Analyst 
Carole Young   Gary Jeppson, Development 

Services Director 
 Rob Owen, Public Works 

Director 
 

 Joe Clos, Information Services 
Director 

 

 Sydney Muhle, City Clerk   
 Tina Moline, Finance Director  
 

WORK SESSION 

 

ALL WORK-SESSION ITEMS LISTED ARE FOR DISCUSSION ONLY.  NO ACTION 

CAN OR WILL BE TAKEN.  The primary purpose of work session meetings is to provide 

the City Council with the opportunity for in-depth discussion and study of specific subjects.  

Public comment is not provided for on the Agenda and may be made only as approved by 

consensus of the Council.  In appropriate circumstances, a brief presentation may be 

permitted by a member of the public or another interested party on an Agenda item if invited 

by the Mayor or City Manager to do so.  The Mayor may limit or end the time for such 

presentations. 

 

CALL TO ORDER & ROLL CALL   

PLEDGE OF ALLIGENCE 
 
Councilmember Carver called the meeting to order at 3:29 P.M. and roll call was taken. All 
Councilmembers were present except Mayor Anderson and Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. who were excused. 
The Pledge of Allegiance was said in unison. 
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1. Discussion of the timeline and process for Kingman Crossing 

Staff will provide information to the Council concerning the proposed timeline and 

process regarding Kingman Crossing including, but not limited to, rezoning, election on 

possible sale of City owned property at the Kingman Crossing location, and the process 

and timeline for a possible interchange at the location. Staff will answer questions from 

the Council on the project. 

 

Development Services Director Gary Jeppson gave a PowerPoint presentation. 

 

   
 

Slide 1 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 

 

Slide 2 – Mr. Jeppson said that this slide showed the concept plan for the property and 

there has not been a new one developed since 2007. 

 

   
 

Slide 3 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. He said that the cost for this is for 

publishing ads in the newspaper. 

 

Slide 4 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of the subdivision law. He said that there is water 

and sewer at the Kingman Regional Medical Center (KRMC) campus in the area. He said 

that he is not aware of the engineering costs. He said that he has heard this from others 

but does not know where these figures come from. 
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Slide 5 – Mr. Jeppson explained the color variation. He said that the color south is what 

was is not approved. He said that the referendum meant northern access only. 

 

Slide 6 – This slide showed a map with the proposed traffic interchange. 

 

   
 

Slide 7 – Mr. Jeppson explained the sureties for subdivision. 

 

Slide 8 – Mr. Jeppson said that the design concept report was approved in June, 2010. 
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Slide 9 – Mr. Jeppson said that there is no southern access. He said that the City would 

need to revise this and identify a route from the traffic interchange to a collector street 

such as Louise Avenue. He said that the City has easements in the area that can be 

looked at. 

 

Slide 10 – This slide showed the original design maps. Mr. Jeppson said that an access 

road was planned through Section 16; however, the developer did not buy the property 

and the plan was scrapped.  

 

Councilmember Miles asked Mr. Jeppson to explain this further. 

 

Mr. Jeppson said that the alternatives were not being recommended. He said that there 

are other roads but the interchange has to have access to a collector street. He said that 

staff would recommend Louise Avenue as there is not as much traffic and a collector 

street would be developed after the sale of Section 16.  

 

   
 

Slide 11 – Mr. Jeppson explained that the red lines show possible alignments and 

explained each. 

 

Slide 12 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
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Slide 13 – Mr. Jeppson said that a timeframe has not been established and no 

engineering firm has been hired for this project. 

 

Slide 14 – Mr. Jeppson said that Kingman Crossing is currently at a 35-percent design 

stage. He said that the cost to bring the project to bid would be approximately $1 million. 

He said that the TIGER grant could be utilized for design within one year if the grant 

were awarded. He said that there are no costs for roadway extensions or other 

improvements listed in the design concept report right now. 

 

   
 

Slide 15 – Mr. Jeppson went over the process for the sale of the City owned property at 

Kingman Crossing. He said that the value limit required to send the sale of the property 

to the voters may be changed due to proposed legislation. He said that currently the sale 

of the property would need to go through an election. 

 

Slide 16 – This slide showed a map of the proposed project including the subject City 

owned property. 

 

Councilmember Young asked if the property must be sold in one piece. 

 

City Attorney Carl Cooper said that this would be up to the Council. 

 

Councilmember Young asked about the costs to construct roads. 

 

Councilmember Abram asked whether the improvement costs would be the responsibility 

of the property owner. 

 

City Manager John A. Dougherty said that they would unless the purchaser were to 

negotiate otherwise with the Council. He said that this would be up to the Council. 

 

Councilmember Young said that a decision needs to be made to sell the property as one or 

two pieces. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that the Council needs options.  
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Councilmember Young said that if the property is sold in two pieces it does not need to go 

to the voters and could be subdivided into smaller pieces. 

 

Councilmember Miles asked if the same conditions would be imposed on the north side of 

the interstate and whether the developers are required to participate in the traffic 

interchange. 

 

Mr. Jeppson said that this was not correct and that the zoning on the northern portion is 

not effective until construction begins on the traffic interchange. 

 

Councilmember Miles asked whether the City would want the zoning to be the same on 

both sides of the interchange. 

 

Mr. Jeppson said that is what staff is recommending but the decision is up to the Council. 

 

Councilmember Young said that she thought that was what came to the Council 

previously. 

 

Mr. Jeppson said that this is what staff is recommending. 

 

Councilmember Miles said that the Council needs to decide on this. 

 

Mr. Jeppson said that this matter could be placed back on the agenda and if Council 

approves it the City would begin the process with a public hearing. 

 

Councilmember Carver asked what would happen if the traffic interchange was never 

completed. 

 

Mr. Jeppson said that construction would only begin if Council were to remove the 

restriction that prevents construction on the property until construction on the traffic 

interchange begins. 

 

Councilmember Young asked if the zoning would remain rural residential. 

 

Mr. Jeppson said that it would regardless of ownership. 

 

Councilmember Miles asked if the property owners could start building houses. 

 

Mr. Jeppson said that the property owners could put in the necessary infrastructure and 

build on one-acre lots. 

 

Councilmember Young said that there is no guarantee that there will be retail on the 

property. 

 

Councilmember Carver asked if the land was still designated as “Open Space”. 
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Mr. Jeppson said that the land is designated as “Regional Commercial” except for the 

west ern 17 acres of the property which is still “Open Space”. 

 

Councilmember Abram asked who owns Section 16 which Mr. Jeppson said was State 

Trust land. Councilmember Abram then asked for clarification that, in order to eliminate 

the possibility of truck stops and other businesses at the property, the City would have to 

move forward with the recommended Planned Development District which would secure 

the area from the development of undesirable businesses. 

 

Mr. Jeppson said that this was correct. 

 

Councilmember Young said that there is no guarantee of what will be built there. 

 

Mr. Jeppson said that a future Council could change the zoning. 

 

Councilmember Young said that it is important to have the traffic interchange. She said 

that there is no guarantee the traffic interchange will be completed or that the property 

will be developed as retail. She said that the City has to look at the options to build the 

property itself and ensure that it is built as commercial. 

 

Mr. Dougherty said that he has never heard the Council say that this was their objective. 

He said that he has heard the Council say that there would be no money put into the 

project which he did not believe was accurate. He said that the City will negotiate on the 

sale of the property and the City can help with the project. 

 

Councilmember Young said that the public perception is that this is going to be lots of 

retail and sales tax and the traffic interchange will be built. She said that this is not 

necessarily going to happen and asked if the City should work up a strategy to build the 

traffic interchange. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that this is a return on investment. He said that our 

grandchildren will be paying to build this. He said that if the City sells the property and 

extends the planned development district then there are other options to look at. He said 

that there will be some City funds spent on the project. 

 

Councilmember Young asked what will be put out. She said that residents think this will 

be a sure thing and asked if they would prefer to keep the land and save it as a 

residential area and park with a fire and police station. 

 

Councilmember Miles said that there are other constituents and they would prefer 

putting the funding into industrial development. She said that there is still a question as 

to what the City wants to invest in. She asked if it is a good idea to sell the property now. 

She said that a developer could just build residential housing in which the plan would go 

away. She said that there is a downside to selling the property right now. 
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Councilmember Young asked what the value of the property is right now. She asked 

whether the City should sell the property or hold onto it. She said that she worries the 

property will sit and go back to residential zoning, which Councilmember Miles agreed 

with. 

 

Councilmember Abram said that there is no one out there that has said they want to buy 

the property. He said that there is no guarantee of what will be built there. He said that 

this is only to ensure what will go in is commercial and will be what the Council wants. 

He said that the Council should go forward with the zoning change. 

 

Councilmember Young asked if the Council wants to sell the property. 

 

Councilmember Miles said that these steps lead to putting the sale of the property on the 

ballot. She said that the big question is to put this on the ballot. 

 

Councilmember Young asked said it is whether to put the property on the ballot as 

residential or commercial. 

 

Councilmember Miles said that this should be put on the ballot with the planned 

development district since it can still fall back to residential. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that the General Plan classification does not affect the 

current zoning of “Rural Residential”. 

 

Councilmember Young said that when this first came before the Council they were told it 

was put on the agenda as there was a lot of interest. 

 

Mr. Dougherty said that there is a lot of interest. He said that he has received several 

calls and he has told anyone interested that the development is still several years away. 

He said that there is definite interest in the property. He said that the assumption is that 

the developers have to put in millions for the traffic interchange. He said that there is no 

planned development right now as he didn’t realize it would take five or more years to 

complete the project. 

 

Councilmember Young asked where the City should start and whether the City should 

sell the land. She said she talked to lots of developers at the International Council of 

Shopping Centers (ICSC) conference in Las Vegas and there were several who would love 

to build here but will not pay for an interchange. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that the Council has reclassified the property in the General 

Plan and the next step is rezoning. He said that the City is not selling the property yet 

and needs to rezone it. He said that the property cannot be sold as commercial right now. 

 

Councilmember Miles asked how long it would be before the property reverts back and if 

there is a sunset on the rezoning. 
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Mr. Jeppson said that there is no time stipulation and the Council would have to take 

action to rezone the property back to residential. 

 

Councilmember Miles asked if the property should be sold in the next year knowing that 

the project would take five years or more to complete and the value will go up closer to 

the completion of the traffic interchange. 

 

Mr. Cooper said that the authorization to sell the property does not mean that the City is 

selling the property. He said that it means the voters have said the City can sell the 

property at any point in time. 

 

Councilmember Young said that she thinks the Council is ahead of itself by re-

designating the property without a work group to see if the City wants to sell the 

property. She said there is no strategy currently. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that the matter presented to Council is strictly for rezoning 

the property. It is not a question of whether to sell or divide the property. 

 

Councilmember Miles said that she has a very different perspective. She said this is just 

like a bond and the City has to have a base plan in mind including estimated revenue 

from the development. She said that this will have a huge impact on the community and 

the City can plan it out better. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that this should take place after the rezoning. He said that a 

plan can’t be developed if the zoning isn’t in place. 

 

Councilmember Miles said that the City needs to have a concept plan and get public buy-

in. She said that the City needs to make estimations and judgements. She said that there 

are standards for development and if the City is relying on this for sales tax the Council 

needs to know how much capacity there is in that property which would be based on the 

concept. She asked how much debt the City can go into for this. 

 

Councilmember Young said that there was an analysis done and the estimate was for 200 

tax dollars per square foot and included a total figure. She said that that the analysis 

subtracted leakage. She said that her concern is what’s best for the City. She said that it 

is best to bring in sales tax. She said that if there is a vote to sell the land then she wants 

to be sure the development is going to bring in sales tax. She said that the people she 

spoke with at ICSC will not put money into the project though they are interested in 

building in Kingman. She said that she does not want the land to be developed as 

residential down the road. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that he is hearing conflicting statements. He said that the 

property needs to be retail which would be C-3 zoning. He said that retail cannot be 

developed in a Rural Residential zoning. 
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Councilmember Young said that the property does not need to be zoned yet. She said that 

the Council needs to decide whether to sell the property now and then what they want to 

sell it as. She asked how the City is going to sell and what incentive plans would be. She 

said that the other side of the interstate wanted sales tax incentives and the Council 

needs to decide if they want to give that to the buyer of the property. 

 

Councilmember Abram said that this would be part of the negotiations with an interested 

party. 

 

Councilmember Young said that the Council needs to know what they are willing to give. 

 

Councilmember Miles said that this shouldn’t be a mystery. She said that if the Council 

knows who is interested then they know how much to give away. 

 

Mr. Dougherty said that the Council needs to know how much they are willing to spend 

before obtaining voter approval to sell the property.  

 

Councilmember Young said that she spoke with a company who wanted to lease the 

property. 

 

Councilmember Abram said that he sees two items: does the Council do the zoning 

change and what to do to get the sale of the property before the voters as a commercial 

property. He said that if the property is sold as commercial it should bring a higher price. 

He said that the Council wants to rezone the property before thinking about putting the 

property up for sale. He said that the Council needs a decision for the 2016 election. He 

said that the first step is the zoning classification and then to get this in the works to 

present the question to the voters on whether or not to sell the property. 

 

Councilmember Young said that the decision on whether or not to sell the property needs 

to been made first. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that the City can’t sell the property without rezoning it. He 

said that the Council would have to go back and rezone it after. 

 

Councilmember Young said that there will be a cost to rezone the property now. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that this will allow the property to be marketed as 

commercial. 

 

Councilmember Young said that an appraisal can be done without the rezoning. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that Councilmember Young keeps going back to selling the 

property which won’t do any good unless the Council wants to sell the property as Rural 

Residential. 
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Councilmember Young said that the Council has to make a decision on whether or not to 

sell the property. She said that the Council never voted to sell the property. She said that 

there needs to be an agenda item to sell the property then rezone it. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that he thinks the zoning needs to come first which 

Councilmember Yocum agreed with. 

 

Councilmember Abram said that the Council needs to rezone the property first then 

decide whether or not to sell it. 

 

Councilmember Young said that she wants what is best for the City and its citizens. She 

said that she wants it developed as commercial. She said that the Council does not know 

what is going to happen and a developer could hold the property and develop it as 

residential. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that if the property is zoned as Rural Residential then 

commercial development will never happen. 

 

Councilmember Young asked what the property is going to be appraised at. She said that 

the value in 2008 was appraised at $10 million if the traffic interchange was put in. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that the property was classified as Open Space then. He said 

that the City didn’t have to rezone the property to appraise it. 

 

Mike Kondelis with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) discussed the 

potential timeline for the traffic interchange. He said that everything completed 

previously will carry forward. He said that access to the north is the only option right now 

and everything stands. He said that there will be a tremendous amount of work going 

forward through the design phase. He said that things do take time and five years would 

be the outside for project completion. He said that if the City gets a consultant on board 

who is aggressive it can be completed most likely in two to five years. 

 

Councilmember Carver asked if Mr. Kondelis had any idea what the cost would be for the 

project. 

 

Mr. Kondelis said that $25 million is within the range but it could be less depending on 

the bid. He said that ADOT hasn’t seen construction costs climb so it would be pretty 

close to $25 to $35 million. 

 

Councilmember Abram asked for clarification that this did not include any additional 

infrastructure. 

 

Mr. Kondelis said that this would be for the traffic interchange only. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that he agrees a study needs to be done. 
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Councilmember Miles said that this would involve City resources and where to put them 

is critical to the City. She said that the Council is taking little pieces and hoping it all 

works out. She said she thinks the City can do better. She said that they seem like 

amateurs, which Councilmember Carver disagreed with. She said that they are gaining 

momentum without knowing the total of what they are buying into. She said that if this 

could pan out it would be wonderful. She said that options different from this might be 

prioritized. She said that she hears the good comments about zoning and securing the 

right kind of business. She said that without access the City can only speculate. She said 

that the City can’t say who is interested, but they can conceptualize. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that if the decision is made to sell then the Council will know 

who is purchasing the property at that time. 

 

Mr. Dougherty said that the City can propose several options when selling. He said that 

there is no point to seriously drumming up developers now. He said that the further along 

the City gets with the project the higher the land value will go. He said that once the City 

has approval to sell the land they can look at selling in two to five years. He said that 

developers will be told upfront that they have to put up a substantial part to get this 

done. He said that this has to do with how much the land sells for. He said that the City 

can hire consultants to see what is realistic. He asked how far the Council wants to take 

this before getting voter approval to sell the land and get the project done. 

 

Councilmember Carver asked about the rezoning process. 

 

Mr. Jeppson said that the next step would be a text amendment with the zoning 

classification on that land. He said that there are a variety of uses that would be 

restricted with the planned development district. He said that this would go through the 

public hearing process before coming to the Council. He said that after this there would 

be a 30 day referendum period and if the matter is not referred then the City can move 

forward. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that the Council is not discussing selling the property right 

now. 

 

Councilmember Miles said that the public has an expectations of completed development 

which needs to be addressed. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that this is just rezoning the property and not selling it right 

now. 

 

Councilmember Miles said that the public does have an expectation and she is glad the 

Council is doing this workshop. 

 

Councilmember Young said that the expectation from the beginning is that this is a go 

which is not necessarily the case. She said that citizens’ expectations may not come to 

fruition. 



Work Session  

Kingman City Council 

July 27, 2015 

Page 13 of 20 
 

Abe Martinez addressed the Council and said that the estimated cost of the land was 

$183,000 per acre for raw land. They said that the City would need a population of about 

200,000 and higher income to draw a developer. He said that a developer won’t own 

enough to do that. He said that they could flip it back and build homes. 

 

Councilmember Young said that this is her fear. She said that there are a lot of national 

developers who would develop here. She said that tourists will come in and stop. She said 

that she doesn’t want to pay for the interchange and doesn’t know that developers would 

commit to building it. She said that there is a lot to build. 

 

Mr. Dougherty said that this would be a negotiation tactic. He said that two different 

developers who already own property there have made a $10 million commitment. He 

said that the developers already there can’t build without this going in. He said that the 

development is not going anywhere unless the interchange is built. 

 

Tom Carter addressed the Council and said that there was an agreement made in 2007 in 

which a developer had agreed to pay for the traffic interchange in exchange for keeping 

any sales tax in excess of the average collected. He said that the agreement fell apart 

after the economy crashed. He said that looking at the retail situation today Walmart is 

moving toward neighborhood convenience stores. He said that a developer may want 

Walmart to contract and build a convenience store in which the City would lose the one 

currently on Stockton Hill Road. He said that the owner would then have to try to fill that 

building up like when the last Walmart closed. He cautioned the Council to beware of 

this. 

 

2. Guidance and direction regarding the requested town hall meeting concerning 

Kingman Crossing 

The Council will provide guidance and direction to staff regarding availability for the 

“town hall” special Council meeting to be held on Kingman Crossing in order to provide 

additional information to the public. 

 

City Clerk Sydney Muhle said that she needed to know the dates the Council would be 

available for this meeting. 

 

Councilmember Carver reminded the Council that the League of Arizona Cities and 

Towns Conference would take place the third week of August. 

 

Councilmember Miles suggested August 25th. 

 

Councilmember Abram said that the week of August 25th, 26th, and 27th seemed to be a 

good week. 

 

Councilmember Carver asked that staff look at these dates and see if any of them would 

work. 
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3. Discussion of possible additional revenue streams 

Staff will answer questions from the Council on potential additional revenue streams 

including the establishment of a fire district and institution of a primary property tax. 

 

Finance Director Tina Moline gave a PowerPoint presentation. 

 

   
 

Slide 1 – Ms. Moline said that there has been an update to the public hearing for the 

removal of the half-percent sunset removal. She said that there is a statute that was over 

looked which requires notice of the public hearing be placed on the City’s website 60 days 

before. She said that this pushes the public hearing out to October 6, 2015. She said that 

if the ordinance is adopted it would be effective December 1, 2015. She said that it would 

remain on the agenda for August 4, 2015, and the Mayor will have to state that the 

hearing has been moved to October 6th. She then gave a synopsis of the history of the 

City’s revenue structure. She said that a property tax proposal has gone to the voters 

twice and has been denied both times. 

 

Slide 2 – Ms. Moline said that this slide showed an overview of the City’s revenue and 

expenditures. She said that she went over this a couple of months ago and wanted to 

point out a couple of things. She said that only a small percentage of the increase was 

related to actual growth. She said that a $1 million contingency is always included. She 

said that failure to remove the sunset will eat into the fund balance based on projections 

by 2016.  
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Slide 3 – Ms. Moline gave a synopsis of this slide. She said that there has been an 

increase of approximately two-percent year over year. She said that by Fiscal Year (FY) 

2020 expenses will be $1 million over revenues. She said that there will also be no fund 

balance by FY20. She said that increasing revenue or reducing expenditures are the only 

options. 

 

Slide 4 – Ms. Moline said that this slide showed a comparison with other cities in Mohave 

County. She said that Kingman has the lowest property tax rate and Bullhead City has 

the highest. She then gave the rates for each. She said that Kingman’s sales tax is higher 

and Kingman provides police and fire services without a property tax. 

 

   
 

Slide 5 – Ms. Moline gave a synopsis of this slide. She said that Kingman generates less 

revenue than other municipalities without a property tax. 

 

Slide 6 – Ms. Moline gave a synopsis of this slide. She said that there is a hope that 

property values will increase though this won’t happen in the next few years. She then 

gave additional sales tax options and the figures from potential taxes and the costs to 

consumers. 
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Slide 7 – Ms. Moline gave a synopsis of this slide and what would be allowed for a fire 

district by statute. She then gave the potential timeline for a forming a fire district. 

 

Slide 8 – Ms. Moline gave a synopsis of this slide which showed the timeline for a 

property tax election. 

 

Councilmember Young asked about the 6.5-percent bed tax which Ms. Moline gave the 

projection for. 

 

Councilmember Abram asked for clarification that this would bring FY16 into breakeven.  

 

Ms. Moline said that it would based on projections. She said that the City typically 

spends less than budgeted but this is never a guarantee. 

 

Councilmember Miles asked for clarification that if the half-percent sales tax is extended 

the City would be in the negative by 2023. 

 

Mr. Dougherty said that this is strictly a projection and adjustments are made each year. 

 

Ms. Moline said that this is reassessed each year and the City would need to make cuts in 

spending in this scenario. 

 

Councilmember Abram noted that there was a one-percent gap. 

 

Ms. Moline said that the City has historically been over projections by one-percent and 

under budget by ten-percent conservatively. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that the fear with a property tax is that if it is put in place 

the Council can raise it at any time which is not true. He said that the City wants to try 

to get $6 million to fund public safety. He said that the City can only grow a certain 

amount. He said that this would help if property ownership would continue to grow. 

 

After being asked, Ms. Muhle said that property taxes are assessed each year. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that the city needs to do the research to see how this would 

work. 

 

Councilmember Young said that this was discussed when the half-percent increase was 

implemented and the Council would need to revisit it. 

 

Councilmember Carver said the city would only grow so much and that property owners 

don’t pay for it. He said that there are a lot of out of town and out of state property 

owners that the City provides services to who do not pay. He said that he understands not 

wanting to pay more but services require funding. He said that the sales tax is to 

variable. 
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Councilmember Young said that the City needs to look seriously at either a fire district or 

a property tax. She said that the Council knew the City would start getting into the funds 

they have and would eventually have a zero balance and get into the negative. She said 

that the City cannot keep raising the sales tax and would have to do this in a few years. 

She said that people will be really upset as sales tax is so high. She said that there needs 

to be a discussion and decision on offering either or both to the voters. 

 

Mr. Cooper said that a property tax would be through the voters and a fire district would 

go through the Mohave County Board of Supervisors and petitions. He also clarified that 

if a fire district were to move forward it would be under a separate governing entity. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that Council cannot serve as the fire board and the City 

would give up the equipment purchased. He said that fire districts used to be more viable 

but now are more restrictive. 

 

Assistant Fire Chief Keith Eaton said that there is very little conversion from a 

municipality to a fire district. He said that he is currently part of an education program 

and this has been a hot topic which he did a research project on. He said that the fire 

district would have to purchase equipment and buildings or lease them. He said that the 

fire district is governed through statute. He said that the department wants to give the 

best possible service to the citizens and a district very much hand cuffs them. He said 

that statute limits the values for fire districts which is presenting a problem statewide. 

He said that sales tax is most volatile and fluctuates. He said that under a district 

services might suffer. He said that the Dolan Springs fire district is having problems. He 

said that the department will get whatever information would be needed to make this 

decision. 

 

Councilmember Miles said that these would be in addition to extending the half-percent 

sales tax. She said that a workshop is a great platform for this and it is important for the 

public to know the projections based on this being extended. She said that the City needs 

to provide information on what would be done. She said that the alternative would be 

cutting expenditures and does not look pleasant. She said that the community needs to be 

aware that the Council needs to take action on the sales tax and take action on one of the 

other options. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that these are two separate items and he was hoping the 

sales tax would be reduced. 

 

Councilmember Miles said that the sales tax would hopefully be reduced if a property tax 

were passed. She said that people are anxious about increased taxes and need to know 

the potential offset to reduce costs if implemented. She said that the City can’t keep 

increasing sales tax. 

 

Councilmember Carver suggested that the Council give direction to bring back more 

information for the property tax process as well as a presentation on it and the history of 

the property tax. 
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Councilmember Young said that the Council did increase sales tax intending to not be in 

the position it is today. She said that they intended on having a permanent revenue 

structure to give that half-percent back. 

 

4. Discussion of the process for setting and preparing the agenda for Council 

meetings. 

Councilmember Yocum has requested a discussion item to review the process of creating 

an agenda for Council meetings. Staff will present information on the City of Kingman 

ordinance governing setting the agenda as well as the process to put the agenda together.  

 

Councilmember Carver read a portion of the ordinance governing the agenda process that 

was provided to Council. 

 

Councilmember Yocum said that he was dismayed that two members of the Council were 

not present for this discussion. 

 

Councilmember Carver asked if Councilmember Yocum wanted to postpone this item to 

another meeting. 

 

City Attorney Carl Cooper said that the Council could discuss this item today and at 

another meeting. 

 

Councilmember Yocum said that he thought all members of the Council should be present 

for this discussion. 

 

City Manager John A. Dougherty said that this has not just been an issue for 

Councilmember Yocum, but for Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. as well. He said that he was told 

to remove something from the agenda by the Mayor and this put him in the middle which 

he is tired of. 

 

Councilmember Young said that this was discussed with a different Council and the 

Council was told to go through the City Manager. She said that when an item is placed on 

the agenda the item should be there and not be changed. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that the Council can get the information out that if a Council 

member requests an item then it shall be on there. 

 

Mr. Cooper said that this has been conveyed. He said that staff has to ensure that 

timelines are followed which can be waived if needed. 

 

Councilmember Carver clarified that if something is placed on the agenda then the Mayor 

cannot remove it, which Mr. Cooper agreed. 

 

City Clerk Sydney Muhle then discussed the process involved in setting the agenda. 
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Councilmember Young said that it is disrespectful that these items were taken off 

without permission. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that there are timelines to deal with and no one can pull an 

item off arbitrarily. 

 

Councilmember Young said that it is up to the City Manager to come back to the 

requesting Council member. 

 

Councilmember Yocum asked what it would take to revise the ordinance. 

 

Mr. Cooper said that it would require another ordinance to be approved. 

 

Councilmember Yocum said that the current ordinance makes it seem like the mayor 

might have the authority to change, alter, or remove an item. He said that it needs to be 

clarified so that no one has the authority to do so without the consent of the requesting 

Council member. 

 

Mr. Cooper said that this can be a future agenda item to bring back. He suggested adding 

that Council members fill out the Communication to Council to guarantee they get 

exactly what they want. 

 

Councilmember Young said that the Mayor and City Manager are responsible to make 

sure the agenda is set and the third sentence of the paragraph clarifies this. 

 

Councilmember Carver said that an item can be removed with the consent of the 

requesting Council member and this can be clarified. 

 

ADJOURNMENT--- the meeting was adjourned at 5:12 P.M. 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTEST:                                                                               APPROVED: 
 
  ___________________________                                          _____________________________ 
  Sydney Muhle              Richard Anderson 
  City Clerk             Mayor 
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 STATE OF ARIZONA) 

COUNTY OF MOHAVE)ss: 
CITY OF KINGMAN) 

 
 CERTIFICATE OF COUNCIL MINUTES 

I, Sydney Muhle, City Clerk and Recording Secretary of the City of Kingman, Arizona, hereby 
certify that the foregoing Minutes are a true and correct copy of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting 
of the Common Council of the City of Kingman held on August 4, 2015. 

 
Dated this 1st day of September, 2015. 

 
 ____________________________________ 

Sydney Muhle, City Clerk and Recording Secretary 
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  CITY OF KINGMAN  
MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL 

Council Chambers 
310 N. 4th Street 

 
5:30 P.M. MINUTES              Tuesday, August 4, 2015  
 

REGULAR MEETING 
Members Officers Visitors Signing in 

Richard Anderson – Mayor John Dougherty, City Manager See attached list 
Mark Wimpee, Sr. – Vice-
Mayor  

Jackie Walker, Human Resources 
Director 

 

Mark Abram  Carl Cooper, City Attorney  
Larry Carver Keith Eaton, Assistant Fire Chief  
Jen Miles  Greg Henry, City Engineer  
Stuart Yocum  Robert DeVries, Chief of Police  
Carole Young --- EXCUSED Mike Meersman, Parks and 

Recreation Director 
 

 Tina Moline, Finance Director  
 Gary Jeppson, Development 

Services Director 
 

 Rob Owen, Public Works Director  
 Joe Clos, Information Services 

Director 
 

 Sydney Muhle, City Clerk  and 
Recording Secretary 

 

   

 
CALL TO ORDER & ROLL CALL  
Mayor Anderson called the meeting to order at 5:30 P.M. and roll call was taken. All councilmembers were 
present except Councilmember Young who was excused. The invocation was given by City Attorney Carl Cooper 
after which the Pledge of Allegiance was said in unison. 
 

THE COUNCIL MAY GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR LEGAL COUNSEL IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH A.R.S.38-431.03(A)3 TO DISCUSS ANY AGENDA ITEM. THE 
FOLLOWING ITEMS MAY BE DISCUSSED, CONSIDERED AND DECISIONS MADE 
RELATING THERETO: 

 
1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES  

The Regular Meeting minutes of July 21, 2015 
 
Vice-Mayor Wimpee, Sr. stated he would abstain from voting on this item as he was not present for this 
meeting. 
 
Councilmember Miles made a MOTION to APPROVE the Regular Meeting minutes of July 21, 2015. 
Councilmember Abram SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 5-0 with Vice-Mayor Wimpee, Sr. 
ABSTAINING. 
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2. AWARDS 
Recognition of Jim McErlean as the 2014/2015 Building Official of the Year by the Arizona Building 
Officials 
Jim McErlean has served as the building official for the City of Kingman since February 27, 2014. In this short 
time Mr. McErlean has been recognized by his peers as the Arizona Building Official of the Year. Mr. 
McErlean was presented this award on July 22, 2015 by the Arizona Building Officials. Staff would like the 
Council to recognize Mr. McErlean for his great service, abilities and professionalism.  
 
Mayor Anderson said that it is always a pleasure to present an award to someone who has done an outstanding 
job for the community. He also explained the Mr. McErlean was selected for this award by his fellow building 
officials in the state. He then presented the award to Mr. McErlean. 
 

3. CALL TO THE PUBLIC - COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC  
 Those wishing to address the Council should fill out request forms in advance. Action taken as a 
 result of public comments will be limited to directing staff to study the matter or rescheduling the 
 matter for consideration and decision at a later time. Comments from the Public will be restricted 
 to items not on the agenda with the exception of those on the Consent Agenda. There will be no 
 comments allowed that advertise for a particular person or group. Comments should be limited to 
 no longer than 3 minutes. 
 

John O’Hara addressed the council and said that he is the co-owner of a property located at the corner 
of Ross Street and Eastern Street. He said that an item on the consent agenda concerning an 
engineering contract with Ritoch Engineering for street improvements includes gutters and drainage 
control. He said that his is the only empty piece of property in the area and he would like to be part of 
the study as there is a misconception on water flow in the area, which will be a significant portion of 
these improvements. He said that he has numerous photos of the water flow in the area and said that 
this property should not be considered for eminent domain or a retention pond. He said that he 
responded to correspondence from the Engineering Department on this matter and wants to be 
included with the project. He said that he has beneficial materials for the project and the water does 
not flow as assumed. 
 
Citizen Dean Wolslegel addressed the Council and said that he had been contacted by several 
residents concerning a meeting on the golf course contract. He said that he witness something 
disturbing as the contractor bringing his friends is unheard of. He said that the contract is awarded by 
the City Manager based on performance. He said that contracts have to be followed and the golf 
course has been an issue for the City for years. He said that when the City awards the contract they 
should follow the rules and give other contractors a chance to bid. He said that he received at least six 
phone calls about this and when Council is reviewing this contract this is how it should be done. 

 
4. CONSENT AGENDA  
 All matters listed here are considered to be routine by the City Council and will be enacted by one 
 motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items. If discussion is desired that  item  will 
 be removed from the CONSENT AGENDA and will be considered separately. 

a. Consideration of Amendment No. 2 to engineering contract ENG14-001 
On May 6, 2014 the Council approved construction contract ENG14-001 with TR, Orr, Inc. for 
various street and drainage related construction. The Contract included the replacement of a warped 
glass block panel on Fourth Street adjacent to the Central Commercial Building. The new budget 
includes a capital project for replacement of two reinforced concrete panels which are bowed, and 
potentially a trip hazard. Staff has asked TR Orr to provide a guaranteed maximum price (GMP) price 
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proposal to remove two additional panels and replace with glass block panels.  The work will be 
incorporated into the original Contact which was signed on May 7, 2014. The cost for the work will 
not exceed $58,968 as shown on the attached Amendment No. 2. Staff recommends approval.      
 
b. Consideration of a professional services agreement with Sunrise Engineering, Inc. for a 
Reclaimed Water Reuse Study, ENG15-047 
The Adopted Budget includes a project for a Reclaimed Water Reuse Evaluation for the Hilltop 
Wastewater Treatment Facility (WWTF). The Hilltop WWTF is currently permitted to produce up to 
1 million gallons per day of A+ reclaimed water and up to 5.1 million gallons per day of B+ 
reclaimed water. The study will review the allowable uses and requirements for each category of 
reclaimed water. The evaluation will specifically look at the following options for reuse: groundwater 
injection, airport industrial use, and City golf course and parks reuse. Staff has been in negotiations 
with Sunrise Engineering, Inc. regarding a proposal for the work and Sunrise has provided a scope 
and fee of $97,500. Staff recommends approving the agreement with Sunrise Engineering for 
the Reuse Study. 
 
c. Consideration of a Professional Services Agreement with AECOM Technical Services, Inc. 
for the Interstate 40 (I-40) Crossing Feasibility Study, ENG15-042 
The Adopted Budget includes a project for a Feasibility Study to evaluate potential crossings of I-40 
in the vicinity of the future Kingman Crossing Interchange. The purpose of the study is to determine 
the best location, design concepts, right of way needs, and estimated costs for an interim crossing of 
I-40. It is envisioned that an interim crossing will help relieve the traffic congestion on Eastern Street 
as well as provide better public safety access across I-40.  The study will evaluate two locations for 
a possible interim crossing. The Kingman Crossing option will look at connecting Louise Avenue to 
Santa Rosa Boulevard using the proposed Kingman Crossing Boulevard alignment. The Prospector 
Street option will look at connecting Louise Avenue to Diamond Joe Road/Santa Rosa Boulevard 
using the Prospector Street alignment.  Neither option will look at providing access to I-40, but will 
instead examine the best means for providing a road across the interstate. Staff has been in 
negotiations with AECOM Technical Services, Inc. regarding a proposal for the work and AECOM 
has provided a scope and fee of $113,053. Staff recommends approving the agreement with 
AECOM Technical Services, Inc. for the Feasibility Study.  
 
d. Agreement with Ritoch-Powell & Associates for Design Services for Eastern Street 
Improvements from Pasadena Avenue to Airway Avenue (ENG 15-048) 
Staff has requested a proposal from Ritoch-Powell & Associates (RPA) to prepare design plans and 
specifications for the improvement of Eastern Street from Pasadena Avenue to Airway Avenue. 
Major items of design include roadway design inclusive of pavement, curbing, sidewalks, possible 
bike lanes, drainage features, utility and agency coordination, right of way needs identification, and 
Airway Avenue intersection design. RPA has submitted a proposal dated July 24, 2015 to create the 
Eastern Street plans. Staff recommends approval. 
 
e. Consideration of Amendment No. 2 to contract ENG14-084 for additional pavement repair 
on Lovin Avenue and changes to the Castle Rock booster station 
On March 15, 2015 Council approved construction contract ENG14-084 with Freiday Construction, 
Inc. to begin Phase 1 of a series of water and sewer projects throughout the City. On May 19, 2015 
Council approved Amendment No. 1 that added the Phase 2 projects to the contract. During the 
course of construction, changes to the original scope of work have been proposed by Staff. This 
amendment proposes changes for two projects:  Lovin Avenue sewer line extension (ENG14-090) 
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and Castle Rock forebay tank restoration (ENG14-105). Freiday Construction has prepared a change 
order in the amount of $16,802.47 to perform the necessary work for Loving Avenue and $23,258.45 
to perform the necessary work for Castle Rock. Staff recommends approval. 
 
f. Special Event Liquor License Application 
Applicant Karen Lopez of the Kingman / Golden Valley Association of Realtors has applied for a 
Series 15 Special Event Liquor License for an event to take place Saturday, September 19, 2015 from 
11:00 A.M. to 3:00 P.M., at Centennial Park 3333 Harrison Street in Kingman. Staff recommends 
approval. 
 
Mayor Anderson requested that Item “4d” be removed from the Consent Agenda. 
 
Councilmember Carver requested that Item “4c” be removed from the Consent Agenda. 
 
Councilmember Miles asked that Item “4f” be removed from the Consent Agenda. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that there is a typo on Item “4f” and the event will take place at Metcalf Park. 
 
Councilmember Miles said that there was no need to pull Item “4f” as her concern has been 
addressed. 
 
Councilmember Wimpee Sr. made a MOTION to APPROVE the Consent Agenda as presented with 
the exception of Items “4c” and “4d”. Councilmember Yocum SECONDED and it was APPROVED 
by a vote of 6-0. 
 
Mayor Anderson opened Item “4c” for discussion. 
 
City Engineer Greg Henry addressed the Council and said that this item is for a feasibility study that 
will look at options for crossing Interstate 40 (I-40). He said that the first option is for a crossing at 
Kingman Crossing Boulevard and the second option would be at Prospector Street. He said that the 
study will review alignments and include costs for right-of-way. 
 
Councilmember Carver asked if an under/over pass at Prospector would remain if the Kingman 
Crossing traffic interchange goes through. 
 
Mr. Henry said that there would be no access to I-40 with either option.  
 
Councilmember Carver asked if this was only looking at an underpass. 
 
Mr. Henry said that it would look at an underpass at Kingman Crossing Boulevard and both an under 
or over pass at Prospector Street. He said that an overpass would be cheaper as there is less bridge 
work involved which is the primary cost. 
 
Councilmember Miles asked why the City is looking at both. 
 
Mr. Henry said that the study will look at the feasibility for either. 
 
Councilmember Miles said that if the City is looking at spending the money and the long term plan is 
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to put in an interchange then it makes no sense to spend money on one then do the other.  
 
Mr. Henry said that the City has the right-of-way at Prospector Street and not at Kingman Crossing 
Boulevard. He said that this is being looked at because of the additional traffic to the schools in the 
area.  
 
Councilmember Miles said that, looking at a strategic plan, she thought Kingman Crossing Boulevard 
would be cheaper if the plan is to put in the traffic interchange and the City would not have to look at 
the second option. 
 
Councilmember Carver asked why the City should spend money at Kingman Crossing when there is 
a potential to build the entire traffic interchange. He said that a crossing at Prospector Street would 
serve the area for now. 
 
Councilmember Miles asked for clarification that a crossing at Kingman Crossing Boulevard could 
be expanded as part of the solution at Kingman Crossing. 
 
Mr. Henry said that this was correct. He said that a crossing at Kingman Crossing Boulevard would 
be more expensive as it would be built to accommodate the ultimate width needed and it only makes 
sense to build it that way. He said that the study will show traffic models and look at both options and 
Rancho Santa Fe to see what would work. He said that Prospector Street would still be viable and 
used to get across I-40. He said that he does not have the potential traffic counts but he still expects 
substantial use. He said that the City doesn’t know when the traffic interchange will be built and there 
is a traffic safety issue across I-40. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked when the study would come back which Mr. Henry said would be 150 days. 
Mayor Anderson said that there are serious concerns but it is important to have some kind of access 
in the area. He said that he is looking forward to the presentation. 
 
Mr. Henry said that a presentation to Council is included with the study. 
 
Councilmember Carver made a MOTION to APPROVE Item “4c” of the Consent Agenda as 
presented. Councilmember Miles SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 6-0. 
 
Mayor Anderson opened Item “4d” for discussion. He then thanked Mr. O’Hara for his comments. 
 
Mr. Henry said that this item was discussed in the budget and is for design services from Pasadena 
Avenue to Airway Avenue including the Kenwood Avenue alignment. He said that the consultant 
will be looking at drainage. He said that he is familiar with the area Mr. O’Hara spoke about and have 
had drainage complaints in the area. He said that this will also look at the intersection of Broudy 
Drive and Eastern Street. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked that Mr. O’Hara be advised on the project and allowed to provide input. 
 
Mr. Henry said that there are public meetings planned for this project. 
 
Councilmember Carver asked what the size and scope are for this study and if this is just a study. 
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Mr. Henry said that this will create actual construction plans for the project. 
 
Councilmember Carver said that there is a significant difference between the cost for this and the 
underpass study and asked what caused this. 
 
Mr. Henry said that there are several more hours involved in creating the plans. He said that the 
Engineering Department has looked at the planned hours and they are in line with previous projects. 
 
Councilmember Abram asked if the intent is to provide construction ready documents, which Mr. 
Henry said that it was. 
 
Mayor Anderson made a MOTION to APPROVE Item “4d” of the Consent Agenda as presented. 
Councilmember Yocum SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 6-0. 

 
5. OLD BUSINESS 

a. Presentation of a $3,750 as the Final Installment to Repay Back the $5000 Seed Money 
Granted by the City of Kingman to the Kingman and Mohave Manufacturing Association 
(KAMMA) 
On September 4, 2012, the City granted $5,000 to KAMMA as seed to become organized and obtain 
its non-profit, tax exempt status. Since that time KAMMA has incorporated and gained its tax exempt 
status. Membership has grown and KAMMA wants to repay the grant in one final installment of 
$3,750. An oversized check presentation for the final installment is being made at the August 4, 2015 
City Council meeting, but the actual check will not be presented to the City until December, 2015. 
Staff recommends accepting the check.  
 
Mayor Anderson said that this item had been pulled at the request of KAMMA and would be 
rescheduled for the September 1, 2015, Regular Meeting. 
 
b. Public Hearing and adoption of Ordinance 1799 amending the Kingman Tax Code by 
removing the Sunset Date on the 0.50% increased rate of taxation 
According to ARS § 9-199.15, a municipality that proposes to increase the rate of an existing tax or 
fee on a business must provide written notice on the home page of its website at least sixty days 
before the date the proposed new rate is approved or disapproved by the governing body of the 
municipality. At the time of this communication, staff has not provided written notice on the home 
page of the City’s website and will need to postpone this Public Hearing until October 6, 2015, which 
will meet the requirements of the aforementioned statute. 
 
City Manager John A. Dougherty said that this item has been postponed until the October 6, 2015, 
Regular Meeting to meet a statutory requirement to post notice on the City’s website. 
 
c. Consideration of the Council initiating a C-3 Planned Development District  zoning for the 
151-Acres of City owned property in the Kingman Crossing Area that is designated “Regional 
Commercial” 
With the adoption of Resolution 4949 on May 5, 2015, the 151.32-acres of the Kingman Crossing 
area owned by the City is designated “Regional Commercial” on the Projected Land Use Map  of the 
Kingman General Plan Update 2030. The property can be rezoned to a zoning district that is in 
conformance with the General Plan. A compatible zoning district for a Regional Commercial 
designated area is Commercial: Service Business (C-3). However, as was discussed in the General 



Regular Meeting  

Kingman City Council 

August 4, 2015 

Page 7 of 36 

Plan Amendment public meetings and other discussions with Council and the land owner on the north 
side of the future Kingman Crossing Traffic Interchange, some uses permitted in the C-3 Zoning 
District are not desirable. Therefore, a Planned Development District, which permits a change in the 
permitted uses, conditionally permitted uses, and minimum development standards, can be adopted to 
establish a desirable zoning district. If the Council desires to initiate rezoning of its Kingman 
Crossing property, direction on the zoning district and/or planned development district needs to be 
provided. If initiated at this meeting, the Planning and Zoning Commission can hold its public 
hearing on September 8, 2015, and the City Council can hold its public hearing on October 6, 2015. 
Staff recommends initiation of the C-3 PDD zoning district and rezoning of the Kingman 
Crossing property.  
 
Development Services Director Gary Jeppson gave a PowerPoint presentation. 
 

   
 
Slide 1 – This was an introductory slide. 
 
Slide 2 – Mr. Jeppson said that this item is for Council to review whether it would like to initiate an 
application to change the zoning of the City owned property at Kingman Crossing to a C-3 Planned 
Development District (PDD). He then showed a map of the proposed area and said that it was 
brought to the attention of staff that a Unisource substation was included and should not have been. 
He said that this correction would be made. 
 

   
 
Slide 3 – Mr. Jeppson said that PDD would allow a variety of uses and would be in compliance with 
the General Plan. He said that a C-3 zoning would be used as a base and customized for the property. 
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Slide 4 – Mr. Jeppson said that the property is designated as regional commercial and a future traffic 
interchange is planned for the area. He said that the property on the north side of the interstate is 
already zoned C-3-PDD. 
 

   
 
Slide 5 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 6 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 

   
 
Slide 7 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that staff is recommending a 25 ft setback 
which would be zero in a normal C-3 zoning. 
 
Slide 8 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
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Slide 9 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the plan is to encourage walkability 
in the area.  
 
Slide 10 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 

   
 
Slide 11 – Mr. Jeppson said that these proposed regulations reflect the proposed landscape ordinance 
to be presented later in this meeting. 
 
Slide 12 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
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Slide 13 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 14 – Mr. Jeppson said that construction at the property would not be able to begin until 
construction of the traffic interchange begins. 
 

   
 
Slide 15 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
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Slide 16 through 23 – These slides listed potential allowable uses under C-3 zoning and conditional 
use permits. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that this item is not a public hearing and is an agenda item for the Council to 
determine if the matter will be sent to the Planning and Zoning Commission to begin the public 
hearing process.  
 
Councilmember Miles asked about initiating this application before holding the requested town hall 
meeting.  
 
City Clerk Sydney Muhle said that the town hall meeting was scheduled for August 25, 2015, at 5:30 
P.M. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that the town hall meeting will take place before the public hearings begin. 
 
Councilmember Miles asked if there was merit to deciding on this item after the town hall meeting. 
She said that the Council was given a lot of information at a work shop on July 27th that should be 
presented to the public at the town hall and allow the Council to receive the public’s comments. She 
said it would be better to make a decision after the public gets full knowledge of the project. 
 
Councilmember Carver made a MOTION to INITIATE the C-3-PDD. Councilmember Abram 
SECONDED. 
 
Councilmember Abram asked if the Council wanted to have this public hearing on the same night as 
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the public hearing for the sales tax sunset removal as it is currently scheduled. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that the date of the public hearing could be changed. He said that there is a statutory 
requirement to advertise the public hearing 15 days prior and the hearing could be held at any time as 
directed by Council. 
 
Councilmember Miles said that there would be time for the public to digest the information on the 
project before the first public hearing on September 8th with even more time before the public hearing 
with the Council which would be adequate. 
 
Councilmember Carver made a MOTION to SEND the application to staff to initiate the zoning 
change. Councilmember Abram SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 6-0. 
 

6. NEW BUSINESS  
a. Public hearing and consideration of Resolution 4965 to approve the vacation (abandonment) 
of a portion of Vermont Street 
This is a request from Steven Latoski to vacate (abandon) a 42’ X 107.13’ portion of Vermont Street 
located between Sunset Boulevard and Arlington Street adjacent to his property. The Planning and 
Zoning Commission held a public hearing on July 14, 2015 and there were some objections from 
nearby property owners heard during the public testimony over the loss of public property which 
could be used for hiking or other purposes. However, aerial photos indicate the hiking trails are on 
private property.  Planning staff recommend that the full width of Vermont Street (50’ X 214.26’) be 
vacated because an 8’ x 107.13 remnant street would be of no use to the City for utilities or other 
purposes. The Planning and Zoning Commission voted 4-1 to recommend approval of the vacation of 
only the 42’ X 107.13’ portion (4,500 sq. ft.) of Vermont Street requested by the applicant. 
Conditions included a recommended value of the vacated right-of-way to be no less than $500 per 
each 25’ x 107.13’ (2,678 sq. ft.) section of the street, which works out to approximately $5.36/sq. ft. 
This would be $840 for the 4,500 sq. ft. area recommended by the commission. Upon payment by the 
applicant, title to this section of the right-of-way shall pass to the applicant as the adjacent property 
owner. This would leave an 8’ X 107.13’ remnant right-of-way section for Vermont Street. Staff 
recommends approval of Resolution 4965.  
 
Mr. Jeppson gave a PowerPoint presentation. 
 

   
 
Slide 1 – This was an introductory slide. 



Regular Meeting  

Kingman City Council 

August 4, 2015 

Page 13 of 36 

 
Slide 2 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 

   
 
Slide 3 – This slide showed a map of the proposal. 
 
Slide 4 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 

   
 
Slide 5 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that there were protests on this matter at 
the Planning and Zoning Commission public hearing. 
 
Slide 6 – This slide showed a map of the subject property. 
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Slide 7 – This slide showed a map of the subject area. Mr. Jeppson said that staff has recommended 
abandonment of the entire area and the Planning and Zoning Commission voted to recommend only 
the area the application requested. 
 
Councilmember Abram asked if this would eliminate utility easements.  
 
Mr. Jeppson said that it would unless the entire area were abandoned which the applicant has not 
opposed. 
 
Councilmember Carver asked for clarification on the portion to be abandoned.  
 
Mr. Jeppson said that the application is to abandon 42 feet of the 50 foot right-of-way which would 
only leave eight feet remaining. He said that this is why staff has recommended abandoning the entire 
piece of property and selling the requested portion to the applicant. 
 
Councilmember Miles if the surrounding property owners would be required to purchase the 
remaining land if the application were to purchase the requested portion. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that the property would be owned by the City and would not be a right-of-way. 
 
Councilmember Carver asked if the applicant would like to buy the entire portion in line with their 
property. 
 
Applicant Steven Latoski addressed the Council and gave an overview of his proposal. He said that 
he is a ten year resident of the City and that this request is in connection with developing single 
family homes on the property. He said that this request is essential to developing the property and 
listed his reasons for seeking the abandonment. He said that this pertains to his interest in developing 
the property and it does not benefit out of state developers. He said that his partners on the project are 
out of state and this request pertains to his property only. He said that this maintains the right of way 
along Vermont Street on the highest elevation. He said that it does provide access to the hill side and 
the proposal does provide a corridor to access Sunset Boulevard. He said that the utility companies 
have no objection to the request and he is not aware of any objections from City departments. 
 
Councilmember Carver said that a utility easement doesn’t do any good and asked if Mr. Latoski 
would be interested in going across the next property. 
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Mr. Latoski said that he has no objection to the City abandoning the entire 50 feet to him and no 
objection to the resolution as written. 
 
Mayor Anderson opened the public hearing at 6:15 P.M. 
 
Citizen Dawn Cannon addressed the Council and said that their family owns property on Arlington 
Street and if this proposal goes through people will not be able to go from Arlington Street to Sunset 
Boulevard any more. She said that she didn’t feel the Council was looking into the future as there 
would be no bike path or hiking trails. She said that this area could be beautiful and once it’s lost it’s 
gone. 
 
Councilmember Yocum asked if her brother was in attendance at the Planning and Zoning 
Commission meeting which she said he was. He said that her brother was quite upset at that meeting. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked if Mr. Jeppson had any comments on this. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that he believed this was vocalized clearly. He said that the neighbors want to 
maintain public access to the property and the City has no plans for the property. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked what Mr. Jeppson preference was. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that the City can take and maintain ownership of the property. He said that the 
utility companies cannot use this property and if it is not abandoned it will still be in the public right-
of-way.  
 
Councilmember Miles said that it’s important for the citizens to be able to go across this area without 
crossing Stockton Hill Road. She said that she doesn’t feel that conflicts and they will still be able to 
do this if the remaining property is not sold as the out of state owners don’t want it. She said that if 
the entire property is abandoned the entire thing could be sold. She said that she would prefer to keep 
the access for the citizens. She said that she thought this could still be done while honoring the 
applicant’s request. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that if Council wanted to follow staff’s recommendation the request would need to 
be brought back with a different resolution. 
 
Councilmember Abram noted that abandoning 42 feet would only leave eight feet as a City right-of-
way.  
 
Mr. Jeppson noted that there would also be an additional 107 feet by 50 feet of right-of-way to the 
south. 
 
Mayor Anderson closed the public hearing at 6:21 P.M. 
 
Councilmember Miles made a MOTION To APPROVE Resolution 4965. Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. 
SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 5-1 with Councilmember Carver voting NAY. 
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b. Public Hearing and consideration of Ordinance 1796-R, amending Section 10.000 
LANDSCAPING of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Kingman 
Section 10.000 LANDSCAPING of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Kingman, adopted in 1998, 
provides minimal standards for landscaping for new commercial, industrial, and multiple family 
developments. It also requires some landscaping for remodels and expansions of existing 
developments where the improvement costs exceed $20,000 and/or the developed portion of the 
property increases by 25 percent or more. The ordinance has not been changed since its adoption. The 
proposed amendment would make the following changes to the Landscape Ordinance: Repeal the 
appeal process and the 2:1 credit for landscaping in the right-of-way, add an updated recommended 
plant list, require an area equivalent to 5-percent of the development area to be landscaped for 
remodels and expansions of existing development, add parking lot landscape standards, revise plan 
submittal requirements and irrigation standards, allow up to 10% of the landscape area to be artificial 
turf, require dead plants to be removed within 45-days, and exempt remodeled properties that are 
over 95% developed from the landscaping requirements. The Planning and Zoning Commission held 
a number of public meetings and workshops over the last several months to discuss possible changes 
to the ordinance. At the direction of the City Council, a subcommittee of the P&Z Commission met 
with representatives of NABA as well as landscape firms to develop a consensus regarding the 
proposed text changes. The proposed ordinance reflects the consensus that was developed. The 
Planning and Zoning Commission held the public hearing on July 14, 2015 to consider the 
proposed text amendment The commission voted 5-0 to recommend approval of the proposed 
text amendment as shown in Exhibit “A” of the attached Ordinance No. 1796-R. Staff 
recommends approval.  
 
Mr. Jeppson gave a PowerPoint presentation. 
 

   
 
Slide 1 – This was an introductory slide.  
 
Slide 2 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the City met with the homebuilders’ 
association and addressed their concerns. 
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Slide 3 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that this ordinance does not address 
single family residences. 
 
Slide 4 – Mr. Jeppson said that the purpose of this ordinance is to enhance the beauty of the 
community and the Planning and Zoning Commission has worked with staff for over seven months to 
develop this ordinance. 
 

   
 
Slide 5 – Mr. Jeppson discussed the specifics of the ordinance and said that this would also eliminate 
the appeal process through the Planning and Zoning Commission as this should be done through the 
Board of Adjustments. 
 
Slide 6 – Mr. Jeppson discussed the site plan requirements. 
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Slide 7 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of the current requirements and the proposed changes. 
 
Slide 8 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that this is an agreement that came from 
the discussion with the homebuilders’ association.  
 

   
 
Slide 9 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 10 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the commission updated the 
recommended plant list. 
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Slide 11 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 12 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 

   
 
Slide 13 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the artificial turf looks realistic and 
would be attractive. 
 
Slide 14 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 

   
 
Slide 15 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the City wants to work with the 
developers.  
 
Slide 16 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that this allows retention of storm water. 
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Slide 17 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the City worked with the 
development community on this. He said that the 95-percent development ordinance does not kick in. 
 
Slide 18 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the commission felt strongly that 
three months was too long to wait for replancement. 
 

   
 
Slide 19 - Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 20 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. said that he appreciated staff and the commission going back to look at this. 
 
Councilmember Carver said that he wanted to confirm that there was a meeting held on May 28, 
2015, with the landscape contractors and that they agreed with this ordinance, which Mr. Jeppson 
said was correct. 
 
Mayor Anderson opened the public hearing at 6:30 P.M. 
 
Citizen Herberta Schroeder addressed the Council and said that she was concerned about this 
ordinance because Kingman is in the desert and is in a drought. She said that she didn’t agree with 
only allowing ten-percent artificial landscape and not more with realistic components. She said that 
succulents take more water and cactus not as much. She said that it is harder with the irrigations 
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requirements. She said that she agrees with some of the changes, such as the appeal process not going 
through the Planning and Zoning Commission. She said that this is not Phoenix and Kingman is a 
desert community. She said that people take good care of their landscaping and there are ornamental 
grasses that go dormant. She said that they are created to have a nice effect and regenerate in the 
spring. She said that she would like to change a few things. She said that the requirements for 
landscaping and developers are short sighted. She said that the City does not want to make it harder 
for developers to come in. She said that this would add an additional $30,000 to $35,000 to a new 
property purchased. She said that weeds grow and can look bad and all rock landscaping is not an 
option as it is harder to maintain. She asked that the Council think about the impact that this is going 
to have. She said that the City wants to develop retail and the manufacturing industry and that won’t 
happen if the City keeps adding costs. 
 
Mayor Anderson closed the public hearing at 6:35 P.M. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that the current ordinance does not allow a credit for artificial landscape which the 
new ordinance does. He said that this can add costs to landscape a site. He said that the recommended 
plant list is not required and the City is trying to accommodate development. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that he agreed there was lot of good work going back and forth between the 
homebuilders, commission, and staff and commended everyone for their work on the ordinance. 
 
Councilmember Abram said that he agreed with the Mayor and is glad that the City went outside to 
come up with a plan. He said that the purpose is to beautify Kingman. He said that the community 
wants to be smart in planning landscaping and not using excessive water. He said that this will help 
move the City in the right direction. 
 
Councilmember Abram made a MOTION to APPROVE Ordinance 1796-R. Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. 
SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 6-0. 

 
c. 2016 League Resolutions 
Each year the League of Cities and Towns conducts an annual process for the development, 
consideration, and approval of city and town resolutions on topics of interest to comprise its 
Municipal Policy Statement. The statement is subsequently provided to legislators to inform them of 
important municipal issues and seek their support for the goals, policies, and actions set forth by the 
various resolutions. Resolutions adopted to move forward by the Policy Committees will appear as 
resolutions on the agenda for the Resolutions Committee meeting on August 18th at 1:30 p.m. in 
Tucson. Mayor Anderson will represent Kingman at this meeting and will be voting on each of the 
proposed resolutions. It is suggested that the Council as a whole discuss any policy differences with 
any one of the League Policy Committee’s recommendations and provide guidance to the Mayor on 
just those differences. Council discretion.  
 
Human Resources and Intergovernmental Relations Director Jackie Walker said that a summary of 
the League Resolutions had been provided to Council along with staff’s recommendations. She said 
that this is to acquaint the Council with what will be presented at the annual League of Arizona Cities 
and Towns resolution committee meeting. She said that Mayor Anderson will represent Kingman. 
She said that each resolution has been vetted by the League’s policy committee and 14 resolutions are 
being recommended. She said that this item is to give the Mayor guidance on any policy differences. 
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Mayor Anderson asked for a summary of what the Tri-City Council recommended. 
 
Ms. Walker said that the Tri-City Council did not review the resolutions and each city has reviewed 
them at their own council meetings. She said that many of the resolutions are repeats and have 
received City of Kingman support over the years. 
 
Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. recommended giving direction to the Mayor to represent Kingman at the 
resolutions committee meeting which Councilmember Abram agreed with. 
 
Councilmember Miles noted that staff recommended remaining neutral on SR 189. She said that 
because this promotes international trade it will eventually trickle up with the development of a 
logistics hub in Kingman. She said that she would suggest being more supportive of this. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that he is a member of the Transportation Infrastructure Committee and had the 
same concern. He said that he wants to make sure the transportation comes up through Arizona.  
 
Councilmember Miles again suggested supporting this resolution.  
 
Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. said that he felt the Mayor had direction. 

 
d. Discussion and possible action on the creation and review process for Council meeting 
agendas  
At the July 27, 2015 Council Work Session, discussion took place regarding how items are placed on 
or removed from Council meeting agendas. Councilmember Yocum requested delaying the 
discussion in order to include all councilmembers on the discussion of possible changes to the 
ordinance. The current ordinance allows any councilmember to request an agenda item. Staff 
recommends adding verbiage to specify that only the requesting councilmember can agree to 
have an item removed or deferred from the next available agenda.   
 
Councilmember Yocum said that he wanted to clarify who has the authority to remove items from an 
agenda and doesn’t want staff to feel as though they are caught between Council members. He said 
that there have been instances in which a Council member requests an item and someone requests 
that it be pulled without the original Council member’s authorization. He said that the ambiguity in 
the ordinance needs to be removed and it needs to be clear what can and cannot be done. 
 
Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. said that he supports this and that no Council member should be able to 
remove an item. 
 
Mr. Cooper read the exact text of the ordinance and said that he interprets this as meaning an item 
placed on the agenda is not removed. He said that there are a couple of caveats and the ordinance can 
be modified if the Council desires. 
 
Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. said that he has requested things that have been removed. He said that the 
Council needs to come to an understanding that if an item is placed on the agenda it is not removed. 
He said that as long as everyone understands that then that is all that is needed. 
 
Councilmember Abram said that if the ordinance is already there than it needs to be followed. He 
said that removal should have the consent of the requesting Council member. 
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Mayor Anderson said that an item may require some discussion in the background for staff to get it 
back to the Council and can keep the Council up to date on when the item can be placed on the next 
available agenda. 
 
Councilmember Carver said that this should be brought up at the time the item is requested. He said 
that the word “shall” means that the item shall be on the agenda. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that the item may not have everything to bring back to Council right away which 
happens. He suggested that the Council submit their request in writing or fill out the “Communication 
to Council” form rather than leaving it to staff to interpret. He said that this will ensure the Council 
member gets what they are looking for. He said that the Mayor and City Manager prepare the agenda 
from this and this is the process staff uses. 
 
Councilmember Yocum clarified that they prepare the agenda but not control it. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that the Mayor and City Manager are responsible for the agenda which the Clerk 
prepares.  
 
Councilmember Abram asked if the entire Council was in agreement that what is stated in the current 
ordinance is acceptable. 
 
Councilmember Yocum agreed. 
 
Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. said that this is a matter of respect. 
 
Councilmember Yocum recommended adding text to the ordinance to stipulate that only the 
requesting Council member can remove a requested item. 
 
Councilmember Carver said that everyone understands what the ordinance means and additional text 
would add clutter. 
 
Councilmember Abram said that the language is there; it just has to be followed. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that he felt it was clear what is expected. 
 
Councilmember Yocum said that he wants to clarify this so that future Councils cannot misinterpret 
it. 
 
Mr. Dougherty asked that if the ordinance is changed language be added that the Council will fill out 
the “Communication to Council” form so there is no misinterpretation. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that he would like to see the text change at the next meeting. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that it may not be available by the next meeting, but he would return it as quickly as 
possible. 
 
e. Discussion regarding adoption of an “entertainment district” in downtown Kingman  
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The Kingman Downtown Merchants’ Association has requested an agenda item, which it advised 
was approved by Mayor Anderson, for the Council to discuss the “adoption of Arizona Revised 
Statute 4-207.” The Council has been provided with a letter and a copy of the A.R.S. code. This 
item will be for discussion only.  

 
Matt Wanner, president of the Downtown Merchants Association, addressed the Council and said 
that the downtown area has made huge forward momentum and want to see it continue. He said 
that there is an opportunity for a local church to rent a building in the area and the liquor laws are 
very specific that a liquor license cannot be held within 300 feet of a church. He said that this is 
not censoring or choosing one faith over another, but could be detrimental to what has already 
started in the area. He said that the association wants to find a solution and common ground. He 
said that a member of the association found this Arizona Revised Statute (ARS) code which seems 
to fit what the association and city would like to see. He said that the association wants to be able 
to continue to build businesses in the area and want to be able to sell or transfer their licenses 
within that 300 foot limit. He said that they are asking for a resolution to adopt an entertainment 
district to coexist with churches. He said that this allows the area to move forward and coexists 
with the church. He said that several members of the association were present to say what he 
already had. He said that these businesses are fruitful and want to continue to be. He said that the 
area is very progressive and wanted the City to look at this over the next several weeks. He said 
that association members see the advantages and disadvantages to this. He also said that a member 
of the Chamber of Commerce was present to read a letter of support for this. 
 
Joni Millin, a member of the Board of the Chamber of Commerce, read a copy of a letter from the 
chief executive officer of the chamber to the Council in support of the initiative. 
 
Citizen Jamie Taylor addressed the Council and said she wanted to discuss the importance of 
designating an entertainment district. She said that she bought property in Kingman when 
downtown rolled up their carpets at five o’clock. She said that she is so excited to see the 
improvements over the last few years. She said that this designation is important and noted that 
Flagstaff, Prescott, and Williams have all done this. She said that they have all sorts of things 
happening and Kingman is on the cusp with tourism. She said that she is concerned this will start 
back sliding and that businesses who want to sell will not be able to. 
 
Citizen Janelle Chambers addressed the Council and said that she and her family own Up Your 
Alley Antiques and Chambers Realty. She said that there are diverse businesses downtown and she 
would like to support review of an entertainment district to give the City Attorney and City 
Manager an opportunity to review it. She said that she has lived in Kingman for over 30 years and 
revitalization is taking place downtown. She said that the city and government buildings have 
always been here but now there are several businesses. She said that her family are believers and 
believe in churches. She said that if a new church comes in they need to be aware of what is 
already in the area. She said that several other towns have this and all business owners downtown 
have an interest in and support each other. 
 
Citizen Diana Caldon addressed the Council and said that she is the owner of the Cellar Door 
Wine Bar. She said that she purchased the wine bar and has seen downtown grow. She said that 
there are people up and down the street in the evenings. She said that she is concerned about the 
church because she carries a liquor license and if she decided to sell it would put a financial 
burden on her as she would not be able to transfer the license. She said that there is a lot of 
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excellent downtown entertainment and she would like to see it continue. She said that she is also 
concerned about parking and the church taking parking from other businesses. She said that people 
will not want to come in. She said that downtown gets a lot of tourists and parking is an issue. She 
asked that the Council consider the entertainment district. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked Mr. Jeppson about the proposal. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that he has had experiences with this throughout his career. He said that in one 
instance a charter school opened in a shopping center and a liquor store wanted to open in the 
same location. He said that the laws toward preventing religious institutions have changes and 
there are limited restrictions on public assemblies. He said that an entertainment district allows a 
change of the spacing requirements and for selling alcohol. He said that it does not prevent 
religious institutions and schools from coming in. He said that it allows businesses to not have the 
300 foot requirement and does provide a combination of different uses downtown. He said that it 
does not address parking. He said that he worked in another state where a church proposed coming 
in and had to look at spacing requirements. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked about a church on Andy Devine Avenue. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that this was outside of the scope of this item. He said that he has not researched 
the proposal and only one entertainment district is allowed in a city this size. He said that he would 
have to research the proposal but he thought Mr. Jeppson covered it. He said that this would allow 
the Council to review each new liquor license application on a case by case basis.  
 
Mr. Wanner said that the association does not want to see more adult businesses creep in and are 
not looking at a red light district or adult shops. He said that they want to continue to build on their 
foundation and don’t want to expand beyond what they are already doing. He said that what is 
there is perfect and there has been a big awakening in the downtown area. He said that this allows 
the area to continue the momentum and maybe allow opportunities for others. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that this is not a sexually oriented entertainment district and that’s not what this 
addresses. 
 
Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. suggested giving direction to staff to research this proposal. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked what the timeframe would be to bring this back. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that the area will have to be defined and this would only be for new businesses. 
 
Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. asked staff to bring it back when they are comfortable. 
 
Councilmember Carver asked what the current zoning for the area is. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that this was not listed with discussion of this item and he did not know the 
zoning downtown. He said that this item is only for the entertainment district. 
 
Councilmember Miles asked if this would incorporate the ARS code into the City ordinance. 
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Mr. Cooper said that Council can authorize this based on statute and are only allowed to do what 
the law says. 
 
Mr. Dougherty asked Mr. Cooper if the entertainment district would be able to proceed or still be 
enforced if a conditional use permit for the church comes in. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that the entertainment district would go into effect 30 days after it is passed. 
 
Councilmember Carver asked if existing businesses would be okay. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that this would not apply to restaurants, special events, or other classifications. He 
said that it may not affect anything for a while but he will get this done as fast as he can. 
 
Councilmember Miles asked for clarification that existing businesses would be grandfatherd in and 
can change in the future. She also asked if the church is grandfathered into the 300 foot limit. 
 
Mr. Coopr said that the 300 foot limit could be waived by Council action when a liquor license 
application is received. He also said that he was sure there would be comments by anyone who 
might be affected by this. He said that other cities have had protests and it will be up to the 
Council. 

 
7. REPORTS 

a. Department Report on Water Division  
Staff will give a presentation on Water Division activities and issues. 

 
Public Works Director Rob Owen gave a PowerPoint presentation. 
 

   
 
Slide 1 – This was an introductory slide. 
 
Slide 2 – Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide that showed where the area’s ground water comes 
from. He said that reports show that the city’s well levels have come up. He said that the 
Sacramento Basin is larger and the levels came up last year. He said that these are influenced by 
precipitation. 
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Slide 3 – Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 4 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide.  
 

     
 
Slide 5 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide and stated what was included in this. He said that 
this can vary but is about 175 per month. 
 
Slide 6 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 

   
 
Slide 7 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
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Slide 8 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 

   
 
Slide 9 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 10 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the City is working on a water loss 
audit. He said that Kingman is within normal range and that by comparison Flagstaff was at 11-
percent. He said that per capita use is down to approximately 50 gallons per day. 
 

   
 
Slide 11 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the City does have issues with 
leaks. 
 
Slide 12 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide and explained how the system works. 
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Slide 13 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 14 – Mr. Owen said that the City had a transmission line break after receiving pretty serious 
rains one month. He said that the main line leaks which wastes a lot of water. 
 

   
 
Slide 15 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 16 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the department has to prioritize the 
larger leaks in the system. 
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Slide 17 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 18 – Mr. Owen explained the software program used by the department. 
 

   
 
Slide 19 – This slide showed an example of the software. 
 
Slide 20 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
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Slide 21 – This slide showed an additional software sample. Mr. Owen said that this helps to 
analyze the system and gave a synopsis of automated meter reading. 
 
Slide 22 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 

   
 
Slide 23 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 24 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 

   
 
Slide 25 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 26 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
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Slide 27 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 28 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide and said that these results are sent to customers 
every year. 
 

   
 
Slide 29 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 30 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
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Slide 31 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked who does the sampling and who evaluates it. 
 
Mr. Owen said that the samples are taken by City staff and are sent to an outside source for testing. 
He said that the City has a lab to do this but does not have a technician to run the tests. He said that 
the department does control sampling and the goal is to do more sampling. He said that the number 
of required samples is changing next year and the goal is to get to where the department can 
perform more sampling. He said that the vast majority of the samples will be sent to outside labs. 
 

   
 
Slide 32 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 33 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
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Slide 34 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 35 - Mr. Owen gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked if the department is planning for service in the area of the airport which 
Mr. Owen said that they were. He said that the Kingman Airport Authority is planning for phase 
two of the airport and hopes that the department will be a major player in this as it is the City’s 
water system which Mr. Owen said they have been. 
 
Councilmember Miles said that she appreciated that Mr. Owen gave a presentation to the Kingman 
and Mohave Manufactures Association (KAMMA). She said that there was an enthusiastic 
response to working with the City on options for this development. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked that the department work with Development Services and the contractors’ 
association on a plan to conserve water. 
 
Councilmember Abram noted a significant rise in work orders and asked what caused this. 
 
Mr. Owen said that this is pretty spread out. He said that a new tracking system for this has 
worked out great and he appreciates the assistance from Utility Billing. He said that the time 
periods for each work order can vary greatly. 
 
Councilmember Abram said that he was curious whether there was an increase in a specific type of 
work order. 
 
Mr. Owen said that leaks would probably be the biggest. He said that the department has to 
prioritize work orders and leaks lead to draws on other resources like streets. 
 
Councilmember Abram said that he understands there will be loss on the system and asked what is 
acceptable. 
 
Mr. Owen said that this varies. He said that the new audit system is helpful. He said that different 
places operate differently and measuring this is tricky. He said that the industry is working toward 
a national standardized system. 

 



Regular Meeting  

Kingman City Council 

August 4, 2015 

Page 35 of 36 

b. Board, Commission and Committee Reports by Council Liaisons  
 

There were no reports. 
 

8. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY MAYOR, COUNCIL MEMBERS, CITY MANAGER  
Limited to announcements, availability/attendance at conferences and seminars, requests for agenda items for 

future meetings. 

If needed. 
 
Mr. Dougherty provided information regarding the memorial service for Bill Johnston. He said that 
the United Way would be holding a city-wide clean up on September 12, 2015. He said that this 
made a big impact in 2014 and are hoping it will again. 
 
An unidentified gentleman in the audience said that he wanted to encourage the Council to participate 
in the League conference. He said that Interstate 11 is important and asked that the Council be 
proactive. He said that he just wanted to wish the Council well. 
 
Councilmember Yocum reminded everyone that the next Council meeting was cancelled due to the 
League conference. 
 

9. EXECUTIVE SESSION 
Pursuant to ARS 38-431.03(A)(4), the City Attorney requests that the Mayor and Common Council vote to go 
into executive session for discussion and later possible action. 
 
Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. made a MOTION to GO INTO Executive Session. Councilmember Abram 
SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 6-0. 
 
Council went into Executive Session at 7:50 P.M. 
 
Brown v. City of Kingman 
Blaschak v. City of Kingman 
 
Council returned from Executive Session at 8:02 P.M. 
 
Councilmember Abram made a MOTION to PAY the insurance deductibles in both cases. Vice Mayor 
Wimpee Sr. SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 6-0. 
 

Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. made a MOTION to ADJOURN. Councilmember Abram SECONDED and it was 
APPROVED by a vote of 6-0. 
 
ADJOURNMENT – 8:03 P.M. 
 
 
 
 

ATTEST:                                                                               APPROVED: 
 
  ___________________________                                          _____________________________ 
  Sydney Muhle              Richard Anderson 
  City Clerk             Mayor 
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 STATE OF ARIZONA) 

COUNTY OF MOHAVE)ss: 
CITY OF KINGMAN) 

 
 CERTIFICATE OF COUNCIL MINUTES 

I, Sydney Muhle, City Clerk and Recording Secretary of the City of Kingman, Arizona, hereby 
certify that the foregoing Minutes are a true and correct copy of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting 
of the Common Council of the City of Kingman held on August 4, 2015. 

 
Dated this 1st day of September, 2015. 

 
 ____________________________________ 

Sydney Muhle, City Clerk and Recording Secretary 
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  CITY OF KINGMAN  
MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL 

Kingman Police Department 
2730 E. Andy Devine Avenue 

 
3:30 P.M. MINUTES              Monday, August 24, 2015  
 

WORK SESSION MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL 
 

Members Officers Visitors Signing in 
Richard Anderson – Mayor   John Dougherty, City Manager See attached list 
Mark Wimpee, Sr. – Vice-
Mayor 

Tina Moline, Finance Director  

Mark Abram Carl Cooper, City Attorney  
Larry Carver - EXCUSED Rob Owen, Public Works Director 
Jen Miles Greg Henry, City Engineer  
Stuart Yocum  Robert J. DeVries, Chief of Police 
Carole Young   Gary Jeppson, Development 

Services Director 
 Sydney Muhle, City Clerk  
 Erin Roper, Deputy City Clerk 

and Recording Secretary 
 

 
WORK SESSION MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL 

 
ALL WORK-SESSION ITEMS LISTED ARE FOR DISCUSSION ONLY. NO ACTION CAN OR 
WILL BE TAKEN. The primary purpose of work session meetings is to provide the City Council with the 
opportunity for in-depth discussion and study of specific subjects. Public comment is not provided for on the 
Agenda and may be made only as approved by consensus of the Council. In appropriate circumstances, a 
brief presentation may be permitted by a member of the public or another interested party on an Agenda item 
if invited by the Mayor or City Manager to do so. The Mayor may limit or end the time for such 
presentations. 
 
CALL TO ORDER & ROLL CALL   
PLEDGE OF ALLIGENCE 
 
Mayor Anderson called the meeting to order at 3:32 P.M. and roll call was taken. All councilmembers were 
present except Councilmember Carver, who was excused. The Pledge of Allegiance was said in unison. 

 
1. Climatec Presentation 

The Council will hear a presentation from Climatec regarding potential energy saving and utility cost 
saving measures for City of Kingman facilities. 
 
Matt Vaccaro, Justyn St. Clair and Tom Jackson of Climatec presented the following slides: 
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Slide one was an introductory slide. On slide two, Mr. Vaccaro stated the goal of the Climatech program 
was to improve City infrastructure by increasing available funding without increasing taxes. 

 
On slide three Mr. Vaccaro stated the City would be able to pay for the new infrastructure by reducing 
utility bills; the bills would be reduced through installing new, higher efficiency equipment in buildings 
and the water system. On slide four Mr. St. Clair reviewed the diagram and stated Climatech worked 
with City staff for the past three months in the initial phase of the program, which involved interviewing 
staff and examining whether the program was beneficial for the City. Mr. St. Clair stated Climatech did 
not sell products and the state legislation the company operated under mandated that the program provide 
measurable cost saving benefits.  

 
On slide five Mr. St. Clair reviewed the information and stated Climatech looked for ways to reduce 
expenditures through reducing utility costs, which involved addressing facility needs. Mr. St. Clair stated 
Climatech believed it could save the City 35%. Mr. St. Clair reviewed the information on slide six and 
stated the goal was to redirect the unnecessary fund expenditures to infrastructure needs.  
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Mr. St. Clair reviewed slide seven.  
 
Mr. Vaccaro stated equipment that was 10 to 20 years old had reached the end of its useful life and cost 
the City money to continue using due to inefficiency. Mr. Vaccaro stated state law required Climatech to 
guarantee the savings it quoted to the City and if there was a shortfall in those savings Climatech was 
required to reimburse the City through a grantor. Mr. Vaccaro stated Climatech had never experienced a 
shortfall. 
 
Councilmember Miles asked what the timeline was for the program to meet the numbers set by 
Climatech. 
 
Mr. Vaccaro stated the timeline depended on the projects the City decided to pursue and state legislature 
defined the limits as the lifecycle of the equipment. 
 
On slide eight Mr. Jackson stated there were many different funding sources that could be used to 
support the program such as leasing, bonds or loans. Mr. Jackson stated Climatech’s objective was to 
find the cheapest funding source and have the program pay for itself over time. Mr. Jackson stated 
Climatech would point the City towards sources of funding and the City would work with the sources 
independently to secure it.   
 
Mr. Vaccaro stated all the items identified consumed electricity, gas or water and replacing old 
equipment with new technology would conserve these utilities and lower bills. Mr. Vaccaro stated on-
going maintenance costs were another factor to consider. Mr. Vaccaro stated maintenance requirements 
would be diminished because the equipment was newer and under warranty. Mr. Vaccaro stated savings 
in labor and maintenance costs could not be used as part of Climatech’s estimate per state legislature, 
which meant it would be an added benefit on top of Climatech’s estimates. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked if upgrading the City’s equipment would help integrate with Unisource Energy 
Services new equipment. 
 
Mr. Vaccaro stated it would. Mr. Vaccaro stated the new electric meters were read remotely, which 
reduced the cost of reading the meters and improved accuracy. Mr. Vaccaro stated Unisource already 
created the necessary network of towers and repeaters, which meant the City could utilize the technology 
without paying the cost of building the infrastructure. 
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Mr. St. Clair reviewed the information on slides 9 and 10 and stated the energy portion focused on 
facilities and equipment that had reached the end of its useful life. 
 
Mr. Vaccaro stated the lifecycles of specific equipment were assigned in the Arizona Revised Statues 
(ARS). Mr. Vaccaro stated the City would also save money on meter reading services as it would no 
longer need to contract those services. Mr. Vaccaro stated the City capital requirement was zero because 
under state legislation the City did not have to contribute capital funds to afford the project. 
 
Councilmember Young asked how long it took to break even. 
 
Mr. St. Clair stated the timeline was varied at this point because the final decisions were not yet made, 
however most cities paid off the expenses in 9 to 13 years. 
 
Mr. Jackson stated the City would sign a lease and begin payments once the equipment was installed; the 
payment would not be made upfront. 
 
Mr. St. Clair stated the City would spend approximately five to seven million dollars in expenses no 
matter what and the decision was to either continue paying that money to the utility companies or to 
invest it in new infrastructure.  
 
City Manager John Dougherty stated the water meter project would be beneficial for the City and water 
customers. Mr. Dougherty stated the City would be able to detect leaks right away and avoid large bills 
for the customer. Mr. Dougherty stated the City was already replacing meters as they became less 
accurate. 
 
Mayor Anderson stated the City did not have accurate leak data and the new meters could provide that 
information. 
 
Mr. Jackson stated mechanical water meters did not always read water consumption accurately as the 
parts began to wear down, which resulted in unfair bills. 
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On slide 11 Mr. Vaccaro stated Climatec had been meeting with various departments over the last one to 
two years in order to present plausible preliminary numbers to the Council. Mr. Vaccaro stated the City 
would enter into the procurement phase of the project if it decided to continue to the performance 
contracting option. On slide 12 Mr. Vaccaro stated Climatech would like to participate in the request for 
proposal (RFP) process if the City chose to use that process for procuring equipment and labor. 
 

 
Mr. Vaccaro reviewed the timeline on slide 13. Mr. Vaccaro stated Climatech was paid in installments 
according to the progress of the project. Mr. Vacarrao stated Climatech was paid in full once all 
equipment was operational, warranties were in place, and the City took over complete control of the 
system. Mr. Vaccaro stated Climatech would produce an annual report on the savings the City was or 
was not incurring. Mr. Vaccaro stated Climatech also handled warranty issues and monitored the system 
in order to identify anomalies. Mr. Vaccaro stated Climatech would be able to notify the City of a spike 
in utilities the same day rather than waiting until the bill arrived, as was occurring now. 
 
Mr. St. Clair stated Climatech was a one price company and would not issue change orders. 
 
Mr. Jackson stated Climatech acted as a general contractor. Mr. Jackson stated Climatech performed 
most of the work itself and subcontracted out any other work to local companies. Mr. Jackson stated 
Climatech was upfront with its bids and markups. 
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2. Discussion of the future of the Tourism Development Commission 
At the Regular Meeting of April 7, 2015, the Council heard a presentation from Krystal Burge and Tom 
Spear of the Tourism Development Commission (TDC) concerning possible disbandment. The Council 
will discuss this proposal among other potential options for restructure or revitalization of the TDC. 
 
Chair of the TDC Krystal Burge stated the purpose of the request to disband the TDC and shift 
management of the funds to the board of the Kingman Visitors Center, Inc. was to improve operations for 
the City. Chairperson Burge stated the Council would still maintain control over the funds because the 
bed tax dollars belonged to the City and were managed according to certain legislation. Chairperson 
Burge stated the Kingman Visitors Center, Inc. offered to take over tourism related expenses that were 
currently being paid for out of the general fund. Chairperson Burge stated some of these items included 
the Bonelli House and Powerhouse, which should be paid for using tourism dollars, not money from the 
general fund. Chairperson Burge stated Josh Noble, the director of the Kingman Visitors Center, Inc., 
continued to raise the bar on the correct use of tourism dollars. Chairperson Burge stated the proposal 
would work to streamline the process of approving uses for tourism dollars by allowing City staff to 
work directly with Mr. Noble rather than going through a commission. 
 
Vice-Chair Tom Spear stated Lake Havasu City and Bullhead City operated in the proposed manner. 
Vice-Chair Spear stated the money was managed under a 501(c)6. Vice-Chair Spear stated a 
councilmember or staff member could sit on the Kingman Visitors Center, Inc. board if Council wanted 
to include that in the contract. Vice-Chair Spear stated the board meetings were open meetings. 
 
Councilmember Miles stated she wanted to see a contract, budget, bylaws and other backup material for 
the proposal. 
 
Vice-Mayor Wimpee, Sr. asked Mr. Dougherty if his goal was to push for this proposal. 
 
Mr. Dougherty stated he was in favor of the proposal. 
 
Kingman Daily Miner reporter Doug McMurdo stated the community had been frustrated in the past with 
lack of information on the effectiveness of the funds provided to certain events. Mr. McMurdo stated 
there were often conflicting numbers from multiple sources on the actual number of “heads in beds” and 
the credibility of the numbers was weak. 
 
Chairperson Burge stated Mr. Noble had different tools available for gathering occupancy data and it 
would be easier to accurately track it if there was one requestor. 
 
Vice-Chair Spear stated a follow up report was always a requirement of the contract for awarded funds; 
however the commission had limited success in obtaining them. 
 
City Attorney Carl Cooper stated the City had to be careful about violating the gift clause and the City 
needed to develop strict criteria for what it would receive in return for its money. Mr. Cooper stated the 
Council would need to provide direction at the next Council meeting on what it wanted in a contract. 
 
Citizen Joe Longoria stated streamlining was valuable, but he was concerned about replacing a rotating 
group of citizens with a corporate board. Mr. Longoria stated he was concerned the same issues that 
occurred with the Kingman Airport Authority would occur with the Kingman Visitors Center, Inc. Mr. 
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Longoria stated term limits were beneficial and they may not be part of the process if the City accepted 
the proposal. 
 
Councilmember Young stated the Council would still have authority over the funds, which it did not have 
with the airport. 
 

3. Discussion concerning annexation 
Councilmember Young has asked for a discussion item concerning annexation. 
 
Councilmember Young stated previous Councils discussed annexing vacant land towards Antares Road, 
Interstate 40 (I-40) and DW Ranch Road. Councilmember Young stated she wanted maps that had 
information on available vacant land, the land owners, and possible impacts of annexation. 
Councilmember Young stated she did not recommend annexing the Kingman Airport because of the 
existing facilities and the negative impact it would have to the fire district that serviced it.  
 
Vice-Mayor Wimpee, Sr. stated Hualapai Mountain Road should be included. 
 
Mayor Anderson stated US-93 should be included due to the Interstate 11 (I-11) project. 
 
Councilmember Young stated the map should extend past Griffith Road on I-40. 
 

4. Discussion of “all mail ballot” elections 
Councilmember Young has asked for a discussion item concerning “all mail ballot” elections. 
 
Councilmember Young stated Lake Havasu City conducted “all mail ballot” elections. 
 
City Clerk Sydney Muhle stated it was no longer feasible to conduct “all mail ballots” due to the 
consolidated elections cycle. Ms. Muhle stated the Mohave County Elections Department would not 
conduct “all mail ballot” elections. Ms. Muhle stated the City would have to invest in its own election 
equipment and labor, which it could not afford. Ms. Muhle stated citizens could request to be on the 
permanent early voting list in order to receive ballots in the mail. 
 

ADJOURNMENT --- 5:16 P.M. 
 

ATTEST:                                                                              APPROVED: 
 
  ___________________________                                             _____________________________  
  Sydney Muhle             Richard Anderson 
  City Clerk             Mayor 
 

 STATE OF ARIZONA) 
COUNTY OF MOHAVE)ss: 
CITY OF KINGMAN) 

 
  

CERTIFICATE OF COUNCIL MINUTES 
I, Erin Roper, Deputy City Clerk and Recording Secretary of the City of Kingman, Arizona, hereby certify that 
the foregoing Minutes are a true and correct copy of the Minutes of the Work Session Meeting of the Common 
Council of the City of Kingman held on August 24, 2015. 
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Dated this 15th day of September, 2015. 

 
 ________________________________________ 

Erin Roper, Deputy City Clerk and Recording Secretary 







CITY OF KINGMAN, ARIZONA 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 4966  
 

 A RESOLUTION BY THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
KINGMAN, ARIZONA; AUTHORIZING THE ACCEPTANCE OF A MEMORANDUM 
OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE 
AND THE CITY OF KINGMAN; THIS MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
ESTABLISHES PERFORMANCE MEASURES TO PROMOTE TIMELY, EFFICIENT 
AND ACCURATE PROCESSING OF THE CITY OF KINGMAN’S MUNICIPAL TAX 
MATTERS 

 
 
WHEREAS, The Arizona Department of Revenue and the City of Kingman have set forth an understanding to 
establish performance measures to promote the timely, efficient and accurate processing of municipal tax 
matters; and  
 
WHEREAS, Title 11, Chapter 7, Article 3 (A.R.S. § 11-952) authorizes public agencies to enter into 
agreements with one another for joint or cooperative action, if authorized by their legislative or governing 
bodies; and 
 
WHEREAS, The City of Kingman desires accept such a memorandum of understanding with the Department of 
Revenue;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman, 
Arizona, that the Financial Services Director be authorized to sign a memorandum of understanding with the 
Arizona Department of Revenue to establish performance measures to promote timely, efficient and accurate 
processing of the City of Kingman’s municipal tax matters;  
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman, Arizona, on 
September 1, 2015. 
 
ATTEST: APPROVED: 
 
_________________________________ _____________________________ 
Sydney Muhle, City Clerk Richard Anderson, Mayor 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_________________________________ 
Carl Cooper, City Attorney 



 Memorandum of Understanding  

Memorandum of Understanding 

Between 

Arizona Department of Revenue 

and 

City/Town of Kingman 
 

Background 
Administration and collection of local municipal transaction privilege tax and similar 
affiliated excise taxes imposed under the Model City Tax Code are governed under 
Arizona Revised Statutes Title 42, Chapter 6.   

House Bill 2111 (2013 First Regular Session) and House Bill 2389 (2014 Second 
Regular Session), as a means of simplifying tax administration, requires the local 
municipal transaction privilege and affiliated excise taxes to be collected and 
administered by the Arizona Department of Revenue (“DOR”).  In addition, DOR and 
each city and town shall enter into an intergovernmental agreement to establish a 
uniform method of administration, collection, audit, and licensing. House Bill 2617 (2015 
First Regular Session) requires DOR to impose fees on cities and towns to pay a 
portion of administrative, program and other operating costs for DOR to provide 
administrative and collection services to local governments. 

Purpose 
In furtherance of this mission and the fees imposed by House Bill 2617, this 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) sets forth the understanding between the DOR 
and the City/Town of Kingman (“City/Town”) to establish performance measures to 
promote the timely, efficient and accurate processing of municipal tax matters. 
 
Reporting 
Appendix A, which was created by a team of representatives from DOR and the cities 
and towns, focuses on the performance measures in the operational areas of 
Administration, Customer Service, AZTAXES.gov, Audit, and Collections.   
 
Duration 
The term of this MOU shall be from July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2016.      

 
Annual Review 
During the term of this MOU, the Appendix A may undergo an annual review to be 
completed no later than March 31st of each year, however can be delayed or canceled if 

  



determined no review is necessary.  The performance measures may be modified by 
DOR and the cities and towns upon mutual agreement during the annual review 
process.  These performance measures are goals.  Payments due from cities and towns 
are required by law, and not contingent upon DOR meeting the goals. 

 

 

 
Arizona Department of Revenue   City/Town of Kingman 
Attn:  Director, Division Code 20   Attn:  Tina D. Moline 
1600 W. Monroe      310 N. 4th Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007     Kingman, AZ  86401 
 
 
 
 
_____________________Date:_______  _____________________Date:_______  
Director       Chief Financial Officer/Finance Director 
Arizona Department of Revenue City/Town of Kingman 
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Performance Category Goal/Objective Performance Measurement Report 
Frequency

Additional Info

Administration
New licenses processed To process new license applications 

within 5 days of receipt
1.  average # of days to process a new license 
application   2.  % of new license applications 
processed within 5 days of receipt 

Monthly

License Modifications/Cancellations To process license 
modifications/cancellations received 
by the 25th of the month by the end of 
the month.

# of license modifications/cancellations 
remaining at the end of the month

Monthly

Clean cut off by calendar month activity on all 
monthly activity reports

DOR will ensure that all money 
deposited within a calendar month and 
all returns received within a calendar 
month will be processed within that 
accounting month and money 
distributed for that month.

1.  Close the previous accounting month by the 
15th of the following month.  2.  Beginning 
January, 2016, to distribute money from 2 
accounting months during the first 2 weeks of 
the new accounting month.

Monthly  

All TPT Tax Returns processed including 
amendments, modifications, adjustments, etc.

To process all TPT tax returns within an 
average of 4 calendar days.

Average # of days to process a TPT tax return/% 
of TPT tax returns processed within 4 calendar 
days

Monthly

TPT Deposits Payments processed and deposited 
within 24 hours of receipt

Average # of days to deposit TPT money Monthly

Distribution or Allocation errors Notify affected cities of distribution or 
allocation error within 5 business days 
of identification

As needed

Month End City Journals To complete the month-end 
reconciliation process and issue the 
City Payment Journals by the 15th of 
the next calendar (accounting) month.

1. Number of calendar days to issue the City 
Payment Journal.  2.  Percent of months in 
which report was issued prior to the 15th 
calendar day of the month.

Monthly  

Customer Service

Appendix A 
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Performance Category Goal/Objective Performance Measurement Report 
Frequency

Additional Info
Appendix A 

Cities Unit - Request for Research To provide feedback to city requests 
for research by establishing contact 
with Cities Unit employee within 10 
days.  

1.  Average # of days to provide feedback to city 
requests for research.  2.  # of days for 
resolution of city request.

Monthly  

Cities Unit - Request for Research - License 
Compliance

To respond to city requests for license 
information within 5 days of request

Average # of days to respond to a city request 
for license information

Monthly Report fields to include, but 
not limited to; Business Name, 
Business Address, Owner 
Information.

TIA - Incoming Calls from Businesses To respond to business taxpayer calls 
within 15 minutes.

Average # of minutes to respond to a business 
taxpayer call

Monthly

AZTaxes 
Electronic return filings To increase the percentage of TPT 

taxpayers who file electronically to 40%
% of TPT taxpayers who file electronically Monthly June 2015: 24%

AZTaxes online and available To ensure that AZTaxes.gov is available 
for taxpayers use 24/7

% of time AZTaxes.gov is available Monthly

Audit
Comprehensive Audit Report(s) that includes 
the following items:

To produce a comprehensive audit 
report bi-monthly to disseminate at 
the bi-monthly UAC meeting or email 
to non-UAC member cities. 

1.  Comprehensive TPT Audit Report designed 
by the UAC meeting in September, 2015.  2.  % 
of bi-monthly UAC meetings in which report 
was ready for discussion.

Bi-monthly 

     a.  Planned Audits  
     b.  Request for Audits  
     c.  Audits in Progress for All Cities  
     d.  Completed Audits for All                                                    
Cities/towns

   

     e.  VDAs
     f.  Managed Audits
     g.  Audit Penalty Waivers
     h.  Refund Requests    
     i.  Protests
     j.  Settlements/Closing Agreements
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Performance Category Goal/Objective Performance Measurement Report 
Frequency

Additional Info
Appendix A 

In State Audits (Field & Desk Review) Average # of months to complete an In State 
audit/ % of In State audits completed within 7 
months of opening the audit

Monthly

Out of State Audits Average # of months to complete an Out of 
State Audit/% of Out of State Audits completed 
within 18 months of opening the audit

Monthly

License Compliance/Enforcement Report to be designed by September 2015 UAC 
meeting based upon License Compliance 
database.  Consideration being given to sharing 
of data between DOR and cities and towns with 
licensing programs.

Monthly

Audit Assessments To process an audit conducted by 
city/town within 10 business days of 
receiving a complete and accurate file 

Average # of days to process an audit 
conducted by city/town once a complete and 
accurate file was received

Monthly  

Collections
DOR Comprehensive Collections Report that 
includes the following information:

To provide Collections information 
pertaining to TPT accounts by the end 
of the following week.

1. # of reports issued weekly   2. % of weeks 
report was issued

Weekly Modification of existing DOR 
internal report to include 
Status, total AR balance, etc. 
(Cannot be distinguished by 
city/town balances).  
Open/Closed/In Progress 
Collection Cases

a.  Payment Plans Identifies accounts on payment plans
b.  Liens Identifies accounts with filed liens
c.  Levies Identifies accounts that have been 
d.  Judgments Identifies accounts that have 

judgments filed
DOR does very few, if any, TPT

e.  Bankruptcies Identifies accounts in bankruptcy 
status

 Modification of existing DOR 
internal report to include 
Status, total AR 
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Performance Category Goal/Objective Performance Measurement Report 
Frequency

Additional Info
Appendix A 

Liquor Tag To provide Collections information 
pertaining to TPT accounts with a 
Liquor Tax by the end of the following 
week.

1.  # of reports issued weekly   2.  % of weeks 
report was issued

Weekly DOR will have to issue a 
separate report for Liquor Tag 
information.

Accounts Receivable - Aging Report Summary report of TPT activity Monthly

REPORTS FROM DOR
New License Report (modification of existing 
report)

To issue report each week by noon on 
Tuesday via FTP to city/town

1.  # of reports issued by noon on Tuesday of 
each week  2.  % of weeks in which reports 
were issued by noon on Tuesday

Weekly All reports are listed in the IGA

License Update Report (new report) To issue report each week by noon on 
Tuesday via FTP to city/town

1.  # of reports issued by noon on Tuesday of 
each week  2.  % of weeks in which reports 
were issued by noon on Tuesday

Weekly  

City/town Payment Journal Detail (CPJ) 
(modification of existing report)

To issue report each week by noon on 
Tuesday via FTP to city/town

1.  # of reports issued by noon on Tuesday of 
each week  2.  % of weeks in which reports 
were issued by noon on Tuesday

Weekly

City/town Payment Journal Summary 
(modification of existing report)

To issue report each week by noon on 
Tuesday via FTP to city/town

1.  # of reports issued by noon on Tuesday of 
each week  2.  % of weeks in which reports 
were issued by noon on Tuesday

Weekly

No money report (new report, data currently 
shown on CPJ)  also includes delinquency 
information

To issue report within 15 calendar days 
after the close of the preceding month 
via FTP to city/town

1.  # of reports issued by the 15th calendar day 
of the following month   2.  % of months in 
which report was issued prior to the 15th 
calendar day of the month

Monthly Filed and not paid/Licensed 
but not filed

Fund Distribution Report with 100% accuracy To issue report each week by noon on 
Tuesday via FTP to city/town

1.  # of reports issued by noon on Tuesday of 
each week  2.  % of weeks in which reports 
were issued by noon on Tuesday

Weekly

Fund Distribution Summary Report (new report) To issue report each week by noon on 
Tuesday via FTP to city/town

1.  # of reports issued by noon on Tuesday of 
each week  2.  % of weeks in which reports 
were issued by noon on Tuesday

Weekly

Deduction Report (new report) To issue report each week by noon on 
Tuesday via FTP to city/town

1.  # of reports issued by noon on Tuesday of 
each week  2.  % of weeks in which reports 
were issued by noon on Tuesday

Weekly

SLUG Reporting
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Performance Category Goal/Objective Performance Measurement Report 
Frequency

Additional Info
Appendix A 

Create system for cities to appeal to SLUG To create a process for town/city to 
appeal to SLUG

The process is documented by January 1, 2016

Select SLUG members To select the members of SLUG 
committee by January 1, 2016

Members selected and documented by January 
1, 2016
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When Recorded HOLD for: 
UNS Electric, Inc. 
Attn: R/W Department 

 
 
R/W # -  089E/15-003a 
Type / Rqstr. -  Electric / ds 
Service area -  Kingman 
 
 
 

UTILITY EASEMENT AGREEMENT 
 
  CITY  OF  KINGMAN  
(hereinafter referred to as "Grantor"), hereby grants and conveys to UNS Electric, Inc., an Arizona corporation, 
its successors and assigns (hereinafter referred to as "Grantee"), for good and valuable consideration, the 
receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, a perpetual, non-exclusive easement and right-of-way 
of a width and course described on Exhibits "A" & "B" attached hereto, to construct, use, maintain, operate, 
alter, add to, repair, replace, reconstruct, inspect and remove at any time and from time to time, electric lines 
and appurtenant facilities for the transmission and distribution of electricity, consisting of wires, underground 
conduits, cables, vaults, manholes, hand holes, and including above-ground enclosures, markers, concrete 
pads, risers, poles, anchors, guy wires and other appurtenant fixtures and equipment necessary or useful for 
distributing electrical energy and for attached communication facilities, including those of other entities, in, over, 
under, and across said easement and right-of-way (the “Easement”) within that certain real property as 
described below (the “Property”), together with, as part of said Easement, the right of reasonable ingress and 
egress over, and temporary work space upon, the Property in order to access and make full use of the 
Easement. 
 
The Property being a portion of       the  Southeast  (SE¼)  quarter  of  
Section       23 ,  T.    21  N., R.  17   W.,  Gila & Salt River Meridian, Mohave County, Arizona. 

 
 

Legal description of easement: 
See Exhibit A for text description of the Easement. 
See Exhibit B for graphic depiction of the Easement. 

 
 Grantor agrees for itself, its successors and assigns, not to erect, place or maintain, nor to permit the 
erection, placement or maintenance of any building, landscaping, earth fill, walls or fences upon the Easement, 
which would impair the repair, maintenance or removal of any or all of Grantee’s facilities.  All facilities installed 
by Grantee in and upon the Easement shall remain the personal property of the Grantee and shall not be 
deemed a part of the realty. 
 
 Grantee and its contractors, agents and employees shall have the right to trim or top such trees and to 
cut such roots and remove such obstacles that could endanger or interfere with Grantee’s facilities, and shall 
have free access to said facilities and every part thereof, at all times, for the purpose of exercising the rights 
herein granted. 
 
 Grantor shall not increase or decrease the ground surface elevation within the boundary of the 
Easement after approved final grade is established and meets Grantee’s construction standards.  Subsequent 
to the construction, the ground surface shall not be penetrated to a depth in excess of 12 inches by any tool or 
implement, without having the underground facilities located and taking all necessary precautions to protect 
them.  If subsequent to construction, the grade is changed in such a way as to require relocation of the facilities, 
the cost shall be borne by Grantor. 
 
 Grantor hereby agrees that these covenants are made for the real property described herein which is 
the subject of this Easement. Grantor hereby warrants and represents, and acknowledges Grantee’s reliance 
upon said warranty and representation, that Grantor has good and sufficient title to the real property in order to 
grant said Easement. 
 



 In consideration of the mutual terms, covenants and conditions herein contained, this Easement shall be 
binding upon and inure to benefit of any heirs, devisees, executors, administrators, permittees, lessees, 
licensees, agents, or assigns of Grantor, and upon any successors and assigns of Grantee. 
 
The Grantee shall remove or relocate its facilities as and when required by the City to accommodate 
improvements within the Premises for the public benefit; said  removal or  relocation shall be made at the 
sole cost and expense of the Grantee. 
 
 
In witness hereof, the Grantor(s) has executed these presents this  day of  , 2015 
 
 
 
 
   
Grantor 
 
 
 
 
STATE OF _________________ } 
 } ss. 
COUNTY OF ________________ } 
 
 
 
 
This instrument was acknowledged before me the undersigned notary public, on   
 [date] 
 
 
 
 
by     

[print grantor name(s) here] 
 
 
IN  WITNESS WHEREOF I hereunto set my hand and official seal. 
 
 
 
 
 (seal)   
 Notary Public 
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When Recorded HOLD for: 
UNS Electric, Inc. 
Attn: R/W Department 

 
 
R/W # -  072E/15-001a 
Type / Rqstr. -  Electric / ds 
Service area -  Kingman 
 
 
 

UTILITY EASEMENT AGREEMENT 
 
  CITY  OF  KINGMAN  
(hereinafter referred to as "Grantor"), hereby grants and conveys to UNS Electric, Inc., an Arizona corporation, 
its successors and assigns (hereinafter referred to as "Grantee"), for good and valuable consideration, the 
receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, a perpetual, non-exclusive easement and right-of-way 
of a width and course described on Exhibits "A" & "B" attached hereto, to construct, use, maintain, operate, 
alter, add to, repair, replace, reconstruct, inspect and remove at any time and from time to time, electric lines 
and appurtenant facilities for the transmission and distribution of electricity, consisting of wires, underground 
conduits, cables, vaults, manholes, hand holes, and including above-ground enclosures, markers, concrete 
pads, risers, poles, anchors, guy wires and other appurtenant fixtures and equipment necessary or useful for 
distributing electrical energy and for attached communication facilities, including those of other entities, in, over, 
under, and across said easement and right-of-way (the “Easement”) within that certain real property as 
described below (the “Property”), together with, as part of said Easement, the right of reasonable ingress and 
egress over, and temporary work space upon, the Property in order to access and make full use of the 
Easement. 
 
The Property being a portion of      Southeast (SE¼) quarter  
Section       11 ,  T.    21  N., R.  17   W.,  Gila & Salt River Meridian, Mohave County, Arizona. 

 
Legal description of easement: 

See Exhibit A for text description of the Easement. 
See Exhibit B for graphic depiction of the Easement. 

 
 Grantor agrees for itself, its successors and assigns, not to erect, place or maintain, nor to permit the 
erection, placement or maintenance of any building, landscaping, earth fill, walls or fences upon the Easement, 
which would impair the repair, maintenance or removal of any or all of Grantee’s facilities.  All facilities installed 
by Grantee in and upon the Easement shall remain the personal property of the Grantee and shall not be 
deemed a part of the realty. 
 
 Grantee and its contractors, agents and employees shall have the right to trim or top such trees and to 
cut such roots and remove such obstacles that could endanger or interfere with Grantee’s facilities, and shall 
have free access to said facilities and every part thereof, at all times, for the purpose of exercising the rights 
herein granted. 
 
 Grantor shall not increase or decrease the ground surface elevation within the boundary of the 
Easement after approved final grade is established and meets Grantee’s construction standards.  Subsequent 
to the construction, the ground surface shall not be penetrated to a depth in excess of 12 inches by any tool or 
implement, without having the underground facilities located and taking all necessary precautions to protect 
them.  If subsequent to construction, the grade is changed in such a way as to require relocation of the facilities, 
the cost shall be borne by Grantor. 
 
 Grantor hereby agrees that these covenants are made for the real property described herein which is 
the subject of this Easement. Grantor hereby warrants and represents, and acknowledges Grantee’s reliance 
upon said warranty and representation, that Grantor has good and sufficient title to the real property in order to 
grant said Easement. 
 



 In consideration of the mutual terms, covenants and conditions herein contained, this Easement shall be 
binding upon and inure to benefit of any heirs, devisees, executors, administrators, permittees, lessees, 
licensees, agents, or assigns of Grantor, and upon any successors and assigns of Grantee. 
 
The Grantee shall remove or relocate its facilities as and when required by the City to accommodate 
improvements within the Premises for the public benefit; said  removal or  relocation shall be made at the 
sole cost and expense of the Grantee. 
 
 
In witness hereof, the Grantor(s) has executed these presents this  day of  , 2015 
 
 
 
 
   
Grantor 
 
 
 
 
STATE OF _________________ } 
 } ss. 
COUNTY OF ________________ } 
 
 
 
 
This instrument was acknowledged before me the undersigned notary public, on   
 [date] 
 
 
 
 
by     

[print grantor name(s) here] 
 
 
IN  WITNESS WHEREOF I hereunto set my hand and official seal. 
 
 
 
 
 (seal)   
 Notary Public 
 























WHEN RECORDED HOLD FOR
KINGMAN CITY CLERK
310 N. 41h Street
Kingman, Arizona 86401

CITY OF KINGMAN
ORDINANCE NO. 1801

AN ORDINANCE BY THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
KINGMAN, ARIZONA AMENDING SECTION 5.000 RESIDENTIAL MANUFACTURED
HOME AND SECTION 26.900: RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARKS OF THE ZONING
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF KINGMAN, REGARDING THE ALLOWANCE OF
RECREATIONAL VEHICLES BY CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT WITHIN
MANUFACTURED HOME PARKS LOCATED IN AN R-MH RESIDENTIAL,
MANUFACTURED HOME, ZONING DISTRICT.

WHEREAS, Section 5.000: RESIDENTIAL MANUFACTURED HOME of the Zoning
Ordinance of the City of Kingman, permits manufactured homes on individual lots by
right and permits manufactured home parks as governed by the standards of Subsection
5.400, in the R-MH zoning districts, and

WHEREAS, Subsection 26.900: RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARKS of the Zoning
Ordinance of the City of Kingman governs the standards under which recreational
vehicle parks are permitted by Conditional Use Permit in the C-2 and C-3 zoning
districts, and

WHEREAS, Subsection 26.930(7) permits a manufactured home park to be developed
in conjunction with a recreational vehicle park in a C-2 or C-3 zoning district, and

WHEREAS, the use of occupied recreational vehicles is not currently permitted within a
manufactured home park in the R-MH zoning districts, and

WHEREAS, Hugh P. & Moira J. Gallagher, applicants, have requested a text
amendment to Section 5.000 and 26.900 to allow by Conditional Use Permit the use of
recreational vehicles within manufactured home parks located within an R-MH zoning
district, and

WHEREAS, on August 11, 2015, the City of Kingman Planning and Zoning Commission
held a public hearing on the requested text amendment to Sections 5.000 and 26.900 of
the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Kingman and voted 5-2 to recommend denial of the
request, and

WHEREAS, on September 1, 2015, the Mayor and Common Council of the City of
Kingman held a public hearing on the requested text amendment to Sections 5.000 and
26.900 of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Kingman, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 31.500 of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Kingman,
the Common Council is authorized to approve the requested text amendment.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City
of King man, Arizona as follows:

SECTION 1. Section 5.000: RESIDENTIAL MANUFACTURED HOME and Subsection
26.900: RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARKS of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of
Kingman is hereby amended as shown in Attachment “A” with the bold blue underline
text to show the additions and red strikeout text to show the deletions.

SECTION 2. Penalties for violations of these sections shall be in accordance with
Section 1-8 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Kingman, Arizona.

SECTION 3. 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.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman,
Arizona this 1ST day of September, 2015.

ATTEST: APPROVED:

Sydney Muhle, City Clerk Richard Anderson, Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Carl Cooper, City Attorney
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ATTACHMENT “A”

5.000 RESIDENTIAL: MANUFACTURED HOME

R-MH-6
R-MH-8

R-MH-1 0
R-MH-20
R-MH-40

5.100 INTENT AND PURPOSE

This district is intended to set forth appropriate standards for the development of residential
manufactured homes in planned integrated manufactured home parks and subdivisions.

5.200 GENERAL PROVISIONS

5.210 PERMITTED USES

Home occupations as regulated in Section 24.000, of this Ordinance
Manufactured Home Park in the RMH-6 district as regulated by Section 5.400 of

this Ordinance
Parks and public playgrounds—publicly owned and operated
Residential group homes for persons with disabilities, in accord with Federal and State

Fair Housing laws
Residential manufactured homes; only one manufactured home as defined in this

Ordinance may be placed on each lot or parcel of land.
Schools, Private School, Charter School, Pre-Schools or Community Colleges (not

providing housing, dormitories or sleeping overnight)
Single-Family, detached dwellings are subject to all provisions of the corresponding R-1

districts, in lieu of a residential manufactured home. No more than one (1) such
dwelling shall be permitted on not less than one (1) lot, regardless of size, provided
all setback requirements shall be maintained as outlined by this Ordinance. In the
case of a manufactured home park, such single-family, detached dwelling unit shall
be solely for the use of a caretaker or other person responsible for maintaining or
operating the park

Wireless Communication Facilities located or co-located on an existing building or
structure, if concealed or camouflaged. Maximum height of all facilities is thirty-five
(35) feet. (See also Subsection 36.1000: WIRELESS COMMUNICATION
FACILITIES in Section 36.000: GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS.)

5.220 ACCESSORY USES TO THE ABOVE PERMITTED USES

Unregulated Day Care Facility

5.230 USES WHICH MAY BE PERMITTED BY CONDTIONAL USE PERMIT

Commercial off-street parking in conjunction with an adjacent permitted commercial use.
Golf courses, tennis clubs, swimming clubs, and other similar recreational facilities,

including restaurants, cocktail lounges, and other related facilities only when
associated with and incidental to a golf course, tennis club, or other recreational
facility. Such uses shall be permitted only when they are included as a part of the
manufactured home park or subdivision design plan and are intended for the use of
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the park or subdivision residents. In granting a permit for such activities, the
Planning and Zoning Commission shall ensure, through the imposition of appropriate
conditions that no interference with the conduct of nearby residential uses occurs.

Municipal or non-profit privately owned recreational buildings and community centers.
Parks and Playgrounds, privately owned and operated but not for profit. This does not

include the requirements for recreational facilities required under “PROPERTY
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR MANUFACTURED HOME PARKS” of this
section.

Public Assembly, Indoor-General
Public libraries
Recreational vehicles within a Manufactured Home Park in the R-MH-6 district as

regulated by Subsection 26.900: Recreational Vehicle Parks
Regulated Day Care/Group Facility
Utility and public service uses including: electric substations, fire stations, police

substations, telephone exchanges, and telephone transmission equipment buildings.
Wireless communication facilities not located or co-located, concealed or camouflaged

and/or antennas, antenna support structures, and communication towers up to a
maximum height of one-hundred (100) feet. (See also Subsection 26.100:
WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITIES in Section 26.000: GENERAL
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS.)

5.300 MANUFACTURED HOME SUBDIVISION

5.310 PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS:

For the purpose of regulating lot sizes, dimensions, yards and other development characteristics,
requirements for conventional single-family subdivisions of the same density shall apply. For all
lands zoned R-MH and intended for subdivision, a numerical designation of six (6), eight (8), ten
(10), twenty (20) or forty (40) shall be recorded on the zoning map (e.g. R-MH-6) to correspond to
densities in the R-1 districts. Property development standards in R-1 districts shall apply to the
corresponding manufactured home districts as follows:

RESIDENTIAL: RESIDENTIAL:
MANUFACTURED HOME SINGLE-FAMILY

R-MH-6 R-1-6
R-MH-8 R-1-8

R-MH-10 R-1-10
R-MH-20 R-1-20
R-MH-40 R-1-40

For lots platted in subdivisions originally recorded prior to January 1, 1945, located in R-MH-6
Zoning Districts, and platted in lot sizes of primarily twenty-five feet by one-hundred feet (25’ x
100’) or fifty feet by one-hundred feet (50’ x 100’), building sites may be used in any configuration
for a single-family detached home only. The building site must have a minimum of five-thousand
(5,000) square feet and the site width must be a minimum of fifty (50) feet.

5.320 PERMITS

All manufactured home setups shall be in accordance with this Ordinance and the Arizona State
Division of Manufactured Housing requirements. The installation of a manufactured home
whether on a subdivision lot, parcel, or manufactured home park, requires an approved building
permit and/or State of Arizona, whichever entity or combination of entities has jurisdiction.
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5.330 DISTANCE BETWEEN BUILDINGS

The minimum distance between the residential dwelling unit and all detached accessory buildings
or structures shall be six (6) feet.

5.340 OFF-STREET PARKING

See Section 22.000: OFF-STREET PARKING of this Ordinance.

5.400 MANUFACTURED HOME PARK

5.410 PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT STAN DARDS

AREA OF MANUFACTURED HOME PARK: The minimum area for a manufactured home park
shall be three (3) acres.

DENSITY: There shall be no more than ten (10) manufactured home sites per acre of the park.

SIZE OF MANUFACTURED SPACE AND YARDS: Minimum size of space shall be thirty-two-
hundred (3,200) square feet, except in areas where individual septic tank systems are
used, in which case minimum size of space shall be six-thousand (6,000) square feet.

All manufactured homes and accessory buildings shall be separated by a minimum of six
(6) feet.

Each manufactured home space shall have setbacks no less than:

Front — five (5) feet; Rear — five (5) feet; Side — five (5) feet

ACCESSORY BUILDINGS: Manufactured homes and their accessory buildings (including
storage, carports, and/or awnings) shall cover no more than fifty-six percent (56%) of the
total lot area. No accessory building shall encroach on any required front, rear, or side
setbacks.

OFF—STREET PARKING: Off-street parking shall be in accordance with the provisions of
Section 22.000: OFF-STREET PARKING.

WALLS, FENCES, AND LANDSCAPE: A six (6) foot high opaque screening shall be built along
the exterior boundary lines of a manufactured home park, except where determined not
necessary by the Planning and Zoning Commission and Common Council. It may be
constructed of wood, masonry, shrubbery or screening as found acceptable by the
Planning and Zoning Commission and the Common Council.

RECREATION FACILITIES: The manufactured home park shall provide not less than three
percent (3%) of the gross area of the park for common park and green space (does not
include private roads, streets, driveways), consolidated into usable areas that shall be
centrally located and easily accessible to all park residents.

Unless the park excludes children under eighteen (18), the facilities shall include
playground apparatus; sand pit; and if recommended, pathways for tricycles, roller skating
and similar activities.

If a manufactured home park contains a swimming pool or other pool over ten (10) inches
deep, it shall be completely surrounded by at least a five (5) foot high wall or chain link
fence with a gate, which shall be kept closed at all times and shall be equipped with a self
closing and self-latching mechanism located not less than four (4) feet above grade.
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RECREATIONAL VEHICLES: Recreational vehicles used for living quarters may be
permitted by Conditional Use Permit subject to the regulations of Subsection 26.900:
Recreational Vehicle Parks. Recreational vehicle spaces shall comprise no more
than 40-percent of the spaces within a manufactured home park when located in an
R-MH-6 zoning district. The locations of the RV spaces shall be clearly identified on
an approved site plan and recreational vehicles shall not be permitted in spaces
designated for manufactured homes. In all zoning districts manufactured homes
shall not be permitted on recreational vehicle spaces which do not meet the
manufactured home space size requirements per this ordinance.

5.420 UTILITIES AND SERVICES

LIGHTING: Adequate lighting shall be provided as follows:

1. At all interior street intersections.
2. At all guest parking areas.
3. At all recreational areas.
4. At all buildings containing public facilities.

SERVICE FACILITIES: Toilet facilities, sanitation facilities, and service buildings shall comply
with Arizona Regulations, Chapter 8, ENVIRONMENTAL SANITATION R9-8-541, 542, and
543.

STORAGE AREAS: There shall be an area for the parking of boats, unoccupied campers,
recreational vehicles, and similar vehicles, and an area for utility, maintenance, and/or
storage areas equal to one (1) parking space per two (2) lots which shall be screened from
view by an opaque wall or fence with a minimum height of five (5) feet. This area shall be
paved or graveled.

DRAINAGE: Provisions shall be made for the collection and disposal of surface and storm water
that originates on or flows onto the premises, in a manner satisfactory to the City Engineer.
Grading and drainage plans shall be submitted to the City Engineer for approval, prepared
by a certified engineer registered in the State of Arizona.

OTHER RESTRICTIONS: No manufactured home shall support a building or roof, except when
made of light metal or fiberglass.

STREETS: Access to manufactured home park lots shall be by internal private drive and each lot
shall be accessible from an approved private street or road. No lot shall have direct access
to a public street or road. All internal streets must be improved to minimum City standards
(except width). Park street width shall be a minimum of twenty (20) feet.

Entrances to manufactured home parks shall be designated to minimize congestion and
traffic hazards through designated driveways and allow free movement of traffic on
adjacent streets.

Dead-end streets shall be limited to serve no more than twelve (12) lots and shall be
provided at the closed end with a turnaround having an outside roadway diameter of at
least sixty (60) feet.

For parks with roads serving more than twelve (12) sites, these roads shall be continuous.

SIDEWALKS: Sidewalk, curbs and gutter requirements shall be determined on an individual
basis by the City Engineer, Planning and Zoning Commission, and the Common Council
during the review process.
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UTILITIES: Adequate underground water and electrical power shall be provided at each
manufactured home site. Gas service shall be provided where available.

SEWERS: Sanitary sewage disposal facilities shall be installed to serve each lot and shall
connect with the existing public sewer line, unless such sewer line is not easily accessible,
in which case individual septic tank systems or a centralized disposal system may be
installed which meet the health standards of Mohave County and the State of Arizona

5.430 APPLICATION PROCEDURE

The following shall be submitted to the Planning and Zoning Director for review:

1. Fifteen (15) copies of a site plan.
2. A grade and drainage report.
3. Two (2) Five (5) copies of improvement plans including water and sewer lines, streets,

sidewalks, and curbs/gutters.

5.440 REVIEW/APPROVAL PROCESS:

1. Review by the City Planning and Engineering Staff, and utility companies.
2. Review by the Planning and Zoning Commission.
3. Review and approval by the Common Council.

26.000 GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

26.900 RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARKS
Refer to Figure 2 at the back of this section

26.910 INTENT AND PURPOSE

This section is designed to provide for recreational vehicle park development in areas compatible
with the surrounding uses in an efficient, orderly manner with adequate provisions for open
space.

26.920 LOCATION

Recreational vehicle parks may be allowed by Conditional Use Permit in C-2 (Commercial:
Community Business), and C-3 (Commercial: Service Business).

26.930 PERMITTED USES

1. Recreational vehicle parks with only one (1) recreational vehicle permitted on each
space.

2. A single-family residence or manufactured home for the Manager’s office and residence.

3. Recreation and social centers, and outdoor recreational facilities.

4. Coin operated laundry facilities, outdoor drying areas, maintenance building and/or
facilities.

5. Boat and recreational vehicle storage.
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6. Certain accessory structures:

a. Recreational Vehicles: covered carports, patio awnings and detached storage areas.

b. Manufactured Homes: covered carport, patio awnings, armadas, storage buildings
and room additions.

7. A manufactured home park may be developed in conjunction with a recreational vehicle
park in a C-2 or C-3 zoning district provided the manufactured home park meets all
requirements as set forth in property development standards for manufactured home
parks in Subsection 5.400 Manufactured Home Park.

8. Recreational vehicles may be permitted by Conditional Use Permit within a
manufactured home park located in an R-MH-6 zoning district, provided all
requirements as set forth in the park development standards of this section are
met.

26.940 PARK DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

Size: The minimum size of a recreational vehicle gj shall be two (2) acres in the C-2 and C-3
zoning districts.

Density: There shall be no more than fifteen (15) recreational vehicle spaces per acre of the
park.

Lot Size Park Spaces: Minimum let space size for recreational vehicles shall be nineteen-
hundred-fifty (1,950) square feet with minimum width of thirty (30) feet and a minimum
depth of sixty-five (65) feet. Recreational vehicle spaces shall comprise no more than
40-percent of the total spaces when located within a manufactured home park in an
R-MH-6 zoning district. The locations of the RV spaces shall be clearly identified on
an approved site plan and recreational vehicles shall not be permitted in spaces
designated for manufactured homes. In all zoning districts manufactured homes
shall not be permitted on recreational vehicle spaces which do not meet the
manufactured home space size requirements per Section 5.400: Manufactured Home
Park.

Setbacks and Separations: Parking pads or spaces shall be so arranged, as to provide a
minimum ten (10) foot separation between vehicles. Parking pads or spaces, which abut on
park perimeters, shall have a twenty (20) foot minimum setback from said perimeter.

Fences: All recreational vehicle parks shall be provided with opaque screening such as fences
or natural growth along the property lines, which shall have a minimum height of six (6) feet,
and conform to the fencing requirements of the Zoning Ordinance Section 26.000.

Off-Street Parking: No on-street parking shall be permitted within any recreational park. Each
lot space shall be provided with a paved or graveled non-tandem parking space.

Streets and Access: Access to recreational vehicle park lots spaces shall be by internal private
drive and each lot shall be accessible from an approved private street or road. No lot space
shall have direct access to a public street or way. Park street width shalt be at least twenty
(20) feet. All internal streets must be improved to minimum City standards (except width).

Entrances to recreational vehicle parks shall be designed to minimize congestion and traffic
hazards through designated driveways and allow free movement of traffic on adjacent
streets. An adequate parking area shall be provided at the office area to allow parking
during registration.
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Dead end streets shall be limited to serve no more than twelve (12) lets spaces and shall be
provided at the closed end with a turnaround having an outside roadway diameter of at least
sixty (60) feet.

For parks and roads serving more than twelve (12) sItes spaces, these roads shall be
continuous.

Sidewalks: Same as Manufactured Home Park, to be determined on an individual basis.

Service Buildings: All service buildings shall be easily accessible to the lots spaces which they
serve and be maintained in a clean and sanitary condition. All service buildings shall be of a
permanent construction and in accordance with City requirements. Facilities in service
buildings such as lavatories, toilets, showers, etcetera, shall be in accordance with County
and State Health Department requirements.

Sanitary Stations: Where individual sewer connections are not provided at each lot space,
sanitary stations shall be provided for the clean and efficient disposal of waste from all
holding tanks and for refilling water storage tanks. Sanitary stations shall be approved by
the Mohave County Health Department.

Recreational Areas: Each let space shall be provided with water, electricity, a picnic table, and
a concrete fire ring or barbecue in which any open fires must be contained.

There shall be one (1) or more recreational areas, which shall be easily accessible to all
park residents, shall be so located as to be free of traffic hazards, and shall be centrally
located.

The size of such recreation areas shall be based upon a minimum of two-hundred (200)
square feet for each lot-of space and such areas shall not include private roads, streets or
driveways. No recreational area shall contain less than twenty-five-hundred (2,500) square
feet.

Picnic tables, fire rings, and other optional recreational facilities may be located in communal
open spaces rather than on individual lots spaces.

26.950 APPLICATION PROCEDURE

The following shall be submitted to the Planning and Zoning Director for review:

1. Fifteen fJ copies of a site plan.

2. A drainage report.

3. Two (2) Five (5) copies of improvements plan including water and sewer lines, streets,
sidewalks and curbs/gutters.

26.960 REVIEW PROCEDURE

1. Review by City Planning Staff, Engineering Staff, and utility companies.

2. Review by Planning and Zoning Commission.

3. Review and approval by the Common Council.
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CITY OF KINGMAN
Development Services Department

ZONING ORDINANCE TEXT AMENDMENT CASE: Z015-002
P&Z Commission Report

Applicants: Hugh P. & Moira J. Gallagher
1117 Ozone Avenue
Santa Monica, CA 90405
(310) 581-0222

Contact: Hugh P. Gallagher
mhj1117ozone(ã.aoI.com

Requested Action: A request to amend Section 5.000: RESIDENTIAL MANUFACTURED
HOME and Subsection 26.900: RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARKS of the Zoning Ordinance of
the City of Kingman. The proposed text amendment, if approved, would permit recreational
vehicles to be allowed by Conditional Use Permit within manufactured home parks located in an
R-MH zoning district.

RECOMMENDATION

The Planning and Zoning Commission voted 5-2 to recommend denial of amending Section
5.000: RESIDENTIAL MANUFACTURED HOME and Subsection 26.900: RECREATIONAL
VEHICLE PARKS of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Kingman as requested. This was
denied on the basis that the occupied use of these RVs could pose a negative impact on a
manufactured home park and the surrounding neighborhoods that have permanent housing.

STANDARDS FOR REVIEW

Section 2.000: Rules and Definitions, Section 5.000: Residential Manufactured Home, Section
26.900: Recreational Vehicle Parks and Section 31.000: Amendments and Zone Changes
(See attached).

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. All R-MH zoning districts allow manufactured homes as permitted uses. Recreational
vehicles, as defined, are not among the uses currently permitted by right or by
Conditional Use Permit within the R-MH zoning districts.
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2. A manufactured home is defined as, “A residential structure, other than a mobile home,
recreational vehicle, or factory-built building as defined herein, which is built in
accordance with the National Manufactured Home Construction and Safety Standards
Act of 1974 and Title VI of the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as
amended, as certified by a regulatory agency of the United States of America or State of
Arizona.”

3. A recreational vehicle is defined as “A vehicular type unit forty (40) feet or less in length
and twelve (12) feet or less in width and less than four-hundred (400) square feet in box
area. Primanly designed as temporary living quarters for recreational, camping, or travel
use, which either has its own motive power or is mounted on or drawn by another
vehicle.”

4. Subsection 5.400 Manufactured Home Park governs the development of manufactured
home parks. New parks require the submittal of a site plan, grading and drainage report
and improvement plans for review by staff and the Planning and Zoning Commission
and approval by the City Council.

5. Subsection 26.900 Recreational Vehicle Parks governs the conditions and standards
under which recreational vehicle parks are permitted within the City of Kingman. RV
Parks are only permitted by Conditional Use Permit in the C-2: Commercial, Community
Business and C-3: Commercial, Service Business zoning districts. Like manufactured
home parks, new RV parks require plan submittals and P&Z Commission review and
City Council approval.

6. Subsection 26.930(7) Recreational Vehicle Parks, Permitted Uses states that a
manufactured home park may be developed in conjunction with a recreational vehicle
park provided it meets all of the property development standards for manufactured home
parks. The reverse situation where an RV park or RV spaces may be developed in
conjunction with an established manufactured home park is not currently permitted in
any district.

7. RVs are also not permitted as residences on individual lots within the R-MH zoning
districts.

BACKGROUND ON TEXT AMENDMENT REQUEST

The Kingman Mobile Home Park, located at 1100 Topeka Avenue, is zoned R-MH-6:
Residential, Manufactured Home, 6,000 square foot lot minimum. Indications are that the park is
at least 50-60 years old. The park currently has approximately 70 spaces with 30 manufactured
homes and pre-HUD mobile homes, and about eleven units that would be defined as
recreational vehicles under the Zoning Ordinance. These would be either smaller park model
units and actual RVs or trailers. The remainder of the park spaces is vacant at this time.

According to an e-mail provided by the current park owner, Hugh Gallagher, the park was
originally purchased by Mr. Gallagher in April, 1997. Allegedly there were RVs in the park at the
time he bought the property.

Around that same time in 1998 the City of Kingman initiated a study of several blocks along
Topeka Street and Park Street between South First Street and Southside Park. The purpose of
the study, known as the Topeka Street Study, was to identify existing uses and determine
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whether these uses fit the current zoning designation. Much of the area at the time was zoned
I-i: Light Industry even though most of the uses were residential or commercial in nature. The
goal was to place the existing uses into more appropriate zoning districts, thereby reducing the
number of uses and structures that were considered to be non-conforming.

In the case of the Kingman Mobile Home Park, the zoning at that time was I-i. This had been
the zoning designation since 1971 when the Kingman Zoning Ordinance was adopted and the
current districts established. Prior to that time, the property had a general industrial zoning
designation that dated back to the mid-i 950s when the first zoning was established in Kingman.
The I-i district does not permit manufactured home parks or the use of recreational vehicles as
residential units. This meant that the entire park was considered to be non-conforming to the
zoning.

As a result of staff and P&Z Commission recommendations, the property was rezoned by the
Kingman City Council on August 17, 1998 1-1 to R-MH-6 by Ordinance No. 1182. This meant
that any manufactured homes within the park would become conforming to the zoning.
However, the rezoning action did not legalize any existing park models or RVs that may have
been already located there. Also, the older pre-HUD mobile units in the park remained legal
non-conforming uses.

According to the e-mail from Mr. Gallagher, between 1999 and 2013 there were a number of
improvements made to the park. These upgrades included new gas lines, new sewer and water
lines, and a new electrical system. Additionally many of the older pre-HUD mobile units have
been removed from the park in recent years. The older units are allowed to remain occupied as
long as they are in the park and are in livable conditions, but once removed they can only be
replaced with manufactured homes.

On June 16, 2015, a building permit application was received by the City of Kingman for an
electrical pedestal for Space #1157 within the Kingman Mobile Home Park located at 1100
Topeka Avenue. The purpose of the pedestal was to provide electrical service for a recreational
vehicle to occupy a vacant park space. The application was denied on the basis that the
intended purpose was to allow a recreational vehicle within the space, which is not permitted
within the R-MH-6 zoning district.

After discussing the situation with planning staff and considering the options, Mr. Gallagher,
elected to apply for a Zoning Ordinance text amendment to allow recreational vehicles by
Conditional Use Permit within a manufactured home park located in the R-MH zoning districts.
Mr. Gallagher stated in his e-mail that he would like to be able to rent spaces in his park to RVs.
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ANALYSIS

If a text amendment is approved to allow recreational vehicles (RVs) to be permitted by
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) in a manufactured home park, this will open up the possibility of
RVs in all existing and possible future manufactured home parks in Kingman. At this time there
are eight existing manufactured home parks in Kingman that are not located in any commercial
district. All of these parks are zoned R-MH-6 and are listed on the following table:

Manufactured Home Park Name Address
AAA Mobile Home Park 2023 Morrow Avenue
Ching Jing Mobile Home Park 3375 N. Fairfax Street
Eudora Mobile Home Park 525 E. Sunrise Avenue
Foothill Vista Mobile Home Park 2445 Detroit Avenue
Kingman Mobile Home Park 1 100 Topeka Avenue
Mesa Verde Mobile Home Park 3003 Hualapai Mountain Road
Old Trails Mobile Home Park 312 Old Trails Road
Mobile Home Park (unknown name) 475 E. Windsor Avenue

If the text amendment is approved, any manufactured home park would need to apply for a
Conditional Use Permit before any RVs could be established in a park.

With the exception of the AAA Mobile Home Park which was constructed about 20 years ago,
the manufactured home parks on the list above are primarily older ones. These parks also
contain a number of pre-HUD mobile homes and may include some RVs. Planning staff has not
conducted a survey to determine to what degree these parks meet the current development
requirements for manufactured home parks and RV parks in terms of space sizes, street
improvements and utilities. It is not certain how much it would take to bring these parks up to
current development standards should they seek a CUP to allow RVs.

Some of the current development standards for the RV parks and manufactured home parks are
as follows:

1. Space Size: For RV spaces, a minimum space size of 1,950 square feet with a
minimum width of 30-feet and minimum depth of 65-feet is required. Manufactured
home spaces are required to be a minimum size of 3,200 square feet where sewer is
available and 6,000 square feet where individual septic systems are used.

2. Density: A maximum of fifteen RV spaces are permitted per acre. A maximum of ten
manufactured home spaces are permitted per acre.

3. Setbacks: RV pads must be situated to allow at least a ten-foot separation between
vehicles. RV spaces that abut a park perimeter must have a twenty-foot rear setback.
Manufactured homes must be setback at least five feet from their side and rear
boundaries and five feet from the street.

4. Parking: A paved or graveled parking area is required for each RV space. No on-street
parking is permitted. Manufactured home spaces are required to have two paved off
street parking spaces.

5. Streets: The minimum street width is 20 feet. Streets must be paved and include curbs
and gutters. Sidewalks are determined on an individual basis. Direct access to the RV
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and manufactured home spaces is only permitted through internal streets and not to any
public street.

6. Fencing/Screening: An RV park perimeter is required to have a six-foot high opaque
screening of either fencing or landscaping. Such screening is also required for
manufactured home spaces, unless specifically exempted by the P&Z Commission and
City Council.

7. Utilities: Each space is required to be provided with electricity, water, and sewer. If
sewer is not available, a RV park is to provide a sanitary station, while individual septic
systems for each space or a centralized disposal system is required for a manufactured
home park.

8. Recreational Areas: A common recreation area is also required within the park. For
manufactured home parks that do not exclude children under age 18, a playground is
required within the recreation area. All RV spaces must have a picnic table, concrete
fire ring or barbeque. Alternatively the tables and barbeque areas may be located in a
common recreation area within the park. There is no such requirement for manufactured
home spaces.

9. Lighting and Storage: Park lighting and storage areas are also required in manufactured
home parks.

Planning staff would also like to point out that some of these current standards should be
reviewed as part of a future text amendment. Setbacks from streets for manufactured home
parks may need to be increased from five-feet to ten-feet. Setbacks for fencing in the front yard
of a manufactured home park and RV park, particularly if adjacent to individual manufactured
home lots, may need to be considered. There should also be a discussion regarding certain
standards as to when sidewalks should be required in parks. At this time it is decided on a case
by case basis.

A site plan in accordance with these development standards would need to be submitted with
any CUP request for RVs along with improvement plans with one-foot contours showing the
streets, water lines, sewer lines and drainage. A drainage report will also be required. At a
minimum the plans will need to analyze the current conditions to determine what upgrades are
needed to bring the park up to current standards. Retrofitting older parks may be an expensive
proposition.

The site plan that is submitted with the CUP must also clearly designate which spaces would be
allowed for RVs and which ones would be reserved for manufactured homes. While the city
issues building permits for new manufactured home placement in parks, there is no such
permitting process for recreational vehicles. One of the staff’s concerns with allowing RVs in
manufactured home parks is that there is the possibility that RVs could end up on spaces
designated for manufactured homes without our knowledge or approval. Staff would
recommend that if the text amendment is approved, a limitation be placed on the number of
spaces that could be used for RVs to have at least some assurance that a manufactured home
park will not become primarily an RV park in an R-MH district. Staff would recommend that no
more than 30-percent to 40-percent of the manufactured home park spaces should be allowed
to have RVs. Regardless of the percentage this may be a regulation that could be difficult to
police.
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Another issue is that because RV spaces are allowed to be smaller than manufactured home
spaces, there should be language in the text amendment that would preclude the placement of
manufactured homes on spaces that are less than the minimum manufactured home space
size. This may be easier to control due to the fact that permits are issued for new manufactured
homes.

Another more philosophical concern centers on the transient nature of recreational vehicles
themselves. RVs, which can include items such as campers, vans, panel vans, buses, and
travel trailers, may only be in a space for a short time. While manufactured homes, even in
parks, are often in place for many years. A question the commission considered is whether the
occupied use of these RV5 could pose a negative impact on a manufactured home park and the
surrounding neighborhoods that have permanent housing. It may be preferable to continue to
allow RV5 in parks located in the C-2 and C-3 commercial districts where there may be less of
an impact on existing residential uses.

It should be noted that in the specific case of the Kingman Mobile Home Park planning staff
considered the possibility of a rezoning this property to 0-2, because an RV Park could be
permitted by CUP in that district under the current regulations. However, the rezoning would
necessitate the approval of a Minor General Plan Amendment to change the projected land use
of the subject property from Intermediate Density Residential, 9-16 dwelling units per acre to
Community Commercial. The C-2 zoning would also mean that anything allowed in the C-2
district by right could also occur in the Kingman Mobile Home Park property in the future. Given
that the property is at the end of dead end street, Topeka Street, 0-2 zoning with a Community
Commercial designation may not be appropriate for that area from a land use standpoint.

PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENT

Planning staff recommended that the following text changes to Section 5.000 and Section
26.900 of the Kingman Zoning Ordinance be considered if the Commission and Council wished
to approve the proposed amendment:

1. In Subsection 5.2 10 Permitted Uses it should be clarified that Manufactured Home Parks
are permitted in the R-MH-6 zoning district as regulated by Subsection 5.400:
Manufactured Home Park. This fact is already implied by the presence of Subsection
5.400; however, it is not clearly stated as such in the ordinance.

2. Add a provision under Subsection 5.230 Uses Which May Be Permitted by Conditional
Use Permit that RVs within a manufactured home park may be permitted by CUP and as
regulated by Subsection 26.900: Recreational Vehicle Parks.

3. Add text within Subsection 5.400 Manufactured Home Park regarding the allowance of
RVs by CUP subject to the RV development standards. No more than 40-percent of the
park spaces may be designated for RVs, and their locations must be shown on an
approved site plan. Manufactured homes are not permitted in RV spaces that do not
meet the manufactured home space size requirements.

4. Add clarification within Subsection 5.400 Manufactured Home Park that campers and
RVs that are unoccupied may be parked and stored in a park. Also, the minimum
number of improvement plan copies is boosted from two to five as this is the normal
requirement for plan reviews.
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5. In Subsection 26.930(7) Recreational Vehicle Parks, Permitted Uses it should be
clarified that a manufactured home park may be developed in conjunction with an RV
Park in a C-2 or 0-3 district provided the standards of Subsection 5.400 Manufactured
Home Park are applied. This is already allowed, however, the 0-2 and C-3 zoning
districts are not specifically mentioned in the existing text.

6. Add Subsection 26.930(8) Recreational Vehicle Parks, Permitted Uses which states that
RVs may be permitted by CUP within a manufactured home park in an R-MH-6 zoning
district, provided the standards of Subsection 26.940: Park Development Standards are
applied to the RV spaces.

7. Within Subsection 26.940 Park Development Standards it is clarified that the minimum
size of two acres for an RV park is applied only to parks in the 0-2 or C-3 zoning
districts. No more than 40% of the park spaces may be designated for RVs, and their
locations must be shown on an approved site plan. Manufactured homes are not
permitted in RV spaces that do not meet the manufactured home space size
requirements.

8. Also within Subsection 26.940 Park Development Standards, the term RV “lots” is
recommended to be replaced with the term “RV space” as the word “lot” would connote
that the property is individually owned rather than a space that is leased. It is clarified
that RV parking spaces for rigs and vehicles should be side by side or non-tandem.
Finally, the minimum number of improvement plan copies is boosted from two to five as
this is the normal requirement for plan reviews.

RECOMMENDATION

The Planning and Zoning Commission voted 5-2 to recommend denial of amending Section
5.000: RESIDENTIAL MANUFACTURED HOME and Subsection 26.900: RECREATIONAL
VEHICLE PARKS of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Kingman as requested. This was
denied on the basis that the occupied use of these RVs could pose a negative impact on a
manufactured home park and the surrounding neighborhoods that have permanent housing.

If the Mayor and Common Council wish to approve amending Section 5.000: RESIDENTIAL
MANUFACTURED HOME and Subsection 26.900: RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARKS of the
Zoning Ordinance of the City of Kingman planning staff recommends including the language as
shown in Attachment “A”. Within Attachment “A” text language that is proposed to be added is
in bold blue underline, while language proposed to be removed is struck out in rod.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Attachment “A”, proposed text amendment
2. Sections 5.000, 26.900 and 31.000 of the Kingman Zoning Ordinance
3. Zoning Ordinance Application Form and e-mail from applicant
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ATTACHMENT “A”

5.000 RESIDENTIAL: MANUFACTURED HOME

R-MH-6
R-MH-8

R-MH-1 0
R-MH-20
R-M H-40

5.100 INTENT AND PURPOSE

This district is intended to set forth appropriate standards for the development of residential manufactured
homes in planned integrated manufactured home parks and subdivisions.

5.200 GENERAL PROVISIONS

5.210 PERMITTED USES

Home occupations as regulated in Section 24.000, of this Ordinance
Manufactured Home Park in the RMH-6 district as regulated by Section 5.400 of this

Ordinance
Parks and public playgrounds—publicly owned and operated
Residential group homes for persons with disabilities, in accord with Federal and State Fair

Housing laws
Residential manufactured homes; only one manufactured home as defined in this Ordinance may

be placed on each lot or parcel of land.
Schools, Private School, Charter School, Pre-Schools or Community Colleges (not providing

housing, dormitories or sleeping overnight)
Single-Family, detached dwellings are subject to all provisions of the corresponding R-1 districts,

in lieu of a residential manufactured home. No more than one (1) such dwelling shall be
permitted on not less than one (1) lot, regardless of size, provided all setback requirements
shall be maintained as outlined by this Ordinance. In the case of a manufactured home park,
such single-family, detached dwelling unit shall be solely for the use of a caretaker or other
person responsible for maintaining or operating the park

Wireless Communication Facilities located or co-located on an existing building or structure, if
concealed or camouflaged. Maximum height of all facilities is thirty-five (35) feet. (See also
Subsection 36.1000: WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITIES in Section 36.000:
GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS.)

5.220 ACCESSORY USES TO THE ABOVE PERMITTED USES

Unregulated Day Care Facility

5.230 USES WHICH MAY BE PERMITTED BY CONDTIONAL USE PERMIT

Commercial off-street parking in conjunction with an adjacent permitted commercial use.
Golf courses, tennis clubs, swimming clubs, and other similar recreational facilities, including

restaurants, cocktail lounges, and other related facilities only when associated with and
incidental to a golf course, tennis club, or other recreational facility. Such uses shall be
permitted only when they are included as a part of the manufactured home park or
subdivision design plan and are intended for the use of the park or subdivision residents. In
granting a permit for such activities, the Planning and Zoning Commission shall ensure,
through the imposition of appropriate conditions that no interference with the conduct of
nearby residential uses occurs.
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Municipal or non-profit privately owned recreational buildings and community centers.
Parks and Playgrounds, privately owned and operated but not for profit. This does not include

the requirements for recreational facilities required under “PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT
STANDARDS FOR MANUFACTURED HOME PARKS” of this section.

Public Assembly, Indoor-General
Public libraries
Recreational vehicles within a Manufactured Home Park in the R-MH-6 district as regulated

by Subsection 26.900: Recreational Vehicle Parks
Regulated Day Care/Group Facility
Utility and public service uses including: electric substations, fire stations, police substations,

telephone exchanges, and telephone transmission equipment buildings.
Wireless communication facilities not located or co-located, concealed or camouflaged and/or

antennas, antenna support structures, and communication towers up to a maximum height of
one-hundred (100) feet. (See also Subsection 26.100: WIRELESS COMMUNICATION
FACILITIES in Section 26.000: GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS.)

5.300 MANUFACTURED HOME SUBDIVISION

5.310 PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS:

For the purpose of regulating lot sizes, dimensions, yards and other development characteristics,
requirements for conventional single-family subdivisions of the same density shall apply. For all lands
zoned R-MH and intended for subdivision, a numerical designation of six (6), eight (8), ten (10), twenty
(20) or forty (40) shall be recorded on the zoning map (e.g. R-MH-6) to correspond to densities in the R-1
districts. Property development standards in R-1 districts shall apply to the corresponding manufactured
home districts as follows:

RESIDENTIAL: RESIDENTIAL:
MANUFACTURED HOME SINGLE-FAMILY

R-MH-6 R-1-6
R-MH-8 R-1-8

R-MH-10 R-1-10
R-MH-20 R-1-20
R-MH-40 R-1-40

For lots platted in subdivisions originally recorded prior to January 1, 1945, located in R-MH-6 Zoning
Districts, and platted in lot sizes of primarily twenty-five feet by one-hundred feet (25’ x 100’) or fifty feet
by one-hundred feet (50’ x 100’), building sites may be used in any configuration for a single-family
detached home only. The building site must have a minimum of five-thousand (5,000) square feet and
the site width must be a minimum of fifty (50) feet.

5.320 PERMITS

All manufactured home setups shall be in accordance with this Ordinance and the Arizona State Division
of Manufactured Housing requirements. The installation of a manufactured home whether on a
subdivision lot, parcel, or manufactured home park, requires an approved building permit and/or State of
Arizona, whichever entity or combination of entities has jurisdiction.

5.330 DISTANCE BETWEEN BUILDINGS

The minimum distance between the residential dwelling unit and all detached accessory buildings or
structures shall be six (6) feet.

5.340 OFF-STREET PARKING

See Section 22.000: OFF-STREET PARKING of this Ordinance.
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5.400 MANUFACTURED HOME PARK

5.410 PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

AREA OF MANUFACTURED HOME PARK: The minimum area for a manufactured home park shall be
three (3) acres.

DENSITY: There shall be no more than ten (10) manufactured home sites per acre of the park.

SIZE OF MANUFACTURED SPACE AND YARDS: Minimum size of space shall be thirty-two-hundred
(3,200) square feet, except in areas where individual septic tank systems are used, in which case
minimum size of space shall be six-thousand (6,000) square feet.

All manufactured homes and accessory buildings shall be separated by a minimum of six (6) feet.

Each manufactured home space shall have setbacks no less than:

Front — five (5) feet; Rear — five (5) feet; Side — five (5) feet

ACCESSORY BUILDINGS: Manufactured homes and their accessory buildings (including storage,
carports, and/or awnings) shall cover no more than fifty-six percent (56%) of the total lot area. No
accessory building shall encroach on any required front, rear, or side setbacks.

OFF—STREET PARKING: Off-street parking shall be in accordance with the provisions of Section
22.000: OFF-STREET PARKING.

WALLS, FENCES, AND LANDSCAPE: A six (6) foot high opaque screening shall be built along the
exterior boundary lines of a manufactured home park, except where determined not necessary by
the Planning and Zoning Commission and Common Council. It may be constructed of wood,
masonry, shrubbery or screening as found acceptable by the Planning and Zoning Commission and
the Common Council.

RECREATION FACILITIES: The manufactured home park shall provide not less than three percent (3%)
of the gross area of the park for common park and green space (does not include private roads,
streets, driveways), consolidated into usable areas that shall be centrally located and easily
accessible to all park residents.

Unless the park excludes children under eighteen (18), the facilities shall include playground
apparatus; sand pit; and if recommended, pathways for tricycles, roller skating and similar activities.

If a manufactured home park contains a swimming pool or other pool over ten (10) inches deep, it
shall be completely surrounded by at least a five (5) foot high wall or chain link fence with a gate,
which shall be kept closed at all times and shall be equipped with a self-closing and self-latching
mechanism located not less than four (4) feet above grade.

RECREATIONAL VEHICLES: Recreational vehicles used for living quarters may be permitted by
Conditional Use Permit subject to the regulations of Subsection 26.900: Recreational
Vehicle Parks. Recreational vehicle spaces shall comprise no more than 40-percent of the
spaces within a manufactured home park when located in an R-MH-6 zoning district. The
locations of the RV spaces shall be clearly identified on an approved site plan and
recreational vehicles shalt not be permitted in spaces designated for manufactured homes.
In all zoning districts manufactured homes shall not be permitted on recreational vehicle
spaces which do not meet the manufactured home space size requirements per this
ordinanceS
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5.420 UTILITIES AND SERVICES

LIGHTING: Adequate lighting shall be provided as follows:

1. At all interior street intersections.
2. At all guest parking areas.
3. At all recreational areas.
4. At all buildings containing public facilities.

SERVICE FACILITIES: Toilet facilities, sanitation facilities, and service buildings shall comply with
Arizona Regulations, Chapter 8, ENVIRONMENTAL SANITATION R9-8-541, 542, and 543.

STORAGE AREAS: There shall be an area for the parking of boats, unoccupied campers, recreational
vehicles, and similar vehicles, and an area for utility, maintenance, and/or storage areas equal to
one (1) parking space per two (2) lots which shall be screened from view by an opaque wall or
fence with a minimum height of five (5) feet. This area shall be paved or graveled.

DRAINAGE: Provisions shall be made for the collection and disposal of surface and storm water that
originates on or flows onto the premises, in a manner satisfactory to the City Engineer. Grading
and drainage plans shall be submitted to the City Engineer for approval, prepared by a certified
engineer registered in the State of Arizona.

OTHER RESTRICTIONS: No manufactured home shall support a building or roof, except when made of
light metal or fiberglass.

STREETS: Access to manufactured home park lots shall be by internal private drive and each lot shall
be accessible from an approved private street or road. No lot shall have direct access to a public
street or road. All internal streets must be improved to minimum City standards (except width).
Park street width shall be a minimum of twenty (20) feet.

Entrances to manufactured home parks shall be designated to minimize congestion and traffic
hazards through designated driveways and allow free movement of traffic on adjacent streets.

Dead-end streets shall be limited to serve no more than twelve (12) lots and shall be provided at
the closed end with a turnaround having an outside roadway diameter of at least sixty (60) feet.

For parks with roads serving more than twelve (12) sites, these roads shall be continuous.

SIDEWALKS: Sidewalk, curbs and gutter requirements shall be determined on an individual basis by the
City Engineer, Planning and Zoning Commission, and the Common Council during the review
process.

UTILITIES: Adequate underground water and electrical power shall be provided at each manufactured
home site. Gas service shall be provided where available.

SEWERS: Sanitary sewage disposal facilities shall be installed to serve each lot and shall connect with
the existing public sewer line, unless such sewer line is not easily accessible, in which case
individual septic tank systems or a centralized disposal system may be installed which meet the
health standards of Mohave County and the State of Arizona

5.430 APPLICATION PROCEDURE

The following shall be submitted to the Planning and Zoning Director for review:

1. Fifteen (15) copies of a site plan.
2. A grade and drainage report.
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3. Two (2) Five (5) copies of improvement plans including water and sewer lines, streets,
sidewalks, and curbs/gutters.

5.440 REVIEWIAPPROVAL PROCESS:

1. Review by the City Planning and Engineering Staff, and utility companies.
2. Review by the Planning and Zoning Commission.
3. Review and approval by the Common Council.

26.000 GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

26.900 RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARKS
Refer to Figure 2 at the back of this section

26.910 INTENT AND PURPOSE

This section is designed to provide for recreational vehicle park development in areas compatible with the
surrounding uses in an efficient, orderly manner with adequate provisions for open space.

26.920 LOCATION

Recreational vehicle parks may be allowed by Conditional Use Permit in C-2 (Commercial: Community
Business), and C-3 (Commercial: Service Business).

26.930 PERMITTED USES

1. Recreational vehicle parks with only one (1) recreational vehicle permitted on each space.

2. A single-family residence or manufactured home for the Manager’s office and residence.

3. Recreation and social centers, and outdoor recreational facilities.

4. Coin operated laundry facilities, outdoor drying areas, maintenance building and/or facilities.

5. Boat and recreational vehicle storage.

6. Certain accessory structures:

a. Recreational Vehicles: covered carports, patio awnings and detached storage areas.

b. Manufactured Homes: covered carport, patio awnings, armadas, storage buildings and room
additions.

7. A manufactured home park may be developed in conjunction with a recreational vehicle park ma
C-2 or C-3 zoning district provided the manufactured home park meets all requirements as set
forth in property development standards for manufactured home parks in Subsection 5.400
Manufactured Home Park.

8. Recreational vehicles may be permitted by Conditional Use Permit within a manufactured
home park located in an R-MH-6 zoning district, provided all requirements as set forth in
the park development standards of this section are met.
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26.940 PARK DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

Size: The minimum size of a recreational vehicle shall be two (2) acres in the C-2 and C-3 zoning
districts.

Density: There shall be no more than fifteen (15) recreational vehicle spaces per acre of the park.

Lot Sizc Park Spaces: Minimum let space size for recreational vehicles shall be nineteen-hundred-
fifty (1,950) square feet with minimum width of thirty (30) feet and a minimum depth of sixty-five (65)
feet. Recreational vehicle spaces shall comprise no more than 40-percent of the total
spaces when located within a manufactured home park in an R-MH-6 zoning district. The
locations of the RV spaces shall be clearly identified on an approved site plan and
recreational vehicles shall not be permitted in spaces designated for manufactured homes.
In all zoning districts manufactured homes shall not be permitted on recreational vehicle
spaces which do not meet the manufactured home space size requirements per Section
5.400: Manufactured Home Park.

Setbacks and Separations: Parking pads or spaces shall be so arranged, as to provide a minimum ten
(10) foot separation between vehicles. Parking pads or spaces, which abut on park perimeters, shall
have a twenty (20) foot minimum setback from said perimeter.

Fences: All recreational vehicle parks shall be provided with opaque screening such as fences or natural
growth along the property lines, which shall have a minimum height of six (6) feet, and conform to
the fencing requirements of the Zoning Ordinance Section 26.000.

Off-Street Parking: No on-street parking shall be permitted within any recreational park. Each let space
shall be provided with a paved or graveled non-tandem parking space.

Streets and Access: Access to recreational vehicle park lots spaces shall be by internal private drive
and each lot shall be accessible from an approved private street or road. No tot space shall have
direct access to a public street or way. Park street width shall be at least twenty (20) feet. All
internal streets must be improved to minimum City standards (except width).

Entrances to recreational vehicle parks shall be designed to minimize congestion and traffic hazards
through designated driveways and allow free movement of traffic on adjacent streets. An adequate
parking area shall be provided at the office area to allow parking during registration.

Dead end streets shall be limited to serve no more than twelve (12) lots spaces and shall be
provided at the closed end with a turnaround having an outside roadway diameter of at least sixty
(60) feet.

For parks and roads serving more than twelve (12) sites spaces, these roads shall be continuous.

Sidewalks: Same as Manufactured Home Park, to be determined on an individual basis.

Service Buildings: All service buildings shall be easily accessible to the lets spaces which they serve
and be maintained in a clean and sanitary condition. All service buildings shall be of a permanent
construction and in accordance with City requirements. Facilities in service buildings such as
lavatories, toilets, showers, etcetera, shall be in accordance with County and State Health
Department requirements.

Sanitary Stations: Where individual sewer connections are not provided at each tot space, sanitary
stations shall be provided for the clean and efficient disposal of waste from all holding tanks and for
refilling water storage tanks. Sanitary stations shall be approved by the Mohave County Health
Department.
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Recreational Areas: Each let space shall be provided with water, electricity, a picnic table, and a
concrete fire ring or barbecue in which any open fires must be contained.

There shall be one (1) or more recreational areas, which shall be easily accessible to all park
residents, shall be so located as to be free of traffic hazards, and shall be centrally located.

The size of such recreation areas shall be based upon a minimum of two-hundred (200) square feet
for each lot or space and such areas shall not include private roads, streets or driveways. No
recreational area shall contain less than twenty-five-hundred (2,500) square feet.

Picnic tables, fire rings, and other optional recreational facilities may be located in communal open
spaces rather than on individual lets spaces.

26.950 APPLICATION PROCEDURE

The following shall be submitted to the Planning and Zoning Director for review:

1. Fifteen copies of a site plan.

2. A drainage report.

3. Two (2) Five (5) copies of improvements plan including water and sewer lines, streets, sidewalks
and curbs/gutters.

26.960 REVIEW PROCEDURE

1. Review by City Planning Staff, Engineering Staff, and utility companies.

2. Review by Planning and Zoning Commission.

3. Review and approval by the Common Council.
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FIGURE 2

SAMPLE RECREATIONAL VEHICLE LOT

)oI
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5.000 RESIDENTIAL: MANUFACTURED HOME

R-MH-6
R-MH-8

R-MH-10
R-MH-20
R-MH-40

5.100 INTENT AND PURPOSE

This district is intended to set forth appropriate standards for the development of residential manufactured
homes in planned integrated manufactured home parks and subdivisions.

5.200 GENERAL PROVISIONS

5.210 PERMITTED USES

Home occupations as regulated in Section 24.000, of this Ordinance
Parks and public playgrounds—publicly owned and operated
Residential group homes for persons with disabilities, in accord with Federal and State Fair

Housing laws
Residential manufactured homes; only one manufactured home as defined in this Ordinance may

be placed on each lot or parcel of land.
Schools, Private School, Charter School, Pre-Schools or Community Colleges (not providing

housing, dormitories or sleeping overnight)
Single-Family, detached dwellings are subject to all provisions of the corresponding R-1 districts,

in lieu of a residential manufactured home. No more than one (1) such dwelling shall be
permitted on not less than one (1) lot, regardless of size, provided all setback requirements
shall be maintained as outlined by this Ordinance. In the case of a manufactured home park,
such single-family, detached dwelling unit shall be solely for the use of a caretaker or other
person responsible for maintaining or operating the park

Wireless Communication Facilities located or co-located on an existing building or structure, if
concealed or camouflaged. Maximum height of all facilities is thirty-five (35) feet. (See also
Subsection 36.1000: WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITIES in Section 36.000:
GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS.)

5.220 ACCESSORY USES TO THE ABOVE PERMITTED USES

Unregulated Day Care Facility

5.230 USES WHICH MAY BE PERMITTED BY CONDTIONAL USE PERMIT

Commercial off-street parking in conjunction with an adjacent permitted commercial use.
Golf courses, tennis clubs, swimming clubs, and other similar recreational facilities, including

restaurants, cocktail lounges, and other related facilities only when associated with and
incidental to a golf course, tennis club, or other recreational facility. Such uses shall be
permitted only when they are included as a part of the manufactured home park or
subdivision design plan and are intended for the use of the park or subdivision residents. In
granting a permit for such activities, the Planning and Zoning Commission shall ensure,
through the imposition of appropriate conditions that no interference with the conduct of
nearby residential uses occurs.

Municipal or non-profit privately owned recreational buildings and community centers.
Parks and Playgrounds, privately owned and operated but not for profit. This does not include

the requirements for recreational facilities required under “PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT
STANDARDS FOR MANUFACTURED HOME PARKS” of this section.
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Public Assembly, Indoor-General
Public libraries
Regulated Day Care/Group Facility
Utility and public service uses including: electric substations, fire stations, police substations,

telephone exchanges, and telephone transmission equipment buildings.
Wireless communication facilities not located or co-located, concealed or camouflaged and/or

antennas, antenna support structures, and communication towers up to a maximum height of
one-hundred (100) feet. (See also Subsection 26.100: WIRELESS COMMUNICATION
FACILITIES in Section 26.000: GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS.)

5.300 MANUFACTURED HOME SUBDIVISION

5.310 PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS:

For the purpose of regulating lot sizes, dimensions, yards and other development characteristics,
requirements for conventional single-family subdivisions of the same density shall apply. For all lands
zoned R-MH and intended for subdivision, a numerical designation of six (6), eight (8), ten (10), twenty
(20) or forty (40) shall be recorded on the zoning map (e.g. R-MH-6) to correspond to densities in the R-1
districts. Property development standards in R-1 districts shall apply to the corresponding manufactured
home districts as follows:

RESIDENTIAL: RESIDENTIAL:
MANUFACTURED HOME SINGLE-FAMILY

R-MH-6 R-1-6
R-MH-8 R-1-8

R-MH-10 R-1-10
R-MH-20 R-1-20
R-MH-40 R-1-40

For lots platted in subdivisions originally recorded prior to January 1, 1945, located in R-MH-6 Zoning
Districts, and platted in lot sizes of primarily twenty-five feet by one-hundred feet (25’ x 100’) or fifty feet
by one-hundred feet (50’ x 100’), building sites may be used in any configuration for a single-family
detached home only. The building site must have a minimum of five-thousand (5,000) square feet and
the site width must be a minimum of fifty (50) feet.

5.320 PERMITS

All manufactured home setups shall be in accordance with this Ordinance and the Arizona State Division
of Manufactured Housing requirements. The installation of a manufactured home whether on a
subdivision lot, parcel, or manufactured home park, requires an approved building permit and/or State of
Arizona, whichever entity or combination of entities has jurisdiction.

5.330 DISTANCE BETWEEN BUILDINGS

The minimum distance between the residential dwelling unit and all detached accessory buildings or
structures shall be six (6) feet.

5.340 OFF-STREET PARKING

See Section 22.000: OFF-STREET PARKING of this Ordinance.
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5.400 MANUFACTURED HOME PARK

5.410 PROPERTY DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

AREA OF MANUFACTURED HOME PARK: The minimum area for a manufactured home park shall be
three (3) acres.

DENSITY: There shall be no more than ten (10) manufactured home sites per acre of the park.

SIZE OF MANUFACTURED SPACE AND YARDS: Minimum size of space shall be thirty-two-hundred
(3,200) square feet, except in areas where individual septic tank systems are used, in which case
minimum size of space shall be six-thousand (6,000) square feet.

All manufactured homes and accessory buildings shall be separated by a minimum of six (6) feet.

Each manufactured home space shall have setbacks no less than:

Front — five (5) feet; Rear — five (5) feet; Side — five (5) feet

ACCESSORY BUILDINGS: Manufactured homes and their accessory buildings (including storage,
carports, and/or awnings) shall cover no more than fifty-six percent (56%) of the total lot area. No
accessory building shall encroach on any required front, rear, or side setbacks.

OFF—STREET PARKING: Off-street parking shall be in accordance with the provisions of Section
22.000: OFF-STREET PARKING.

WALLS, FENCES, AND LANDSCAPE: A six (6) foot high opaque screening shall be built along the
exterior boundary lines of a manufactured home park, except where determined not necessary by
the Planning and Zoning Commission and Common Council. It may be constructed of wood,
masonry, shrubbery or screening as found acceptable by the Planning and Zoning Commission and
the Common Council.

RECREATION FACILITIES: The manufactured home park shall provide not less than three percent (3%)
of the gross area of the park for common park and green space (does not include private roads,
streets, driveways), consolidated into usable areas that shall be centrally located and easily
accessible to all park residents.

Unless the park excludes children under eighteen (18), the facilities shall include playground
apparatus; sand pit; and if recommended, pathways for tricycles, roller skating and similar activities.

If a manufactured home park contains a swimming pool or other pool over ten (10) inches deep, it
shall be completely surrounded by at least a five (5) foot high wall or chain link fence with a gate,
which shall be kept closed at all times and shall be equipped with a self-closing and self-latching
mechanism located not less than four (4) feet above grade.

5.420 UTILITIES AND SERVICES

LIGHTING: Adequate lighting shall be provided as follows:

1. At all interior street intersections.
2. At all guest parking areas.
3. At all recreational areas.
4. At all buildings containing public facilities.

SERVICE FACILITIES: Toilet facilities, sanitation facilities, and service buildings shall comply with
Arizona Regulations, Chapter 8, ENVIRONMENTAL SANITATION R9-8-541, 542, and 543.
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STORAGE AREAS: There shall be an area for the parking of boats, campers, recreational vehicles, and
similar vehicles, and an area for utility, maintenance, and/or storage areas equal to one (1) parking
space per two (2) lots which shall be screened from view by an opaque wall or fence with a
minimum height of five (5) feet. This area shall be paved or graveled.

DRAINAGE: Provisions shall be made for the collection and disposal of surface and storm water that
originates on or flows onto the premises, in a manner satisfactory to the City Engineer. Grading
and drainage plans shall be submitted to the City Engineer for approval, prepared by a certified
engineer registered in the State of Arizona.

OTHER RESTRICTIONS: No manufactured home shall support a building or roof, except when made of
light metal or fiberglass.

STREETS: Access to manufactured home park lots shall be by internal private drive and each lot shall
be accessible from an approved private street or road. No lot shall have direct access to a public
street or road. All internal streets must be improved to minimum City standards (except width).
Park street width shall be a minimum of twenty (20) feet.

Entrances to manufactured home parks shall be designated to minimize congestion and traffic
hazards through designated driveways and allow free movement of traffic on adjacent streets.

Dead-end streets shall be limited to serve no more than twelve (12) lots and shall be provided at
the closed end with a turnaround having an outside roadway diameter of at least sixty (60) feet.

For parks with roads serving more than twelve (12) sites, these roads shall be continuous.

SIDEWALKS: Sidewalk, curbs and gutter requirements shall be determined on an individual basis by the
City Engineer, Planning and Zoning Commission, and the Common Council during the review
process.

UTILITIES: Adequate underground water and electrical power shall be provided at each manufactured
home site. Gas service shall be provided where available.

SEWERS: Sanitary sewage disposal facilities shall be installed to serve each lot and shall connect with
the existing public sewer line, unless such sewer line is not easily accessible, in which case
individual septic tank systems or a centralized disposal system may be installed which meet the
health standards of Mohave County and the State of Arizona

5.430 APPLICATION PROCEDURE

The following shall be submitted to the Planning and Zoning Director for review:

1. Fifteen (15) copies of a site plan.
2. A grade and drainage report.
3. Two (2) copies of improvement plans including water and sewer lines, streets, sidewalks, and

curbs/gutters.
5.440 REVIEW/APPROVAL PROCESS:

1. Review by the City Planning and Engineering Staff, and utility companies.
2. Review by the Planning and Zoning Commission.
3. Review and approval by the Common Council.
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1. These units are to be located to the rear of the building on the property and screened from
view from any street by an eight-foot high sight-obscuring fence or building.

2. The maximum size of these units is eight feet by forty feet (8’ x 40’). The number of these
units shall be limited to one (1) per acre or fraction thereof.

3. The units shall not be stacked.

B. Are permitted in the I-I: Light Industrial and 1-2: Heavy Industrial zoning districts under the
following conditions:

1. These units are to be screened from view of the street by either an eight-foot (8’) high sight-
obscuring fence or a building that is at least eight-feet high.

2. The maximum size of these units is eight feet by forty feet (8’ x40’).

3. The units shall not be stacked.

4. The number of these units shall be limited to one (1) per 4,000 (four thousand) square feet.

C. Secure storage cargo, freight, or overseas container units are expressly prohibited in all
residential and Recreational Open Space zoning districts.

26.830 STORAGE OF BOATS, TRAILERS, CAMPERS, ETC.

Notwithstanding any other provisions of this ordinance, boats, trailers, campers and other similar vehicles
shall not be stored in required front yards. Not more than two (2) such vehicles may be stored for each
twenty-thousand (20,000) square feet of lot area provided that no more than four (4) such vehicles are
stored on any residential lot. Such storage shall be in a storage space developed in such manner as not
to be detrimental to surrounding properties. If the storage space adjoins property zoned for residential
use and/or is located wholly or partly within a required side or rear yard, a solid fence, wall or approved
screen planting shall be installed in such manner as to prevent any view of the storage space from the
adjoining residential areas.

26.900 RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARKS
Refer to Figure 2 at the back of this section

26.910 INTENT AND PURPOSE

This section is designed to provide for recreational vehicle park development in areas compatible with the
surrounding uses in an efficient, orderly manner with adequate provisions for open space.

26.920 LOCATION

Recreational vehicle parks may be allowed by Conditional Use Permit in C-2 (Commercial: Community
Business) and C-3 (Commercial: Service Business) zoning districts.

26.930 PERMITTED USES

1. Recreational vehicle parks with only one (1) recreational vehicle permitted on each space.

2. A single-family residence or manufactured home for the Manager’s office and residence.

3. Recreation and social centers, and outdoor recreational facilities.

4. Coin operated laundry facilities, outdoor drying areas, maintenance building and/or facilities.
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5. Boat and recreational vehicle storage.

6. Certain accessory structures:

a. Recreational Vehicles: covered carports, patio awnings and detached storage areas.

b. Manufactured Homes: covered carport, patio awnings, armadas, storage buildings and room
additions.

7. A manufactured home park may be developed in conjunction with a recreational vehicle park
provided the manufactured home park meets all requirements as set forth in property
development standards for manufactured home parks.

26.940 PARK DEVELOPMENT STAN DARDS

Size: The minimum size of a recreational vehicle shall be two (2) acres.

Density: There shall be no more than fifteen (15) recreational vehicle spaces per acre of the park.

Lot Size: Minimum lot size shall be nineteen-hundred-fifty (1,950) square feet with minimum width of
thirty (30) feet and a minimum depth of sixty-five (65) feet.

Setbacks and Separations: Parking pads or spaces shall be so arranged, as to provide a minimum ten
(10) foot separation between vehicles. Parking pads or spaces, which abut on park perimeters, shall
have a twenty (20) foot minimum setback from said perimeter.

Fences: All recreational vehicle parks shall be provided with opaque screening such as fences or natural
growth along the property lines, which shall have a minimum height of six (6) feet, and conform to
the fencing requirements of the Zoning Ordinance Section 26.000.

Off-Street Parking: No on-street parking shall be permitted within any recreational park. Each lot shall
be provided with a paved or graveled parking space.

Streets and Access: Access to recreational vehicle park lots shall be by internal private drive and each
lot shall be accessible from an approved private street or road. No lot shall have direct access to a
public street or way. Park street width shall be at least twenty (20 feet. All internal streets must be
improved to minimum City standards (except width).

Entrances to recreational vehicle parks shall be designed to minimize congestion and traffic hazards
through designated driveways and allow free movement of traffic on adjacent streets. An adequate
parking area shall be provided at the office area to allow parking during registration.

Dead end streets shall be limited to serve no more than twelve (12) lots and shall be provided at the
closed end with a turnaround having an outside roadway diameter of at least sixty (60) feet.

For parks and roads serving more than twelve (12) sites, these roads shall be continuous.

Sidewalks: Same as Manufactured Home Park, to be determined on an individual basis.

Service Buildings: All service buildings shall be easily accessible to the lots, which they serve and be
maintained in a clean and sanitary condition. All service buildings shall be of a permanent
construction and in accordance with City requirements. Facilities in service buildings such as
lavatories, toilets, showers, etcetera, shall be in accordance with County and State Health
Department requirements.
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Sanitary Stations: Where individual sewer connections are not provided at each lot, sanitary stations
shall be provided for the clean and efficient disposal of waste from all holding tanks and for refilling
water storage tanks. Sanitary stations shall be approved by the Mohave County Health Department.

Recreational Areas: Each lot shall be provided with water, electricity, a picnic table, and a concrete fire
ring or barbecue in which any open fires must be contained.

There shall be one (1) or more recreational areas, which shall be easily accessible to all park
residents, shall be so located as to be free of traffic hazards, and shall be centrally located.

The size of such recreation areas shall be based upon a minimum of two-hundred (200) square feet
for each lot or space and such areas shall not include private roads, streets or driveways. No
recreational area shall contain less than twenty-five-hundred (2,500) square feet.

Picnic tables, fire rings, and other optional recreational facilities may be located in communal open
spaces rather than on individual lots.

26.950 APPLICATION PROCEDURE

The following shall be submitted to the Planning and Zoning Director for review:

1. Fifteen copies of a site plan.

2. A drainage report.

3. Two (2) copies of improvements plan including water and sewer lines, streets, sidewalks and
curbs/gutters.

26.960 REVIEW PROCEDURE

1. Review by City Planning Staff, Engineering Staff, and utility companies.

2. Review by Planning and Zoning Commission.

3. Review and approval by the Common Council.

26.1000 WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITIES

26.1010 INTENT AND PURPOSE

It is the purpose of this section to provide regulations governing Wireless Communication Facilities, so as
to provide for such facilities in a safe, efficient and orderly manner; to maximize the use of existing
facilities; to encourage the co-location of facilities to reduce the number of new communication towers
that are needed; and to minimize the adverse visual effects of such towers through careful design and
siting.

26.1020 DEFINITIONS

For the purpose of this Code, certain words and terms are defined as follows: Words in the present tense
include the future; the word “shall” is mandatory and not permissive.

Amateur Radio Antennas: shall mean antennas used for the non-commercial transmission and/or
reception of amateur (HAM Radio (CFR Title 47, Part 97) or citizen Band Radio Service (CFR Title
47, Part 95, Subpart D) by federally licensed amateur radio or citizens band operators.
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31 .000 AMENDMENTS AND ZONE CHANGES

31 .100 AMENDING THE ORDINANCE

Whenever the public necessity, convenience, and/or the general welfare of good zoning practices justifies
such action, this Ordinance may be amended by changing the boundaries of zone districts, (hereinafter
referred to as zone changes or changes of zone) or by amending any provision of the Ordinance. Zone
changes or amendments may be initiated by the City Council or by the Planning and Zoning Commission
or by an application of the owner of any property within the area proposed to be changed, or a request
can be made by a citizen for an amendment.

31.110 GENERAL PLAN CONFORMANCE

All amendments which change the boundaries of any zoning district or change the text of the Zoning
Ordinance must conform to the adopted General Plan of the City of Kingman. Any ordinance amending
this ordinance shall further the implementation of, and not be contrary to the goals, policies, and
applicable elements of the Plan. A zoning map amendment conforms to the land use element of the
General Plan if it proposes land uses, densities, or intensities within the range for the subject property as
stated in the General Plan or any amendments thereto.

31.120 APPLICATION

Application for a change of zone shall be made on a form provided by the City of Kingman. Fees shall be
paid for such application according to the adopted schedule for such requests.

31 .130 ACCOMPANYING MAPS AND DATA

Application for a change of zone shall be made accompanied by maps showing the subject property as
well as the surrounding area, and a list of names and addresses of abutting property owners. All maps,
applications and data will be available for public inspection upon submittal to the Planning Agency.

31 .200 PUBLIC HEARING

The legislative body of the City, (the Mayor and Common Council), has adopted the following citizen
review and participation process that applies to all rezoning cases. By law and policy the rezoning
process is designed to give the greatest opportunity possible for citizen participation in such a public
process. In the event of doubt regarding participation, more, not less public participation shall be the
standard.

The purpose of the citizen participation process is to:

1. Ensure that applicants pursue early and effective citizen participation in conjunction with
their applications, giving them the opportunity to understand and try to mitigate any real or
perceived impacts their application may have on the community;

2. Ensure that the citizens and property owners of Kingman have an adequate opportunity to
learn about applications that may affect them and to work with applicants to resolve
concerns at an early stage of the process; and

3. Facilitate ongoing communications between the applicant, interested citizens and property
owners, City staff, and elected officials throughout the application review process.

The citizen participation plan is not intended to produce complete consensus on all applications, but to
encourage applicants to be good neighbors and to allow for informed decision making.

The process includes the following elements:
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1. Two public hearings will be held on all rezoning cases and proposed text amendments. The first
hearing will be before the Planning and Zoning Commission. The second hearing will be before the
Mayor and Common Council.

2. A written notice on any proposed rezoning will be sent by first-class United States Postal Service
mail to all property owners of record according to the most recent Mohave County Assessors rolls,
within a minimum of 300 feet of any point of the property being proposed for rezoning. The notice
will describe the proposed action, will include a map, and will state that public comment is
encouraged before or during the public hearing. Other notices may be sent beyond the above
described radii, if a person places his or her name on the notification list and pays $5.00 a year.

3. A public notice poster, giving the time, date and location of the Planning and Zoning Commission
and the Common Council public hearings, will be posted on the property in question in at least one
location, if the property is less than one acre, at least 15 days before the Planning and Zoning
Commission public hearing, If the property which is the subject of the rezoning request is greater
than one acre, a minimum of two notices will be posted. Posted notices will be placed in such
location as to afford the public the best opportunity to see the notice. In some cases the location
affording the best opportunity to see the notice. In some cases the location affording the best
opportunity for public view may be in front of or beyond the actual boundaries of the property being
proposed for rezoning. The posted notice shall be printed so that the following are visible from a
distance of one hundred feet: the word “zoning”, the present zoning district classification, the
proposed zoning district classification and the date and time of the hearing and state a location and
phone number from which additional information can be received.

A public notice, display advertisement of not less than one-eighth page in size shall be published at
least once in the newspaper of general circulation in the City of Kingman and surrounding area.
The notice will be published not less than 15 days before the Planning and Zoning Commission
public hearing and will provide information about the date, time and place of the proposed Common
Council hearing, which will be held at least 10 days after the Commission hearing.

4. Adjacent land owners and all other potentially affected citizens will be provided an opportunity to
express an opinion on any issue or concern they may have with the proposed rezoning prior to the
hearing or during the hearing. Such persons may submit oral or written comments or testimony that
can be presented to the Commission or Common Council.

5. In proceedings involving rezoning of land which abuts other municipalities or unincorporated areas
of the county or a combination thereof, copies of the notices of the public hearing shall be
transmitted to the Planning Agency of such governmental unit such land.

6. In addition to notice by publication, mailed notices and property postings, the City of Kingman, and
its Planning and Zoning Commission reserve the right to give notice of the hearing in such other
manner as it may be deemed necessary in the public interest. The Commission always
encourages any person proposing a rezonirig to contact surrounding property owners or neighbors
to ascertain and possibly address issues and concerns before the public hearings. Such contacts
could include neighborhood meetings or other methods of address citizen comments.

31 .300 RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

After the public hearing, the Planning and Zoning Commission shall make a report and recommendation
to the Common Council. This report shall be made by forwarding the applications for amendment to the
City Council with the appropriate recommendations, unless the applicant shall request that the application
be withdrawn. The Commission recommendation shall be reviewed at the Council public hearing. If the
Planning and Zoning Commission cannot make a recommendation comments on both sides of the issue
shall be presented to the Common Council.
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31 .400 CONSIDERATION BY COMMISSION

In considering any request for a change of the Official Zoning Map or text of this ordinance, the Planning
and Zoning Commission shall find that the following conditions prevail before recommending approval of
the change be granted:

1. If the request is for an Official Zoning Map Amendment:

A. That there is a real need in the community or area for the types of uses permitted in the
proposed zoning district requested and if there are parcels in the area that already designated with
the proposed zoning district that more area is needed for the uses allowed in the proposed zoning
district.

B. That the property involved in the proposed change of zoning district designation is more
suitable for the purposes permitted in the proposed change of zone than is permitted in the present
zone classification.

C. That the proposed change of zoning district designation would not be detrimental in any way
to persons or property in the surrounding area, nor to the community in general.

D. That the proposed change of zone is in conformance with the General Plan of the City of
Kingman, not merely consistent with the General Plan.

2. If the request is a text amendment, the Planning and Zoning Commission shall find that the
proposed text amendment is in conformance with and will better achieve the goals and objectives of
the adopted general plan.

31 .410 PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION OPTIONS

The Planning and Zoning Commission, based on the evidence submitted and its own study and
knowledge of the circumstances involved, may recommend approval or denial of a requested amendment
or may recommend that only a portion of the request for a change of zone be granted.

The Planning and Zoning Commission may also recommend a lesser intensity zoning of the same type
requested. However, the Planning and Zoning Commission may not increase the intensity of the noticed
request without a new public hearing with proper notice given in accord with this Section.

31.420 PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION’S RECOMMENDATION

The Commission in its consideration of any request for a change of zone may recommend to the City
Council that if certain conditions concerning the development of the subject property and adjoining streets
are first met, that said property would then be suitable for a change of zone.

The Common Council may approve a change of zone conditioned upon a schedule for development of
the specified use or uses for which rezoning is requested. If at the expiration of the period the property
has not been improved for the use for which it was conditionally approved, the legislative body, after
notification by certified mail to the owner and applicant who requested the rezoning, shall schedule a
public hearing to take administrative action to extend, remove, or determine compliance with the schedule
for development or take legislative action to cause the property to revert to its former zoning classification.
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31 .500 COMMON COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARING AND ACTION

The Common Council shall hold a second, separate public hearing from the Planning and Zoning
Commission’s public hearing to consider the recommendation of the Planning and Zoning Commission.
The Common Council may take testimony and may consider matters not necessarily heard by the
Planning and Zoning Commission. The Common Council may accept, modify, or reject the Planning and
Zoning Commission recommendation based on information it received at the public hearing and
knowledge the Common Council has of the matter. The Common Council may also return the request to
the Planning and Zoning Commission for further consideration of issues as directed by the Common
Council. Any Common Council modification to the requested official zoning map or zoning ordinance text
amendment may include: reducing the area on the Official Zoning Map to be amended, modifying
conditions of the rezoning request, or reducing the zoning district amendment to a less intense zoning
district; or in the case of a zoning text amendment, reduce the intensity of the amendment.

The Common Council may sustain a Planning and Zoning Commission denial of a zoning case. If the
Common Council wishes to approve a zoning case that the Planning and Zoning Commission
recommended denial, the Common Council shall direct the preparation of an Ordinance for consideration
at the next Council meeting.

The Common Council shall not change any property from the requested zoning district classification
requested in the application to another zoning district classification that imposes any regulations not
imposed by the zoning district requested or that removes or modifies any such regulations previously
imposed on the property without following the procedure specified in Section 31 .200 of this ordinance.

No rezoning or conditional use permit case that is the same or substantially the same (in site size or
intensity or text) as a request which has been denied by the Common Council or was overturned by
referendum shall be filed within one (1) year of the date of the Common Council’s decision or referendum
vote, whichever is greater.

31 .600 PROTEST PROVISION

In the event that a written protest against a proposed amendment is filed with the City of Kingman
Development Services Department or the City Clerk, no later than the close of business of the day
preceding the date set for any Council hearing on the application for amendment, by the owners of twenty
(20) percent or more, either of the area of the lots included in such proposed change, or of those
immediately adjacent in the rear or any side thereof extending one hundred fifty (150) feet therefrom, or if
those directly opposite thereto extending one hundred fifty (150) feet from the street frontage of such
opposite lots, such amendment shall not become effective except by the favorable vote of at least three-
fourths of all members of the City Council, If any members of the governing body are unable to vote on
such a question because of a conflict of interest, then the required number of votes for passage of the
question shall be three-fourths of the remaining membership of the governing body, provided that such
required number of votes shall in no event be less than a majority of the full membership of the legally
established governing body.

31.700 CLASSIFICATION OF NEW ADDITIONS

All new additions and annexations of land to the City of Kingman shall be zoning classifications which
permit densities and uses no greater than those permitted by the county immediately before annexation.
Subsequent changes in zoning of the annexed territory shall be made as specified in this Chapter for the
rezoning of land.
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31 .800 ADMINISTRATIVELY IMPOSED DEDICATIONS OR EXACTIONS

It is the policy of the City of Kingman that exactions and/or dedications requirements are made only when
there is a direct, rational relationship (rough proportionality) between the increase in density and/or
intensity of a development and their exaction and dedication.

Exactions and dedications are required by the City of Kingman only through the final actions of the
Common Council action on rezoning cases or conditional use cases. Dedications and/or exactions will be
clearly outlined in either an ordinance for a rezoning case or resolution for a conditional use case and will
be in rough proportionality to the project impacts. These will not be calculated with mathematical
precision but will be shown to be direct and rational relationships.

The Planning and Zoning Commission may recommend to the Common Council a necessary dedication
and/or exaction that is rationally related to the increase in intensity or density or as may be reasonably
required for public, health, safety and welfare. Property owners will not be asked to bear a burden far
beyond that which the development impacts the community.

Administrative agencies of the City of Kingman, including but not limited to the Planning, Engineering,
Building Safety, or Public Works Departments are not authorized to require a dedication or exaction as a
condition of obtaining a building permit without an express authorization in ordinance or resolution as
appropriate.
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CITY OF KINGMAN
ZONING ORDINANCE TEXT AMENDMENT APPLICATION FORM

CASE #ZO- /--Oo2

Application Date: ‘!1/it/€ ,3O ..Z/c
Zoning Ordinance Section Proposed to be Amended: Sec. 5.000 and Sec. 26.000

Proposed Text Amendment (You may attach additional pages containing the
proposed text language and related information):

A text amendment to allow recreational vehicles by Conditional Use Permit within

A Manufactured Home Park in an R-MH zoning district and subject to the conditions

Of the RV Park Development Standards.

A LICANT NAME: ..—. -,

tI?/ 1’ J9IVIi Mo, A?’ J4 G46’&/
Mailing Address: //,‘l O7-c’21V& 4ZIVZ’

City!State!Zip: )4/(7 ,4iji)f(/C C,.
Phone Number /D J’ t2ZZ Email /I18P/JJ Z€ (M c
Signature:

ITEMS FROM Th “ZONING ORDINANCE TEXT AMENDMENT APPLJCA ON PROCEEDURES SHALL ALSO BE
SUBMITTED WITH ThIS APPUCATION.

CITY OF KINGMAN ZONING ORDINANCE TEXT AMENDMENT APPLICATION
UPDATED: March 27, 2015
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June 30, 2015

Planning and Zoning Dept., Kingman, AZ

Partial History of Kingman Mobile Home Park, as we know it

We bought the park in April, 1997. At that time there were RVs in the park.
The park was sold in 2004 to Manana Properties, at that time there were RVs in the park.

In 2011 we did a Deed in Lieu of Foreclosure, and took the park back, with RVs in the park.
The park was in bad shape and the City issued a stay of operations because the electrical system was unsafe.

We had a meeting with Unisource Energy to upgrade the system. It went from a Master Metered system
to individual meters. We installed meters in the occupied spaces, which included RV’s.

We intended to install meters as they became occupied. We had an RV for space 1157, installed the pedestal
and applied for a permit, which was denied because of zoning.

New gas lines were installed in 1999.
New sewer lines were installed in 2000.
New electrical system was installed in 2012.
New water lines were installed in 2013.

Space rent for this park is 5 , which includes trash and 3000 gallons of water per month.

We would like to be able to rent spaces to RVs if it is economically feasable.

Tuesday, June 30, 2015 AOL: MHP11I7OZONE
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CITY OF KINGMAN
RESOLUTION NO. 4967

A RESOLUTION BY THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
KINGMAN, ARIZONA; APPROVING A CHANGE TO THE BENEFICIARY OF A
TRUST FOR A PORTION OF KINGMAN CROSSING, TRACT 1993-A

WHEREAS, the final subdivision plat for Kingman Crossing, Tract 1993-A was first approved in
2005 and recorded with a property escrow assurance from First American Title Agency of Mohave,
Inc., for completion of off-site improvements associated with said subdivision, and

WHEREAS, a surety bond assurance in the amount of $437,588.00 was substituted in 2006 for the
recorded property escrow assurance from First American Title, to assure the completion of the off-
site improvements associated with said subdivision Kingman Crossing, Tract 1993-A, and

WHEREAS, the aforementioned surety bond assurance was released and a property escrow
agreement offered by Pioneer Title Agency, Inc., Trustee under Trust No. 9289, was accepted fora
portion of Kingman Crossing, Tract 1993-A on January 17, 2012 under Resolution No. 4762-R, and

WHEREAS, the property escrow assurance agreement was accepted to assure the completion of
the remaining uncompleted off-site improvements in this subdivision, so that no additional lots east
of Santa Rosa Drive will be sold until all improvements serving Lots 1 through 21, inclusive, Block 3;
Lotsi and 14, Block 4; Lots 1, 2, 13 and 14, Block 5; Lots lthrough 9, inclusive; Block 7, Lot 11,
Block 42; and Lot 13, Block 44 of Kingman Crossing, Tract 1993-A are completed, and

WHEREAS, the property escrow assurance agreement, recorded April 11, 2012 at Fee No.
2012018438, requires Pioneer Title Agency, Inc. to obtain written approval from the City of Kingman
prior to the transfer, release, or conveyance of any property within the portion of Kingman Crossing,
Tract 1993-A which is subject to this agreement and

WHEREAS, on June 4, 2013 Resolution No. 4846 was passed by the Common Council which
approved a change of beneficiary with WLN Construction, LLC and Frank Moore Construction
named as the first and second beneficial interests of Trust No. 9289, and,

WHEREAS, Pioneer Title Agency has proposed that the assignment of the second beneficial
interest from Frank Moore Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company to Francis P.
Moore, a married man as his sole and separate property, then assignment of beneficial interest from
Francis P. Moore to Angle Homes, Inc., an Arbna corporation.



PAGE 2 OF 2
RES. NO. 4967

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayorand Common Council of the City of Kingman,
Arizona: That the conversion of Trust No. 9289 to a single beneficiary trust in which the trust
beneficiary shall be Angle Homes, Inc. is hereby approved.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Honorable Mayor and Common Council of the City of Kingman,
Arizona this 1st day of September, 2015.

ATTEST: APPROVED:

Sydney Muhle, City Clerk Richard Anderson, Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Carl Cooper, City Attorney



Pioneer Title Agency, Inc.

:purnrrr LfIr ncg coad

Phn - (928)753-5578
Fax - 1-(855)460-3653

City of Kingman August 13, 2015
Attn: Rich Ruggles

Rich,

An escrow has been opened for the sale of the property described in the City of Kingman Resolution No. 4846.
Pioneer Title Agency Inc., as Trustee under Trust 9289 holds title to this property for the beneficiaries WLN
Construction, LLC and Frank Moore Construction. Trust 9289 will remain in title with a change of Beneficiaries
first from Frank Moore Construction to Frank Moore, a married man and then Frank Moore, indMdually, will
transfer the beneficial interest to Angle Homes, Inc.

Based on this information, can you please make the necessary arrangements in order to get this before City
Council for approval? If you need any additional information, please let me know.

Thank you,

Vicki Wyatt
Escrow Officer
vicki.wyattoioneertitleagency.com

vlw/vlw



To: Pioneer Title Agency, Inc., an Arizona corporation (Trustee)

Re: Trust No. 9289

The parties herein instruct Pioneer Title Agency Inc., as Trustee under Trust 9289 to
convert the existing double beneficiary trust into a single beneficiary trust. The
beneficiary of said single beneficiary trust shall be Angle Homes, Inc., an Arizona
corporation. All thirty-eight lots currently being held in Trust 9289 shall be part of this
conversion and are more fully described on Exhibit “A” attached hereto and made a part
hereof.

The parties understand that, prior to the conversion of this trust, written approval from
the City of Kingman is required. The requested approval will address the following
changes to Trust 9289:

• Assignment of second beneficial interest from Frank Moore Construction, LLC, an
Arizona limited liability company to Francis P. Moore, a married man as his sole
and separate property; then

• Assignment of beneficial interest from Francis P. Moore to Angle Homes, Inc., an
Arizona corporation

This approval is required due to the existing Assurance Agreement recorded April 11,
2012 at Fee No. 2012018438 in the office of the County Recorder of Mohave County.
Both Francis P. Moore and Angle Homes, Inc. are aware of and agree to the existing
terms of the Assurance Agreement.

The parties agree that the conversion of Trust 9289 to Angle Homes, Inc. is contingent
upon payment in full of the sums due WLN Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability
company.

Upon receipt of the written approval from the City of Kingman and the deposit of funds
with Pioneer Title Agency as per the terms of the Escrow Instructions dated August 20,
2015, the conversion of Trust 9289 shall become effective.

The approval by the City of Kingman shall be obtained by September 30, 2015 or these
instructions shall become null and void.

Date:



Current Beneficiaries:

WLN Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company
By: 2005 William L. Nugent Revocable Trust, Managing Member

By: William L. Nugent, Trustee

Frank Moore Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company

Francis P. Moore, Member

Proposed Beneficiaries:

Francis P. Moore, individual

Angle Homes, Inc., an Arizona corporation

Doug Angle, President
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FEEU 2012018438
c*Frust9289

COUNTY R€CORDER

04/11/2012 04:00 P11 Fee: $10.

PPGE: 1 Df 4

File No. Trust 9289 [PARCEL ID#]

ASSURANCE AGREEMENT
(Property Escrow)

TillS AGREEMENT niude and entered into this Jj.J day of 2012,
between PEONEFR TITLE AGENCY, INC., an Axizona Coiporation as Trustee under Trust 9289 and
not personally (hereinafter referred to as “PiONEER”) and Th CITY oF KINGMAN, Mohave
County, Arizom (hereinafter referred to as ‘CITY”)

WITNESSFT1 I:

WHER[iAS, PIONEER, as Trustee, is the owner of a certain parcel of property located, situated and
lying in the CITY OF KINGMAN, County ofMohuve, and the Stale of Arizona; and

WJIERJIAS, the parties hereto wish to establish specifle terms, conditions and guidelines for
compliance with the provisions of THE CITY OF KINGMAN, Subdivision Ordinance No. 504 adopted
1983 and all amendments thereto,

NOW. TIIEREFORE. itt consideration uI the City approving a final plat. it is understood and agreed
that the following conditions are established by the property described herein.

I
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PROPERTY DI3ScRTP’rJON

the property which is the subjeci matter of this Agreement i

SEE EXHIBIT ‘A’ ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF

i:i

CONSTRUCTION OF IMPROVEMENTS

PIONEER, as Trustee, will not transfer, release or in any way convcy, any of the property described
herein without obtaining written approval from THE CITY 01? KING MA N, except that the Trustee may
sell and convey all of the property described herein in one trdllsac[in-I to a single purchaser, provided
that such purchaser shall enter into an Assurance Agreement with the CITY pursuant to THE CITY OF
KTNGMAN Subdivision Ordinance No. 504 adopted 1983 and all amendments thereto.

Before approval shall be given by the CITY, the improvements contemplated by THR CITY OF
KThGMAN Subdivision Ordinance No. 504 adopted 1983 and all amendments thereto, and as set forth
in Plans and Specifications on file with the CITY shall be installed in accordance with the applicable
City of Kingman codes and specifications.

The duration of this Assurance Agreement shall be until all improvements have been made and This
Assurance Agreement has no further force and effect.

DATED this 11th clay of January . 2012

THE CITY OF KINGMAN
County ofMohave, Arizomia

13y:
-

PIONEER TITLE AGENCY, iNC., an Arizona corporation as Trustee under Trust 9289 and riot
personally

By: &&c_

ae Zof 3



STATh OF ARIZONA )
)ss.

County ofMuhave )

On UL.. 19 before ole, the undersied Notary Public, personally appeared

__________________________________________

personally known to be (or proved to me on
the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the
within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in lri’her/thoir
authorizcd capacity(ies) and that by his/her/their sitalure(s) on the instmment the person(s) or
the enLity upon behalf of which the erson(s) acted, exectitud the instrument

WTTNr’S my hand and official seal )
I-

Notary Putic
Mv Commission Expires:

STATF OF ARIZONA
)as.

County of Mohave )

On b.r,t4mr (1. 2I&1before me, the undersigned Notary Public. personally appeared
‘V Y’1hi j / -pcrsonaUy known to be (or proved to me on
the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/arc subscribed to the
witliiii ii LrWUeHL md aekiiuwledged to me thai he/5he/Illey executed the swne io liis/liei/iheir
authorized capaeity(ios) and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s) or
the entity upon hehaW of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

My Coinniission lxires:
Notary Public

0FFICIAI Sf”
V’CKI WYATT

AP PUBLIC St3t of Arizona
M0IAVE comm

Cornn. EireS Jufla 6.2014
-a—
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EXHIBIT “A

Escrow No. 11631-540e205 (gAS)

LOTS 1 THROUGH 21, INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 3; LOTS 1 AND 14, BLOCK 4; LOTS 1, 2, 13 AND 14, BLOCK 5; LOTS 1THROUGH 9, INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 7; LOT 11, BLOCK 42; AND LOT 13, BLOCK +1 OF KINGMAN CROSSING TRACT
1993-A, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT ThEREOF RECORDED FEBRUARY 10, 2005, AT FEE NO. 2005-13994 IN THE
OFFICE OF ThE RECORDER OF MOHAVE COUNTY, ARIZONA.

CEPT ALL OIL, GAS, COAL AND MINERALS, AS RESERVED IN DEED RECORDED IN BOOK 73 OF DEEDS, PAGE
80,

Page 1 of I



ESCROW NO./TRUST NO. 9289

TRUST AGREEMEI)t?)

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this4 day of

______________,

2013, by and
between Pioneer Title Agency, Inc., an Arizona Corporation, as TRUSTEE, 4d the following named
First Beneficiary: /
WLN Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company

ADDRESS OF FIRST BENEFICIARY:

4653 Carmel Mountain Road #308-221, San Diego, CA 92130

TAX ID NUMBER OF FIRST BENEFICIARY:

________________________

and the following named Second Beneficiary:

Frank Moore Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company

ADDRESS OF SECOND BENEFICIARY:

2510 Stockton Hill Road, Kingman, AZ 86401

TAX ID NUMBER OF SECOND BENEFICIARY:

________________________

the beneficial interest to be vested as forth herein:

W1TNESSETH

WHEREAS, there is being conveyed to Trustee title to the real property, described in that
certain Condition of title Report, a copy of which is immediately hereafter set forth as Exhibit “B” of this
agreement, said property being subject to the matters shown thereon; which is to be held in Trust by
Trustee under the terms of this agreement; and

WHEREAS, First Beneficiary and Second Beneficiary (and their respective successors in interest)
may herein after be referred to jointly as “the Beneficiaries” and this Trust Agreement and the Trust
hereby established, as “this Trust” or “Trust No. 92” of Pioneer Title Agency, Inc..

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises, and of the mutual covenants, conditions
and agreements herein contained, the Beneficiaries herein and Trustee herein agree as follows:

SECTION I
A. The above described and designated property is hereby declared to be held in Trust by Trustee

for the Beneficiaries. Trustee holds and will hold title to said property in Trust for the purposes of
deeding, selling, conveying, receiving payment for or otherwise handling the property upon such
terms and conditions and for such prices as Trustee may be instructed in writing so to do by
Second Beneficiary of his authorized representative, subject, however, to the provisions hereof.
Trustee is hereby granted full power to do all lawful acts necessary to accomplish the purposes of

Page 1 of 12 Trust Agreement DbI Bene
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this Trust. The “Trust Estate” shall consist of the legal title to said property and all funds received
by Trustee from the lease or sale of said property or any interest in said property (including but not
limited to funds received for the granting of licenses, easement or rights, and all rents, issues or
profits in, to or upon said property) all contracts and receivables for the sate of at) or any portion of
said property and all funds received by Trustee as performance of the obligations of the
Beneficiaries created by this Trust Agreement.

B. Beneficiary have no knowledge of any violation of any environmental protection, pollution or
land use laws, rules, regulations, orders or requirements, including solid waste, as defined by the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regulations as 40 C.F.R., Part 261, or the disposal or
existence in or on the property, or any hazardous substance as defined by the Comprehensive
Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Act of 1980, as amended, and the Arizona
Environmental Quality Act Title 49 Arizona Revised Statutes, by any other environmental law, or by
an regulations promulgated thereunder.

SECTION II

A. Throughout the term of this Agreement and the duration of the Trust hereby established the
whole legal title to said property hereinbefore described shall be vested in said Trustee except as
hereinafter provided and no legal interest in and to said property shall be vested in either First
Beneficiary or Second Beneficiary. The sole right and power of the Beneficiaries is to enforce the
performance of the terms of this Trust as expressly set forth herein.

B. The interest of the beneficiaries in this Trust is personal property and, except as provided
herein, the Beneficiaries have not and shall not have any right or power to apply for our secure the
dissolution or termination of this Trust of the partition or division of any of the Trust Property.

SECTION III

A. Second Beneficiary and person claiming under Second Beneficiary shall have the right to
possession of the above described property during the duration of the Second Beneficiary’s interest
in this Trust.

B. Second Beneficiary, when not in default hereunder, may cause said property or a part thereof
to be subdivided and improved, provided any subdivision plat or plats thereof shall comply with all
existing governmental rules and regulations. Trustee is authorized to execute and record the above
mentioned plat or plats and is further authorized by First Beneficiary to file for record such
restrictions as Second Beneficiary may submit. All expenses in connection with subdividing, and
improving said property including, but not limited to installing streets, water lines, sewers and any
public utilities, shall be the obligation of Second Beneficiary.

C. In the event the Second Beneficiary exercises any rights or obligations under the terms and
conditions of this Trust to develop and sell the real property as unsubdivided land or unimproved
lots or parcels as defined in A.R.S. 21-21-1, the Second Beneficiary shall fully comply with the
provisions of A.RS. 32-2195.04 or 32-2185.01, and if applicable, also shall file for exemption or
qualification with all Federal Acts including, but not limited to the Interstate Land Sates Full
Disclosure Act of the Department of Housing and Urban Development, provided however, Trustee
shall have no liability or responsibility to determine whether or not the Beneficiary complies with
said provisions or act.
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D. Upon the instruction of Second Beneficiary, when not in default hereunder, Trustee is
authorized to dedicate to public use roads, alley or easement to convey any portions so dedicated
to the county in which said property or to a city or town, if said property is located within the
boundaries of a city or town.

E. Upon the instructions of Second Beneficiary, when not in default hereunder, Trustee is
authorized to execute petitions seeking annexation to a city of town or change in zoning for all or
portion of the Trust real property.

SECTION IV

Any lien or encumbrance created, suffered or permitted by Second Beneficiary shall not affect
the interest of First Beneficiary or Trustee except to the extent which may be specifically permitted by
First Beneficiary under the provisions hereof. Adjudication by any court of competent jurisdiction that
the unreleased Trust real property, or any part thereof, or the interest of Trustee or of First Beneficiary
therein, is subject to any lien or encumbrance arising from any act or omission of Second Beneficiary
(except as permitted by the provisions of this Trust) shall be a breach hereof by Second Beneficiary
and a condition of default hereunder on the part of Second Beneficiary; provided, however, that such
breach and default may be remedied by causing such lien or encumbrances to be discharged or at
Second Beneficiary’s election by procuring and keeping in effect, at Second Beneficiary’s expense, a
good and sufficient bond, in form and with sureties acceptable to First Beneficiary, for the payment of
any sums finally adjudged to required to discharge such lien or encumbrance, and securing and
keeping in effect a proper court order staying all proceeding for the sale of the property or the affect
portion hereof or the interest of First Beneficiary therein.

SECTION V

First Beneficiary agrees to sell and Second Beneficiary agrees to buy the entire beneficial
interest and to pay to Trustee for the account of First Beneficiary and on account of the purchase price
of said beneficial interest in the amount of $100,000.00 to be payable as follows:

The entire principal balance, together with all accrued interest at the rate of 7% (seven percent) per
annum, beginning ADril 1, 2013, shall become all due and payable on or before March 1, 2018.

SECTION VI

Intentionally deleted.

SECTION VII

Subject to the conditions and for the periods set forth in Section V of this Agreement Second
Beneficiary does hereby assume and agree to pay aU taxes and assessments levied and assessed upon
and against or secured by a lien upon the trust real property for the year in which this trust becomes
effective and all subsequent years. In the event Second Beneficiary shall fail to pay said taxes or
assessments prior to the delinquency thereof, or any other charges which are the obligation of Second
Beneficiary, then First Beneficiary shall have the right to advance the amounts necessary to pay the
same, and any payments so made by First Beneficiary shall be prima facie evidence of the necessity
therefore, and the amounts so paid shall be repaid to the First Beneficiary by Second Beneficiary on
demand, together with interest thereon at the same rate as provided for in the principal obligation
hereinbefore provided, from the date of such payment by First Beneficiary. Trustee shall forward any
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tax bills or any notices concerning taxes to Second Beneficiary only. First Beneficiary shall procure
independent of this Trust a tax service contract or other similar service to keep First Beneficiary
apprised of the status of the real property taxes and assessments.

SECTION VIII

Any provision of this Trust Agreement to the contrary notwithstanding, whenever
Second Beneficiary is not in default in any of his obligations hereunder, the Trustee is authorized to
sell pursuant to Second Beneficiary’s direction through an escrow in the Escrow Department of
Pioneer Title Insurance Agency , or any of its subsidiary companies, all of the above described
property. PROVIDED, HOWEVER, that until the purchase price as set out in Section V hereof has
been paid in full the principal of the sale price of the property sold shall be of an amount which is
sufficient to pay the release price of the property sold, taxes or assessments or the Sellers’s
prorated share thereof necessary to close said sale, and the expenses of sale including but not
limited to any real estate commission involved in such sale. Trustee shall be entitled to execute
and deliver all instruments and perform all acts necessary or appropriate to the completion of any
sale made pursuant to and in accordance with this Section regardless of any default of Second
Beneficiary or forfeiture of Second Beneficiary’s interest in this Trust occurring after such sale.

SECTION IX

A. All funds constituting a portion of the trust estate shall be distributed by Trustee according to
the following priorities:
1. First: To reimburse Trustee for any payment made by Trustee which is reimbursable under the

provisions hereof.
2. Second: To the payment of all damages, if any, incurred by Trustee in the administration of

this Trust.
3. Third: To the payment of fees, expenses and charges of Trustee.
4. Fourth: To the account of the Beneficiaries under whichever of the following alternatives is

applicable:
a. To First Beneficiary those funds paid by Second Beneficiary on account of his insta)lhent
obligations hereunder, either principal or interest or on account of release price, except as
provided in (b) and (c) hereof;
b. Upon the sale of all of the real property legal title to which is held by Trustee and in
which First Beneficiary has an interest at the date of said sale the balance of all funds arising
from said sale shall be distributed by Trustee according to the following priorities:

First Priority: The portion of said sale price constituting the down payment shall be paid to
Second Beneficiary provided, however, that if the remaining unpaid balance upon said sale shall
not equal or exceed the amount of the then unpaid principal to be paid to First Beneficiary
under the provisions of this trust, then the down payment shall be divided between First
Beneficiary and Second Beneficiary in such a manner that the principal balance remaining to be
paid to First Beneficiary under this Trust subsequent to said division shall be equal to the
remaining principal balance to be paid on said sale, excluding any provisions whatsoever for
interest.

Second Priority: To first Beneficiary until all the unpaid principal and interest to be paid First
Beneficiary under the provisions hereof have been paid in full.

Third Priority: To Second Beneficiary the remainder of said funds.
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c. Upon the sale of any portion which is less than all of the real property legal title to which
is held by Trustee and in which First Beneficiary has an interest at the date of said sale, the
balance of all funds arising from said sale shall be distributed by Trustee according to the
following priorities:

First Priority: To the payment of the escrow fees, title insurance premiums, taxes or
assessments on the trust property of the seller’s prorated share thereof.

Second Priority: To First Beneficiary until sufficient funds have been paid to First Beneficiary
to permit the release of said portion of said property from the interest of First Beneficiary and
until it is so released, funds payable under this priority shall not be applied toward the release
of any property other than the property which is the subject of said sale.

Third Priority: To Second Beneficiary the remainder of said funds.

d. The balance of all funds constituting a portion of the Trust estate which are not
specifically provided for in sub-paragraphs (a), (b) and (C) of this fourth priority of Paragraph A
of this Section IX shall be distributed to the Second Beneficiary.

B. All disbursements made by Trustee may be made in either cash, check, draft or money order as
the Trustee determines. Trustee shall have no duty or obligation to make distribution to any of the
Beneficiaries more frequently than monthly. Trustee is authorized to accept cash, check drafts or
money orders as payment and the date of receipt thereof shall constitute the date of receipt of
payment by the Beneficiaries for all purposes under the provisions of this Trust; provided further, all
payments to remedy a default shall be made in cash, cashier’s check, certified check or bank or postal
money order.

SECTION X

A. If Second Beneficiary fails to pay any installment of principal or interest as and when due
hereunder or fails to pay any order sum properly payable hereunder or breaches any covenants,
conditions or stipulation hereof, then First Beneficiary may declare a default or breach by delivering to
Trustee a written Notice of Default together with written instructions to serve said Notice of Default
upon Second Beneficiary, and such Notice of Default shall specify the nature of the default or breach.
Second Beneficiary shall not be deemed in default until receipt by Trustee from First Beneficiary of such
Notice of Default. Said Notice of Default may contain notice of reinstatement of the time of the
essence clause, if the Trustee deems it necessary. If said default or breach be not remedied within
thirty (30) days after service of said Notice of Default upon Second Beneficiary, then First Beneficiary
may declare all sums agreed to be paid hereunder immediately due and payable. The election to
accelerate shall be effective upon receipt by Trustee of written notice of such election from First
Beneficiary. If the First Beneficiary so elects to accelerate, First Beneficiary shall cause notice of such
election to be served by Trustee upon Second Beneficiary. First Beneficiary may also upon expiration
of said thirty (30) day period and failure by Second Beneficiary to remedy said default or breach within
said period, the forfeiture of Second Beneficiary’s interest as provided in this Section X and the
forfeiture of any unused balance of the Option Payment shall be First Beneficiary’s sole and exclusive
remedies in the event of a default on the part of Second Beneficiary hereunder enforce a forfeiture by
notice in the manner herein after agreed upon.

B. Forfeiture by notice shall be made in the following manner: First Beneficiary by written
instruction to Trustee shall cause Trustee to serve a Notice of Declaration of Forfeiture upon Second
Beneficiary. Said Notice of Declaration of Forfeiture shall contain notice of acceleration, if so elected; a
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statement to the nature of the default or breach; and the period during which Second Beneficiary shall
be entitled to perform his obligations hereunder which shall be equal to the period specified in Section
33-741 Arizona Revised Statutes. Upon failure by Second Beneficiary to correct said default or breach
within said period, then, without further notice, all right, estate and interest created by this Trust
Agreement or then existing in favor of Second Beneficiary or any one who claims under Second
Beneficiary, in and to all unreleased property, shall cease, terminate and become null and void, and all
equitable and legal interest and estates in all such unreleased property and any improvements on any
such unreleased property and all other appurtenances, together with all sums of money theretofore
paid by Second Beneficiary hereunder, shall revert to, vest in and become his sole property of Trustee
for the benefit of First Beneficiary as liquidated damages for such default or breach and not as a
penalty. All sums of money received by Trustee of the Notice shall be impounded by Trustee for the
use and benefit of Second Beneficiary to remedy Second Beneficiary’s default or breach, provided,
however, upon failure by Second Beneficiary to remedy said default or breach, all sums impounded
shall revert to and vest in First Beneficiary as liquidated damages as herein above provided in this
Section.

C. Upon expiration of the period specified in said Notice of Declaration of Forfeiture, Trusteemay
serve a Notice of Completion of Forfeiture upon Second Beneficiary; however, effectiveness of the
forfeiture shall not be conditioned upon service of such Notice of Completion of Forfeiture. After
completion of forfeiture, First Beneficiary may instruct Trustee to convey all unreleased property and to
deliver all funds held by Trustee for the account of First Beneficiary to First Beneficiary and Trustee
shall have thirty (30) days within which to comply with such instructions.

D. Within the context of this Section wherever notice is required to be served on Second
Beneficiary, Trustee shall cause copies of said notice to be served on any party having a derivative
interest from Second Beneficiary shown on the records of the Trustee.

E. As a condition of the remedy of any default or breach as provided in this section Second
Beneficiary shall within said period as provided herein pay all costs of Trustee for administering the
provisions of this Section.

SECTION XI

A. Trustee shall not be required, in dealing with the trust property or in otherwise acting
hereunder, (1) to enter into any contract or other obligation in its proprietary corporate capacity, nor,
(2) to make itself individually liable to pay or incur the payment of any damages, attorney’s fees, fines,
penalties, forfeitures, costs, charges or other sums of money whatsoever. Trustee shall have no
individual liability of obligation whatsoever, arising from its ownership, as Trustee hereunder, of the
legal title to the trust property, or with respect to any act done or contract entered into or
indebtedness incurred in relation to the trust property or in otherwise acting hereunder. Trustee
reserves the right to incorporate the above limitations of its liability in any instrument or document
executed in connection with this trust.

B. Trustee shall not be required to pay, discharge or attend to the release of any claim, lien or
encumbrances (including but not limited to mechanics or materialmen’s liens, real and personal
property taxes, assessments, income taxes, inheritance or estate taxes, excise taxes, special
assessment penalties and interest thereon) involving this or any property or interest hereunder, or any
transaction relating to the trust. If there shall be asserted any such claim, lien or encumbrance of any
nature against the trust property, Trustee shall have no duty tar responsibility to defend against such
assertion or to take any other action with respect thereto.
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C. If Trustee shall pay or incur any liability to pay any money on account of this trust, or incur any
liability to pay any money on account of any litigation as a result of holding title to the trust property or
otherwise in connection with this trust, whether because of breach of contract, injury to person or
property, fines or penalties under any law, or otherwise, the Beneficiaries jointly and severally shall pay
on demand to Trustee, with interest thereon at the highest legal rate until paid all such payments
made by Trustee together with its expenses, including reasonable attorney’s fees and they shall
indemnify and hold Trustee harmless of and from any and all liabilities incurred by it for any reason
whatsoever in connection with this trust. Trustee shall have a lien on the trust property to secure
performance of the obligations of the Beneficiaries under this trust, which lien shall be senior to the
respective interest of the Beneficiaries. Trustee shall not be required to convey or otherwise deal with
the trust property so long as any money is due Trustee under this trust, or defend any legal
proceedings on account of or involving this trust or any property or interest hereunder or transaction
relating to the trust.

D. In the event Trustee is instructed or requested to do so any action (or refrain from doing any
act) performance of which (or non-performance of which), in Trustee’s sole opinion, would subject
Trustee to unreasonable risk of liability, expense or litigation, Trustee shall have no obligation to
perform such act (or to refrain from performing such act) except upon being furnished instruction or
indemnity adequate, in Trustee’s sole absolute and uncontrolled discretion to protect Trustee against
such risk of liability, expense or litigation or exception in accordance with an adjudication by a court of
competent jurisdiction (and the determination of all appeals and expiration of all applicable appeal
periods) in any appropriate legal or equitable proceedings, including, without limiting the generality of
the foregoing, an action for an accounting or to secure approval of an accounting, a suit for a
declaratory judgment, an interpleader action, or a suit for instruction to Trustee. In any such action
the Trustee shall be entitled to a judgment against all the Beneficiaries for any expenses and costs
including reasonable attorney’s fees incurred in such action, to the extent that the court may
determine.

E. Any instruction notice to Trustee shall be in writing and in such form as Trustee may require;
provided, however, that Trustee may, in its discretion, act on oral instruction or notice.

F. Trustee shall have not liability to any Beneficiary or his successor or assigns on an account of
electing to act in accordance with any provisions hereof, as reasonably construed by Trustee,
regardless of whether or not such provisions may subsequently be reformed or declared invalid,
unenforceable or otherwise construed in any litigations or proceeding.

SECTION XII

A. Five (5) years following the due date for the final installment of the purchase price as hrein
provided, Trustee may sell all of the real property remaining in the trust which is not subject to an
Agreement for Sale. Such sale shall be free of any right, title or interest of the Beneficiaries; and no
Beneficiary shall have any right of redemption therefrom. Such sale shall be for cash and shall be
conducted by Trustee. Written notice of the time and place of such sale shall be served at least thirty
(30) days prior to the date for such sale upon all persons having an interest in said property as
indicated on the record of the Trustee. Trustee shall distribute the proceeds from such sale, first to the
payment of all its costs, fees, charges and damages, second to First Beneficiary any amount remaining
due and owing under terms thereof, and third to Second Beneficiary.

B. This Trust shall terminate upon conveyance of all of the property by Trustee in accordance with
the provisions hereof, and the distribution of all of the funds in the hands of the Trustee to the person
or persons entitled thereto in accordance with terms hereof. But in no event shall this Trust continue
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for more than twenty-one (21) years past the date hereof unless requested by Beneficiaries and
consented to by Trustee.

SECTION XIII

This Trust Agreement may be amended only by a written amendment hereto delivered to Trustee and
accepted in writing by Trustee, and no purported amendment hereto not complying herewith shall be
effective for any purpose as regards the obligation of Trustee. No assignment or transfer, either
absolute or as security, or any interest of any Beneficiary shall be effective (nor shall it confer upon the
purported assignee or transferee any rights, against Trustee or any other party, or create any interest
in this trust or in the trust estate), except an assignment or transfer accomplished by a proper
amendment hereto, Trustee shall be entitled to treat any written instrument purporting to constitute an
assignment or transfer of any interest of any Beneficiary as such a proper amendment. Amendments
to this Trust Agreement not affecting any provision hereof except the identity of the person having
rights with respect to beneficial interest hereunder shall not require the concurrence of parties (other
than Trustee) whose rights and obligations are not thereby affected. Trustee shall accept any such
amendment presented to it with proof satisfactory to Trustee of its genuineness, unless it shall purport
to create obligations or risk of liability on Trustee which Trustee is not willing to assume and upon such
endorsement the amendment shall become a part of the Trust Agreement for all purposes to the same
effect as though set forth in full herein.

SECTION XIV

Trustee shall upon inquiry by any person, disclose to such person the identity, address as shoWn by
Trustee’s records, and nature of the interest of each person owning or holding, absolutely or as
security, any beneficial interest in this trust.

SECTION XV

In the event the First Beneficial interest is held by two or more Beneficiaries, one Beneficiary shall be
designated, by serarate instructions to receive all notices and billings.

In the event the Second Beneficial interest is held by two or more Beneficiaries, one Beneficiary shall
be designated, by seDarate instructions to receive all notices and billings, except trust Default and
Forfeiture Notices.

Sen’ice of any notice of any kind upon any Beneficiary by Trustee may be made in person or by mail
and shall be deemed completed when delivered, in person to the Beneficiary, or when deposited in the
United States mail, ordinary postage prepaid, addressed to the Beneficiary at the last mailing address
of the Beneficiary filed in writing with Trustee.

SECTION XVI

“Release Property” is all that real property conveyed to Trustee which Second Beneficiary shall be
entitled to have conveyed to Beneficiary or its nominee, free and clear of any right, title, claim or
interest of First Beneficiary pursuant thereto and which Second Beneficiary shall have designated by
written instrument delivered to Trustee while not in default or before expiration of the thirty (30) day
period provided for in the Notice of Default set forth in Section X-A.

“Unreleased Property” is all the real property conveyed to Trustee which is not released property.
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SECTION XVII

Time is of the essence in the performance of each and every obligation hereby imposed.

Waiver of any breach hereof, or default hereunder by any party shall not constitute a waiver or consent
to any continued, additional or separate breach or default, whether of the same of similar nature or
otherwise.

SECTION XVIII

“Trustee” means Pioneer Title Agency Inc., an Arizona corporation, only in its capacity as Trustee of
the Trust and not in its proprietary corporate capacity not as Trustee of any other Trust.

SECTION XIX

In any litigation between Beneficiaries concerning their respective rights and obligations hereunder, the
prevailing Beneficiary shall be entitled to a judgment or his expenses and attorney’s fees therein
reasonably incurred.

SECTION XX

Second Beneficiary shall include the property held hereunder in a Comprehensive General Liability
Insurance Policy carried by Second Beneficiary. Second Beneficiary shall, during the term of this Trust
Agreement, continue to maintain at its expense, insurance showing the Trustee as an additional
insured thereunder with said insurance to protect the Trustee against public liability and such other
hazards or liabilities as the Trustee may reasonably require and in such amounts as the Trustee iiiay
reasonably require. A copy of said policy or certificate reflecting said coverage shall be delivered to the
Trustee only when requested by Trustee.

SECTION XXI

As compensation for its services under this Trust, the Trustee shall be entitled to receive its usual and
customary trust fees and charges in conformity with the fee schedule of the Trustee then in effect and
as may be amended from time to time, without notice.

All fees charged by reason of the number of Second Beneficiaries and subsequent transactions
involving only the Second Beneficial Interest shall be the obligation of the Second Beneficiary.

NOTE: A reasonable charge will be made for extraordinary services rendered.

SECTION XXII

As between First Beneficiary and Second Beneficiary except as herein specifically provided to the
contrary, it is agreed that all fees shall be payable by Second Beneficiary; provided, however, that
Trustee may look to any property or funds in its hands for payment thereof.

SECTION XXIII

Each provision hereby granting a right or privilege to Second Beneficiary (including, without limiting the
generality of the foregoing, the provisions permitting subdividing and improving of the property) and
not expressly imposing an obligation on Second Beneficiary creates only a right or privilege in Second
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Beneficiary, which Second Beneficiary may or may not exercise, at Second Beneficiary’s sole option;
and Second Beneficiary has no obligation to exercise such right or privilege. Notice is hereby given
that Second Beneficiary is not the agent of First Beneficiary for the purpose of subdividing or improving
the property or for any other purpose.

SECTION XXIV

Trustee shall not be obligated to warrant title to any property sold or conveyed by it except as against
the act of the Trustee only. Trustee shall convey title pursuant to the provisions of the Trust in the
manner and form required by Section 33-401 of the Arizona Revised Statutes, as amended, specifically
providing the full disclosure of the names and address of all Beneficiaries.

SECTION XXV

An applicable policy of title insurance of First American Title Insurance Company, Inc., in the regular
form then in use shall be issued in connection with each transaction involving trust property, if the
nature of the transaction creates an insurable interest, or unless such issuance is specifically waived by
Trustee.

SECTION XXVI

The accounting records of Trustee shall at all reasonable times be open to the in section of the
interested parties to this Trust. The Beneficiaries shall be entitled to monthly statements from the
Trustee showing all the receipts and disbursement sand charges made in connection with this Trust.

SECTION XXVII

No advertising shall indicate the Trustee is the author thereof, and the Trustee shall not be liable for
any statement ore representation made therein.

SECTION XXVIII

No person dealing with Trustee shall be obligated to ascertain whether or not Trustee has exceeded its
powers in any act it may perform or cause to be performed incident to or in connection with the
management, control, sale, application, distribution, disposal or otherwise handling of the Trust Estate.

SECTION XXIX

This Trust shall be exempt from the provision and operation of the Uniform Principal and Income Act of
Arizona.

SECTION )OCX

The interest of the First and Second Beneficiary may be assigned upon written notification to and
acceptance by the Trustee and the payments to the Trustee of all assignment fees and other fees due
the Trustee from the interest being assigned. No such assignment shall relieve the Assignor of the
obligation created in this Trust Agreement.

V SECTION XXXI
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Whenever the context of this instrument so requires words used in the masculine gender include the
feminine and neuter; the singular number includes the plural, and the plural the singular; the word
person includes a corporation, company, partnership, or association, or society as well as a natural
person. Every reference to any Beneficiary or to the Beneficiaries collectively shall be deemed to
constitute a reference to all successors in interest or assigns of the party referred to.

SECTION XXXII

The provisions of this instrument and the terms and conditions hereof and of this Trust shall be binding
upon and inure to the benefit of the executors, administrators, legatees, devisees, heirs, successors
and assigns of the parties hereto.

SECTION XXXIII

The Trustee may resign at any time upon thirty (30) day written notice of its intention to do so mailed
to all Beneficiaries at their last address known to Trustee. If within thirty (30) days after notification to
the Beneficiaries a successor Trustee has not been appointed by mutual agreement to all Beneficiaries,
Trustee may commence an action for appropriate relief in a court of competent jurisdiction for the
appointment of a Successor Trustee, or at its option, Trustee may convey the trust estate to
Beneficiaries as their interests appear hereunder or take any other action as it may deem necessary or
appropriate in the circumstances. Not withstanding any such resignation, Trustee shall continue to
have a lien on all property constituting the Trust estate, which lien shall be senior to the respective
interests of the Beneficiaries or any Assignee thereof, for its costs, expenses, legal representation,
advances on behalf of any Beneficiary and for its reasonable compensation. Every Successor Trustee
appointed hereunder shall become fully vested with all properties constituting the trust estate and with
rights, powers, duties and obligations of the Trustee being succeeded.

APPROVED BY: APPROVED BY:

FIRST BENEFICIARY SECOND BENEFICIARY

WLN Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited Frank Moore Construction, LLC, an Arizona
liability company limited liability company

By: 2005, William L. Nugent Revocable Trust,
Managing Member

Francis P. Moore, Member

Page 11 of 12 Trust Agreement DbI Bene
<<Escrow U>>



STATE OF ARIZONA

County of n’d
On (Th’ii_( ZZ, &D I

, before me, the undersigned Notary Public, personally
appeared Williarh L. Nugent, Trustee of the 2005 William L. Nugent Revocable Trust, personally known
to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the person whose name is
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the same in his capacity
and that by his signature on the instrument the person of the entity upon behalf of which the person
acted, executed the instrument.

• WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Notary Public
My commission Expires: (o £‘ —I’l

OFFICIAL SEAL
VICKI WYATT

)NOTARY PUBLIC - State of Arizona
MOHAVE COUNTY

My Comm. Explrea June 6, 2014

County V

‘3 2x13’ , before me, the undersigned Notary Public, personally
appeared Fr1icis P. Moore, Member, personally known to me (or proved to me on the basis of
satisfactory evidence) to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that he executed the same in his capacity and that by his signature on the
instrument the person of the entity upon behalf of which the person acted, executed the instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

My commission Expires:

Executed by Trustee this

______

day of

________

Pioneer Title Agency, Inc., an Arizona corporation

STATE OF ARIZONA

Ii

OFF-ic;Aj CEAL
SARAH S I fA(JbENfl IJLft

— Sii, t ‘4’;na
Aj Gwi Lpi r.Jwe 4. 2fl1 3

2013

Veronica Murchison, Trust Officer
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Deed and Assignment of Interest

Trust No. 9289
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:

That WLN Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company hereinafter
called Assignor, for and in consideration of the sum of $10.00 in hand paid, receipt of which is
hereby acknowledged, does by these presents sell, convey, assign, transfer and set over unto
WLN Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited liablity company as First Beneficiary and Frank
Moore Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company as Second Beneficiary
hereinafter called Assignee, all of his right, interest, powers, privileges and benefits created or
reserved by that certain Trust Agreement dated January 6. 2012 being Trust No. 9289 in
the records of the Trust Department of Pioneer Title Agency Inc., an Arizona corporation wherein
said Assignor, owns 100% of the beneficial interest.

This Deed and Assignment of Interest is given and accepted with the understanding and
agreement that the Assignor herein and the Assignee herein hereby ratify, confirm, and Approve all
actions heretofore taken by the Trustee and all disbursements heretofore made by the Trustee and
is given and accepted with the understanding and agreement that the interest and the property
held under said Trust which is hereby conveyed and assigned is subject to all terms and conditions
of said Trust Agreement, including all supplements and amendments thereto and assignments
thereof, and subject to all obligations and liabilities under said Trust Agreement heretofore accrued
or hereafter arising under the terms thereof. The Assignee herein agrees to accept and be bound
by all the terms, conditions, stipulations and obligations thereof and Trustee is authorized to
substitute the Assignee herein in place of the Assignor under said Trust Agreement.

Wherever the context of this instrument so requires, words used in the masculine gender
include the feminine and neuter; the singular number includes the plural, and the plural the
singular; the word person includes a corporation, company, partnership, or association, or society
as well as a natural person.

IN WITNESS OF, the Assignor herein has hereunto set his hand and seal this 1y of -

A.jA,, 2013

WLN Qnstruction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company
By: 2006 William L. Nugent Revoc e Trust, Managing Member

By: itliam L. Nugent, Trust e Assignor)

STATE OF ARIZONA
}ss.,

County of

On this Z2ft1 day of Ifli-._f before me, the undersigned Notary Public, personally
appeared William L. Nugent, Trustee of the 2005 William L. Nuaent Revocable Trust as
Managing Member , personally known to me (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory
evidence) to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and
acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies)
and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s) or the entity upon behalf of
which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. .

WITNESS my hand and official seal. ( )
OFFICIAL SEAL Notary Public

VICKI WYATT
PUBLIC- State at AuzanI - MOHAVECOUNTY



ACCEPTANCE BY ASSIGNEE

The foregoing Deed and Assignment of Interest is hereby accepted and all of the terms
and conditions are hereby approved, and the Assignee hereby agrees to bebound by and to
comply with all of the obligations of the Trust Agreement under said Trust No. 9289 The
correct mailing address of the Assignee is as per Exhibit “A” attached hereto and made a part
hereof

Dated thisdayof /14 ,

First Beneficiary:
WLN Cgrstruction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company
By: 0 William L. Nuge t Revocabi Trust, Managing Member

By:1frVilliam L. Nugent, Trustee Agnee)

Seco/d Beneficiary:
Frank Moore Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company

Francis P. Moore, Meñiber (Assignee)

TRUSTEE’S ENDORSEMENT

The foregoing Deed and Assignment of Interest is hereby accepted, as to form, and filed in the
Trust Department of the Trustee’s offices this — day of

_______________

PIONEER TITLE AGENCY INC.

BY____________________________
Veronica Murchison (Trust Officer)

NOTE: Trustee’s endorsement hereon shall be effective only after all assignment fees and other
fees or expenses, currently due Trustee by the interest being assigned, have been paid in full.



EXHIBIT ‘A’

Assignee Addresses

First Beneficiary — WLN Construction, LLC
4653 Carmel Mountain Road #308-22 1
San Diego, CA 92130

Second Beneficiary — Frank Moore Construction, LLC
2510 Stockton Hill Road
King man, AZ 86401



To: Pioneer Title Agency, Inc., an Arizona corporation (Trustee )
Re: Trust No. 9289

The parties herein instruct Pioneer Title Agency Inc., as Trustee under
Trust 9289 to convert the existing single beneficiary trust into a double
beneficiary trust. The parties to said double beneficiary trust shall be
WLN Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company as First
Beneficiary and Frank Moore Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited
liability company as Second Beneficiary. All thirty-eight lots currently
being held in the trust shall be part of this conversion and are more
fully described on Exhibit “A” attached hereto and made a part hereof.

The double beneficiary trust shall contain the following payment.
provisions:

Sales Price: $100,000.00

Payable as follows: The entire $100,000.00 together with interest at
the rate of 7% (percent) per annum beginning April 1. 2013, shall be
all due and payable March 1, 2018.

Trustee is hereby authorized to insert the interest start date and
maturity date on the Trust Agreement after the parties have executed.
same.

The parties understand that, prior to the conversion of this trust,
written approval from the City of Kingman is required. This approval is
required due to the existing Assurance Agreement recorded April 11,
2012 at Fee No. 2012018438 in the office of the County Recorder of
Mohave County. . Frank Moore Construction, LLC, as Second
Beneficiary is aware of and agrees to the existing terms of the
Assurance Agreement.

Upon receipt of the written approval from the City of Kingman, the
double beneficiary trust shall become effective and interest shall start
to accrue in favor of WLN Construction, LLC as First Beneficiary.

The approval by the City of Kingman shall be obtained by July 1, 2013
or these instructions shall become null and void.

Date:

____________________
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Current Beneficiary:

WLN Construction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company
By: 2005 William L. Nugent Revoca le Trust, as Managing Member

By: WI jam L. Nugent, Truste I

Proposed Beneficiaries:

WLN Constriction, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company
By: 2005 \‘illiam L. Nugent Revoca le Trust, as Managing Member

By: Willi m L. Nugent, Trustee

Frank Moore Constructions, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company

By: Francis P. rioore, Member
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