
SPECIAL USE APPLICATION FOR APPEAL 

NAME OF APPELLANT: 
-----------------------

ADDRESS: 
----------------------------

PHONE NUMBER: 
-------------------------

EMAJL ADDRESS: 
------------------------

NUMBER OF DOCKET APPEALED: �SU= 

DATE OF COMMISSION DECISION: 
-------------------

DATE OF APPEAL SUBMITTAL: _____ FEE PAID:$ ________ _ 

In addition to the $600 fee, the following information shall be provided before an appeal can be accepted. If

more room is needed please attach additional pages. 
1. Description of the decision being appealed. An appellant can appeal the Commission's decision for

approval or disapproval or any conditions stipulated as part of docket approval.
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2. A complete statement of all reasons why the appellant believes that the decision, or any part of the
decision was erroneous, arbitrary, capricious, or any abuse of discretion.

3. Written presentation of additional testimony & evidence. A full explanation of the additional testimony
& evidence that will be submitted with explanation of why this was not presented to the Planning
Commission.

SIGNATURE 
----------------------------
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	AME OF APPELLANT: Maureen G. McBride
	ADDRESS: 2068 N. Laurel Place, Huachuca City, AZ 85616
	PHONE NUMBER: 520.508.9928
	DATE OF COMMISSION DECISION: 09 December 2020
	DATE OF APPEAL SUBMITTAL FEE PAID: 600.00
	approval or disapproval or any conditions stipulated as part of docket approval 1: P&Z Commission decision (4-3) approving SU 20-16 (Clenera Solar South)
	undefined: 1) The letter I received from Cochise County Community Development informing of the 09 Dec 2020 Commission meeting did not include the time limit of 5 minutes to present statements for/against. (Not a criticism of Planner Robert Kirschmann who has been absolutely wonderful and helpful.) I learned of this time limit at the beginning of the meeting. I was unable to give my full statement because I was told I reached the 5-minute time limit. I was given an additional 30 seconds to conclude. I was not able to finish my concluding statement because I was told I reached the 30-second time limit. The Chairman of the meeting then commented to all participants that I was unprepared. I felt denigrated. I was prepared. Had I known about the 5-minute time limit, I would have honed my statement and practiced it to ensure I could meet the time limit. Applicant was given 10 minutes to present, 10 minutes for rebuttal, and unlimited time to engage with Commissioners in Q&A and discussion prior to the vote. Because I was not able to give my complete statement of opposition, my voice was not heard. 2) The Arizona Corporation Commission voted 4-1 last month to move forward to reduce 100% carbon emissions from regulated utilities by 2050 with targets of 50% by 2032 and 75% by 2040. This move is in opposition to Arizona voters who voted 68.6% NO to defeat Prop 127 in 2018: Voters in Cochise County voted overwhelming 78.94% NO. The Commissioners are not elected officials and therefore not accountable to voters. The four Commissioners who voted to approve did not stand with the majority voters in Arizona and Cochise County who defeated Prop 127. I earnestly and respectfully request the Cochise County Board of Supervisors hear this important appeal because the Board of Supervisors are elected officials who are accountable to the voters. 
	Commission: Please see my attached statement of opposition that I was not able to present in its entirety because of the 5-minute limitation even though I tried to speak as fast as I could. I was prepared, and I wanted to connect the dots for the Commission from the ACC to the Biden-Harris Plan to the World Economic Forum (i.e., global elites pushing for complete decarbonization via transition from power dense fossil fuels to weak/dilute, low density renewables, such as solar and wind). I wanted the Commission via my statement to understand that the ACC 4-1 vote welcomes solar/wind companies (e.g., Clenera LLC) to seek permits to construct solar/wind farms in Arizona because of the ACC's proposed renewable standards. I wanted to highlight for the Commissioners that  renewables will aid in the weakening/destruction of the United States of America as the world's leading superpower and emphasize that the defeat of Prop 127 was a clear, strong voice that Arizonans did not want renewables mandated in Arizona. I do not feel I got a fair opportunity to convey my full statement. 
		2020-12-10T12:19:10-0700
	Maureen G. McBride


	EMAIL ADDRESS: mgmcbride@gmail.com
	DOCKET NUMBER: 20-16 (Clenera Solar South)


