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From: Chris Poirier

To: Cindy Montenegro; Donna Spicola; DSD Planning; Districtl; Mark Holden
Subject: RE: 41 Protest Zoning RI9RZ00011
Date: Friday, March 13, 2020 3:47:14 PM

Ms. Cynthia Merodias-Montenegro,

The rezoning protests for the case have triggered super-majority. It has been met.
There is no next level of protest that affects a case like super majority. It requires a 34
majority of the BOS to approve. There is no next level that could require a higher
amount of votes. Supermaijority calculations are based on number of owners and
area of ownership. To this end, if a Joe Smith sent us a protest against the rezoning
based on density, another protest of rezoning based on traffic and another protest
based on flood concerns we count that as one owner protesting the rezoning. We
include all correspondence to the record, but we are the neutral party that provides a
staff report, recommendation, and summarizes protests.

You may submit additional materials directly to the COB.

Thanks

Chris Poirier

From: Cindy Montenegro <@ccmcast.net>

Sent: Friday, March 13, 2020 3:25 PM

To: Donna Spicola <Donna.Spicofa @ pima.gov>; DSD Planning <DSDPlanning@pima.gov>; Districtl
<District1@pima.gov>; Mark Holden <Mark.Holden@pima.gov>; Chris Poirier
<Chris.Poirier@pima.gov>

Cc: Cynthia Merodias <merodias_monienegroc@comcast.net>

Subject: 41 Protest Zening R19RZ00011

o

This message and sender come from outside Pima County. If you did not expect
this message, proceed with caution. Verify the sender's identity before

perferming any action, such as clicking on & link or opening an attachment.
* Kk ok ok kK

Denna Spicola, Mark Hotden and Chris Poirier
See attached 41 Protest for Zoning, started much latter,

Itis very concerning | had 75 protest cn Flood and 83 protest on Roads with 14 within 300 feet at
the Commissioners meeting. Staff represented them as only 50 protest saying there were
duplicates. | do not understand what meant by duplicates, They were different matters and
cancerns and owner’s get a vote for each of their properties,

t also find it concerning and confusing when you post my informaticn /maps without my
explanations thereby making no sense of what | sent. Also my information is post multiple times
mzking it appear | am doing sc.



After the problems with the prior meeting | decided to secure protest on zoning to allow the
information to get to the board. Since [ am only given 3 minutes to talk | hope with the petitions |
will be allowed to represent the neighbors for each of the protest.

In looking over the agenda | see you still have not posted the 100 protest for Flood | sent 3-11-2020,
19 within 300 feet. | checked yesterday for the agendza and the agenda was not posted. Also staff
reported at the last meeting that the protest were from histeric problems, not true:

-We are still having problems with flooding

-More and more flooding on the roads

-Proposed plan has water to three of the seven properties to the west. Too much water to three
properties no water to the others thareby most likely killing their big trees/desert vegetation.
-Developer says they are not adding to flood/access problem Massingale Rd. When the neighbors
protest the additional water to them it was proposed to send all the water to Massingale Rd which
already has too much water and would limit their access.

-If water is dumped on the neighbors as proposed several already said they would block the water in
order to protect their properties possibly sending more water to Massingale Rd already a problem.
-In reviewing the approved above plan | see water that come into the top of the preperty is being
diverted to the properties to the SW which already have a problem with flooding.

-Flooding from non-maintenance of the neighboring retention ponds and weirs, with no oversite,
basically the neighbors have to get flooded and then try to locate the problem, then complain and
maybe they get help. | have checked several that are now causing problems and they need
maintenance.

Please post the attached on your Agenda site
Thank you

Cynthia Merodias-Montensgro
7445 N. Camino de Oeste
Tucson, AZ 85741

@comcast.net

Rezoning P19RZ00011 Higinic 7701 N. Camino de QOeste, tax #221-35-0640
HIGHER ZONING NOT CONSISTENT WITH THE AREA

CR-4 is higher than adjacent properties, see map Zoning. Lower zaning on three sides the
upper lot was considerably lower zoning but recently rezaned. The property is currently
zoned SR, (3.3+ acre sites) and SH, {acre+ lots), To the south and west is SH zoning, one plus
acre lots and across Camino de Oeste to the east is CR3 zoning. The property to the north that
was recently re-zoned CR-4, was SR, 1 home to 3.3 acres. This property extends half a mile
from the intersection where the heavier zoning is, it extends an additional quarter mile from



the above property. This lot cannot be developed without being part of the upper lot, due to
not having City water on 3 sides. The upper lot is a section corner. Section corners are
typically heavier zoned and road cross sections often with a stop light. The junction of Magee,
Camino de Oeste and Pima Farms does not line up; it is a confusing jog over. Camino de Oeste
does not go through to Cortaro, there is no plan to extend it or land allocated for it. The
developer is to give up 35’ of land to improve the intersection and widen Camino de Oeste,
but no road worlk is in the plans and no impact/development fees are going to this area.
There is already too much development in the area, see map Permits. This development with the
above will bring in 91 homes, and some 270 more people.

The roads in all directions from this site are used to run off flood water making maintenance of the
roads a concerns and travel across or on the reads when flooded a safety concern, see map. This
plan with the one abave will bring increase vehicles by 910 per day.

Those of us on private wells have concerns with the impact on the privete wells in the area from ali
the new development and reduction of available CAP water.

With problem with roads, traffic, flood and water allowing denser zoning in this area is poorly
planned and a safety concern to all utilizing the roads and living with in the area.



Rezening P19RZ00011 Higinio 7701
HIGHER ZONING NOT ¢

CR-4 is higher than adjacent properties, see-map Zoning. Lower zoning'on three sidesthe upper lot was considerably lower zoning bat recently
rezoned. The property is currently zoned SR, (3.34 acre. sites}and SH, (acre+ lots). To-the south and west isSH zoning, one plus acre lots and across
Caming de 0@ .m__mc._uw._:m east ﬁ,w,,WWw Noa‘zmﬁ The groperty to the north that was. recently re-zoned CR-4, was SR, 1.home to 3.3 acres. This property
ends ha eré the'heavierzoning is, it extends an additional quarter mile frorm the above property. This lot cannot
._um nm<m_cu é_n_.B t wm:_m vmic:rm upper iot ot having City wateron 3 sides. Thea upper lot is a section corner. Section cornersare
ohed-and roadcross sections omms with & stop __m_# The function of Magee, Camino de Ueste and Pima Farms does riot. line up;

; \ ﬁ.rm_‘m.mm; no U‘E,z ﬁﬂc ..mﬁxmm..a.a ,:.9. I m_,a __mi___uommwmu. *.oq it. ._.:m m m<m_wvmﬂ mm“.no

give up 35" of land to improve
goihg to this:area,.

Thete isaireadytoo much development inthea rea, see map Permits. Thig developnent with the.above wil bring in 81-homes, and some 270 more petple.

The foadsin all-ditections fram this site aré tised 16 run off flood water making maintenance of the roads 4 concerns and trave! across.oron the roads whien
fivoded a:safet ern, see map. This planwith the one above will: bring increase vehicles by 910 er day.

Those of usson private wells hisve concévié with & impact on the private wells ir the area from all the new déVelapifient and reduction of availabie CAP waier.

vroads, traffic, food and water allowin; - deniser zoning in this area is poorly planned-and a safety concern to all utilizing the roads
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Rezoning P19RZ00011 Higinio 7701 N. Camino de Oeste, tax #221-35-0640
HIGHER ZONING NOT CONSISTENT WITH THE AREA

CR-4'is higher than adjacent properties, see'map Zoning. Lower zoningon three sides the iippér lot- was'consid rably lower zoning but recently
rezonsd,. ﬁ:m__waum;e_ is __n_c_.mms:%ﬁo:mm SR, (3.3+ acre sites) and SH, (acre+ fots): Tosthe south and west is.SH: __,_”mmh ore:-plus acrejots and across
Camino de Ogste to the east is £R3 zoning, The property to the north thatas recently re<zaned CR-4, Was SR, 1 home10:3:3 acres.. This property
extends half a mile from the.intersection where the heavier zoning is, it extends an additional guarter milefromthe above property: Thi l6t 54
be developed without being partof the upper Iot, due t6 not having City water on 3 sides. The-upper lot is & sectioh corner. Section corriers aire
typically heavier zoned and: %mimﬁ@mm_.mmnzo:m__.o‘mm:_swvm‘mﬂou light. The junction of Magee, Camino de Oeste and Pima Farmsdoes not line up;

itis a confusing wﬂom.,%mn Caming deOeste does not go through to Cortaro, there is o plan to-extend it or land allocated for it. The devel operis to

1 35 of tand to improve the intersectionand widen Camiro dé Deste, but no road work is in the plans.and no impact/development fees are
‘this area.

going

Thereis:alieady too much development ihthe.area, see fyap. Perrmits. This:development with: the above Wil bringin91 homes, and soime 270 more pecple;

er making maintenance of the roadsa corcerns and travel across or on the foads when

flooded & safaty coneern; se¢ iap. This plan'with the oneabove y ring Increase vehicles by 910 per day.

iS:0iyprivate wells have concerns with

Ipact onthe private wells in the area from all the rew development and reduction of available CAP water.

With problem witt:raads, traffic, flaod.and water:allo:
and _msnm with in the area,
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than adjacenit properties, sgemap Zoning. Lower zoningon th
ﬁmNo:mn_ ._.:m uﬂ nm_ﬁ\ is n;ﬁmzﬁ No:ma SR,.(3.3% acre sites) and SH, {acre+Jots). To the south.and west is$H B:.E@ one .v_cm acre: _oﬁ m:a across
3., to the north that was ﬂmnmsnz re-zoned CR-4, was SR,

art:ofthe upper lot; n:m to 3,3.. having City water on.3'sides. The Upper |6t is a section éorner. wmﬂ_oz.neama are
Emam__q heavierzoned and ama 'cross sections-often with a stapiight. The Juniction:of Magee, Camino de Oeste and Pima Farms does ot Tine ug;
it is-a 8:4! hom OVEr-. mmESo dé Deste does not mo ﬁ:_.o:m: to nozm_.a Hrmﬂm_._m :eﬁ_m: 0 mﬁm:n_ itorland mm_onmﬁma «2 it. The am<m_cumq isto

‘With probilar with roads, traffic, flocd aad waterallowing denser zening in this area is poorly planned and a safety ¢
and living with in the area.
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Rezoning

m.mogﬁImmmzmow,wap(,z.,.nmi_soamOmmﬁmvﬁmx#m.wu-wm-ammc»,\..

HIGHER ZONING NOT CONSISTENT WHTH THE AREA N\\\ h_\.\ [
CR-4 is higher than.adjacent properties,:see map.Zening: Lower zoningon three sides the upper lot was:considerably lower zoning but recently
rezoned. The property is currently zoned SR, (3.3+ acre sites) and SH, (acre+ lots). To the south and west is SH zoning, one plus.acre lots and-across
Caminic: de Desteto the east is CR3 z6hing, The property’te the horth that was recently fe-ioned CR- -4, was SR, 1 hometa 3.3 acres. This property
extends half'a ile frof the intersection where the hieavier zoning is, it extends an ad al guarter mile fromthe above property. This lot cannot
be developed without beidg part 6fthe upper lot, due to not havirg City:water gin3'sides. The upper lot'is 4 section corner. Section corners aré
typically heavier zoned mza _,ama ¢ross sections often'with a stop __m_i The jiriction of Magee, Camino de:Qeste and Pima Farms:does fiot ling up;
it is a.confusing jog over.. Caminp de‘Geste does not:go through to Cortaro;thereis no-plan to extend:it or fand:allocated for it. The developeris to
give up 35 of land toimprove the intersection and widen Camino de Deste; but no'road work is in the plansand ma.impact/development fees are
going tothis area.

There is alfeady too.much-development in the area; see mapPermits. This developmantwith the above will bring’in 91 Fiomes, and some 270 mare peopie:

The:roads iftall directions from this site are-used to run off flodd watef making miaintenance of the roads-aconcerns and travel acrossior on the roads when
flooded a safety congern;, see map. This planwith the one:above will bring increase vehicles by 910 per day:

Thase of us on private wells have concerns with the impact onthe private wells in the area from allthe new developmentand reduction of available CAP water.

With problem with reads, traffic, flood and water allowing denser zoningin i fety concern to all utilizing the roads

and lving with in the area.

Comment




Rezoning P19RZ00011 Higinio 7701 N. i

nino de Oeste, tax #221-35-0640
HIGHER ZONTNG NOT CONSISTE

TWITH THE AREA

CR-4is higher than-adjacent properties; see mapZoning. Lower zoning on three sides the upper lot was-considerably lower zoning but recently
rezoned. The property:is currently zoned SR, (3.3% acre sites) and SH, {acre+ lots). To the south and west is §H zoning, one plus-acre lots and across
Carriino de Oaste to the sast is CR3zoning. The property to the north that was recently re-zoned CR-4, was SR, 1 home to 3.3.acres. This property
éxtends halfa mile frofthe itersection wheré the hedvier zoning is, it exténds an additional quarter mile fromthe above property. This lot cannot
be m_m&m_auma without beirig part of the upger lot; due to riot k; ring City water 63 sides. Thie upper 1otis a section corner. Section torfiers are
Eu_uﬁ_m ly:Weavier zoned and road cross sections oftern with a stop ___._.mE. The juriction of Magee, Camiiié de Qeste and Piria Farms does niot line up;
it is.confusing jog over. Camino de Osste does not.go through teiCortare, there.is no plan to extend it or land allocated for it. The developeris to
give up 35 of Jand to improve the intersection and widen Camino de Geste, but no.road wark is in the plans.and no impact/development feesare.
going tothis area.

There is already too much development in the area, see map Permits. This development with the above will bringin 81 homes, and so

The roads inall directions from this site-are-used to run off flood water making maintenance of the roadsa concerns and travel across.or on the roads when
floeded a safety:concern; see map. This plan with the one:above will bring increase vehicles by 910 per day.

Those of us on private wells have concernswith the impact onthe privatewells in the area from: all the new development and redugtion of available CAP water,

and living with in the area.
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Rezoning P19RZO0011 Higinie 7701 N. Camino: de Oeste, tax #221-35-0640
HIGHER ZONING NOT CONSISTENT WiTH THE AREA

soiith and west is SH z6ring, ohe plus.acre _oam and across
 gast is mmw Foning. :,_m propérty’. S he. :ol.: L%mw Was ﬂmnm:ﬂz re-zoned CR-4, was SR, 1 home to 3.3 dcres. ThIS property
extends half a mite-from the:intersection where the heavier zoring is, it extends an additional guarter mile from the above property. This fot cannot
be developed without being part of the upger lot, due to not having City water on 3 sides. The upper lotis a section corner. Section corners are
typically heavier zoned and road cross sections often with a stop light. ?m inction of Magee, €amino de Oeste and Piva Farms does not line up; *
it is a-confusing jog over.. Camino de Oeste does not go-through to Cortare;, thereds no plan to extend it or land.allocated for it: The developeris to
give up 35" of land to improvae the intersection ahd widen Camino de Oests, bilt no.raad work isin the plans and nio impact/development fees are
-going to this drea.

Camino: am O

‘There is already too miich development in the atea, séé map Pérmits. THis development with the above will bring in 91 hom@es, and some 270 moré people.

mx_mm maititeridnce of the roadsa coricern and travel across or on the roads when
This-plan with the one-above will bring increasevehicles by 910 per day.

The'raads inall diréctions frot this site are used to rin off Road Wate
flooded:a safety concern, see map.’

Those of us'on private weils have concerns with-the impact.on'the pfivate wells in the areafrom all the new development and reduction of available CAP water.

With problem with:roads, traffic, flood arid water allowing denser zoning in thisarea is poorly t_mszmn and a mmﬁmc\ concern to all utilizing the roads
-and living with in the area:
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ring:but recently

nap.Zaning. Lowerzoning on three:sides the upperlot was considerably lowe

_ . 2d5R,. 3.3+ acre sites) and SH; {acre+ lots). Tothe sauth and west is SH zoning; one:plus-acre lots and across
Camino de Oeste'to the east is CR3 zoning. ‘Tha property to the-north that was recently re-zoned CR-4, was SR, 1 home to 3.3 acres.. Thi: property.
extends half a mile from the intersettion where the isavier zoning i5,it extends an additional quarter mile fromthe above property. This lot cannot
be developed without being part of the upper lot, due to-riot Kaving City witeron 3-sides. The upperletis a section corner. Section corners are
“.Qﬁ._hmz,\ vmmimq ‘No:m_n.\m:n_ _ama £ross m_mnmcnﬂomm.s ”En: a m&u :w_# qrm h.”:_.‘_,_ammx,_‘% Eﬁ.mmm»nmiza deé .,_Qmw% _m.ﬂ_a___u_ﬁuﬁm Farms does ot line up;
The developer isto
Eive up wm &l mm_,_.a._ﬁo improve w:m __imamnﬂ_o,s. mg_n_ E_ams .mm 3__30 nm Ommﬁm. hut no road ia«x isin Em‘ u_m:m, and no __Eumn%&mgm_oﬁamaw_wmm_m,m_.m,
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Rezoning P19RZ00011 Higinio 7701 N. Camino de Deste, tax #221-35-0640 . L7 + - T
HIGHER ZONING NOT CONSISTENT WITH THE AREA

CR-4 is higher than adjacent properties; see map-Zoning: Lower zoning on three:sides the upper lot was considerably lower zoning but recently
rezoned. The propertyis currently-zoned SR, {3.3+ acre sites) and SH, {acre+ lots): To the south and west is-SH zoning, one plus.acre Jots and across
Camino de Oesteto the east is CR3 zoning. The propertyto theé north that was recently ré-zoned CR-4, was:SR, 1 home to 3.3 acres. This property
exténds halfa milé frofm theintersection where the heaviérzohing is, it extends ah gdditional quarter milé froni the above property. This lot:cannot
be developed without being part of the upper lot, due tonot having City water on:3 sides. The upper lot is a section corner. Section corners:are:
typically heavier zoned and road ¢ross sectionsoften with a stoplight. The junctionof Mages, Camino de Oeste and Pima Farms does ot line up;
itis a-confusing jog over. Camino de:Qeste does not go thraugh to Cortaro; there'isno plan to extend it-or tand allocated for it. The developer is to
give up 35" of land toimprove the intersectionand widen Camino de Qeste; but no road work is'in the plansand noimpact/deveiopment fees are
going to this area.

There is already too much development in the area; see map Per

mits. This development wi abave will bring in 91 homnes, and some 270 more people:

The foads in all-directions from thissite are:used'to run off flood water making maintenance ofthe roads.a concerns-and-trave! across or on the roads when
flooded a safetyconcern, see map. This plan‘withthe one above will bring increase vehicles by 910 per dayv

Those of uson private wells have concerns with the impact on the private wells in the area from all the new development.and reduction of available CAP water,

With problem with roads, traffic; flood and water allowing denser zoning.in this area is:
and living with'inthe area:

planned and a safety eoncern to all utilizing thie roads
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From: Cindy Monteneqrg

To: Donna Spicola; DSD Planning; Districtl; Chris Poirier; Mark Holden; Brian Jones; Greq Saxe; Ann Movnihan
Cc: Cynthia Merodias

Subject: FW: 88 Flood Pratest 15 within 300" (more than enough for majority vote) P19RZ00011-attachment

Date: Saturday, March 14, 2020 9:58:32 AM

Attachments: 88 signed Flood Protest 3-12-2020.pdf

LE R A A

This message and sender come from outside Pima County. If you did not expect
this message, proceed with caution. Verify the sender's identity before

performing any acticn, such as clicking on a link or cpening an attachment.
*kAhkhkkkk

Attachment 88 Flood Protest for rezoning P19RZ00011, 7701 N. Camino de Oeste, 15 protest within
300 feet. Includes those signed before the Commissioner’s meeting, but not those signed for the
Addition/Amendment to the Comprehensive zoning plan meeting.

Cindy

From: Cindy Montenegro [mailto: @comcast.net]

Sent: Friday, March 13, 2020 4:22 PM

To: 'Donna Spicola’; 'DSD Planning’; ‘Districtl’; *Mark Holden'; 'Greg Saxe'; 'Brian Jones'; 'Ann Moynihan';
'Chris Poirier’

Cc: Cynthia Merodias

Subject: 88 Flood Protest 15 within 300' (more than enough for majority vote) P19RZ00011

Donna Spic'ola
Development Services Department

Supervisor Ally Miller
Chris Poirier Planning Official, Pima County Dev Planner

Mark Holden, Principail Planner
Pima County Planning Division

Brian Jones
Floodplain Management Division Manager

Greg Saxe
Pima County Regional Flood Control District

Ann Moynihan
Civil Engineering Manager at Pima County Regional Flood Control District.

Re: Protest Flood P19RZ00011

| and other neighbors had our concerns that the upper property caused flooding filling
his property with sand he got from the retention pond, Flood does not agree that it



would cause a problem even though sand has caused problems with the retention
ponds, flooding neighbors. And Flood does not apparently believe that is what was
done. Aside from that, there are many other concerns,

We were told that the upper property, Boykin, would improve the flood problem,
possibly for the adjacent subdivision, but just the opposite to the properties on Beckey
Jo to the SW. Apparently the rule same amount of water in and out does not require
them to have in and out at the same location. Water from the top of Boykin property
that went to the upper retention pond is now planned to go to the lower retention and
neighbors pond to dump out with the aiready too much water from the Pima Farms
Development above them. More water is being directed to the SW on Beckey Jo, and
possibly on from there to Star Grass and the back of the Pima Farms Subdivision.

The proposed plan P19RZ00011, has water to three of the seven properties to the
west. Which is too much water to three properties and no water to the others, thereby
most likely killing their big trees/desert vegetation.

The developer says they are not adding to flood/access problem Massingale Rd.
When the neighbors protest the additional water to them it was proposed to send all
the water to Massingale Rd which already has too much water and would limit their
access.

If water is dumped on the neighbors as proposed several already said they would
block the water in order to protect their properties possibly sending more water to
Massingale Rd which is already a probfiem

This property is in a Critical Basin see below ordinance:

16.48.020 Balanced and critical basins—Development conditions.
https.//codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/pimacounty/latest/pimacounty_az/0-0-0-
10549

Critical drainage basins are watersheds that have been identified by the
chief engineer as unsuitable for increased development because of the
high probability of increased flooding with development and the potential
for flooding of existing improvements or property.

Why is this being allowed? Some kind of loop hole the developers are taking
advantage of? By law the neighbors shouid be protected from subdivisions dumping
more water on them and or redirecting water away from them thereby killing their
vegetation, in this case mesquite trees.

At the last meeting, Commissioners review, we were represented as protesting for
historic problems, yes we have a long history of problems which stili exist and more
SO:

We are still having problems with flooding

More and more flooding on the roads and our properties



Roads and properties are being flooded from non-maintenance of the neighboring
retention ponds and weirs, with no oversite, basically the neighbors have to get
flooded and then try to locate the problem, then complain and maybe they get help. |
have checked several retention ponds in the area and they need maintenance. Due
to complaints inspections are scheduled for the end of the month. Unfortunately
some of the HOA have extensive problems, do not know they have retention ponds to
maintain and do not have the funds to do so. Not only are neighbors and roads being
flooded but also mosquitos problems.

Water comes to this area from miles away, what other retention ponds are in need of
maintenance and causing the current flooding problem.

Need new laws for maintenance and which will take time, do not add to the problem
already overwhelming.

Please post this email and the attached on your Agenda site
Thank you

Cindy

Cynthia Merodias-Montenegro
7445 N. Camino de Oeste
Tucson, AZ 85741

@comcast.net



FLOOD:
PROTEST PETITION. AGAINST RE-ZONING # P19RZ00011 7701 N. CAMINQ DE OEST 9.77 ACRES

Duse 1o concerned with the flooding, we the undersigned protest thie re-zoning: The:County rieeds to'fix the current problems with'flooding due in part to.the 10
acras south of this property (Boykin at 7951 N. Camine de-Oeste on the NW-corner of Camino-de Oeste & Pima Farms recently approved fordevelopment and is
being developed with this property. Water from all directions flows to the, Boykin, above property. The past owner.of the above property,: filled low
aréason his property inorder to stop llooding of his propeérty and diverted corisidérably more water on to the Pima Farms Subdivision and on ?oa thereto the:
zﬂmscoa Also water was diverted around the Pima Farms subdivision an the south to flood heighbors and roads; and diverted.onto and down Pima Farms Rd

: sni: Znnm_. the amqm_.u_cam:.ﬁ of Pima’ ﬂmﬁ:m m:aa_im_c: and the. azma_o: Qn émﬁmﬂ g maﬁcm ﬂmm:_::m in: 3m_mrao_.m _dms:m no:mamamu_m _a_.agm:_m é_%

off the property.. The problem needsto be addressed before dlflowing further developrient in this area.

See attached 2006 aetial showing dift mm.h.:m, piled on-Boykin property, see photos berms neighbors have put-up to protect thei
and flood complaints on record with'the County.

Séeirdividual protest
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PROTEST PETITION AG T RE-ZONING-# P19RZ00011 7701 N. CAMINO DE OEST 9.77 ACRES

FLOOD CONCERNS
Duie‘to concerried with the flooding, |/we the uridersigned protest the re- zoning:

Wiaterhas béen diverted to-properties irithe area from other areas.and developments, The County needs to fix the current pr Yei!

due in part to'the 10 acres south of this property (Boykin) NW corner of Camino de Oeste & Pima Farms recently approved for. amcm_ov:dm:ﬁ and
heing developed with this property, Water from all directions flows intothe, Boykin, above property.

Also water was diverted around the Pima Farms subdivisioh on the south to flood neighborsand roads; and diverted onto and down Pima Farms Rd
to the north; neighbors had tobring iti dirt and pat up'berms to protect their properties: Neighbors having considerable problems with flooding of
their homes, out buildings, eréating ditches through property and washing. out roads.

Thie developer of the above property-and this property said the flow would be reduced, but thereare no stipulations in the deveiopment to reduce
the flow: The requirement is that they maintain €utrent water flow on'and off the property. The problem needs to be addressed before allowing
further development in this area.

OTHER COMMENTS

Additional to the S§utrounding argas of Pitna farms, | have experfenced mo&_?m issues nearand around ,.3<<m_.a - from the backyard to the front
vard. The brick wall Ii Hg along my vmn_éma tnextto the common areas) also-stay in a constant wetistate, Béing that | am next to the common
area, there is-also a tremendous ami c_.. ‘of moom_:m issues wheri it rains that pours right into ourmain:street causing a pile up of sand, debris'and

Bowm A great amm_ of thatfloading is-cu m :._3 3< ?o:». <ma mna H.aw 3< _m_.imnmvim _dnwm E_ﬂ_ it. 1t :mm moﬁm: Sn_.mmm_:mE worse in ﬂxm _mmﬂ

Mellissa Cordova 7952 N, fewelflower Dr “Tucson Affzona’85741 Lot #6 No

Name ADDRESS T ARE YOUR WITH IN 3007
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PROTEST PETITION AGAINST RE-ZONING # P19RZ00011.7701 N. CAMINO DE OEST 9.77 ACRES
Due to concerned with the fldoding, we the undersigned protest there- zoning: The'County needs to fix the clrrent problems with flooding:due in part to the 10
scres south of this property{Boykin) at 7951 N. Camiro:de Oeste anthe NW comerof Camino de Oeste & Pima Farms recently-approved for development and is
being developed with this property. Water from all directions:flows to tHie.above propetty. The pastewrisr ofthe above property, Boykin filled low areds on his
property-in order to stop fleoding 6f his property and diverted considerably more wateron to the Pima Fdrfis Subdivisioriand on from there to the neighbors. .
Also water was diverted around the Pima Farms subdivision on the southvto flood neighbors and roads; and diverted-onte-and down Pima Farms Rd. After the
developmantof Pima Farms.subdivision and the diversion of water by Boykin, neighbors Umm&:;rm‘,..ﬂ.:w.. considerable flsoding of their homes, out builtings,
creating ditches through property and washing out foads. The developer of the above property-and this property said the flow wouid be reduced, but there-are:
no stipulations in' the'developmentito reduge the flow. The requirerient is that 5@.«@&%&: current flow oniand.off the property. The problem needs to be
addressed before allowing further development of this property.

See attached 2006 aerial showing dirt being piled on Boykin property, see photos berms neighbors have pat up to protect their properties. See‘individual protest
and Aood complaints on record with the Coiifity.
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FLOOD
1m®4mmﬂ %m,:jaz >ﬁﬁ“ﬁ,z,m.._. ermOZ__Zm # PT9RZ00011 7701 N. CAMINO DE OEST .77 ACRES
: The Gountyeneeds to fix the current problems with flooding due in part to the 10

a._.,.mmmc ns moém ‘8 th .uo@m_,naﬁmn,\. The v%ﬂo_ésm_.,o?:m,,m_uocm u_dum_w?_ mnﬁa: fitled low areas:on his

Emc Smnm« was o_Em mm m_.oEa %m _u_:a Farms mcg ision- on the: moﬁs 5 mooa # _m:wo}.ms_a Bm%‘ msa azmnmn o:S m:a down’ _u_am mm_ﬁ_m m..._. Zuﬁmq Sm
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FLOOD A\

PROTEST PETITION AGAINST RE-ZONING # P19RZOD011 7701 N. CAMINQ DE OEST 9.77 ACRES
Due to concerned with Theflgoding, we:tha rnam_.,%mjmm test thereczaning; The €  needs to fix the current problems with fiooding die in part to the 10
acres south of thisproperty (Boy ._mw 7957 M. mm 35& ..am,...Owﬁm.aa Sm_ NN 839, of Catino .am Deste @ _u.m_.._.sm wm«.:a reca 3z< mu.uﬁe,_,m.a_u.*oﬂ development and is
being developed with this property: v, Boykin filled low
areas on his. property in.order to stop moo& oﬁ.__m v_.oum&\ and” aamnma enmamqm_u_,\ more water onto the Pima Farms m:gz_ﬂ% m:n_ on from thefé to the
rieighbors. Also'water was diverted around: %m Pima Farms.subdivision on thésouth arid divértéd onto and down Pima Farms Rd onthe north side, After the
development.of Pima s subdivision and thed ion-of water by Boykin, neighbors began having considerable floodi 5-of theirhomes, out cE_aSm.m‘.
creating ditches through Property and washing out roads,. The developer of the abbve property and this property said the mﬁiuéoc_g be reduced, but thére aré
W6 stipulations irvthe develop o reduce the flow. ._.rm requirement is that they maintain current flow on and off the propetty.. The problem needs to be
maawmmmmn before-allowing further development of this property:

d 2006 aerial showing dirt being piled on Boykin property; see photos.berms neighbors have: put. up to protect'their properties. S¢ individual protest

msa fiood complaints oh record with the County.

Name Sgnature | Address & Addresses owned in the area é_;ms “Comment
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..p_mo water was diverted around %m ﬂ_am ﬂm:jm mcua_i&o: on Em mccw% 6 mooq :m_m:_ao_.m m:n roads; mnn a_<m_.ﬁmg.os.8 and down P:..m mmﬁBm ma. .pmmn the

development of Pi

arms subdivision and the dive

sion of water by Boykin, neighbors began having considerable flooding of their homes, out buildings,

creating ditches through property and Washing oiit roads:. The developer-of the dbove property and this wuﬁmmg.,mm_m the How would be reduced, but there are

na stipulationsin the developitient to reduce the flow. The reguirement isthat they maintain current flow on and bff the propeity. The problem needsto be
adidressed befare allowing further development of this praperty:

See attay

| Name

ached 2006 aerial showing dirt being pited on Boykin property,see photos berms neighbors have put up-to protect theirproperties. See individual protest
and flood complaints on retord with the Cauinty.
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PROTEST PETITION AGAINST RE-ZONING # P19RZ0001T 7701 N. CAMINO DE OEST .77 ACRES
| FEOOD CONCERNS :
to concerned with the flooding, I/we the unidersigned protest the re- zoning:

‘Water bias been-divertadito n‘ﬁcvm_..n.,_.mw ifi the aréa from other dréag and developments. The County needs to fix the current problems with flonding
duein part to'the 10acres south of this property {Boykin) NW-¢orner of Camino'de Oeste & Pima Farms- ecently approved for development and

eing developed with this property. Water from all directions flows into the Boykin property. Boykin filled his low areason his property:and

/e water flooding the neighbors and damage their properties.

Alsowaterwasdiverted around the Pima Farms:subdivision {west of Boykin} on the south flooding neighbors and roads; and diverted ontoand
down Pima Farms Rd to the nerth: Neighbors-are having considerable problems with flooding of their homes; uit buildings, cresting ditches
through property and washing out roads. They have to.on-acontin uous-basisbring in dirt and put up berms to protect or repair their préperties..

‘Confirmed by Pima County:washes map; Pima Farms Rd, ?m.mmm,ammdm‘ Marsare washes and 4 wash runs down the-east side of Camino de Oeste
‘making it difficult o drive dowi or cross the Foads in svery.direction fromithe proposed development and a serious safety concern,

The developerof the above property and this property said the flow would be-reduced, but there-are no stipulations in the development to reduce
the fiow. The County réquirement is that they maintain éurrentwater flow onand off the property. The problem needs to be addressed before
allowing fiirther developmentin thisarea. On this.developmentithe County needs to eifher reduce the flow to:the top 10:acers of make the
__%<mwonm1n£u5 more Water to compensate for water/flood diverted off the Boykin property to the neighbors,

OTHER COMMENTS:

ADDRESS: f /

DATE

ARE YOU WITHIN 300" ADDITIONAL ADDRESSES tN THE AREA




FLOOGD
PROTEST PETITION AGAINST RE-ZONING # PIIRZ00011 770 MINO DE OEST 9.77 ACRES.

Due to concerned with the flooding, we theundersigned protést the ré- zoning: The County needs:tofic thecurrent problems with floddirig dc
acres so f this property {Boykih}at 7954'N. Caming de-Oeste on the NW corner pf Camiing ¢é.Oeste & Pima:Farms recently.approved for ¢
being; deveiaped w:th this property. Waterfrom all directions flows to the, Boykin; above property. The past:owner of the abicw property, Bo
eds O Fy I orstop ﬂc}‘i’:vdihg"af'his‘prnperty'artﬂ ‘diverted considerdbly tmord water 6n £6 fhe Pima Earms Siibdivision and-on
rted arpuhd the lea Farm5 subdivision enthe south to flood nelghbiors and roads; ivertad onte-and dow
{vigion and the diversion ofwater by-Boykin, restijth inig.conéiderab
_ taugh property:and-washingout roads. The developer-of'the-above property and th
fldw'wculd‘be reduced, Butithere are ng; &tl‘pu“iat‘ the dévelapment to.reduce the flow: The reguirement is that they maintain currentw
off the property: The problem needs to-be: addressed before allowitig further development in this area.

See attached 2006 aerial showing ditt. bemg p||ed an:Boykin property, see phatos berms neighbors have put up to protect their proparties.Sei
and flagd Fomplaints of reebid with-the. County.

Na’mfje, o :%Si'_g__r'iat,utg N ﬁd’d’ress 8 A:ddl..’_'el‘,i:'é‘égsf}pwr}'ied in the atea  Camment
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TITION AGAINST RE-ZONING # P19RZ00011 7701 N. CAMING DE QEST 9.77 ACRES
FLOOD:CONCERNS.
Dueto concerned with the flooding, I/we the undersigned protest the re- zoning: P

Watet hias been diverted to propertiesin the areafrom other:areas and developments: The County needs to fix the current problems with flooding
due in part ta the 10 acres'south of this property (Boykin) NW comerof-Camine de Oeste & Pima Farms recently approved for development and
being develsped with this praperty. Water from alf directions flows:into the Boykin property, Boykin filled his low areas.on his property and
diverted water flooding the neighbors and damage their properties.

Also waterwasdiverted around the Pima Faris subdivision (west ¢f weﬁei an the'south flsoding netghbors and reads; and diverted onto and
down Pima Farms.Bd to the north. Neighbors are having ¢onsiderable prablémis with floeding of their hontes; out buildings, creating ditehes
through property and washing outroads. They haveto on & continuous bas g in dirt and put up bermsto protect or repair their properties.

, )m_ % Eoc_m Wm reduced, but there are o mmu,:ﬁzoﬁ s ﬁ:m amem_owamﬁ_a reduce

e nocﬁwm,_,ﬁmn_m 3 .m_ﬁsm._, ..ma:nm H:m wos, to:the 8_‘.. wo ACETS or- Emwmesm
ad.off the Boykin propertyto the neighbors.

developer retain morewater ﬁc compensate for water/flood

OTHER COMMENTS:
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FLOOD
PROTEST PETITHON. AGAINST RE-ZONING:# mn_.wwmooe“: 7701 N. CAMINO DE OEST 9.77 ACRES
Due to concerned withithe flooding, we: c:ama_m:mn protest the re--zoning: The Eaunty needs to fixthe current problems with flooding due in part-to the 10
acres south of this:preperty{(Boykin)at 7851 i riode Oeste ori the NW E6tHer6f Caming de Deste'® Pima Farms recenthyapproved for devefopment and is
being developed-with this property. Water fror E__.mnqo:m flows to thevabove property: The past owner.of the above property, Boykin filled low areas on his
Edﬁm;e, in oamw to mﬁou :ooa_:m o* s_m property-and diverted Ssm_amﬂmvf more éﬂm  @h to H..__,.,m Pirna _ﬁm_«am,_mc_,_a&?._wa: and on ?oa ﬁ.:mqm tc ﬁ:m s.m_._mrga

;- neighbots vmmm: :ms:m nOsm_am_.mEm zaaa._:m.ﬁd Sm: rcamm 05 c:_a_:mm
.ofthe above property and this preperty:said the flow would be reduced, but there-are
i._m mo& Tha’ qmn:__.m_ﬂm:ﬁ is.that they maintain:current flow on and off the property. The problem needsto be

manqmmmma wm.mo«m m__aﬁ_zm E:*,mq_amsm_ou%mﬂ of thisproperty.

Atdress & Addresses owhed in the area | Within | Comment
,. | if differant. 3007
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PROTEST PE _.:Gz AGAINST RE-ZONING # PI9R200011 7701 N. CAMING: DE QEST 9.77 ACRES
FLOOD CONCERNS

Due to concerned with the flooding, I/wé the undersigned protast the re- zoning:

Water has been-diverted to propertiesinithe area from other areas and developmients. The Courrty needs to fix the n:_.nm:eﬁﬂyﬂm?m with flooding
due in partto the 10:acres south of this property {Boykin} NW corner of Camino de Oeste & Pima Farms recently approved for development and
being developed with this property. Water from all directions flows into the, Boykin, above property.

Also ém.a__.,..émw,a.E%mﬂuS::.a the Pima Farms subdivision on the solith to flood neighbots an
‘terthe north, neighbors had to bringin dirt and put up berms to protect their prsperties. Ne
their homes, out buildings, ¢reating ditches through property and washing out roads.

| roads; and diverted onto'and down Pima Farms Rd
ghbors-having considerable probléms with flaeding of

The developer 6f the above property dnd this property said the flow would be reduced, buttheré-ate no stipulations inthe developiment.to reduce
‘the flow. The requirement is that they maintain current waterfiow on and off the property. The problém needs to be addressed before sflowing
further development in this area.

owm,mﬁ,ncagmzqw

COvsoit ,2: 51

O.wlmm OWNED PROPERTIES IN THE AREA

ZE2 M. G Eangspn 1= rt-2020

NAME -ADDRESS DATE
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FLOOD
PROTEST PETITION AG: RE-ZONING # P19RZ00011 7701 N. CAMINO DE QEST 9. i

Due to eoncerned with-the flooding, we the undersigried protest the r&-zoning: The County needs to fix the cirrént problems‘with fiooding duein part to the 10
acres south of thisiproperty (Boykin} at 7951 N. Camino de Oeste on'the NW:corner of Camino de Oeste & Pima:Farms recentlyapproved fordevelopment and is.
being developed with s property. Water from-all directions flows to the, Boykin, above property. The past owner of the asbove property, Boykin filled low
areas.on his: Eoum:_\, in order to stop flooding of his propertyand diverted considerably mére water on to the Pima Farms Subdivision.and on from-there to'the
neighbors.: Alse water was diverted argand the Pinia Farms subdivision on thessauth to:floed neighbors-and anmh and diverted onto and down Pima Farms Rd
1o thie north. Affer'the development of Pima Farms subdivision and the diversion of water by: Boykin, resulting in: m_m:_coa having considerable problemgwith
flocding of theirfiomes, out buildirgs, creating ditches throtgh propeity and washing ot roads. The devéls he-ahove property and this property said the
fiaw-would be reduced, but there are no'stipulations it the development to-reduce the flow: The requirement is'that they maintain‘current water flow i shd
off the property. The problem needs to be:addressed before allowing further development in this area.

‘$ék gttached 2006:aerial showing dirt being piled-on-Boykin property; see photos berms.neighbors have put upts protect their properties. See individual protest
‘and flood complaints:on recurd with the Eounty:

| Mame Signature [ Address & Addresses owned in the-area | Within | Camment
if different. | 3007
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FLOGD b

PROTEST PETITION AGAINST RE-ZONING # ﬁu_.mmwoaon_h 01 N. CAMINO DE:OEST 9.77 ACRES
Due to-concerned with the flooding, we the undersigned protest the re- zoning. THe £ ds 1o fix the:current probléms with flooding due in part to the 10
acres south of thiss ‘property (Boykin}at 7951 N, Caminoe de Oeste 611 the NW.comer 04 Car “de Oeste & Pima Farms recently approved for developmient and is
being developed with this property. Water from all directions flows.to the, Boykin, abave property: The past owner of the above property, Baykin filled low
areas.on his'property. in‘order to stop flooding of j_m.ﬁ_.o._umnﬁm:a diverted considerably more water oncto the Pima Farms:Subdlvisionand.on-from there to the
neighbots. Alsowater wasdivérted draind the Pima Farms mtvu_sgo: on the south and diverted onto and down PimaFarmsRd on the north side. After the
development of Pima Farms subdivision and the diversion of water by in; neighbors began :mszm cansiderable flooding of their homies, out buildings,
creating ditches through property and was oiitroads, The d_m@m_a_nm_ﬂ of the above property and this property said the flow would be reduced, but there are
ne stipjulations in the devéibpnient to reduce the flow. Thereguirement is thatthey maintain‘current flow on‘and off'the property. The problem fiséds to be
addressed before allowing further development of this property.

Seeattached 2006 aerid! showing dirt being piled on. Boykin proper
and flood complaints-onvrecard with the Courity.

,-see photos berms neighb ve put up to protect their properties. See individual protest

Narme T Signiature _ [ Address & Addresses owned in the area | Within | Comment
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nmq:ma with hm:m mooo__s@ we ﬁrm m:m_m« igned nnoﬁmmﬂ the Rr Nds_:m
he area from ptherareas and developments causing considerable flooding. The County needs to fix the
; in}at 7851 §. Caminode Ommﬂ.mb: the NW corner of Camino de:Qeste &

fal, :o,_.s:m &2 Ummzm E_mn_ an woﬁcs Q.o_omnsmmm uroﬁcm berms =m_mrcoa have putup
m_.oc:a ﬁsm Pirma Farms subdivision to'south flopds-neighbors and.roads.
d“High Fiood” at the NW corner of this, Mars-and across Magee just west of

mmwscaﬁ for m qo:mam«mc_m problems with flooding of their

e n

_>ma$& msba%mmmmm o.é:mm 5 %m m:.mm, ,,5_._55 _ noa,w,m_nw .
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FLOOD

‘Due:to.concerned with-theflooding, I/we the undersigned protest the ré- zoning:
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From: Cindy Monternegrg

To: Kathryn Skinner; Donna Spicola; Mark Holden; DSD Planning; loseph Cuffari; Ana Olivares; Priscilla Molina; Chris
Poitier

Cc: Cynthia Merodias

Subject: RE: 109 Read-Traffic Protest P19RZ00011

Date: Sunday, March 15, 2020 11:27:09 PM
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Kathryn
Thank you for your response

Glad to hear there are plans to pave Camino de Qeste. The roads being utilized for drainage
accounts for their depiorable condition. While Camino de Ceste roads condition is very had, |
believe Massingale Rd is in far worse condition.

While road maintenzance issue is a concern of many of the neighbors it is not the big safety concern |
have.

One of the neighbors brought to my attention, that this preposed subdivision along with the above
subdivision and possibly the subdivision on the SE carner of Camino de Qeste and Magee already
approved will add five new access roads to the half mile stretch of Camino de Qeste. There are no
turn lanes on Camino de Oeste, the pavement is only 21 to 24 feet wide. The added congestion of
the vehicles and the left turns is a problem.

The proposed subdivision is to allocate an additional 35 feet to the roadway yet it is very concerning
that there is no safe place to walk or ride a bike along much of Camino de Qeste and Massingale.

The jog over at Camino de Oeste of Magee to Pima Farms is very confusing and difficult to
maneuver. And the jog over of Mars is a problem. There are many more accidents than what shows
up on the County records.

Massingale, Mars, Pima Farms are alf utilized to drain storm water, they are all washes. Massingale
Rd is used tc take water from the Massingale Retention Pond to the end at the Rail Road.
Massingale Rd is shown on floed maps as “High Risk Flood”. Magee west of Thornydale has the
Massingale Wash a major “High Risk Flood” wash going over the road with nothing to keep cars
from going over into the wash. There is a new subdivision on both sides of the wash but the County
did not require the developers to run the wash under the road.

And as | have said increased flooding of the roads is very concerning. | am not sure where the
increased flooding is from. Passibly from more water being directed to the roads and Massingzle
retention from upstream properties and subdivisions. Possibly from subdivisions not maintaining
their drainage systems.



Itis currently extremely dangerous without adding the 910 vehicles that these two subdivisions will
add.

Until and or unless they can solve some of the current safety concerns they do not need to put more
peaple, homes and vehicles in this area.

DENY THIS REZONING

Should they go ahead with the rezoning and development at the very least make the developer put
in a walk/bike trail. They have to give funds to a park, rather than waste funds on paving for a park
parking lot that did not need paving have them put in a bike/walk trail in the 35 foot road right away
that is just sitting there not doing anything.

Thank ycu

Cindy

Cynthia Mercdias-Montenegro
7445 N, Camino de Qeste
Tucson, AZ 85741

@comcast.net

From: Kathryn Skinner [mailto:Kathryn.Skinner@pima.gov]

Sent: Friday, March 13, 2020 3:49 PM

To: @comcast.net

Cc: Ana Olivares; Donna Spicola; Districtl; Mark Holden; DSD Planning; Priscilla Molina; Diane Garcia;

Robert Lane (DOT)
Subject: RE: 109 Road-Traffic Protest P19RZ00011

Good Afternoon Ms. Merodias-Montenegro,
As discussed during our phone conversation yesterday, | am providing you with some updated
information for Camino de Oeste and Massingale Road.

First, as requested we have pulled updated traffic counts in the vicinity of the rezoning. The diagram
beiow provides the Average Annuaf Daily Traffic (AADT) for 2019. The volumes fall within the
capacity of a 2 lane roadway.
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County. Camino de Oeste from just south of Mars Street to lvory Rose Drive will be repaved this

fiscal year, before the end of June.
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Third, Impact Fees are limited to capacity adding projects, which generally means projects that will
add a new lane to a roadway. Additionally, the roadway projects that are allowed to use impact fees
are identified in the impact fee ardinance. Here is a link to more information on the County’s Impact
Fee Program: [fwebecms. pima.gov/cms/one.aspx?

Lastly, the majority of the flooding issues that your rzised are handled by the Flood Control District. |
have forwarded your concerns regarding flooding along Massingale Road and in the general vicinity
of the project to Robert Lane the Maintenance and Operations Division Manager. Histeam isin
charge of barricading roadways, if necessary, during rain events.

Please let me know if you have additional questions.

Kathryn Skinner, P.E.

Deputy Director

Pira County Department of Transportation
201 N Stone Ave, 4™ FI

Tucson, AZ 85701

phone; (520) 724-6410

Be Counted in Census 2020

From: Cindy Montenegro <@comcast.net>

Sent; Wednesday, March 11, 2020 3:28 PM

To: Donna Spicola <Ronna.Spicola@pima.gov>; Districtl <Districtl @ pima.gov>; Mark Holden
<Mark.Holden@pima.gov>; DSD Planning <DSDPlanning@pima.goy>; Ana Olivares
<Ana.Olivares@pima.gov:>; Priscilla Molina <Priscilla,Molina@® pima.gov>

Cc: Cynthia Merodias <merodias_monienegro@cemceast.net>
Subject: 109 Road-Traffic Protest P1SRZ00011
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performing any action, such as clicking on a link or cpening an attachment.
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Please note 109 signatures in protest against rezoning of 7701 N. Camino de Oeste P19RZ00011
with regards to the roads ,traffic conditions and safety.

Many did not originally protest, they assumed the roads and floading would be addressaed with the
rezoning with the impact fees or by the builder.

There are na improvements planned or funds for improvements.
| put the protest all together to make it easier to count.

| had petitions against the addition to the comprehensive plan and | had to start all over.



I had cver 70 of these at the last meeting, | just added to them and am sending them all together.

There are 19 signatures within 300°, more than needed to meet the requirements for a super
majority vote by the Board of Supervisors, | believe we only need 10 or 11. Most are my neighbors,
acre plus lots due to they are the ones being most effected by the road conditions and flooding of
the roads. Homes east of Camino de Ceste have better access from Thornydale and less flooding of
the roads.

If someone could please contact me and discuss some of my concerns | would appreciate it.

The neighbers are very concerned and appreciative they say “thank you” “much appreciated”; “why
do they do this during the day when we work?” and they say “They aiready made up their minds”
and “They are just interested in the money”. The neighbors also ask why the County is voting for
this plan so obviously wrong. |tell them: That Jim Portner is very nice, well liked. Itis like going to
court with one side with z lot of meney and @ really great attorney. Then the little people are not
knowledgeable in rezoning, not able to hire engineers and hydrologist and are limited in time to talk.
Then they, in this case Jim gets to rebuttal us, he makes it sound like we are wrong, He says this has
already been approved. We do not get to rebuttal him. He makes it sound like this will be an
improvement. IT WILL NOT, THIS IS A BAD PLAN IN A BAD LOCATION, WITH DANGERQUS STREETS.

Cindy

Cynthia Merodias-Montenegro
7445 N. Camino de Oeste
Tucson, AZ 85741

@comcast.net



