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The City of Mesa will provide essential public services to the Mesa
Gateway area. These include fire and police protection, parks and
libraries for the area, as well as water and wastewater services.

FIRE AND POLICE

The Mesa fire department is responsible for responding to calls within
the incorporated areas of the Mesa Gateway planning area, as well

as, fire and rescue emergencies at the Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airport.
The fire department defers to the City Master Plan for strategic recom-
mendations and periodically develops service recommendations based
on 4- minute response times in order to determine existing capacity and
future needs. Response times are derived by determining demand (i.e.
call volume) and distance from the existing station. A 1.5 mile radius
between fire facilities to meet ISO and NFPA response plans must also
be maintained. There are two existing fire stations serving the area and
five that have been proposed. Four of the sites for the proposed stations
have already been purchased.

Future stations for the Mesa police department have also been planned.
Expansion of police facilities is largely dependent on population growth.
The City provides approximately 2 officers per every 1,000 residents and
bases its strategic development on population growth projections. There
are two existing police stations that serve the area: a small station at

the airport and a full-service station north of the area. A second station
at the airport has been proposed, but there are currently no significant
impediments or constraints to the police department servicing the area.

PARKS AND LIBRARIES

Target areas have been established for park and library sites. These
include areas for:

= One regional park (100 acres or greater)

» Two metro parks (50-100 acres)
* One community park (20-50 acres) and recreational center

Several small parks and a large linear park are proposed for the prov-
ing grounds area. A greenway is also shown linking activity centers and
future parks. With these target areas identified for the varying types of
parks, coordination between the appropriate developers and the City
will be more feasible as the area develops. The Southeast Area Library
has been identified as that which would serve this area.

WATER

Due to the inclusion of relatively high density housing in the area, overall
water demand is projected to be lower than what would have been
realized through a buildout of the area as envisioned in the City’s Mesa
2025 General Plan. Higher density residential requires lower water
duties than low density residential. The higher density development will
require infrastructure that responds to the fire flow requirements. There-
fore, water mains, pump stations, and reservoirs may need to be larger,
but the annual average water demand is lower. With the area requiring
17% less water by 2030, there are no significant issues or constraints

in providing water to the area. Water is available and rights have been
secured.

DRAINAGE

Regional stormwater management planning for the area has been
conducted by the Flood Control District of Maricopa County (FCDMC),
as part of the East Mesa Area Drainage Master Plan (ADMP). Any
proposed land use should take into account the infrastructure called for
in the ADMP. The regional flood management infrastructure is normally
developed and funded jointly by FCDMC and the municipal jurisdictions
and/or the development community. In general, the East Mesa ADMP
includes several regional flood control facilities that typically follow ei-



ther roadway or natural drainage alignments and will need
to be incorporated into development plans for the area.

All stormwater would eventually be conveyed to the East
Maricopa Floodway, which is approximately one mile west
of the planning area and runs from north to south toward
the Gila River Indian Community (GRIC), where it ultimate-
ly empties into the Gila River. High density land uses (such
as the urban and village centers) may require stormwater
conveyance to regional management facilities (retention
basins). Other areas can retain stormwater onsite with the
use of retention basins and drywells.

SEWER

The City of Mesa is the provider for wastewater collection
and treatment for the incorporated area of the City.

The City has three facilities to treat wastewater to
reclaimed water of suitable quality for a variety of reuse
opportunities:

= The Northwest Water Reclamation Plant, which has a
treatment capacity of 18 (MGD). The reclaimed water
from this plant is delivered to two recharge sites and
the Salt River.

= The Southeast Water Reclamation Plant, which
has an 8 MGD treatment capacity with plans
to expand to 12 MGD by 2009. The reclaimed
water from this plant is pumped to Leisure World
and Superstition Springs for golf course irrigation
or to the Greenfield Water Reclamation Plant.

» The Greenfield Water Reclamation Plant, which is a 16
MGD facility, with the City of Mesa owning 4 MGD
of the capacity. The ultimate capacity of this plant is

projected to be 52 MGD, with Mesa’s ownership
set at 24 MGD. Reclaimed water from this plant
is delivered to the Gila River Indian Community
in exchange for CAP water.

It is anticipated that the bulk of flow from the planning area
would be treated by the Greenfield Water Reclamation
Plant, which will be expanded to accommodate growth.

The City has also incorporated recharge facilities into
their wastewater treatment program. Recharge is a criti-
cal element of the City’s 100-year water supply plan for
continued development. The City’s 100-year water supply
requirements ensure that water is available to residents for
a 100-year period. To accomplish this goal, most treated
wastewater must be stored underground and is accom-
plished through recharge.
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Implementation addresses what steps or actions need to be addressed so
that this Plan has secured the necessary foundation to be carried out suc-
cessfully. In developing a plan consistent with the goals determined by the
City, the stakeholders and the public through the visioning process, this
plan presents a departure from the City’s current General Plan. Approval
of the Mesa Gateway Strategic Development Plan (MGSDP) does not
amend the General Plan. However, as the newly adopted policy direction
from the City’s Council, the MGSDP will be used to guide decision mak-
ing in the area. This plan is being referred to as a sub-area plan.

The city may decide to officially change the general plan to include the
MGSDP. This amendment would be prepared by the City of Mesa in
coordination with the property owners in the area. As an incentive for
property owners to coordinate development of their property in light of
the newly adopted land uses put forth by the Plan, it is recommended
that a Minor General Plan Amendment be required instead of a Major
General Plan Amendment for those cases that are consistent with this
plan but inconsistent with the current General Plan.

It is recommended that the city:

1. Process a minor plan amendment to modify
land use designation descriptions

2. Process a minor plan amendment to modify definitions of
Maijor Plan Amendment to make it easier to amend the
General Plan for consistency

3. Review the need for a Major plan amendment to be filed in
2009 to make the General Plan consistent with the MGSDP
and work with property owners to prepare the application

4. Consider the necessary zoning code changes needed to
implement the plan

Beyond addressing coordination and changes to the General Plan, there
are some additional steps that the City could take to realize this plan. As
mentioned earlier, build out of the area will take time. It is important that
the City remain flexible and use both the illustrative and framework plans to
accommodate change, growth and market demand as the area develops.
Along the same line, specific proposals should be interpreted in light of the
City’s economic development, affordable housing and emergent goals.

With protection of the airport having been a priority established from
the beginning of this process, careful consideration as to appropriate
development adjacent to the airport should remain a priority. This being
said, success of the growing airport will be contingent on providing uses
for the increasing passenger service.

As with any community surrounding a growing airport, noise attenuation
measures should be considered. Avigation easements are legal
documents that bar property owners and tenants from filing suit, demand
or grievance for any inverse condemnation, nuisance or other action

of any nature arising out of, or related to, noise produced by aircraft
operation on, within, or over the Airport, or within the Avigation Easement



Boundary. Currently, the City of Mesa has an avigation
easement for properties within the area of the airport and
should continue to implement these.

Other noise control practices can also be incorporated
to mitigate impacts. Design criteria that the City should
consider are:

1. Reduce sound transmission through the use of
improved building materials certified to improve
acoustic performance. Threshold sound transmission
class (STC) ratings may be specified for building
components such as doors, windows, walls, roofs.
Higher STC ratings are better capable to insulate
against sound.

2. Construction methods and installation requirements
are also specified to improve efficiencies of the
materials.

3. Encourage use of innovative materials and building
siting and design to improve acoustical properties of
facilities and buildings.

Providing adequate infrastructure to meet the demands
of growth will be necessary throughout most of this
area. Additional study will be necessary to determine
the priorities, funding mechanisms, and timing for these
improvements. Those developments ready to perform
and bring in the types of development desired for the
area should be given top priority.

The continued growth in this area, not only in Mesa, but
also in Queen Creek and Pinal County, will impact the
transportation network in this area. It is recommended
that the City of Mesa follow-up with additional trans-
portation studies in cooperation with Queen Creek,
ASU Polytechic, Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airport, Gilbert,
Maricopa County, Pinal County, and the Arizona De-

partment of Transportation to address these issues.






