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1. Roll Call 
 

Meeting was called to order by Chairman Rex at 6:02 p.m.  
 
Present: 
 
Catherine Rex, Chairman PC, Ward 5 
Thomas Sayler-Brown PC, Mayor’s Office 
Ruth Beeker PC, Ward 6 
 
Staff Members Present: 
 
Ernie Duarte, PDSD, Director 
Jim Mazzocco, PDSD, Planning Administrator 
Adam Smith, PDSD, Principal Planner 
Patricia Gehlen, PDSD, Principal Planner 
Russlyn Wells, PDSD, Principal Planner 
Mark Castro, PDSD, Lead Planner 
Belinda Flores-McCleese, PDSD, Administrative Assistant 

 
2.   Approval of Meeting Summaries, June 17, 2013 and July 1, 2013 

 
It was moved by Commissioner Sayler-Brown, duly seconded, and carried by a 
voice vote of 3-0 to approve the meeting summaries. 

 
3. Greater Infill Incentive Subdistrict (GIIS) Case Study 

 
Mr. Mazzocco provided a brief overview on the agenda items and introduced City 
staff members that would be providing a brief presentation and would be 
available to answer any questions. The additional City staff members present 
were Zelin Canchola with Tucson Department of Transportation - Traffic 
Engineering and Teresa Williams, Code Enforcement Administrator with Housing 
and Community Development.  
 
Chair Rex asked Mr. Mazzocco to read the direction from Mayor and Council 
verbatim. Mr. Mazzocco identified the following parameters for the 
Subcommittee’s work: 
 

 Give more prominence to neighborhood protection 
 Clarify the role of any formal commitments between the 

owners/developers and neighbors 
 Ensure the IID stays an incentive 
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 Provide an enhanced design review element 
 Eliminate redundancy with other overlay zones/plans in the area, as 

practical 
 Work with the Streetcar Land Use Plan consultant team to ensure 

consistency with that effort 
 
There was follow-up discussion on the District involving traffic and behavioral 
issues. Mr. Canchola, Traffic Engineer, and Mr. Duarte were present to respond 
to the questions from the subcommittee. Mr. Canchola provided information 
concerning traffic studies and neighborhood concerns about traffic. Mr. Duarte 
provided additional background information on the District and responded to 
questions regarding the review process.    
 
Commissioner Beeker asked, in reference to development requirements modified 
in excess of 25%, if there was a cap on how much the requirements could be 
modified. Mr. Smith said that the 25% was added as capturing other standards 
that were not specifically listed as an exception such as density, lot coverage, lot 
size. The purpose of the excess of 25% exception statement was to cover 
standards not listed that would otherwise be capped at 25%.  Commissioner 
Beeker requested that Mr. Smith provide in writing, other areas that could be 
modified. 
  
Ms. Williams, Code Enforcement Administrator, gave a presentation on the 
Public Nuisance Code and its effects on R-1 and R-2 zones. There was 
discussion about security management plans, the possibility of incorporating a 
behavior code into the IID, and crime free housing. 
 
No action was taken. 
 

4. Overview of Infill Incentive District (IID) 
 
Mr. Smith provided an overview of the IID, including factors that could be used to 
distinguish a minor from a major project in the GIIS if the subcommittee chooses 
to make a recommendation in this regard. Commissioner Beeker asked if the 
minor review process could become more involved in order to ensure 
neighborhood protection is addressed. Commissioner Sayler-Brown asked if 
responses to neighborhood comments are required. Staff confirmed that 
neighborhood meeting documentation does not require responses to comments. 
Commissioner Sayler-Brown requested that responses to neighborhood 
comments be made a requirement of the neighborhood meeting documentation. 
 
No action was taken. 

  
5. How can the subcommittee hold meetings which lend themselves to 

effective problem solving by the committee members and not staff?  
 
Commissioner Beeker discussed having representatives from the development 
community and neighborhood community form a stakeholders group to 
participate in the discussion of the IID revisions.  Mr. Mazzocco reminded the 
subcommittee that they (subcommittee members) are the only ones who can 
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vote. Some people to consider are; Jason Wong, Chris Gans, John Burr, Richard 
Mayer, Allyson Solomon, Rick Gonzalez, and Corky Poster. Commissioner 
Beeker asked if the subcommittee were allowed to talk about potential members 
for the stakeholders group during the scheduled field trip. Mr. Mazzocco advised 
the subcommittee that City staff will verify with the City attorney’s office. Chair 
Rex asked staff to provide information on what the projected student population 
needs are; other types of projects; and types of projects the City desires.  

  
 No action was taken. 
 
6. Future Agenda Items and Meeting Dates (including field trip dates) 

 
Future meeting dates will be September 9th and 23rd, 2013. The field trip will be 
scheduled for August 9, 2013 at 2 pm. The field trip will start from 201 North 
Stone Avenue. 
 

7. Call to the Audience 
 

Richard Mayer would be sending in comments to staff.  
 
John Burr wanted to follow-up on his comments from the last meeting. He had 
additional information and maps that showing contributing properties and overlay 
zones. His concern was that staff was not paying attention to these maps which 
have resulted in the demolishing of contributing properties. Mr. Mazzocco 
advised Mr. Burr to send the information to staff so that it could be distributed to 
the subcommittee members. 
 
No action was taken. 
 

8. Adjournment 
       

           Meeting adjourned at 7:45 PM.   
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