
 
 
 
 
 

 

COMMUNITY & CULTURAL 
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE MINUTES 

 
February 6, 2025 
 
The Community and Cultural Development Committee of the City of Mesa met in a Study Session room 
at City Hall, 20 East Main Street, on February 6, 2025, at 8:05 a.m.  
 
COMMITTEE PRESENT COMMITTEE ABSENT STAFF PRESENT 
   
Julie Spilsbury, Chairperson 
Jennifer Duff 
Scott Somers 
 

None Candace Cannistraro 
Holly Moseley 
Kelly Whittemore 

 
Chairperson Spilsbury conducted a roll call. 
 

1. Items from citizens present. 
 

The following citizens addressed the Council in opposition of the proposed amendments to the 
City of Mesa Zoning Ordinance related to Manufactured Home Parks and Subdivisions and 
Recreational Vehicle Parks and Subdivisions:  

 
• Shelly Moss-Chaney, a Mesa resident 
• Rebecca Moss, a Mesa resident 

 

The following citizens addressed the Council in support of the proposed amendments to the City 
of Mesa Zoning Ordinance related to Manufactured Home Parks and Subdivisions and 
Recreational Vehicle Parks and Subdivisions:  
 

• Mark Sullivan, a Mesa resident 
• Todd Bradley, a Mesa resident 

 
2-a. Hear a presentation, discuss, and provide recommendations on proposed amendments to the 

City of Mesa Zoning Ordinance related to Manufactured Home Parks and Subdivisions and 
Recreational Vehicle Parks and Subdivisions modifying permitted uses, types of construction, 
development standards, and other minor text amendments. 
 
Planning Director Mary Kopaskie-Brown introduced Assistant Planning Director Rachel Nettles, 
Principal Planner Cassidy Welch, Plan Examiner Supervisor Christopher Clark, and displayed a 
PowerPoint presentation. (See Attachment 1) 
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Ms. Nettles discussed the purpose of the proposed text amendments, including the 
diversification of housing types that are permitted for recreational vehicle (RV) and 
manufactured home (MH) subdivisions. (See Page 2 of Attachment 1) 
 
Ms. Nettles provided an overview on the background of MH and RV subdivisions and presented 
a map illustrating the locations of subdivisions, with a total of 11,892 lots, throughout the city. 
She distinguished the difference between RV and MH subdivisions versus parks. (See Pages 3 
and 4 of Attachment 1)  
 
In response to multiple questions from Chairperson Spilsbury, Ms. Nettles replied that a few 
developments include sections available for both leasing and ownership, and she explained the 
differences between RV parks and the various types of lots available. She mentioned that the 
proposed text amendments for a conventional build must adhere to the subdivision and building 
regulations, which will require a connection of City water and sewer.  
 
In response to a question from Chairperson Spilsbury, Ms. Nettles replied that only 3,600 of the 
approximately 12,000 RV and MH subdivision lots have direct access to City utilities. She 
emphasized that if a property owner wanted to extend services for direct access to water and 
sewer, an additional expense would be incurred to them.  
 
Ms. Nettles discussed the ranges in lot sizes for RV or MH subdivisions beginning with under 
1,000 square feet (sf) to over 3,000 sf. (See Page 5 of Attachment 1) 
 
Ms. Nettles reviewed the recommendations and regulations for the proposed amendments to 
allow dwelling units of conventional construction in RV/MH subdivisions. She noted that the 
current city code allows for additions that are built onto the actual RV or MH, such as a 
sunroom, but does not permit habitual space/living area, which the proposed amendment would 
allow. (See Pages 6 and 7 of Attachment 1) 
 
Ms. Nettles compared the text amendments in the surrounding jurisdictions to determine 
whether the recommendations are comparable to other cities. She reported that not every city 
within the valley allows for placement of an MH or RV, however, in the cities that allow them, 
conventional construction is also permitted. (See Page 8 of Attachment 1) 
 
Discussion ensued relating to the various types of builds, home insurance, aging, fire and 
building codes, safety, lot sizes and design of subdivisions, water supply, infrastructure, 
annexations, affordable housing, zoning of properties, restrictions, modifications to units, 
homeowners associations, accessory dwelling units, conventional construction, and public 
outreach. 
 
Chairperson Spilsbury thanked staff for the presentation. 

 
3. Adjournment. 
 

Without objection, the meeting adjourned at 9:18 a.m. 
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I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the minutes of the Community 
and Cultural Development Committee meeting of the City of Mesa, Arizona, held on the 6th day of 
February 2025. I further certify that the meeting was duly called and held and that a quorum was 
present. 

Ir 
(Attachments - 1) 
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