CITY COUNCI™ STUDY
>ESSION MEETIN .

crr

STUDY SESSION MINUTES

TUESDAY, APRIL 13,2021,1:001 1
201 S. Cortez Street
Prescott, AZ 86303
Council Chambers

Greg Mengarelli, Mayor

Alexa Scholl. Mayor Pro Tem Cathey Rusing, Councilmember
Steve Blair, Councilman Steve Siscl a, Councilman
Phil Goode (Coyncilman Clark Tenney, Councilman

MINUTES OF THE STUDY SESSION OF THE PRESCOTT CITY COUNCIL STUDY SESSION ELD ON
APRIL 13,2021, IN THE 20! S. CORTEZ STREET PRESCOTT. AZ §6303 COUNCIL CHAMBERS.

1. CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Mengarelli called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m.

2. ROLL CALL
Greg Mengarelli Mayor
Alexa Scholl Mayor Pro Tem

Steve Blair Councilman
Phil Goode Councilman
Cathey Rusing ~ Councilmember
Steve Sischka Councilman
Clark Tenney Councilman

3. DISCUSSION

A. 2018 International Fire Code & Amendments Overview

Fire Chief Dennis Light thanked Deputy Chief Mos:  for his service to the city and announce that he w
be re ing in the next 45 days. Deputy Chief Moser came into this position as a novice on fire code



issues and got 1™ it up to speed. Staff has met frequently with industry, Cou il and YCCA  vet
the Code and he feels very comfortable with what they have.

Deputy Chief Moser provided a presentation to Council regarding the proposed Amendments to 1
Fire Code.

Why Are Changes Being Made:

* 1CC Code Cycle is Every Three Years

* City strives to adopt code every other cycle (in 6 year rotations)

* City must stay at or ahead of state code cycle — AZ DFFM currently in 2012 IFC,
anticipated movement into 2018 IFC in near future

What is the Process:

* Joint effort by city. PFD, YCCA

* Dragnet approach to amendment process — each item from team investigated and addressed

* Stakeholder Feedback — architect and designer meeting in August 2020/General YCCA membership and

contractor meeting in March 2021 (changes to riser room and bifurcation of adc  tion process jointly

decided to postpone the adoption of Wildland Fire Codes to get the best possible result)

Reviewing:
* 2018 IFC only

* Common Code Topics
* Only changes to PFD Amendments (blue text vs red text) not the entire 2( 8 IFC updates

Common Co~= T~pics:
* Sprinklers — model code require sprinklers in all residential buildings
* City of Prescott amendments revise that as follows

- R3 (includes one and two family dwellings) when greater than 5000 sq feet, when 500 ft or
more between hydrants or fire flow is not available, congregate living facilities greater than 2 people,
and greater than 2 stories

- All other model code requirements still apply

Proposed Amendme~*-:
* Chapter 2 Definitions
- Deleted means it was previo  y in amer nents and has! 1ren as an an ent

for various reasons

- Detached Building relaxes the threshold an¢ rings in line with IBC amendments for wl
a second structure is counted in the fire area

- Other changes bring definitions in line with council direction regarding sober living omes
* Chapter 3

- Prohibits lighting and/or release of sky lanterns
* Chapter 5






This item was for discussion only, no formal action will be taken.

B. 2020 Annual Water Withdrawal & Use R ort

Water Resource Project Manager Leslie Graser provided a presentation to Council regarding the
2020 nnual Water Withdrawal and Use Report.

Annual Reporting:
* Required pursuant to ARS 45-632
* |n accordance with State of Arizona Groundwater Code the Director of the D artment of Water

Resources is required to levy and collect an annual groundwater withdrawal fee from each municipality
who owns the right to withdraw the groundwater wi- nthe rescott AMA (2020 fee: $6.789.52)

2020 Sume

* Total Water Pumped - 7.512.71 acre teet

* Total Water Recharged - 5.321.64 acre fee

* Total Water Use by Customers - 6,783.01 acre teet

Supp Delivered:

*Gro dwater is 45% of total potable supply at 3.358.95 acre feet
* Recovered Surface Water is 40% at 2,981.84 acre feet

* Recovered Effluent is 15% at 1.171.92 acre feet

*Tot -7.512.71 acre feet

* Non Potable Supply Deliver was 1,659.77 acre feet

All n nicipal providers have regulation on their a »wable lost and unaccounted for water, should be
limited to no more than 10% annually based on the 4th Management Ple ( y of Prescottisat9 3%.
The state also requires a maximum for gallons per capita er day of water used to be no more than
157. the City of Prescott is at 107 gallons per capita per day so there are no issues at this time.
Pumping versus recharge and gallons per capital per day have varied over the years.

Councilman Blair commented that based on this presentation it is clear that current and past Councils
have made good decisions with the purchase of Watson and Willow Lakes that are now managed by the

city and providing recreational opportunities to our community while maintaining good water policy.

Councilmember Rusing stated that we are in the midst of a 20 year drought 1d it seems that this w
be the new norm so municipalities can’t depend o natural recharge. There is a 2200 acre foot de :it
between water pumped versus water recharged in 2020 and asked if this typical.

Ms. Graser responded that it is common to see a deficit and added that our area is ahead of the game

with regard to recharge but there will likely always be a deficit and you’ll never get everything you



pumped out back. There are ways to make the deficit smaller, lil connectii sewer etc. but will alv = 3

have one.

Councilman Sischka thanked staff for the presentation. He also commented that over the last 20 years
water levels in wells has varied but only at approximately 1 foot per year based on inform ion pro- led
to Council Subcommittee on Water [ssues.

Ms. Graser responded that the water levels in wells vary on location, but there is always fluc 1ation

in trend lines.

Mayor Mengarelli added that the city is well within the state’s allocation for pumping, and

the fluctuations are relative to the depth of the aquifer itself.

Councilman Tenney asked how our deficit was the last year in comparison to previous years.

Ms. Graser responded that we have closed the gap a bit with different management policies, ut with

not knowing what precipitation will be like that is diffict  to gauge.

Councilman Blair stated that it is always possible  go back and look at getting rid of the golf co ses
or not draining the lakes but if we do that we miss ut on a quality of life. City of Prescott is doing a
great deal to put back into the water supply.

Councilman Goode commented on the number of new connections approved so far this year and stated
that this is challenging for managing current water portfc o0 and projecting the expected demand 1 the
upcoming number of dwelling units.

Ms. Graser said that staff could provide an additional study session regarding the specifics ¢ is

to discuss current demand versus committed demand of water supply.

Mayor Pro Tem Scholl asked if it's possible that anything else has contributed to groundwater umping
than new hookups for example people remaining home and not traveling during COVID. She asked
if it might be possible to use any of the CARES funds to go toward incentive programs to aid int :se
scenarios.

Ms. Graser stated that is certainly a possibility also challenges with pipe reaks could contribute to
that. non-revenue water, etc. staff is working on gathering that data to look more specifically at some of
thos¢ 1ings.

Public Works Director Craig Dotseth added that record heat contributed to higher usage and pumping as
well, and said that the incentive program could certainly be enhanced.

City Manager Michael Lamar said that is something that staff could look into with regard to CARES









and Planning & Zoning Commission.

The A=endment:

* Does not change SUP section of the LDC

* D¢ not change requirement to obtain SUP for tower that exceed district :ight limit

* Does not remove or reduce the public notice req rements for SUP

* Does not treat single-family zoning different than multifamily zoning

* Does not change the concept of preferring to place towers on sites with other improvements

* Does not remove the requirement to screen equipment associated with the wer

* Does remove some language from current code related to "performance criteria" because the
section does not actually contain performance criteria

* Does allow cell towers in commercial and industrial zones to gain some additional height
automatically as an incentive to locate towers in these zones rather than in residential neighborhoods

* Does require some form of stealth or concealment treatment of towers in ¢  zoning districts

* Does encourage collocation of carriers on towers to reduce need for more

* Does retain requirement for any tower taller than the zoning district allowance to go through SUP
process to obtain approval

* Does include allowance for additional height to be added for colocation of another carrier pp  FCC

6409

Mayor Mengarelli thanked staft for their presentation an for the clarificatic s regarding the

code amendments.

City Attorney Jon Paladini provided comment to Council as a recap to the previous study session with
regard to what Council has control over for cell towers and what is governed federally, and e
difference between small cell vs towers. Telecommunications Act of 1996 preserves for local zo1 1g
ordinance protections. Prohibiting towers in residential areas would prohibit personal wireless se ice
and therefore be in violation of the act; cannot discriminate against applicants; must do it in a timely
manner; must provide written notice as to why to deny an application. All based on 9th Circuit Case
law, and council took an oath to uphold the laws ¢ the state and constitution. Code amendment is
legally defensible. but have to be able to articulate where in the code a particular application i s in the
tuture.

Mayor Mengarelli asked staff to also clarify the s us of a previous applica Hn.
Mr. Worley responded that an application previously sul itted has been withdrawn.

Mr. Paladini reiterated that this discussion came oft of an application from a city site and not a

private property application.

Councilman Sischka asked about the cross outs and if they are being removed because they are






responsibility for, and control over. the permitting of tower structures within the city. How will the
City ensure the telecommunication tower locations comply with FCC distance Maximum Permiss le
Exposure (MPE) requiremen ' How much effective ed power will tower instal ions be
radiating? How will the City ensure that installations are in within the FCC’s MPE guidelines for
general population/ uncontrolled exposure limits? How will the City verify compliance with FCC
guidelines? The ordinance with the proposed ame: ments does not require the company to provide
evidence of FCC compliance to the City. There is only a brief generic stater 1t (page 2, D. State and
Federal Requirements) saying the company must meet or exceed standards and regulations ¢ the FAA
and FCC. Nowhere does the ordinance address how far the cell tower or antennas should be from a
residence, in order to be in compliance with FCC regulations. The ordinance should require that t
tower structure should be far enough from an adjoining property or roadway such that no part of the
structure could fall onto the adjoining property or roadway. If a tower, or part of the tower. fallsz 1
damages a homeowner’s property for whatever reason (wind, storms or other), how will the company’s
liability for such damage be entforced in a timely manner? The proposed ordinance fails to vent the
negative visual impact such installations would have in residential areas. Regarding Section . on page
4, item 3: why is this being deleted? Regarding Section K, items 8, 9, and 21: why are these being
deleted?"

Member of the public Jenet Levy addressed Council regarding giving care and consideration to c
tower issues, feels that all protections for residential areas have been removed with these code
changes. Redundancy is a good thing and code needs to be complete.

Member of the public Rory Levy addressed Council regarding the dropping of the Yavapai H s

cell tower application being propaganda.

Mr. Worley commented that the changes recommended to Council can be n  lified and provide 1 Hut

to staff regarding any future date action.

Mr. Paladini commented that if a site closes a significant gap in coverage that can be independently

analyzed and then require any potential alternatives; additional changes cot | be made.

City Manager Michael Lamar commented that staff has presented a cleaner >cument, however,

the redundant information could be added back in “Council prefers that.

Mr. Paladini said yes they can. however. they cannot guarantee that it would meet federal

requirements, it is a shield and not a sword.

This item was for presentation only, no formal action was taken.

4. ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business to discuss, Mayor Mengarelli adj irned the meet g at 3:47

p.m.

10



ayor
ATTEST:
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\ \

SARAH M. SIEP. City Chefk

CERTIFICATION
[ hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the minutes of the Study Session

of the City Council Study Session of the City of Prescott, Arizona held on A} 113, 2021. I further certify
the meeting was duly called and held and that a quorum was present.

Dated this Z,—( day ofM' ) .2021.

& A
Sarah M. Siep, City C :j
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