
July 1, 2024 

Re: SU24-10 Doe Ranch ALQ 

We live on S Elkhorn Rd and have watched the goings on at 3567 E Doe Ranch Rd since they bought it as a 

secondary residence. We watched them clear and burn 5 acres without permits, resulting in constant dust blowing all 

over the surrounding properties. We watched them start building, also without permits. This contributed to 

construction debris constantly blowing outside their property, never to be cleaned up by their work crew. SSVEC 

had to come out and clear insulation from the power pole on one occasion. 

Citizenserve has 7 pages of complaints concerning this property. 

I think neighbors have every reason to be concerned and skeptical about what is going on at this property, especially 

as we’re the ones who have to deal with the consequences. 

We have lots of questions and have received very few answers. The documentation I’ve been able to see via 

Citizenserve has not answered my questions and, if anything, gives rise to even more questions.  

Here are my concerns: 

ALQs are limited to a maximum of 50% of the livable square footage of the principal dwelling or 1,000 square feet, 

whichever is less. 

The “existing house at 3567 E Doe Ranch Rd” was approved by the county in 2008 and the permit was for a 25 ft x 

30 ft residential building (750 sq ft) with an 80 sq ft shed. A garage was added later.  

This special use application list the existing house as 1157 sq ft which I believe is wrong based on all the documents 

I’ve been able to find.  

ALQs shall not have a separate address or mailbox from the principal dwelling.  

The county assigned a new address to this proposed structure and when asked about it, we were told that it was 

going to be an “assisted living facility” which required the new address for 911 purposes. Why is this address (3589) 

still being used since the permit application is for Accessory Living Quarters at 3567 E Doe Ranch Rd? 

Special Use Authorization is required for: Long-term rental or lease of an ALQ separately from the primary 
residence. Use an ALQ for commercial purposes or any use other than a permitted home occupation. Any deviation 
from the development standards listed above. 

Home owner states the reason for requesting a Special Use as “We needed more rooms since our place only have 1 
bedroom. We don’t have any plan to add kitchen in this unit”.

The home owner has lead us to believe that she needs more room for guests. They have not lived at this property for 
a year.  A caretaker has recently occupied the existing dwelling. Do they plan to use this as their primary residence? 
Are they planning to rent the buildings or use them for commercial purposes? What exactly comes with approval of 
this special use?

There are too many unanswered questions about this property and the owners. Therefore, we are opposed to this 
Special Use application as a way around their disregard for zoning regulations in Cochise county. 

Sincerely,

Glenn and Gail Renell       11950 S Elkhorn Rd     Parcel # 11401097C





Stephen & Renee Kitko 

PO Box 427 

Kingsville, MD 21087 

 

July 1, 2024 

 

To: Ma%hew Taylor 

      Cochise County Development Services 

      1415 Melody Lane, Building F 

      Bisbee, AZ 85603 

 

Re: Special Use Authoriza6on Applica6on – Parcel 114-01-098D 3567 E. Doe Ranch Rd. Pearce, AZ 85625 

 

This le%er is to inform you that we are in opposi6on to the use that has been requested for the illegally 

constructed, unpermi%ed structure that was erected on the subject parcel for the following reasons: 

 

1) We have no idea how many people are planned to be housed in either the main house or the 

proposed auxiliary living quarters. We would be concerned about excess vehicular traffic, 

parking issues, noise & water use (from the community shared well that the main house is 

connected to – this would need to be addressed also as far as added water use & payment). 

Please advise how many people would be living/staying in both structures for near & long term 

use & what the nature of their business there would be. 

2) The en6re 5 acre property was cleared (also illegally) of all natural vegeta6on down to bare 

ground which resulted in sandstorms on the many windy days we have in this area. We can find 

no logic or reason for this destruc6on of natural erosion control & wildlife habitat. The loosened 

sand has blown into the mechanical area of the shared well which is within 50 feet due east of 

the subject parcel (downwind) & rendered the pressure switch inoperable – this resulted in no 

water for the other connected residents (including us) & service calls to get the switch diagnosed 

& repaired. We can only guess how long it will take for blowing sand to ruin anything else in the 

well area. We have videos of one of the sandstorms from spring of 2023 that clearly show the 

results of stripping 5 acres of desert land (https://youtu.be/yFHQMbeSTQ4 and 

https://youtu.be/TDPKH-I6cXU). As far as we know, no vegeta6on is growing back at this 

point. We have had to clean up blowing trash & construc6on debris on our property & the 

neighborhood as well. 

3) The quality of the illegal structure is ques6onable at best – part of the siding on the south side is 

warping & coming loose – some of the structure on the north side is completely gone already. So 



we cannot possibly put any trust in the rest of the construc6on. To be honest, we feel it just 

doesn’t fit in with what is there in most of the neighborhood – it is quite an eyesore. 

4) With all that has transpired on this project so far, we do not have any faith that anything going 

forward would be done legally and/or not cause addi6onal problems.   

  

Sincerely, 

Stephen & Renee Kitko 

                                                                                                                                              

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


































































