
      
NOTICE AND AGENDA 

 
HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION
WEDNESDAY
APRIL 15, 2026

 COUNCIL CHAMBERS
211 WEST ASPEN AVENUE

             4:00 P.M.

PUBLIC COMMENT PROTOCOL 
To participate in the meeting virtually use the following link: 

Join the Meeting Online 
  

The public can submit comments that may be read at the dais by a staff member to the 
Commission liaison, lclementino@flagstaffaz.gov

      

1. Call to Order 
 

NOTICE OF OPTION TO RECESS INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION
 
Pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the members of the Heritage Preservation
Commission and to the general public that, at this regular meeting, the Heritage Preservation
Commission may vote to go into executive session, which will not be open to the public, for legal
advice and discussion with the City's attorneys for legal advice on any item listed on the following
agenda, pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(3).

 

2. Roll Call
 
NOTE: One or more Commission Members may be in attendance telephonically or by other
technological means.
 
DUFFIE WESTHEIMER, CHAIR
ALEC OVERMANN, VICE CHAIR
EMILY DALE
JESSE DOMINGUEZ 

ALYCIA HAYES
JEANNE STEVENS
CAITLIN STEWART 

 

3. LAND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
 
The Heritage Preservation Commission humbly acknowledges the ancestral homelands of this
area's Indigenous nations and original stewards. These lands, still inhabited by Native descendants,
border mountains sacred to Indigenous peoples. We honor them, their legacies, their traditions, and
their continued contributions. We celebrate their past, present, and future generations who will
forever know this place as home.

 

4. Open Call to the Public 

At this time, any member of the public may address the Commission on any subject within their
jurisdiction that is not scheduled before the Commission on that day. Due to Open Meeting Laws,
the Commission cannot discuss or act on items presented during this portion of the agenda. To
address the Commission on an item that is on the agenda, please wait for the Chair to call for
Public Comment at the time the item is heard.

 

5. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
 

A. Approval of the minutes from the regular meeting on February 18, 2026. Agenda - View Meetings

https://teams.microsoft.com/l/meetup-join/19%3ameeting_NGYxNzdhMjgtYjg2MS00YzA0LWJmNGMtMGZmMDBhZTk1NmYx%40thread.v2/0?context=%7b%22Tid%22%3a%225da727b9-fb88-48b4-aa07-2a40088a046d%22%2c%22Oid%22%3a%22819389b1-2487-478a-bd59-975890cda86b%22%7d
mailto:lclementino@flagstaffaz.gov?subject=HPC Comment
https://public.destinyhosted.com/agenda_publish.cfm?id=35247&mt=ALL&get_month=2&get_year=2026&dsp=min&seq=4602


(All)
 

6. PUBLIC HEARING
 

A. Sanctuary Subdivision Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study
 PROPERTY INFORMATION:
 Address:  East of Woody Mountain Road and South of Kiltie Lane 

Assessor's Parcel Number:  112-10-005L, 112-10-005M, and 112-10-005P 
Property Owner:  Pine Valley Partners, LLC 
Applicant:  Civil Design & Engineering, Inc. 
City Staff:  Lauren Clementino, HPO

 
 REQUESTED ACTION:
 Approval of a Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study.
 
 RECOMMENDED ACTION:
 Approve the Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study, with the condition that if avoidance of the Sanctuary

Four site is not possible by the proposed project, additional mitigation subject to Heritage
Preservation Commission approval will be required. 

 

B. Hidden Haven Estates Subdivision Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study
 PROPERTY INFORMATION:
 Address:  4200 S. Lake Mary Road 

Assessor's Parcel Number:  105-05-001A, 105-05-002B, 105-05-002C, and 105-05-002D 
Property Owner:  Bostwick Enterprises 
Applicant:  Mary & Brian Bostwick 
City Staff:  Lauren Clementino, HPO

 
 REQUESTED ACTION:
 Approval of a Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study.
 
 RECOMMENDED ACTION:
 Approve the Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study.
 

7. GENERAL BUSINESS
 

A. Deputy City Clerk Georganna Staskey will provide an Open Meeting Law and Boards and
Commission training refresher. 

 STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION:
 Informational only
 

B. Historic Signs and Facades Grant Tracking - April 2026 Update
 STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION:
 Discussion only.
 

C. Updated Heritage Resources: Special Districts and Neighborhoods Map
 STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION:
 Discussion only.
 

D. Commission Outreach and Education Program Discussion
 

 STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION:



 Discussion only. 
 

8. APPROVALS
 

A. REPORTS
 

1. 114 W. Route 66 Certificate of No Effect
 Permit Number(s):  PZ-26-00025, CC-26-00069 

Address:  114 W. Route 66 
Type of Approval:  Certificate of No Effect 
Approval Date:  February 23, 2026

 

2. 123 N. San Francisco St. Certificate of No Effect
 Permit Number(s):  PZ-23-00047-03 

Address:  123 N. San Francisco St.  
Type of Approval:  Certificate of No Effect 
Approval Date:  February 23, 2026

 

3. 109 N. Leroux St. Ste. A Certificate of No Effect
 Permit Number(s):  PZ-26-00037, CC-26-00276 

Address:  109 N. Leroux St. Ste. A 
Type of Approval:  Certificate of No Effect 
Approval Date:  February 27, 2026

 

4. 814 W. Coconino Ave. Letter Report Cultural Resource Study
 Permit Number(s):  100-31-013 

Address:  814 W. Coconino Ave.  
Type of Approval:  Letter Report Cultural Resource Study 
Approval Date:  March 17, 2026

 

5. 9 N. Leroux St. Certificate of No Effect
 Permit Number(s):  PZ-26-00051 

Address:  9 N. Leroux St. 
Type of Approval:  Certificate of No Effect 
Approval Date:  March 23, 2026

 

B. CONSULTATIONS
 

1. Bulter Complete Streets Section 106 Consultation
 N/A
 

9. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS TO/FROM COMMISSION MEMBERS AND STAFF
 

10. ADJOURNMENT
 



      
CERTIFICATE OF POSTING OF NOTICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the foregoing notice was duly posted at Flagstaff City Hall on                      , at                a.m./p.m.
This notice has been posted on the City's website and can be downloaded at www.flagstaff.az.gov.

Dated this               day of                                       , 2026. 

__________________________________________ 
Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner                             

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact staff at 928-213-2611 (or 774-5281
TDD). 

Notification at least 48 hours in advance will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements.

http://www.flagstaff.az.gov


  
Heritage Preservation Commission 5. A.       
From: Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner/Heritage Preservation Officer

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: Approval of the minutes from the regular meeting on February 18, 2026. Agenda - View
Meetings (All)

STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Policy Impact:
 

Attachments
HPC minutes 2.18.26

https://public.destinyhosted.com/agenda_publish.cfm?id=35247&mt=ALL&get_month=2&get_year=2026&dsp=min&seq=4602


MINUTES 
 

HERITAGE PRESERVATION COMMISSION
WEDNESDAY
FEBRUARY 18, 2026

 COUNCIL CHAMBERS
211 WEST ASPEN AVENUE

             4:00 P.M.

 
 
        

1. Call to Order

Chair Westheimer called the meeting to order at 4:08 p.m.

NOTICE OF OPTION TO RECESS INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION
 
Pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the members of the Heritage Preservation
Commission and to the general public that, at this regular meeting, the Heritage Preservation
Commission may vote to go into executive session, which will not be open to the public, for legal advice
and discussion with the City's attorneys for legal advice on any item listed on the following agenda,
pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(3).

 

2. Roll Call
 
NOTE: One or more Commission Members may be in attendance telephonically or by other
technological means.
 
PRESENT:
DUFFIE WESTHEIMER, CHAIR
ALEC OVERMANN, VICE CHAIR
EMILY DALE-Virtual 
JESSE DOMINGUEZ -Virtual
JEANNE STEVENS-Virtual
CAITLIN STEWART-Virtual

EXCUSED:
ALYCIA HAYES

 

3. LAND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
 
The Heritage Preservation Commission humbly acknowledges the ancestral homelands of this area's
Indigenous nations and original stewards. These lands, still inhabited by Native descendants, border
mountains sacred to Indigenous peoples. We honor them, their legacies, their traditions, and their
continued contributions. We celebrate their past, present, and future generations who will forever know
this place as home.

The Land Acknowledgment was read by Commissioner Stevens. 
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4. Open Call to the Public 

Phil Scandura -- Discussed raising awareness about a project that combines two critical Flagstaff
priorities: affordable housing and historic preservation, specifically regarding the El Pueblo Motel.
David Hayward -- Shared that he made an offer to the current owner of the David Babbitt
House.He is confident they will be able to save the former Catholic school, St. Mary's.
Margaret Hangan -- From Williams, provided a brief update on some successes she's had with
her Heritage Preservation Commission along Route 66.

At this time, any member of the public may address the Commission on any subject within their
jurisdiction that is not scheduled before the Commission on that day. Due to Open Meeting Laws, the
Commission cannot discuss or act on items presented during this portion of the agenda. To address
the Commission on an item that is on the agenda, please wait for the Chair to call for Public Comment
at the time the item is heard.

 

5. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Approval of the minutes from the regular meeting on January 21, 2026. 

  

 
 Moved by Alec Overmann, seconded by Jeanne Stevens to approve the minutes from the regular

meeting on January 21, 2026, with the following corrections: include the topic discussed during public
comment and revise Chair Westheimer's comment regarding the special meeting request.

 Vote: 6 - 0 - Unanimously
 

6. GENERAL BUSINESS
 

A. Flagstaff Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) Model Plans Library and the Townsite Historic Overlay Zone 
STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Provide direction on which, if any, of the pre-approved plans in the Flagstaff ADU Model Plans Library
are likely to comply with the Townsite Design Standards and Guidelines.

Lauren Clementino (Heritage Preservation Officer), Genevieve Pearthree (Sustainability Analyst),
and Jaime Larson (Housing & Transportation Vista) gave a PowerPoint presentation. A
discussion followed, during which questions and concerns from the Commissioners' were
addressed by Lauren Clementino, Genevieve Pearthree, and Jaime Larson.

  

 

B. Proposed Brannen Historic Overlay Zone Update 
STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Discussion only.

Lauren Clementino gave a presentation and provided an update.

  

 

C. Historic Signs and Facades Grant Tracking - February 2026 Update 
STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Discussion only.

Lauren Clementino gave a presentation and provided an update.
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7. REPORTS
 

A. APPROVALS
 

1. 615 W. Birch Ave. Certificate of No Effect
 
PROPERTY INFO:

Permit Number(s):  PZ-25-00236, CC-25-03132 
Address:  615 W. Birch Ave. 
Type of Approval:  Certificate of No Effect 
Approval Date:  January 14, 2026

 
FINDINGS:
The Certificate of No Effect application was reviewed and approved by the Heritage Preservation
Officer.
 
INFORMATION:
The project proposes to install fencing and a detached shed behind the primary historic structure.
Fencing and sheds are considered minor alterations that have a limited impact in relation to the total
cultural resource. No work is proposed on the primary structure.

The primary structure was constructed in 1920 at 12 N. Hillside St. and moved to this location in
2023. It is located within the Townsite Historic Overlay Zone and is a contributor to the Flagstaff
Townsite Historic Residential District. The proposed project was determined to meet the criteria for a
Certificate of No Effect.

Lauren Clementino provided an update.

  

 

2. 224 S. Kendrick St. Certificate of No Effect
 
PROPERTY INFO:

Permit Number(s):  PZ-26-00008,  
Address:  224 S. Kendrick St. 
Type of Approval:  Certificate of No Effect 
Approval Date:  January 26, 2026

 
FINDINGS:
The Certificate of No Effect application was reviewed and approved with conditions by the Heritage
Preservation Officer.
 
INFORMATION:
The Our Lady of Guadalupe Church and convent buildings are located within the Landmark Overlay
Zone. The Our Lady of Guadalupe Church is individually listed in the National Register of Historic
Places and the church and convent buildings are contributors to the Flagstaff Southside Historic
District. This project proposes reroofing in-kind for the convent building. Reroofing in-kind is
considered a minor alteration that has a limited impact in relation to the total cultural resource and
was determined to meet the criteria for a Certificate of No Effect. However, per Ordinance 2019-29
which established the Landmark Overlay for this property, a restoration plan must be developed for
the convent and completing this requirement was added as a condition of approval. Per the
Ordinance's Section 4 (below), additional City permits for the property, unless for life/safety
purposes, may not be issued until the restoration plan is approved. The restoration plan will be
reviewed by the Heritage Preservation Commission when developed. SECTION 4.    That, within 3
years of enactment of this ordinance, the Owner shall submit to the Heritage Preservation
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Commission and receive approval for a "restoration plan" to restore the historic integrity of the former
convent on the Property and to provide for the life/safety of the public and the building's occupants.
 The submission must be reviewed by the State Historic Preservation Office prior to its preservation
to the Commission. The Heritage Preservation Commission's decision will be the only approval
required for the restoration plan and will be appealable to the Planning and Zoning Commission. In
the event that the Owner fails to obtain an approved restoration plan with the 3-year time frame, the
LO designation will remain on the property, but the owner will not receive any City permits for the
property, unless for life/safety purposes, until the restoration plan is approved.

Lauren Clementino provided an update.

 

3. 107 E. Birch Ave. Certificate of No Effect
 
PROPERTY INFO:

Permit Number(s):  PZ-26-00020 
Address:  107 E. Birch Ave.  
Type of Approval:  Certificate of No Effect 
Approval Date:  January 29, 2026

 
FINDINGS:
The Certificate of No Effect application was reviewed and approved by the Heritage Preservation
Officer.
 
INFORMATION:
This project proposes reroofing in-kind. This building has a flat roof that is not visible from the street.
Reroofing in-kind is considered a minor alteration that has a limited impact in relation to the total
cultural resource and was determined to meet the criteria for a Certificate of No Effect. This building
is a contributor to the Railroad Addition Historic District and is located within the Downtown Historic
Overlay Zone.

Lauren Clementino provided an update.

  

 

4. Two Spot Logging Train Replacement Logs Update
 
PROPERTY INFO:
N/A
 
FINDINGS:
Replacement logs were installed on the Two Spot logging train's log carrier on February 5, 2026.
 
INFORMATION:
City Beautification, Arts & Sciences Program staff and the Heritage Preservation Officer
presented Conservation Considerations for "Two Spot" Logging Train to the Heritage Preservation
Commission on September 17, 2025. Staff recommended replacing deteriorated logs on the Two
Spot's log carrier and the Commission supported this recommendation. Beautification, Arts &
Sciences Program staff have since worked to source replacement logs. Ponderosa pine logs sourced
from the U.S. Forest Service were selected. The original logs could not be replaced with the same
size due to availability constraints. The new logs measure approximately 14 to 20 feet in length,
which is shorter than the original logs. To maintain the visual integrity of the train bed, the logs were
arranged in two stacked layers to create the appearance of a full load. Logs were treated with linseed
oil and cured offsite prior to installation to reduce deterioration and extend their lifespan.

Lauren Clementino provided an update and shared photos of the newly installed logs.
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8. MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS TO/FROM COMMISSION MEMBERS

Lauren Clementino reported that someone has been reviewing city agendas and attempting to
scam recent applicants through wire transfer requests. She noted that measures have been
implemented to address and prevent this issue.
Lauren Clementino shared updated details regarding the Babbitt Building Tour, which has been
postponed until next month, March 18, 2026 at 2:30 p.m., because of inclement weather.
Commissioner Dale inquired about the potential demolition of SBS West, and Lauren
Clementino provided a response.

 

9. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 5:35 p.m.

 
SIGNATURE LINE

__________________________________________ 
CHAIRPERSON 
                                       

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need assistance to participate in this meeting,
please contact staff at 928-213-2611 (or 774-5281 TDD). 

Notification at least 48 hours in advance will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements.
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Heritage Preservation Commission 6. A.       
From: Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner/Heritage Preservation Officer

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: Sanctuary Subdivision Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study

PROPERTY INFORMATION:
Address:  East of Woody Mountain Road and South of Kiltie Lane 
Assessor's Parcel Number:  112-10-005L, 112-10-005M, and 112-10-005P 
Property Owner:  Pine Valley Partners, LLC 
Applicant:  Civil Design & Engineering, Inc. 
City Staff:  Lauren Clementino, HPO

REQUESTED ACTION:
Approval of a Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve the Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study, with the condition that if avoidance of the Sanctuary Four site
is not possible by the proposed project, additional mitigation subject to Heritage Preservation Commission
approval will be required. 

ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS:

1. Request modifications to the study and include them as conditions of approval.
2. Continue the HPC review to a date certain and ask the applicant to come back with a modified study that

meets specified conditions.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION
Pine Valley Partners, LLC proposes to develop a single-family subdivision on three parcels (112-10-005L,
112-10-005M, and 112-10-005P) located East of Woody Mountain Road and South of Kiltie Lane, totaling
201 acres. A Cultural Resource Study was required pursuant to Heritage Preservation code section 10-
30.30.050.A.2. as the project involves Undeveloped Land. A Cultural Resource Study was completed
by ETD, Inc. and submitted by Civil Design & Engineering, Inc. on behalf of Pine Valley Partners,
LLC. Appendices A and B of the attached Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study have been redacted to prevent
disclosure of confidential site information. 

The Cultural Resource Study recorded six archaeological sites (Sanctuary One - Sanctuary Six). Five sites
(Sanctuary One, Two, Three, Five, Six) are recommended ineligible for listing on the Flagstaff, Arizona, and
National Registers of Historic Places. One site (Sanctuary Four) is recommended eligible for listing on the
Flagstaff, Arizona, and National Registers of Historic Places. Avoidance of this site is recommended for the
proposed subdivision project. 

A Preliminary Plat application for the proposed subdivision is under City of Flagstaff Inter-Divison Staff
review, pending resubmittal. The Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study must be approved by the Heritage
Preservation Commission before Preliminary Plat approval by the Heritage Preservation Officer. The last
application submission demonstrated avoidance of the Sanctuary Four site. The Heritage Preservation Officer
will continue to review future submittals. 

Attachments
Cultural Resource Study Application



Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study
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Submittal Requirements 
 
An application to the Heritage Preservation Commission and Historic Preservation Officer shall contain at 
least the following information: 
 

1. Completed Application including all signatures and payment of fees. If applying for multiple types of 
HPC reviews only one fee is collected at the time of the first application for the same work. 

2. A Cultural resource study, prepared by professionals qualified in accordance with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation (36 CFR 61 Appendix A) as 
currently amended and annotated by the National Park Service. 

3. Photographs of the context, including the property, surrounding properties, and the neighborhood. 
4. Proof of ownership, or letter of authorization from the current property owner, if the applicant and 

owner are not the same. 
5. List of content which may be confidential under federal law. 
6. Any other information which the applicant feels would be helpful and/or pertinent to the request. 
7. Any other information as may be required by the Historic Preservation Officer or Heritage Preservation 

Commission to assist in the review of the requested application. 
 

Timing of Submission and Completeness Review 
The Heritage Preservation Commission meets to review applications monthly on the third Wednesday of 
the month. If you are submitting an application for review of a Phase I, Phase II, or Phase III Cultural 
Resource Study, the Community Development counter must receive your application by the submittal 
deadline posted to the Heritage Preservation program website. 
 

In order for your item to be added to an agenda, the Heritage Preservation Officer (HPO) must deem the 
application complete and the information in it correct within 5 working days. The HPO will contact 
applicants for additional information as necessary. 
 

Please also note that per the Flagstaff Zoning Code, the Heritage Preservation Officer may refer any 
application, including Letter Reports to the Commission for any reason.  If the Heritage Preservation Officer 
refers the application, you will not need to resubmit, but additional materials may be requested. 
 

If the Cultural Resource Study being submitted contains information that may be confidential under the 
National Historic Preservation Act or the Native American Grave Protection and Repatriation Act, please 
notify the HPO in advance of submitting your application for instructions on redaction(s). 
 

Approval of a Cultural Resource Study does not indicate a final approval of a demolition permit, site plans, 
building plans, permanent sign permits and other applications that will be required prior to demolition, 
modification or construction.  
 

If mitigation is approved as part of the study approval, final design of mitigation must meet all the 
requirements of the Flagstaff Zoning Code or Building Code, unless otherwise stated in Flagstaff City Code, 
Section 10-30.30 or in the requirements of the overlay zone. The Heritage Preservation Officer or 
Commission may elect to hold an application until a review by the InterDivision staff is completed and 
substantive comments have been provided to the applicant, if the mitigation proposed would require 
additional approvals by planning, building, or other city staff. 

 

We encourage you to reach out early in designing your projects so that the HPO may assist you.  
HPO contact information: Lauren Clementino, Phone: (928) 213-2633; Email: lclementino@flagstaffaz.gov 
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Description of the need for the Resource Study (i.e, demolition, alteration, grading, etc.) 
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SURVEY REPORT ABSTRACT 

Report Title: A Cultural Resources Inventory of Approximately 201 Acres for the Sanctuary 
Subdivision Project Near Flagstaff, Coconino County, Arizona 

Project Name: Sanctuary Subdivision Project 

Project Location: The area of potential effects (APE) for the project consists of a single 201-
acre block consisting of three parcels (APN 112-10-005L, 005M, & 005P), located approximately 
1.6 miles west-southwest of the I-40 / I-17 interchange near Flagstaff, Coconino County, Arizona. 
The project is located on privately managed lands in a portion of Section 31 of Township 21 
North Range 7 East (S31, T21N R7E), Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian (G&SRB&M) 
as depicted on the Flagstaff West, Arizona United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5’ series 
topographic quadrangle map. 

Project Locator UTMs: Zone 12 South (NAD 83): Block Center - E436598 N3891276 

Project Sponsor: Pine Valley Partners, LLC 

Project Number: BL-2025-11-0125 

Lead Agency: City of Flagstaff 

Other Agencies: None 

Applicable Regulations: City of Flagstaff Heritage Preservation Code (10-30.30), Arizona 
Antiquities Act of 1927 (as amended 1960, 1973, 1990) 

Funding Source: Pine Valley Partners, LLC 

Description of the Project/Undertaking: Pine Valley Partners, LLC proposes to develop a 
single-family lot subdivision on three parcels (Parcels APN 112-10-005L, 005M, & 005P) located 
on Woody Mountain Road south of Kiltie Lane, totaling 201 acres. The project is located on 
privately managed lands in north-central Arizona west-southwest of and adjacent to the city of 
Flagstaff. Since the project will require permits, it is subject to City of Flagstaff Heritage 
Preservation Code (10-30.30) review and compliance and Arizona Antiquities Act review and 
compliance. No federal nexus requiring National Historic Preservation Act Section 106 review 
has been identified for this project. Should a federal nexus be identified during future project 
permitting, additional compliance under Section 106 may be required. A 100% cultural resources 
pedestrian survey of the project area was completed. This report was completed by Principal 
Investigator Alan L. Bartholomew, MA, RPA, GIS, a Secretary of the Interior qualified 
archaeologist, with archaeologist/tribal monitor Nathan Lefthand and archaeological technician 
Ace Overmann. 

Project Area (PA) / Area of Potential Effects (APE): 
The PA/APE primarily consists of moderately to heavily timbered, gently sloping terrain from 
north to south. Sinclair Wash is a large drainage with rocky outcrops which traverses the 
southern portion of the PA/APE roughly from west to east. 

Legal Description: Portion of Section 31 of Township 21 North Range 7 East (S31, T21N 
R7E), Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian (G&SRB&M). 
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Land Jurisdiction: Private 

Total Acres: ~ 201  

Acres Surveyed: ~ 201 

Acres Not Surveyed: 0 

Consultant Firm/Organization: ETD, Inc.

Permit Number(s): Not Applicable 

Date(s) of Fieldwork: November 3 - 5, 2025 

Number of IOs Recorded: 69 

Number of Previously Recorded Sites: None  

Number of Newly Recorded Sites: Six - (Sanctuary One - Sanctuary Six) 

Eligible Sites: 1 (Sanctuary Four) 

Ineligible Sites: 5 (Sanctuary One, Two, Three, Five, Six) 

Unevaluated Sites: None 

Sites Not Relocated: None  

Comments: Cover photo is a general project area overview along the northern rim of Sinclair 
Wash looking east across the PA. 
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Site Summary Table: 
 

Site Summary Table and Recommendations for the Sanctuary Subdivision Project.  
Site Number / Name  Site Type / Temporal 

Affiliation  
FRHP/NRHP/ 
ARHP Eligibility 
Recommendation 

Project 
Recommendation 

Newly Recorded Sites (Newly Recorded November 2025)  
Sanctuary One 
110525.01 

Historic Trash Scatter Historic - Not Eligible None 

Sanctuary Two 
110525.02 

Historic Trash Scatter Historic - Not Eligible None 

Sanctuary Three / 
Sinclair Tank 
110525.03 

Historic Tank & Trash 
Scatter 

Historic - Not Eligible None 

Sanctuary Four / 
Sinclair Wash Overlook Site 
110525.04 

Prehistoric 
Rockshelter, Rock 
Walls, Hearth 

Prehistoric/Historic - 
Eligible Criteria D 

Avoidance 

Sanctuary Five / 
USFS Road 532 
110525.05 

Historic/Modern Road Historic - Not Eligible None 

Sanctuary Six / 
South Woody Mountain 
Road / USFS Road 231 
110525.06 

Historic/Modern Road Historic - Not Eligible None 

 
 
 



1 

INTRODUCTION 

Pine Valley Partners, LLC proposes to develop a single-family lot subdivision on three parcels 
(Parcels APN 112-10-005L, 005M, & 005P) located on Woody Mountain Road south of Kiltie 
Lane, totaling approximately 201 acres (Figures 1 - 3). The project is located on privately 
managed lands in north-central Arizona west-southwest of, and adjacent to, the city of Flagstaff. 
Since the project will require permits, it is subject to City of Flagstaff Heritage Preservation 
Code (10-30.30) review and compliance and Arizona Antiquities Act review and compliance. 
No federal nexus requiring National Historic Preservation Act Section 106 review has been 
identified for this project. Should a federal nexus be identified during future project permitting, 
additional compliance under Section 106 may be required. A 100% cultural resources pedestrian 
survey of the project area was completed. This report was completed by Principal Investigator 
Alan L. Bartholomew, MA, RPA, GIS, a Secretary of the Interior qualified archaeologist, with 
archaeologist/tribal monitor Nathan Lefthand and archaeological technician Ace Overmann. 

The project area is completely accessible by existing local roads, and all access and staging will 
be within the area of potential effects (APE). 

On November 2 - 5, 2025 archaeologists Alan L. Bartholomew MA RPA GIS (Principal 
Investigator, Project/Field Director), Nathan Lefthand (Archaeologist/Tribal Monitor), and Ace 
Overmann (Archaeological Technician) conducted the cultural resources pedestrian survey of the 
project area. During the 9 field-person-days spent on this survey, six previously unrecorded 
archaeological sites, and 69 isolated occurrences (IOs) of cultural material were located. 

PROJECT LOCATION 

The area of potential effects (APE) for the project consists of a single, 201 acre block consisting 
of three parcels (APN 112-10-005L, 005M, & 005P), located approximately 1.6 miles west-
southwest of the I-40 / I-17 interchange near Flagstaff, Coconino County, Arizona. The project is 
located on privately managed lands in a portion of Section 31 of Township 21 North, Range 7 
East (S31, T21N R7E), Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian (G&SRB&M) as depicted on 
the Flagstaff West, Arizona United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5’ series topographic 
quadrangle map. 

Figure 1 
General project area 

overview photo for the 
Sanctuary Subdivision 

Project. 
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Figure 2 
Project location overview map (1:24k) for the Sanctuary Subdivision Project. 
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Figure 3 
Project location map (1:8k) for the Sanctuary Subdivision Project. 
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RECORDS REVIEW 

The following resources were examined for potential cultural resources within the APE prior to 
fieldwork by Archaeologist Alan L. Bartholomew MA, RPA, GIS. 

Arizona State Land Department Parcel Viewer: 

The parcel viewer at http://www.azland.gov/webapps/parcel/ indicates that the APE is located on 
privately managed lands (Arizona State Land Department 2025).  Note that the parcel viewer 
does not accurately depict ownership for small government holdings such as rights-of-way and 
easements. 

AZSITE Cultural Resources Database: 

AZSITE is an Internet Geographic Information System (GIS) cultural resources database that is 
managed by the AZSITE Consortium (Arizona State Museum (ASM), Arizona State University 
(ASU), Museum of Northern Arizona (MNA), and Arizona State Historic Preservation Office 
[AZSHPO]).  AZSITE lists thirteen previously recorded sites and eighteen previous cultural 
resources surveys within approximately one mile of the APE as of November 1, 2025 (Figures 31 
- 32, Tables 1 - 2).

Table 1 
Previously recorded sites within approximately one mile of the APE. 

Site No. Description Cultural/Temporal 
Affiliation 

FRHP/NRHP/ 
ARHP Eligibility 

Reference 

AZ 
I:14:303(ASM)/ 
AR-03-04-03-700 

1909 Central 
Arizona System 
Railroad bed 

Euro-American Various by 
Segment 

Site Form/ 
AZSITE 

AZ I:14:343 
(ASM) 

Fort Tuthill 
Military Grounds 

Euro-American Eligible, Lefthand 1998 

AZ I:14:384 
(ASM) 

Historic trash 
scatter 

Euro-American Not Eligible Breternitz & 
Robinson 2004 

AZ I:14:419 
(ASM) 

APS NE-7 
Transmission 
Line 

Euro-American Eligible Purcell & Rowe 
2011 

AZ I:14:446 
(ASM) 

Historic trash 
scatter 

Euro-American Not Eligible Cox & Gage 2015 

AZ N:7:61 (ASM) SR89A Historic 
Prescott-Jerome 
Highway 

Euro-American Various by 
Segment 

AZSITE, Various 
by Segment 

NA18242 Hunter’s stand 
and camp 

Euro-American Unknown Stebbins 1984a 

NA18243 Log cabin 
foundation and 
Historic trash 

Euro-American Unknown Stebbins 1984b 

NA18244 Historic trash 
scatter 

Euro-American Unknown Stebbins 1984c 

NA19182 Possible structure 
and Historic trash 

Euro-American Unknown Tasho & Gratz 
1979a 

NA19183 Railroad line 
shack and 
Historic trash 

Euro-American Unknown Tasho & Gratz 
1979b 

NA21339 Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown/AZSITE 
NA21385 Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown/AZSITE 
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Table 2 
Previous cultural resources surveys within approximately one mile of the APE. 

Survey/Project No. Project Name Reference 
1967-5.ASM Materials Pit #7625, by Laurens C. Hammack Unknown/AZSITE
1978-43.ASM Flagstaff Airport - Flagstaff T.I., by Laurens C. 

Hammack 
Unknown/AZSITE 

1988-141.ASM Flagstaff Riding Club, by Richard Effland Unknown/AZSITE
1988-238.ASM US West Dewey to Flagstaff Fiber Optic Cable Project Everett et al. 1991 
1992-20.ASM Kiltie Lane Survey Purcell 1992
1993-305.ASM Flagstaff Equestrian Roxlau 1993 
1994-165.ASM C.O. Kiltie Lane Gas Line Survey Neal 1994 
2004-307.ASM ATC Flagstaff Ranch Water Tank Baker 2003 
2004-308.ASM Ponderosa Trails 109-Acre Archaeological Survey Lane & Neal 2003 
2004-756.ASM ASLD Flagstaff Survey Breternitz & 

Robinson 2004 
2009-262.ASM APS On-Call Cultural Resources Surveys Laurila et al. 2010 
2015-58.ASM Ft. Tuthill Survey Cox & Gage 2015 
2015-541.ASM Camryn Pines Archaeological Survey Edwards et al. 2013 
2016-264.ASM ASFD Flagstaff and Kingman Surveys Cureton et al. 2016 
2017-206.ASM Fort Tuthill Bike Park Archaeological Survey Edwards et al. 2017 
2019-175.ASM Mt. Dell-Sinclair Wash DCR Project Archaeological 

Inventory 
Brown et al. 2019 

2022-450.ASM Airport Road TI UP - Structure No. 632 Veysey 2022 
P-A75-123A.MNA Woody Mountain Booster Station Etchieson 1974 

USFS - Coconino National Forest (USFS - CNF) Database: 

On February 18, 2026, Rebekah Sease, Assistant Forest Archaeologist for the Coconino National 
Forest Supervisor's Office, confirmed via email correspondence with ETD, Inc. that a review of 
the CNF cultural resource database revealed no recorded archaeological sites within the project 
parcels. The project is located on privately managed lands and is not currently CNF managed.

General Land Office (GLO) Survey Plats: 

Table 3 lists the historical GLO plat maps on file with the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
which encompass the records review area and describes historical cultural features shown on the 
plat within the review area (BLM 2025). No features were depicted on the 1879 GLO map, 
however, several Land Patents were filed within the PA/APE between 1904 and 1906, though no 
further information could be obtained. 

Table 3 
Cultural features depicted on historical GLO plat maps covering the records review area. Township GLO Plat No. Date Cultural Features Within APE 

T21N R7E DM 187935 2/3/1879 None 

USGS Historical Topographic Maps: 

Twenty-two historical USGS topographic maps encompass the current project area (USGS 2025). 
Table 4 lists the historical (50+ years old) maps from the USGS website (https://store.usgs.gov/) 
which intersect the APE. 

Several of the later (post 1951) Historic topographic maps depict USFS Road 231 (South Woody 
Mountain Road), USFS Road 532, and Sinclair Tank. The segment of USFS Road 532 within the 
current PA was designated Sanctuary Site Five, and the segment of USFS Road 231/South 
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Woody Mountain Road within the current PA was designated Sanctuary Site Six.  All of the 
Historic roads in the PA have been widened, upgraded, repaired, and maintained, which has 
significantly altered their original form, and none of the roads are recommended eligible for 
listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ARHP under any criteria.  
 

Table 4 
Cultural features depicted on historical USGS topographic maps. 

Map Name Map Scale Date Cultural Features 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1886 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1894 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1900 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1905 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1909 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1911 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1922 Nothing 
Flagstaff, ARIZ. 1:125k 1908 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1912 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1929 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1939 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1946 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1948 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1951 USFS Roads 231 & 532 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1958 USFS Roads 231 & 532 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1960 USFS Roads 231 & 532 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1962 USFS Roads 231 & 532 
Flagstaff West, ARIZ.  1:24k 1965` USFS Roads 231 & 532, 

Sinclair Tank 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1966 USFS Roads 231 & 532 
Flagstaff West, ARIZ.  1:24k 1973` USFS Roads 231 & 532, 

Sinclair Tank 
Flagstaff West, ARIZ.  1:24k 1983` USFS Roads 231 & 532, 

Sinclair Tank 
Flagstaff West, ARIZ.  1:100k 1973` USFS Roads 231 & 532 

 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP/ARHP) Databases: 
 
Review of NRHP/ARHP properties reveals that there are no listed properties within the APE 
(National Park Service 2025).  The nearest listed property is the Arizona SP Fort Tuthill Historic 
District located approximately one mile south of the APE.   
 
Arizona Department of Water Resources (ADWR) Well Registry: 
 
Registered historical (50+ years old) wells in the records review area are indicated in the 
https://gisweb.azwater.gov/WellRegistry/SearchWellReg.aspx ADWR well registry search web 
site (Arizona Department of Water Resources 2025).  No historic wells intersect the APE. 

 
PROJECT - WIDE DISTURBANCES 

 
The entire PA has been heavily impacted during the Historic period.  There are numerous old 
roads and campsites which have recently been blocked off, though none of these roads appear on 
Historic maps with the exception of USFS Roads 231 & 532 (discussed in more detail below).  
There is ample evidence of this area being heavily utilized as a camping/recreation/party area 
with numerous Historic/modern party hearths and associated trash observed across the entire PA.  

https://gisweb.azwater.gov/WellRegistry/SearchWellReg.aspx
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The vast majority of the trash encountered was post approximately 1970 AD and was not 
recorded.  
 
Additionally, the entire PA has experienced logging or recreational fuel wood cutting throughout 
the Historic period.  Numerous axe-cut and saw-cut stumps were encountered across the entire 
PA which likely range in date from the 1880’s to the present day.  Several of the larger stumps 
were cut at hip height or higher, suggesting they may have been cut in the winter months when 
snow was on the ground at some depth.    
 
Finally, there is ample evidence of large earthmoving machines active within the PA throughout 
the Historic period.  There are numerous bulldozer pushes, dump piles, and gouges within the 
terrain across the entire PA. Nearly every stone larger than a standard microwave oven exhibits 
signs of displacement from their original localities, and many have been piled or aligned for 
unknown purposes (example Figure 4).     
 

 
Figure 4 

Example of large out-of-place boulder and bulldozer cut at the Sanctuary Subdivision Project. 
 

PHYSIOGRAPHIC CONTEXT 
 

The APE is located within Coconino County, Arizona in the north-central portion of the state in 
the transition zone between the ‘Basin and Range’, and ‘Colorado Plateau’ physiographic 
provinces.  The entire APE is located within Madrean Upper Montane Conifer-Oak Forest and 
Woodland (HABIMAP Arizona Department of Game and Fish 2025).   
   
The majority of the project area (with the exception of the southeastern corner) is located within 
Holocene to middle Pliocene basaltic rocks consisting of “mostly dark-colored basaltic lava and 
cinders young enough that some original volcanic landforms are still apparent. Includes a small 
amount of andesite, dacite, and rhyolite. Rocks of this map unit are largely restricted to six areas 
widely distributed in Arizona: San Francisco and Uinkaret volcanic fields in northern Arizona (0 - 
4 Ma); Springerville (0 - 4 Ma) and San Carlos (0 - 2 Ma) volcanic fields in east-central Arizona; 
and San Bernardino (0 - 1 Ma) and Sentinel (1 - 4 Ma) volcanic fields in southern Arizona. Rocks 
of this unit are also present in the extreme southwestern part of Arizona where they were erupted 
at the edge of the Pinacate volcanic field (0 - 2 Ma) in northwestern Sonora. (0 - 4 Ma) (USGS 
2025).” 
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The southeastern corner of the PA is located within Permian sedimentary rocks consisting of 
“gray to tan, cherty limestone of Kaibab and Toroweap Formations, and underlying white to tan, 
fine-grained Coconino Sandstone. Limestone was deposited in a shallow sea, and sandstone was 
deposited in near-shore dunes and beach settings. (270 - 280 Ma) (USGS 2025).” 
 
Observed natural vegetation primarily consists of Ponderosa and Oak forest with associated 
understory shrubs and grasses.  Observed edible species include blackberry, raspberry, prickly 
pear cacti, yarrow, and yucca.  Observed species include various small songbirds, crows/ravens, 
Stellar Jay, squirrels, rabbits, and a large herd of deer.  Elk sign was abundant across the PA 
though none were observed.  

 
CULTURE HISTORY 

 
Similar to surrounding regions, the culture history of north central Arizona can be roughly 
divided into broad periods.  The number of periods varies depending upon the researcher but for 
the purposes of this synthesis four will suffice - Paleoindian (Circa ~12,500 - 9,000 BP), Archaic 
(Circa ~ 9,000 - 2,000 BP), Ceramic (Circa ~2,000 - 500 BP), and the Ethnohistoric/Historic 
Period (Circa ~500 - 50 BP).  These periods loosely represent similar ways of life for the people 
who lived during them and are loosely separated by technology or major events.  For instance, 
one of the major differences between the Paleoindian and Archaic periods is the advent of ground 
stone (or at least an appreciable increase in the use of it).  Paleoindians were also highly mobile 
hunter gatherers living in small groups, whereas the Archaic people became somewhat more 
sedentary, lived in larger groups, and eventually developed agriculture. 
 
These periods can be further broken down into numerous subperiods and phases which vary 
widely by region or even from valley to valley.  It is not the purpose of this synthesis to provide 
extreme detail into all the possible subperiods or phases but instead to provide a general overview 
of the prehistory and history of the vicinity of the project area. The culture history of north-
central Arizona has been divided into four primary eras that very broadly equate with changing 
human adaptations. The following sections present a brief overview of these periods as they 
are currently understood. 
 
Paleoindian Period (Circa ~ 12,500 - 9,000 BP) 
 
The Paleoindian Period is characterized by small, highly mobile hunter-gatherer groups.  These 
groups primarily hunted large, now-extinct Pleistocene megafauna and collected native plants.  
Projectile points from this period are highly diagnostic, generally large, and lanceolate in shape, 
and sometimes fluted, as in the case of Clovis and Folsom points (which are the two oldest point 
styles in the New World).  The method of delivery for the projectile points was the atlatl which 
had been developed at least by the Upper Paleolithic Period in Europe (The World Atlatl 
Association 2018).  Clovis and Folsom cultures are both present in Arizona and the Flagstaff 
region.   
 
Archaic Period (Circa ~ 9,000 - 2,000 BP) 
 
The extinction of Pleistocene megafauna is one factor contributing to a marked shift in 
technological organization at the end of the Paleoindian Period launching the transition into the 
Archaic Period.  The depletion of megafauna (either environmentally or culturally) led to 
decreased mobility, increased group size, and a heavier reliance on native plant foods and smaller 
game.   In fact, this heavy reliance on plant foods led to the advent of agriculture at the end of the 
Archaic Period.  A heavy reliance on plant foods also led to an increase in the use of (or advent 
of) ground stone (primarily in the form of manos and metates).  Other technological innovations 
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include a reduction in the size of projectile points, and a wide variety of regional projectile point 
styles. 

 
Another hallmark of the Archaic period is the advent of large roasting pits. These roasting pits 
were utilized to process plant materials such as Agave hearts but were likely also utilized for 
processing meats and even firing ceramics during the latter portion of the period. They are 
widespread, diverse in size and shape, and offer a wealth of radiocarbon, palynological and 
phytolith data. 

Archaic Period sites in the Flagstaff area are sparse but present in sufficient numbers to suggest a 
permanent residency of the area. 

Ceramic Period (Circa ~ 2,000 - 500 BP) 
 

The primary hallmark of the transition between Archaic and Ceramic periods is the near complete 
reliance upon agriculture and a sedentary lifeway. People are no longer mobile hunter-gatherers 
and rely solely on agriculture and local plants and wild game for subsistence. Large, permanent 
villages & pueblos, and other permanent structures appear during this transition and allow for 
craft specialization. Ceramics were present during the Archaic Period, however, as the name 
suggests, the Ceramic Period exhibits an explosion in ceramic technologies. Numerous ceramic 
types exhibiting diverse construction methods, materials, and firing technologies appear 
throughout the region and the southwest in general. 

The region of north-central Arizona was the home to a prehistoric culture we now know as the 
Sinagua, named after the original Spanish name for the San Francisco Mountains, the ‘Sierra Sin 
Agua’. The Sinagua culture is further divided into the Northern and Southern Sinagua, with the 
Northern Sinagua occupying the area around Flagstaff, and the Southern Sinagua occupying the 
Verde Valley. The project area is around Flagstaff and, therefore, the cultural history that 
concerns us is the Northern Sinagua. 

 
The Sinagua’s geographical location, in the center of the state, is a cultural junction of Arizona’s 
larger and better known Prehistoric people (Anasazi, Hohokam, Mogollon and Patayan). This 
allows for cultural “borrowing” by the Sinagua from these other cultures, including pit house 
styles from the Mogollon and ceramic technique from the Anasazi and Hohokam. The Northern 
Sinagua’s history lasted approximately 800 years and is subdivided into seven phases. 

The Cinder Park Phase (AD ~ 600 - AD 825) marks the beginning of the Northern Sinagua’s 
cultural heritage. During this initial phase, the population of the region was low with people 
living in small communities of five to ten houses. The Sinaguan pit houses are what 
archaeologists refer to as “true” pit houses, where the wall of the pit forms the walls of the house. 
Usually, four posts were set in the ground around the pit to support the roof (Reid and Whittlesley 
1997). These pit houses were similar enough in structure to Mogollon pit houses to infer that the 
Northern Sinagua had some ties to the Mogollon of the mountains of eastern Arizona. Pottery 
from other areas of Arizona is also found with Sinagua sites, indicating close ties with other 
cultures. 

The Sunset Phase (AD ~ 825 - AD 1000) and the Rio de Flag Phase (AD ~1000 - AD 1064) 
follow the Cinder Park Phase. The Sunset phase saw an increase in population, but little change in 
material culture. Settlements became larger and new areas of the land, mainly along washes, were 
farmed. They would build check dams to channel the water to their fields. Near these fields, the 
Sinagua built single-room farmhouses where they spent much of their time during harvest season. 
After the season was over, the farmers would take their harvest back to the village. In AD 1064 
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there was an abrupt change in the lifestyles of the Sinagua with the eruption of Sunset Crater 
Volcano. This eruption left an area of 15 square miles buried in ash with some debris landing as 
far away as Kansas (Reid and Whittlesley 1997). This terrifying event caused the dispersal of the 
people around Flagstaff to seek homes elsewhere. Subsequent eruptions in the years to follow 
prevented people from immediately resettling the area. Lack of rain during this period probably 
affected where the Sinagua were to settle, closer to established waterways like Rio de Flag, 
Schultz Creek, and Elden Spring. 

When Sunset Crater stopped erupting and the drought ended, different peoples from around 
Arizona began settling in the area around Flagstaff. Specifically, the Hohokam from the southern 
deserts began to settle near Flagstaff. This marked the Winona and Padre phases (AD ~ 1070 - 
AD 1150). The evidence of a strong Hohokam presence is found in the style of pit houses, 
ceramics, and most importantly - ball courts, which were distinctly Hohokam. The Padre Phase 
incorporated Anasazi and native Sinagua characteristics as well as Hohokam. The Anasazi 
brought masonry work to use in the building of pit houses. The pit houses were no longer just pits 
dug in the ground with a roof but were lined with stonework. A ventilator was also built into the 
structure, allowing for air circulation. This was a Sinagua contribution. The roof was distinctly of 
Hohokam construction (Reid and Whittlesley 1997). 

 
The Elden Phase (AD ~ 1150 - AD 1220) characterizes the height of the Sinagua culture. There 
was a large population boom resulting in the construction of some of the finer pueblos in Arizona. 
The largest and most spectacular of these can be seen near Flagstaff at Walnut Canyon and 
Wupatki National Monument. At these sites, as many as 300 rooms can be found under cliff 
overhangs, and more dwellings, farmhouses, and agricultural features can be found at the rim of 
the canyon. Many archaeologists attribute this expansion to the different cultures that came 
together following the Sunset Crater eruption. However, the great drought of the Colorado 
Plateau that lasted 50 years from 1250 to 1300 brought the prosperity of this period to an end 
(Reid and Whittlesy 1997). 

The final phases of Sinagua culture include the Turkey Hill Phase (circa AD ~ 1220 - AD 1300), 
and the Clear Creek Phase (circa AD ~1300 - AD 1450). Population began to disperse, 
agriculture dwindled, and the use of the ball courts ceased. This decline is most likely due to 
environmental causes (primarily the drought), but perhaps also the silencing of Sunset Crater. 
During the Clear Creek Phase, the population continued dispersing from many small villages to a 
few large settlements like Chavez Pass Pueblo on Anderson Mesa (Reid and Whittlesey 1997). 
Following this period, the Northern Sinagua disappeared as a distinct culture based on the 
archaeological evidence. 

Ethnohistoric/Historic Period (Circa ~ 500 - 50 BP) 

Various tribal groups occupied the Flagstaff area at the time of Anglo/European contact including 
the Yavapai, Navajo, Hopi, and Apachean groups. It is highly likely that other tribal groups such 
as the Hualapai, Havasupai, O’odham, and Colorado River tribes visited the area for trading or 
cultural purposes as well as minimal subsistence rounds. Some temporary habitation sites were 
established in the area by the Hualapai and Havasupai (Dosh and Dechambre 1991). 

Contact Period 
 

The first known European contact with native tribes in the region was by the Spanish in 1583 
when Antonio de Espejo led a party of Spaniards and Indian guides at least as far north as the 
Jerome area in the Black Hills north of Prescott (Anduze et al. 2003). Further organized and 
named Spanish expeditions followed, though it is doubtless that numerous unnamed expeditions 
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and explorative individuals encountered the native peoples both before and after Espejo.  In fact, 
the majority of Spanish and native encounters, and subsequent exchange of cultural ideas, were 
probably on an individual basis and have been lost to time.  Whatever the unknown details, the 
Prescott area was officially a part of Mexico until 1848. 

Little is mentioned of Frances’ influence on the southwest since Spain controlled the majority of 
the region.  However, between 1583 and 1803 France controlled at least a third of New Mexico 
and most of Colorado.  Given the veracity of French trappers in the western Rocky Mountains 
during this period it would be nearly inconceivable that no French ventured into this part of 
Arizona given the proximity to French territory in surrounding states.  Written accounts are 
available of French trappers on the Salt River and its tributaries in the first quarter of the 19th 
century (Hill 1923), so it is likely to have occurred much earlier. 

The Flagstaff area became widely visited by Anglo-Europeans from the United States by the 18th 
Century.  Given that Europeans had been in the southwest since the 1500’s it is again nearly 
inconceivable to think that no Americans made it to the area prior to any written accounts or 
known explorations.  The Flagstaff area officially became a ward of the United States when 
Arizona was granted territorial status on February 24, 1863.  Arizona became a state on February 
14, 1912. 

Prior to 1863, the Flagstaff area was part of New Mexico Territory as ceded by Mexico during the 
Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo ending the Mexican American War May 30, 1848.  The area, 
though a territory, was governed by the United States Military until 1850.  Various military 
expeditions passed through the region when it was a part of New Mexico, and fur 
trapping/exploration of the area was rampant. 

Ranching and agriculture became a major component of the Flagstaff area during the last quarter 
of the 19th century and continues until today.  Railroads reached the region fairly early and were 
followed by the United States Highway System and eventually the Interstate Highway System. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES SURVEY METHODS 

An intensive pedestrian survey was conducted within the APE utilizing 15-meter transects in 
order to locate cultural resources exposed on the surface.  A hand-held Garmin GPSMAP 67i 
receiver with submeter accuracy was utilized to record the positions of cultural resources and site 
and feature boundaries.  On November 2 - 5, 2025 archaeologists Alan L. Bartholomew MA RPA 
GIS (Principal Investigator, Project/Field Director), Nathan Lefthand (Archaeologist/Tribal 
Monitor), and Ace Overman (Archaeological Technician) conducted the cultural resources 
pedestrian survey of the project area.  During the nine field-person-days spent on this survey, six 
previously unrecorded archaeological sites, and 69 isolated occurrences (IOs) of cultural material 
were located.   

The distinction between archaeological sites and Isolated Occurrences (IOs) is based on the 
general criteria outlined in the National Register Bulletin “How to Apply the National Register 
Criteria for Evaluation” and the USFS Region Three site definitions.   

According to the USDA Forest Service Region 3 Cultural Resource Handbook, an archaeological 
site is defined as “A location of purposeful prehistoric or historic human activity.  An activity is 
considered to have been purposeful if it resulted in a deposit of cultural materials beyond the level 
of one or a few accidentally lost artifacts. Locations of human activity not classifiable as sites by 
this definition should be considered isolated finds.  
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A cultural resource qualifying as a site under this definition should exhibit at least one of the 
following:  
a. One or more features.  

 
b. One formal tool if associated with other cultural materials, or more than one formal tool. 

  
c.  An occurrence of cultural material (such as pottery sherds, chipped stone, or historic items) 
that contains one of the following:  
 
1. Three or more types of artifacts or raw material.  

 
2. Two types of artifacts or material in a density of at least ten items per 100 square meters. 
 
3. A single type of artifact or material in a density of at least 25 items per 100 square meters.  
 
These criteria may be modified, where appropriate, based on a professional cultural resource 
specialist's judgment. The boundary of a cultural resource site shall minimally include:  
 
a.  All features, formal tools, and identifiable activity areas.  
 
b.  All areas of artifactual debris exhibiting a density of ten or more cultural items per 100 square 
meters.” (Region Three Handbook) 
 
An IO is either an isolated archaeological feature that does not have any other features within a 
100-meter (325 - foot) radius, or a single artifact or a small group of artifacts (flakes, pot sherds, 
cans, etc.) that do not constitute a site as defined above. 
 
Ground surface visibility was generally poor and inconsistent across the APE, generally in the 20 
- 30% range.  Approximately 25% of the APE exhibited 0% ground visibility.   
 
All bottle identifications were made utilizing the BLM/SHA website at Sha.org.  Historic trash 
scatters were evaluated using the SHPO historic context “Down in the Dumps” (Sullivan and 
Griffith 2021). 
 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP/ARHP) eligibility recommendations are based 
primarily on the four Criteria (A - D).   

 
SURVEY RESULTS 

 
During the cultural resources survey of the APE, six previously unrecorded archaeological sites, 
and 69 IOs were recorded (Figures 33 - 39 in Appendix A, Tables 5, & 10 - 11).  The sites consist 
of two Historic trash scatters which are recommended not eligible for FRHP/NRHP/ARHP 
listing, two Historic roads which are recommended not eligible for FRHP/NRHP/ARHP listing, a 
Historic tank and trash scatter which is recommended not eligible for FRHP/NRHP/ARHP 
listing, and a probable Prehistoric rockshelter and other associated features which is 
recommended eligible for FRHP/NRHP/ARHP listing.  None of the IO’s are recommended 
eligible for FRHP/NRHP/ARHP listing.    
 
Table 5 provides basic site information concerning site description, broad temporal affiliation, 
fire sensitivity, and FRHP/NRHP/ARHP eligibility. 
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Table 5 
Site summary table of results for the cultural resources  

pedestrian survey for the Sanctuary Subdivision Project.   
Site Number / Name Brief Description Temporal 

Affiliation 
Fire  
Sensitive 

FRHP/NRHP/ 
ARHP Status/ 
Criteria  

Newly Recorded Sites (November 2025) 
Sanctuary One 
110525.01 

Historic Trash Scatter Middle - Late 
Historic 

No Not Eligible 

Sanctuary Two 
110525.02 

Historic Trash Scatter Middle - Late 
Historic 

No Not Eligible 

Sanctuary Three / 
Sinclair Tank 
110525.03 

Historic Sinclair Tank 
& Trash Scatter 

Middle - Late 
Historic 

No Not Eligible 

Sanctuary Four / 
Sinclair Wash Overlook 
Site 
110525.04 

Prehistoric Rockshelter, 
dry-laid masonry 
features, hearth 

Probably 
Prehistoric with 
Historic 
influence 

No Eligible - 
Criteria D 

Sanctuary Five / 
USFS Road 532 
110525.05 

Historic USFS Road 
532 
 

Late Historic No Not Eligible 

Sanctuary Six / 
South Woody Mountain 
Road / USFS Road 231 
110525.06 

Historic South Woody 
Mountain Road/USFS 
Road 231 

Late Historic No Not Eligible 
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Newly Recorded Archaeological Sites (November 2025) 
 
Archaeological Site: 
Sanctuary One        Field No: 110525.01 
     

 Land Jurisdiction: Private 
Location: See Appendix A, Figures 33 - 34 & 40 
USGS 7.5 - Minute Topographic Quadrangle: Flagstaff West, Arizona 
Site Type: Historic Trash Scatter 
Elevation: ~ 7,040 Feet Above Mean Sea Level (AMSL) 
Maximum Dimensions: Minimum ~ 38 Meters (125 Feet) NW - SE X 25 Meters (82 Feet)  

NE - SW, 950 Square Meters (10,250 Square Feet) 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP Status: Recommended Not Eligible 
Cultural Affiliation, Age, and Function: Middle to Late Historic (circa 1930 - 1940 AD), 

Agriculture, Logging, Recreation, Travel  
Ground Visibility: ~ 10 - 20% 
 
Site Sanctuary One is a newly recorded site located in moderately dense timber on a gentle north-
south trending slope (Figures 5 & 40, Table 6, Appendix A - B).  The site consists of a low to 
moderate number and low diversity Historic trash scatter representing a single dumping episode.  
The site is small, tightly concentrated, and does not retain significant potential for buried 
subsurface cultural materials.   
  

  
Figure 5 

Site overview photo of Sanctuary One, view to the north.  
 

Features 
 
No features were observed on the surface of the site. 

 
Prehistoric Artifacts 
 
No Prehistoric artifacts were observed on the surface of the site. 
 
Point-located Artifacts (PLs) 
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No artifacts were point-located at the site. 

 
Historic Artifacts 
 
Approximately 200 Historic artifacts were observed at the site, most of which are sanitary 
cans/can fragments and broken glass shards from a few bottles.  A total of 146 artifacts were 
inventoried providing an approximate 73% inventory of the observed surface artifacts (Table 6, 
Appendix A).  A total of four diagnostic bottle bases are present which place the site in the AD 
1930 - 1950 range.  Based on a single light green bottle base manufactured between 1926 and 
1931, the assemblage likely dates to the earlier part of the range (circa 1930 - 1940 AD).   
 
There are two bottle bases present at the site which were manufactured by the Owens-Illinois 
Glass Company.  The first is a small, complete medicine bottle with a metal crew cap which was 
manufactured at the Gas City, Indiana plant between 1929 and 1982.  Based on the date code of 
“0” to the right of the maker’s mark, this bottle was manufactured in 1930, 1940, 1950, 1960, 
1970, or 1980.  Based on the remainder of the assemblage it was most likely 1930, 1940, or 1950. 
 
The second bottle manufactured by the Owen’s-Illinois Glass Company is a clear glass base 
fragment manufactured in Alton, Illinois between 1929 and 1983.  This bottle also has a date code 
of “0” suggesting it was manufactured in 1930, 1940, 1950, 1960, 1970, or 1980.  Similarly, 
based on the remainder of the assemblage it was most likely manufactured in 1930, 1940, or 
1950. 
 
A light green glass bottle base fragment exhibits an “S” in a star maker’s mark which was 
manufactured by the Southern Glass Company between 1926 and 1931.  This bottle was probably 
manufactured in Vernon, California.   
 
The final diagnostic clear glass bottle base contains an “N” in a square maker’s mark which was 
manufactured by the Obear-Nester Glass Company between 1915 and 1978.  Based on the rest of 
the assemblage it was most likely manufactured between 1930 and 1950 AD.  The bottle also 
contains a fragment of text along the lower side panel which reads “LAMBERT” over 
“…ARMACAL COMPANY”.  The Lambert Pharmacal Company was founded in 1881 and 
primarily sold Listerine antiseptic mouthwash during its early years, which is probably what this 
bottle contained.   
 
A small metal tube embossed “The J.B. Williams Co.” in an arc over “PAT U.S.A” over “10-17-
11” over “3-14-16” over “2-26-28” over “Gastonbury, Conn. U.S.A.” in an arc the opposite 
direction was observed at the site.  The ‘JB Williams Company’ was an American manufacturer 
of men’s toiletries between approximately 1847 and 1957 AD.  The company primarily 
manufactured shaving creams, talcum powder, and other toilet soaps with brand names such as 
“Aqua Velva”, “Lectric Shave”, and “Williams Genuine Yankee Soap”.   This artifact dates well 
with the rest of the assemblage in the 1930 - 1940 AD date range.       
 
This trash is probably associated with agricultural use of the region (cattle or sheep ranching), 
timber harvesting, or perhaps may be associated with later aspects of Fort Tuthill which is located 
approximately one mile to the south. 
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Table 6 
Historic artifact sample at Sanctuary One (110525.01).  

Cans, Can Lids, etc. 
Type Description Dimensions (in.) Count 
Tobacco Tin Three-pin Crushed 15 
Vent Hole Sanitary Can Condensed milk, double punch opened Crushed 6 
Sanitary Can Lid Rotary opened, probably coffee 6” diameter 1 
Screw Top Can Rectangular, screw cap, embossed “HEXENE” 

on cap 
Crushed 1 

Sanitary Can Lid Key-wind NA 1 
Sanitary Cans Rotary opened Crushed 25 
Total 49 

 
Bottles, Glass, etc. 
Type Description Dimensions (in.) Count 
Bottle Clear glass NA 50 
Window Clear plate glass NA 20 
Bottle Complete clear glass, small medicine bottle, metal screw cap 

lid, Owens-Illinois Glass Co. maker’s mark with “12” to left 
and “0” to right, “Illinois” embossed in arc across top, 
graduated measurement bars on side “CC” and probably ml 

~ 3 X 1 ¼ X 3/4” 1 

Bottle Clear base and side panel fragment, base embossed with “N” 
in a square maker’s mark over “17”, side panel embossed 
“LAMBERT” over “…ARMACAL COMPANY….” 

1 3/8” diameter 1 

Bottle Light green bottle base fragment embossed with an “S” in a 
star maker’s mark 

2 ¾” diameter 1 

Bottle  Clear glass bottle base with an Owens Illinois Glass Co. 
maker’s mark with a “7” to the left and a “0” to the right, all 
over “4” 

1 5/8” diameter 1 

Bottle Milk bottle neck, finish, and base with no maker’s marks NA 2 
Glass/Jar Clear glass jelly jar base, doubles as drinking glass NA 1 
Total 77 

 
Ceramics 
Type Description Dimensions 

(in.) 
Count 

Plate White Porcelain NA 5 
Plate Yellowish/white China NA 10 
Total 15 

 
Other Artifacts 
Type Description Dimensions 

(in.) 
Count 

Boot Fragments One black leather heel with nails, one red rubber NA 2 
Mechanism Appears to be the internal workings of a wind-up type clock, 

internal gears and silver stainless steel casing 
NA 1 

Button Abalone shell button NA 1 
Small Tube Small, metal external friction lid type tube, end cap 

embossed “The J.B. Williams Co.” in an arc over “PAT 
U.S.A.” over “10-17-11” over “3-14-16” over “2-26-18” 
over “Gastonbury, Conn. U.S.A.” in an opposite arc across 
the bottom 

Crushed 1 

Total 5 
Grand Total 146 
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Condition 
 
The site is generally in good condition and retains all integrities.  The site has probably 
experienced significant unauthorized surface collection given its proximity to Flagstaff though no 
looter pits or piles were located.  The site has been heavily impacted by logging activities, and all 
of the artifacts have been crushed.  There is minimal disturbance by recreation, cattle/animal 
trampling, and sheetwash erosion.   
 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP Eligibility 
 
Site Sanctuary One is recommended not eligible for listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ARHP under any 
criteria.  The site is not eligible under Criteria A, B, C, or D because it is not associated with an 
important event or person, is not the work of a master, does not convey important or distinctive 
characteristics of a period, and/or does not retain significant information potential.  Furthermore, 
the site is a common type for the area, has been thoroughly recorded, and has no potential for 
subsurface cultural materials.   
  
Management Recommendations 
 
Site Sanctuary One is a Historic site recommended not eligible for listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ 
ARHP.  No further management is recommended for this site. 
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Archaeological Site: 
Sanctuary Two        Field No: 110525.02 
       

 Land Jurisdiction: Private 
Location: See Appendix A, Figures 33 - 34 & 41 
USGS 7.5- Minute Topographic Quadrangle: Flagstaff West, Arizona 
Site Type: Historic Trash Scatter 
Elevation: ~ 6,960 Feet Above Mean Sea Level (AMSL) 
Maximum Dimensions: Minimum ~ 48 Meters (158 Feet) E - W X 28 Meters (92 Feet)  

N - S, 1,344 Square Meters (14,536 Square Feet) 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP Status: Recommended Not Eligible 
Cultural Affiliation, Age, and Function: Middle to Late Historic (circa 1940 - 1960 AD), 

Recreation, Logging, Agriculture, Travel  
Ground Visibility: ~ 20 - 30% 
 
Site Sanctuary Two is a newly recorded site located in moderately dense timber on a gentle north-
south trending slope directly north of Sinclair Wash (Figures 6 & 41, Table 7).  The site consists 
of a low to moderate number and low diversity Historic trash scatter representing a single 
dumping episode.  The site is small, tightly concentrated, and does not retain significant potential 
for buried subsurface cultural materials.   
  

  
Figure 6 

Site overview photo of Sanctuary Two, view to the south towards Sinclair Wash. 
 

Features 
 
No features were observed on the surface of the site. 

 
Prehistoric Artifacts 
 
No Prehistoric artifacts were observed on the surface of the site. 
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Point-located Artifacts (PLs) 
 
No artifacts were point-located at the site. 

 
Historic Artifacts/Artifact Concentrations 
 
Approximately 200 Historic artifacts were observed at the site, most of which are sanitary cans 
and can fragments and broken glass shards from a few bottles.  A total of 168 artifacts were 
inventoried at the site providing an approximate 84% sample of the observed surface artifacts 
(Table 7, Appendix A).  There are no definitive diagnostic artifacts at the site, however, the 
assemblage as a whole suggests a date between approximately 1940 and 1960 AD.     
 
Diagnostic artifacts at this site include a “Prem” meat tin lid.  The Prem Company still exists, was 
formed in 1939 by Swift & Company, and produces potted meat similar to ‘Spam’. 
 
A clear glass bottle base at the site exhibits stippling, which was introduced by the Owens-Illinois 
Glass Company in approximately 1940.  Several aluminum pie plates are present at the site, 
which came into common use around World War II.       
 
This trash is probably associated with agricultural use of the region (cattle or sheep ranching), 
timber harvesting, or perhaps may be associated with later aspects of Fort Tuthill which is located 
approximately one mile to the south. 
 

Table 7 
Historic artifact sample at Sanctuary Two (110525.02).  

Cans, Can Lids, etc. 
Type Description Dimensions (in.) Count 
Vent Hole Sanitary Can Condensed milk, double knife-slit opened 3 15/16 X 2 15/16 12 
Paint Can Internal friction lid type, no bail 7 ¼ X 6 ¼ 1 
Sanitary Can Rotary opened 4 ½ X 4 3 
Sanitary Can Rotary opened 4 ¼ X 3 3/8 6 
Sanitary Can Rotary opened 4 X 2 1/8 2 
Meat Tin Lid Key-wind type, painted red with white 

“PREM” over “Premium Brand Meat” in 
cursive 

3 ¼ X 2 ½ 1 

Juice Can “Mutual Citrus Products” frozen juice can, 
blue and white paint 

2 X 5 1/8 1 

Sanitary Can Rotary opened Various crushed 30 
Sanitary Can Rotary opened 3 1/8 X 4 ¾ 1 
Coffee Can Ribbed, rotary opened Crushed 1 
Total 58 

 
Bottles, Glass, etc. 
Type Description Dimensions 

(in.) 
Count 

Bottle Clear glass NA 50 
Bottle Green glass NA 20 
Bottle Amber glass NA 20 
Jar Milk glass, six sided, screw cap, probably Mentholatum or 

similar, 2/3 complete, fragments 
NA 5 

Bowl/Other Milk glass, large rim fragment, possibly from a vase? NA 1 
Bottle Amber glass, neck and finish fragment with silver screw cap NA 1 
Bottle Clear glass base with stippling, embossed “1 B” in center over 

“9102 C” 
3 1/8” 
diameter 

1 
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Total 98 
 

Other Artifacts 
Type Description Dimensions (in.) Count 
Rubber Hose Three sections, black ½” diameter 3 
Screen Metal hardware mesh, fine  NA 1 
Metal Bar Various metal bars NA 4 
Pie plates Aluminum NA 2 
Shock Automobile shock absorber NA 1 
Metal Cap Small metal cap with three holes 1 ¾ X 1 1 
Total 12 
Grand Total 168 

 
Condition 
 
The site is generally in good condition and retains all integrities.  The site has probably 
experienced significant unauthorized surface collection given its proximity to Flagstaff though no 
looter pits or piles were located.  There is minimal disturbance by logging, recreation, 
cattle/animal trampling, and sheetwash erosion.   
 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP Eligibility 
 
Site Sanctuary Two is recommended not eligible for listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ARHP under any 
criteria.  The site is not eligible under Criteria A, B, C, or D because it is not associated with an 
important event or person, is not the work of a master, does not convey important or distinctive 
characteristics of a period, and/or does not retain significant information potential.  Furthermore, 
the site is a common type for the area, has been thoroughly recorded, and has no potential for 
subsurface cultural materials.   
  
Management Recommendations 
 
Site Sanctuary Two is a Historic site recommended not eligible for listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ 
ARHP.  No further management is recommended for this site. 
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Archaeological Site: 
Sanctuary Three       Field No: 110525.03 
Site Name: “Sinclair Tank”      

  
Land Jurisdiction: Private 
Location: See Appendix A, Figures 33 - 34 & 42 
USGS 7.5- Minute Topographic Quadrangle: Flagstaff West, Arizona 
Site Type: Historic Tank and Associated Trash, Prehistoric Isolates 
Elevation: ~ 6,940 Feet Above Mean Sea Level (AMSL) 
Maximum Dimensions: Minimum ~ 145 Meters (177 Feet) E - W X 101 Meters (128 Feet)  

N - S, 14,645 Square Meters (22,656 Square Feet) 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP Status: Recommended Not Eligible 
Cultural Affiliation, Age, and Function: Middle to Late Historic (circa 1920 - 1960 AD), 

Recreation, Agriculture 
Ground Visibility: ~ 20 - 30% 
 
Site Sanctuary Three is a newly recorded site located in moderately dense timber in the bottom of 
Sinclair Wash (Figures 7 - 8 & 42, Table 8).  The site consists of the Historic ‘Sinclair Tank’ and 
an associated low to moderate number and low diversity Historic trash scatter, and two 
Prehistoric isolates.  The site is small, tightly concentrated, and does not retain significant 
potential for buried subsurface cultural materials.  The site is known as Sinclair Tank, and first 
appears on the 1965 Flagstaff West, ARIZ. (1:24k) 7.5’ USGS topographic map, suggesting it 
was created at some point prior to 1965.   
 

 
Figure 7 

Site overview photo of Sanctuary Three, view to the east across Feature One (F1). 
 

Features 
 
A total of two features were observed on the surface of the site (F1 - F2, Figures 7 - 8, Table 8). 
Feature One (F1) consists of the actual Sinclair Tank and the berm which retains the water.  This 
feature is approximately 20 feet deep with a 10 - 15 foot berm, is intact, and appears to have not 
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been cleaned or upgraded for at least several decades.  Feature Two (F2) consists of a buried car 
which has been used as target practice and is probably a remnant water control device from prior 
to construction of the tank (similar to IO68).  The car is turquoise in color and appears to be from 
the 1940’s to 1950’s based on body style. 
 

Table 8 
Features observed at Site Sanctuary Three. 

Feature 
No. 

Description Dimensions  

F1 Sinclair Tank, ~ 20 feet deep, mounded berm along east end which is 10 - 15 
feet high, spillway into Sinclair Wash on northwestern end, associated glass 
and sanitary cans (Figure 7) 

~ 260 X 140 ft 

F2 Buried car, turquoise color, used for target practice, probably from 1940’s- 
1950’s, associated glass, rubber, metal fragments, car parts (Figure8) 

~ 15 X 15 ft 

 

 
Figure 8 

Buried car/Feature Two (F2) at Sanctuary Three, view to the north. 
 

Prehistoric Artifacts 
Isolate Lithics 
 
A white/tan chert secondary flake and an obsidian tertiary flake were observed on the surface of 
the site along the terrace above Sinclair Wash, just east of the berm forming the tank.  These 
flakes should be considered Prehistoric isolates within a Historic site as opposed to a separate 
component.  It is unlikely that there are intact, buried subsurface Prehistoric cultural materials in 
this vicinity as it is a high energy fluvial environment during precipitation events.   

 
Point-located Artifacts (PLs) 
 
No artifacts were point-located at the site. 
 
Historic Artifacts 
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Approximately 130 Historic artifacts were observed at the site, most of which are broken glass 
shards from a few bottles.  Observed artifacts include approximately 50 clear glass shards and 50 
amber glass shards, all of which are located on the edge of the northern berm of the tank and 
appear to have been bottles utilized as target practice.  None of the glass is diagnostic.  
Approximately 30 crushed sanitary cans, can fragments, and various metal fragments are also 
spread across the site area.    
 
Condition 
 
The site is generally in good condition and retains all integrities.  The site has probably 
experienced significant unauthorized surface collection given its proximity to Flagstaff though no 
looter pits or piles were located.  There is minimal disturbance by logging, recreation, 
cattle/animal trampling, and sheetwash erosion.   
 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP Eligibility 
 
Site Sanctuary Three/Sinclair Tank is recommended not eligible for listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ 
ARHP under any criteria.  The site is not eligible under Criteria A, B, C, or D because it is not 
associated with an important event or person, is not the work of a master, does not convey 
important or distinctive characteristics of a period, and/or does not retain significant information 
potential.  Furthermore, the site is a common type for the area, has been thoroughly recorded, and 
has no potential for subsurface cultural materials.   
  
Management Recommendations 
 
Site Sanctuary Three (Sinclair Tank) is a Historic site recommended not eligible for listing on the 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP.  No further management is recommended for this site. 
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Archaeological Site: 
Sanctuary Four       Field No: 110525.04 
Site Name: “Sinclair Wash Overlook Site” 
        

 Land Jurisdiction: Private 
Location: See Appendix A, Figures 33 - 34 & 43 
USGS 7.5- Minute Topographic Quadrangle: Flagstaff West, Arizona 
Site Type: Features - Probably Prehistoric and/or Historic 
Elevation: ~ 6,990 - 7,040 Feet Above Mean Sea Level (AMSL) 
Maximum Dimensions: Minimum ~ 82 Meters (269 Feet) NE - SW X 60 Meters (197 Feet)  

NW - SE, 4,920 Square Meters (52,993 Square Feet) 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP Status: Recommended Eligible, Criteria D 
Cultural Affiliation, Age, and Function: Unknown Prehistoric, Probably Sinagua and/or Others 

(~ AD 300 - 1,400), Habitation, Storage; Unknown Historic, Middle-Late Historic (AD 
1880 - 1920) 

Ground Visibility: ~ 0 - 10% 
 
Site Sanctuary Four / The Sinclair Wash Overlook Site is a newly recorded site located in 
moderately dense timber along a rocky outcrop directly above, and overlooking, the south bank of 
Sinclair Wash (Figures 9 - 16 & 43, Table 9).  The site consists of a probable Prehistoric 
rockshelter with dry-laid masonry walls (F1), a probable Prehistoric rock enclosure (F2), and a 
small Prehistoric or Historic hearth feature (F3).  No artifacts were observed on the surface of the 
site, likely due to the near 0% ground visibility from leaf litter and duff cover.  There is a good 
possibility that obscured and/or buried artifacts are present, particularly in the rockshelter area 
and continuing north to Sinclair Wash along the slope at the base of the cliff/outcrops.    
  

  
Figure 9 

Site overview photo of Sanctuary Four, view to the east at top of outcrop.  
 

Features 
 
A total of three features were observed on the surface of the site (F1 - F3, Figures 9 - 16, Table 
9).  Feature One (F1, Figures 10 - 12, Table 9) is a rockshelter formed by a massive boulder 
falling or sliding over the top of bedrock/boulders forming an enclosed space on the north and 
south, with the east and west ends open.  The western side of the rockshelter exhibits a dry-laid 
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masonry wall which is mostly collapsed and mounded and probably served to close off the 
western portion of the rockshelter from the elements.  The eastern side is open, though there is 
some evidence of a linear alignment suggesting this may have also had a dry-laid masonry wall at 
one point.  The feature is intact/not looted and will likely yield subsurface cultural materials 
and/or samples.  The feature is probably Prehistoric in origin, though may have been modified 
during the Historic period. 
 
Feature Two (F2, Figure 13, Table 9) is a series of four, dry-laid masonry walls which enclose a 
small area on the top of the cliffs above the rockshelter (F1).  These walls are low, partially 
collapsed, enclose an area approximately four by two meters, and the feature appears to have an 
entrance or door on the uphill side to the south.  This is almost certainly a hunting blind and 
would have been ideal for ambushing game travelling along Sinclair Wash, below and directly 
adjacent, to the north.  Similar to F1, this feature is probably Prehistoric in origin, though it also 
may have been modified during the Historic period. 
 
Feature Three (F3, Figures 14 - 15, Table 9) is a small hearth feature consisting of approximately 
ten size-sorted stones, measuring approximately 50 centimeters in diameter.  The feature is 
located in a low swale adjacent to F2, (above F1) and is probably associated with the other 
features suggesting a probable Prehistoric origin.  The feature is intact and will likely yield 
radiocarbon and/or other samples (i.e. pollen/phytolith). 
 
There are several other small caves and overhangs (see example Figure 16) in the vicinity of the 
rockshelter (F1) and extending along the base of the cliffs which exhibit no features or artifacts 
but were almost certainly utilized.  These features exhibit 0% surface visibility and would require 
subsurface testing in order to determine if they were utilized in the Prehistoric period.        
 

Table 9 
Features observed at Sanctuary Four. 

Feature 
No. 

Description Dimensions  

F1 Rockshelter formed by a massive boulder falling or sliding over the top of 
bedrock/boulders forming an enclosed space on the north and south, with the 
east and west ends open.  The western side of the rockshelter exhibits a dry-
laid masonry wall which is mostly collapsed and mounded and probably served 
to close off the western portion of the rockshelter from the elements.  The 
eastern side is open, though there is some evidence of a linear alignment 
suggesting this may have also had a wall at one point.  The feature is intact/not 
looted and will likely yield subsurface cultural materials and/or samples.  The 
feature is probably Prehistoric in origin, though may have been modified during 
the Historic period. (Figures 10 - 12) 

~ 5 X 5 m 

F2 Series of four dry-laid masonry walls which enclose a small area on the top of 
the cliffs above the rockshelter (F1).  These walls are low, partially collapsed, 
enclose an area approximately four by two meters, and appears to have a door 
on the uphill side to the south.  This is almost certainly a hunting blind and 
would have been ideal for ambushing game travelling along Sinclair Wash 
directly adjacent to the north.  Similar to F1, this feature is probably 
Prehistoric in origin, though may have been modified during the Historic 
period. (Figure 13) 
 

~ 4 X 2 m 

F3 Small hearth feature consisting of approximately ten size-sorted stones 
measuring approximately 50 centimeters in diameter.  The feature is located in 
a low swale adjacent to F2, (above F1) and is probably associated suggesting a 
probable Prehistoric origin.  The feature is intact and will likely yield 
radiocarbon or other samples. (Figures 14 - 15) 

~ 50 cm 
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Figure 10 

Feature One (F1) at Sanctuary Four, view west. 
 

 
Figure 11 

Closer view of F1 at Sanctuary Four, view west (collapsed wall in rear). 
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Figure 12 

Feature One (F1) dry-laid masonry wall at Sanctuary Four, view east. 
 

 
Figure 13 

Feature Two (F2) at Sanctuary Four, view southwest. 
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Figure 14 

Overview of Feature Three (F3) at Sanctuary Four,  
view north towards Sinclair Wash (scale is 15 cm). 

 

 
Figure 15 

Closer view of F3 at Sanctuary Four, view oblique north (scale is 15 cm). 
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Figure 16 

Example of possibly utilized overhang adjacent to F1 at Sanctuary Four,  
view north (observe possible linear alignment along overhang dripline). 

 
Prehistoric Artifacts 
 
No Prehistoric artifacts were observed on the surface of the site. 
 
Point-located Artifacts (PLs) 
 
No artifacts were point-located at the site. 

 
Historic Artifacts 
 
No Historic artifacts were observed on the surface of the site.  
 
Condition 
 
The site is generally in good condition and retains all integrities.  The site has probably 
experienced significant unauthorized surface collection given its proximity to Flagstaff though no 
looter pits or piles were located.  There is minimal disturbance by logging, recreation, 
cattle/animal trampling, and sheetwash erosion.   
 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP Eligibility 
 
Site Sanctuary Four / The Sinclair Wash Overlook Site is recommended eligible for listing on the 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP under Criteria D for information potential.  The features at the site are intact 
and will likely yield subsurface cultural materials and radiocarbon or other samples.  
Furthermore, the ground visibility at the site is essentially zero, and the site retains significant 
potential for buried subsurface cultural materials and/or samples as a whole since the slope below 
the rockshelter (F1) and the banks above Sinclair Wash are located in an aggrading depositional 
environment due to sheetwash erosion and overbank deposition.  This suggests the site may have 
the potential to provide significant information concerning lithic, ceramic, and groundstone 
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technology, as well as land use and settlement systems.  The site is not eligible under Criteria A, 
B, or C because it is not associated with an important event or person, is not the work of a master, 
and/or does not convey important or distinctive characteristics of a period.   
  
Management Recommendations 
 
Site Sanctuary Four / The Sinclair Wash Overlook Site is a probable Prehistoric site 
recommended eligible for listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ARHP.  The site is located in an area which 
will likely remain undisturbed during construction due to its extremely rocky nature.  However, 
the site should be avoided during construction, especially F2 and F3 which are on top of the 
outcrop and are much more vulnerable to construction activities. 
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Archaeological Site: 
Sanctuary Five        Field No: 110525.05 
Site Name: “USFS Road 532” 
        

 Land Jurisdiction: Private 
Location: See Appendix A, Figures 33 - 34 & 44 
USGS 7.5- Minute Topographic Quadrangle: Flagstaff West, Arizona 
Site Type: Historic USFS Road 532 
Elevation: ~ 7,000 - 7,040 Feet Above Mean Sea Level (AMSL) 
Maximum Dimensions: Minimum ~ 30 feet wide 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP Status: Segment Within PA Recommended Not Eligible 
Cultural Affiliation, Age, and Function: Euro-American, Historic Middle - Late Historic (AD 

1920 - 1950) 
Ground Visibility: ~ 0 - 10% 
 
Site Sanctuary Five is the segment of USFS Road 532 located within the current PA (Figures 17 
& 44).  This road first appears on the 1962 Flagstaff West, ARIZ. (1:24k) USGS 7.5’ topographic 
map, though it certainly existed prior to this.  There is a road segment depicted on the 1954 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k map which may be this road, though the scale is too large to be certain.  In 
either case, the road has been maintained, upgraded, and significantly altered from its original 
form.  
 

 
Figure 17 

Site overview photo of Sanctuary Five, view to the east. 
 
Features 
 
No features other than the road itself were observed. 
 
Prehistoric Artifacts 
 
No Prehistoric artifacts were observed on the surface of the site. 
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Point-located Artifacts (PLs) 
 
No artifacts were point-located at the site. 

 
Historic Artifacts 
 
No Historic artifacts were observed on the surface of the site.  
 
Condition 
 
The road is not in its original condition and has been maintained, upgraded, and significantly 
altered from its original form. 
 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP Eligibility 
 
The segment of Site Sanctuary Five / USFS Road 532 within the current PA is recommended not 
eligible for listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ARHP under any criteria.  The site is not eligible under 
Criteria A, B, C, or D because it is not associated with an important event or person, is not the 
work of a master, does not convey important or distinctive characteristics of a period, and/or does 
not retain significant information potential.  Furthermore, the site is a common type for the area, 
has been thoroughly recorded, and has no potential for subsurface cultural materials.   
  
Management Recommendations 
 
Site Sanctuary Five is the Historic USFS Road 532 segment within the current PA and is 
recommended not eligible for listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ARHP.  No further management is 
recommended for this site. 
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Archaeological Site: 
Sanctuary Six        Field No: 110525.06 
Site Name: “South Woody Mountain Road / USFS Road 231” 
        

 Land Jurisdiction: Private 
Location: See Appendix A, Figures 33 - 34 & 45 
USGS 7.5- Minute Topographic Quadrangle: Flagstaff West, Arizona 
Site Type: Historic South Woody Mountain Road / USFS Road 231 
Elevation: ~ 7,040 Feet Above Mean Sea Level (AMSL) 
Maximum Dimensions: Minimum ~ 30 feet wide 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP Status: Segment Within PA Recommended Not Eligible 
Cultural Affiliation, Age, and Function: Euro-American, Historic Middle-Late Historic (AD 

1920 - 1950) 
Ground Visibility: ~ 0 - 10% 
 
Site Sanctuary Six is the segment of the Historic South Woody Mountain Road / USFS Road 231 
located within the current PA (Figures 18 & 45).  This road first appears on the 1908 Flagstaff, 
ARIZ. (1:125k) USGS topographic map, though it certainly existed prior to this.  The road has 
been maintained, upgraded, and significantly altered from its original form.  
 

 
Figure 18 

Site overview photo of Sanctuary Six, view to the north. 
 
Features 
 
No features other than the road itself were observed. 
 
Prehistoric Artifacts 
 
No Prehistoric artifacts were observed on the surface of the site. 
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Point-located Artifacts (PLs) 
 
No artifacts were point-located at the site. 

 
Historic Artifacts 
 
No Historic artifacts were observed on the surface of the site.  
 
Condition 
 
The road is not in its original condition and has been maintained, upgraded, and significantly 
altered from its original form. 
 
FRHP/NRHP/ARHP Eligibility 
 
The segment of Site Sanctuary Six / South Woody Mountain Road / USFS Road 231 within the 
current PA is recommended not eligible for listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ARHP under any criteria.  
The site is not eligible under Criteria A, B, C, or D because it is not associated with an important 
event or person, is not the work of a master, does not convey important or distinctive 
characteristics of a period, and/or does not retain significant information potential.  Furthermore, 
the site is a common type for the area, has been thoroughly recorded, and has no potential for 
subsurface cultural materials.   
  
Management Recommendations 
 
Site Sanctuary Six is the Historic South Woody Mountain Road / USFS Road 231 segment within 
the current PA and is recommended not eligible for listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ARHP.  No 
management is recommended for this site. 
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Isolated Occurrences (IOs) 
 
A total of 69 IOs were recorded during the pedestrian survey (IO1 - IO69, Figures 35 - 39, Table 
10, Appendix A).  The vast majority of the IOs are Historic/modern ‘party’ hearths with 
associated trash, or historic trash in general. 
 
Two of the IOs are features which may be Prehistoric (IO20 & IO39).  IO20 (Figures 23 - 24) is a 
small, enclosed area on a bedrock outcrop located on a small knoll and consists of low, dry-laid 
masonry walls up to three courses in height.  This is probably a hunting blind and is possibly 
Prehistoric in origin.  The rocks exhibit good lichen connectivity and do not appear to have been 
disturbed for many decades. 
 
IO39 (Figures 26 - 27) is a rock pile/low linear dry-laid masonry wall on a bedrock outcrop.  This 
feature is likely Prehistoric or early Historic origin and exhibits good lichen connectivity and does 
not appear to have been disturbed for many decades.  This rock pile is most likely a Prehistoric 
agricultural feature. 
  
The only Prehistoric IO located during the project is IO59 (Figure 28) which is a complete, 
mahogany obsidian biface measuring approximately 2.8 X 2 X 0.5 cm.  The biface is mostly 
unifacial, exhibits heavy curation and use wear along both lateral margins, and was located 
overlooking Sinclair Wash to the south, directly across the wash from Site Sanctuary Four / The 
Sinclair Wash Overlook Site. 
 
None of the IOs are recommended eligible for listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ARHP, and UTM’s 
can be located in Appendix A.  IO’s are not eligible under Criteria D because they do not 
generally contain enough information to be important to the Prehistoric or Historic past of a 
region.  They are not eligible under Criteria A, B, or C because they are not associated with an 
important event or person, are not the work of a master, and/or do not convey important or 
distinctive characteristics of a period. 
  

Table 10 
IOs observed during the pedestrian survey for the Sanctuary Subdivision Project. 

IO 
No. 

Description Dimensions 

1 Sheet metal fragment ~ 2.5 X 2.5’ 
2 Linear rock alignment (probably Historic), two courses wide (Figure 19) ~ 12 X 1’ 
3 Top of an automobile, various Historic trash ~ 10 X 20’ 
4 Four aluminum strips, probably from an automobile NA 
5 Road cut, Historic of unknown age (Figure 20) NA 
6 Sheet metal fragment ~ 2 X 2’ 
7 Metal pipe fragment NA 
8 Two sanitary can fragments NA 
9 Rolled up bed spring NA 
10 Crushed rectangular kerosene/fuel can, heavily soldered seams, late 19th to early 

20th Centuries  
NA 

11 Bi-metal beverage can NA 
12 NW corner survey pin, 1968, T21N R6/7E, S25, 30, 36, 31; small cairn and sign 

markers (Figure 21) 
NA 

13 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood (Figure 22 hearth example) 3.5’ diameter 
14 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood 3’ diameter 
15 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood, cinder blocks, aluminum cans, glass 4’ diameter 
16 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood 2’ diameter 
17 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood, aluminum cans, clear glass 5’ diameter 
18 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood 4’ diameter 
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19 Three spray paint cans (or similar) NA 
20 Small, enclosed area on bedrock outcrop, probably a hunting blind located on 

small knoll, possibly Prehistoric, low walls up to three courses remaining 
(Figures 23 - 24) 

~ 4 X 4 
meters 

21 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood 3’ diameter 
22 Metal fragment, probable automobile part NA 
23 Crushed internal friction lid can, heavily soldered seams, late 19th to early 20th 

Centuries 
NA 

24 Linear rock alignment formed by bulldozer push ~ 15 X 5 ‘ 
25 Modern feature- rectangular rock alignment/possible tent platform, associated 

Historic/modern hearth with charcoal, wood, glass, aluminum cans (Figure 25) 
~ 15 X 15 ‘ 

26 Large, crushed square can with heavily soldered seams, late 19th to early 20th 
Centuries 

NA 

27 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, glass 4’ diameter 
28 Bed spring NA 
29 Crushed sanitary can NA 
30 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood, glass, aluminum cans 3’ diameter 
31 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood, glass, aluminum cans 3’ diameter 
32 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood, glass, aluminum cans 3’ diameter 
33 Five rock piles, individual dump loads from a truck- Historic/modern  ~ 25 X 25’ 
34 Ceramic sewer pipe, cinder blocks, metal and glass fragments, probably 1940’s - 

1970’s AD 
~ 30 X 30’ 

35 Historic/modern hearth 3’ diameter 
36 Crushed ribbed coffee can, five bi-metal beverage cans, sheet metal fragments, 

clear and amber glass shards 1960’s - 1970’s AD 
~ 20 X 20’ 

37 Sheet metal NA 
38 Historic/modern hearth 3’ diameter 
39 Rock pile/low linear wall on bedrock outcrop, Prehistoric or early Historic with 

good lichen connectivity (Figures 26 - 27) 
~ 1 meter 
diameter 

40 Two propane canisters, three crushed rotary opened sanitary cans, 1950’s - 
1970’s AD 

~ 10 X 10’ 

41 Spike bucket or tar bucket type metal lid NA 
42 Historic/modern hearth 3’ diameter 
43 Car fender with bullet holes from target practice ~ 8 X 3 ‘ 
44 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood, five white China cup fragments 5’ diameter 
45 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood, glass, aluminum cans, cinder blocks 5’ diameter 
46 Modern/Historic rock pile, probably a single dump from property cleanup  ~ 3’ diameter 
47 Key-wind meat tin base, three rotary opened sanitary cans ~ 15’ 

diameter 
48 Vent Hole condensed milk sanitary can, crushed, heavy solder, late 19th to early 

20th Centuries 
NA 

49 ~ 30 clear glass jar fragments NA 
50 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal 3’ diameter 
51 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal 4’ diameter 
52 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal 4’ diameter 
53 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal 4’ diameter 
54 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood, glass, aluminum cans 6’ diameter 
55 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal 3’ diameter 
56 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal 3’ diameter 
57 Small Historic/modern linear rock alignment, probably a bulldozer push, 

partially buried sanitary can in feature 
~ 8 X 3’ 

58 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal 4’ diameter 
59 Complete, mahogany obsidian biface, heavily curated, mostly unifacial with 

cutting use wear along both lateral margins (Figure 28) 
2.8 X 2 X 
0.5 cm 

60 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood, glass, aluminum cans 4’ diameter 
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61 Three red brick fragments, crushed ribbed coffee can ~ 10’ 
diameter 

62 Shallow bedrock pit with associated FCR and a white crockery fragment ~ 4 x 4’ 
63 Historic hearth, very old - probably pre-1950, small, heavy lichen cover and 

embedded in ground (Figure 29) 
3’ diameter 

64 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, wood, glass, aluminum cans 4’ diameter 
65 Huge modern/Historic hearth with charcoal, wood, glass, aluminum cans  ~ 15 X 10’ 
66 Vent Hole condensed milk sanitary can, crushed, double knife-slit opened, 

Middle 20th Century (circa 1920 - 1950 AD) 
NA 

67 Two fragments green depression era glass NA 
68 Buried car on edge of wash, probably for flood/erosion control, probably 1940’s 

- 1950’s automobile, associated rubber, plate glass, metal fragments, rubber, etc., 
used of target practice (Figure 30) 

~ 30 x 30’ 

69 Historic/modern hearth, charcoal, clear glass 4’ diameter 
 

 
Figure 19 

Historic/modern linear rock alignment (IO2) view to the northeast. 
 

 
Figure 20 

Isolated Occurrence Five (IO5), Historic road cut, view to the south. 



38 
 

 

  
Figure 21 

Survey marker (IO12) view to the south. 
 

 
Figure 22 

Example of Historic/modern hearth in PA (IO13), view to the south. 
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Figure 23 

Dry-laid masonry walls along bedrock outcrop (IO20), view to the east. 
 

 
Figure 24 

Dry-laid masonry walls along bedrock outcrop (IO20), view to the west. 
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Figure 25 

Historic/modern rock alignment (IO25), view to the south. 
 

 
Figure 26 

Probable Prehistoric rock pile/rock alignment (IO39), view to the east. 
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Figure 27 

Probable Prehistoric rock pile/rock alignment (IO39), view to the southwest. 
 

  
Figure 28 

Mahogany obsidian biface (IO59). 
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Figure 29 
Very old hearth (IO63), view to the northwest (GPS Unit for scale). 

Figure 30 
Buried car (IO68), view to the southwest. 



43 

RESOURCE SYNTHESIS 

The cultural resources survey of the APE revealed six previously unrecorded archaeological sites 
(Sanctuary One - Sanctuary Six), and 69 IOs (Figures 33 - 39, Tables 10 - 11). Two of the sites 
(Sanctuary One and Sanctuary Two) are small, Historic trash scatters which are insignificant and 
recommended not eligible for FRHP/NRHP/ARHP listing. Two of the sites (Sanctuary Five / 
USFS Road 532 and Sanctuary Six / South Woody Mountain Road / USFS Road 231) are 
Historic/modern roads which have been heavily upgraded and modified from their original forms 
and are also recommended not eligible for FRHP/NRHP/ARHP listing. A Historic tank 
(Sanctuary Three / Sinclair Tank) and associated light trash scatter is also recommended not 
eligible for FRHP/NRHP/ARHP listing. The final site (Sanctuary Four / The Sinclair Wash 
Overlook Site) is a probable Prehistoric rockshelter with other associated features which is 
recommended eligible for FRHP/NRHP/ARHP listing since it retains significant potential for 
buried intact, subsurface cultural materials and/or samples. Furthermore, the features are intact 
and will also likely yield subsurface cultural materials and/or samples. 

The PA as a whole was heavily utilized during the entire Historic Period which is represented by 
Late 19th and Early 20th Century trash, axe and saw cut stumps, historic features, and numerous 
Historic/Modern ‘party’ hearth features and associated modern trash. The entire PA is covered 
with thousands of pieces of modern trash and features dating between the 1960’s and present 
which were not recorded. The Historic period use of the area was expected given its proximity to 
both Flagstaff and Fort Tuthill. 

Prehistoric use of the PA appears to have been minimal. A single Prehistoric isolate (IO59) and 
two possible Prehistoric isolate features (IO20 & IO39) were observed during the pedestrian 
survey. Additionally, two Prehistoric flakes were observed at Site Sanctuary Three / Sinclair 
Tank along the southern bank of Sinclair Wash. Despite a thorough examination of this area, no 
other Prehistoric artifacts were observed, and it does not appear there is a buried Prehistoric site 
at this locality. The Prehistoric use of the area was also expected since the PA is primarily a 
Ponderosa Pine forest with no substantial geographical features, no access to permanent water, 
and a minimal resource base. 

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Pine Valley Partners, LLC proposes to develop a single-family lot subdivision on three parcels 
(Parcels APN 112-10-005L, 005M, & 005P) located on Woody Mountain Road south of Kiltie 
Lane, totaling approximately 201 acres. The project is located on privately managed lands in 
north-central Arizona west-southwest of, and adjacent to, the city of Flagstaff (Figures 1 - 3). 
Since the project will require permits, it is subject to City of Flagstaff Heritage Preservation 
Code (10-30.30) review and compliance and Arizona Antiquities Act review and compliance. 
No federal nexus requiring National Historic Preservation Act Section 106 review has been 
identified for this project. Should a federal nexus be identified during future project permitting, 
additional compliance under Section 106 may be required. A 100% pedestrian survey of the 
project area was completed which identified six previously recorded sites and 69 IOs (Figures 
33 - 39, Tables 10 - 11). FRHP/NRHP/ARHP and management recommendations are provided 
in Table 11. This report was completed by archaeologists Alan L. Bartholomew MA, RPA, GIS 
and Nathan Lefthand. 

All FRHP/NRHP/ARHP eligible sites should be avoided during project implementation. 
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Table 11 
Site Summary Table and Recommendations for the Sanctuary Subdivision Project. 

Site Number / Site Name Description FRHP/NRHP/ARHP 
Eligibility 
Recommendation 

Project 
Recommendation 

Sanctuary One 
110525.01 

Historic Trash Scatter Historic - Not Eligible None 

Sanctuary Two 
110525.02 

Historic Trash Scatter Historic - Not Eligible None 

Sanctuary Three / 
Sinclair Tank 
110525.03 

Historic Tank & 
Trash Scatter 

Historic - Not Eligible None 

Sanctuary Four / 
Sinclair Wash Overlook Site 
110525.04 

Rockshelter, Rock 
Walls, Hearth 

Prehistoric/Historic - 
Eligible Criteria D 

Avoidance 

Sanctuary Five / 
USFS Road 532 
110525.05 

Historic/Modern 
Road 

Historic - Not Eligible None 

Sanctuary Six / 
South Woody Mountain 
Road / USFS Road 231 
110525.06 

Historic/Modern 
Road 

Historic - Not Eligible None 
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PREPARER QUALIFICATIONS 

The following qualification statements are provided in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior's 
Professional Qualification Standards for Archeology (48 FR 44738-44739) and the City of Flagstaff Heritage 
Preservation Code (Section 10-30.30). 

Alan L. Bartholomew, MA, RPA, GIS — Principal Investigator / Project Director 

Alan Bartholomew meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards for Archeology. 
He holds a Master of Arts in Anthropology with a focus in Archaeology from the University of Wyoming 
(2001) and a Bachelor of Arts in Anthropology with a focus in Archaeology from the University of Wyoming 
(1997). He also holds a GIS Certificate from Northern Arizona University (2014). 

Mr. Bartholomew is a Registered Professional Archaeologist (RPA, registered since 2010) and holds an 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) Section 106 Certification. He has over 30 years of 
professional experience in cultural resource management across 16 states. His experience encompasses 
directing large-scale cultural resource inventories, supervising testing and data recovery/excavation projects, 
pedestrian surveys, archaeological monitoring, NRHP eligibility recommendations, and technical report 
preparation. He has extensive familiarity with federal, tribal, state, and municipal environmental and cultural 
resource compliance legislation. 

Mr. Bartholomew currently holds current permits with Arizona State Lands (ASM 2026-066bl), Prescott 
National Forest (ARPA PNF-169, exp. 2030), and Nevada BLM (Principal Investigator N-0072). 

Nathan J. Lefthand — Archaeologist / Tribal Monitor 

Nathan Lefthand served as Archaeologist and Tribal Monitor for the pedestrian survey under the direction of 
Principal Investigator Alan L. Bartholomew. He holds a Bachelor of Arts in General Studies with a focus in 
Southwest United States History from Northern Arizona University (1993). Mr. Lefthand has over 30 years of 
experience in cultural resource management in the Southwest. Mr. Lefthand holds certifications in Federal 
Laws and Section 106/110 Compliance from the National Register of Historic Places (1993), Traditional 
Cultural Properties (1994), and NAGPRA from the National Preservation Institution (2024). He is a member 
of the Arizona Archaeological Society and the Society for American Archaeology. Mr. Lefthand has authored 
or co-authored over 110 technical reports on file with the Arizona State Museum. 

Ace Overmann, MA — Archaeological Technician

Ace Overmann served as Archaeological Technician for the pedestrian survey under the direct supervision of 
Principal Investigator Alan L. Bartholomew. Mr. Overmann holds a Master of Arts in Anthropology from 
Northern Arizona University (2024) and a Bachelor of General Studies with a focus in Anthropology and 
Geography from the University of Kansas (2020). He has completed archaeological field schools in Belize 
(Belize Valley Archaeological Reconnaissance, 2023) and Turkey (Boncuklu Archaeological Field School, 
2021), where he gained experience in excavation, site recording, data collection, and field supervision. He has 
additional experience in artifact identification, analysis, and data management through research positions at 
the University of Kansas and Northern Arizona University Departments of Anthropology. 
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Heritage Preservation Commission 6. B.       
From: Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner/Heritage Preservation Officer

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: Hidden Haven Estates Subdivision Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study

PROPERTY INFORMATION:
Address:  4200 S. Lake Mary Road 
Assessor's Parcel Number:  105-05-001A, 105-05-002B, 105-05-002C, and 105-05-002D 
Property Owner:  Bostwick Enterprises 
Applicant:  Mary & Brian Bostwick 
City Staff:  Lauren Clementino, HPO

REQUESTED ACTION:
Approval of a Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve the Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study.

ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS:

1. Request modifications to the study and include them as conditions of approval.
2. Continue the HPC review to a date certain and ask the applicant to come back with a modified study that

meets specified conditions.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION
Mary and Brian Bostwick propose to develop a single-family subdivision on four parcels (105-05-001A, 105-
05-002B, 105-05-002C, and 105-05-002D) located at 4200 S. Lake Mary Road, totaling 23 acres. A Cultural
Resource Study was required pursuant to Heritage Preservation code section 10-30.30.050.A.2. as the
project involves structures over 50 years old at the time of application. A Cultural Resource Study was
completed by ETD, Inc. and Lithos Paleontology and Cultural Resource Consultants, LLC. Maps from
Appendix A of the attached Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study have been redacted to prevent disclosure of
confidential site information.  The accompanying Cultural Resource Study application requested review of a
Letter Report, but the Heritage Preservation Officer determined that the level of study instead meets the
criteria of a Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study. 

The Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study included both an archaeological survey and historic structure
assessment. The pedestrian archeological survey of the project area did not record any archaeological sites.
One previously recorded site could not be relocated. A Built-Environment Evaluation of Historic Structures is
included as Appendix B and evaluates the significance of the 14 historic-age structures in the project area.
None are recommended eligible for listing on the National, Arizona, or Flagstaff Register of Historic Places.

A Concept Zoning Map Amendment application for the proposed subdivision is under City of Flagstaff Inter-
Divison Staff review, pending resubmittal. The Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study must be approved by the
Heritage Preservation Commission before Zoning Map Amendment approval by the Heritage Preservation
Officer. The Heritage Preservation Officer will continue to review future submittals. 
 

Attachments
Cultural Resource Study Application



Phase 1 Cultural Resource Study
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SURVEY REPORT ABSTRACT 

Report Title: A Cultural Resources Inventory of Approximately 23 Acres for the Hidden Haven 
Estates Subdivision Project Near Flagstaff, Coconino County, Arizona 

 
Project Name: Hidden Haven Estates Subdivision Project 

 
Project Location: The area of potential effects (APE) for the project consists of a single 
approximate 23 acre block consisting of four parcels (APN 105-05-001A, and 105-05-002B, C, & 
D), located approximately 1.1 miles southeast of the I-40 / I-17 interchange near Flagstaff, 
Coconino County, Arizona. The project is located on privately managed lands in a portion of 
Section 33 of Township 21 North Range 7 East (S33, T21N R7E), Gila and Salt River Baseline 
and Meridian (G&SRB&M) as depicted on the Flagstaff West, Arizona United States Geological 
Survey (USGS) 7.5’ series topographic quadrangle map. 

 
Project Locator UTMs: Zone 12 South (NAD 83): Block Center - E440262 N3890825 

Project Sponsor: Mary & Brian Bostwick, Hidden Haven Estates Subdivision 
 

City of Flagstaff Project Number: PZ-25-00087-01 

Project Number: BL-2026-01-05 

Lead Agency: City of Flagstaff 

Other Agencies: None 

Applicable Regulations: City of Flagstaff Heritage Code (10-30.30), National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA), Arizona Antiquities Act of 1927 (as amended 1960, 1973, 
1990) 

 
Funding Source: Mary & Brian Bostwick, Hidden Haven Estates Subdivision 

 
Description of the Project/Undertaking: Mary & Brian Bostwick/Hidden Haven Estates 
Subdivision proposes to develop a single-family lot subdivision on four parcels (Parcels APN 
105-05-001A, and 105-05-002B, C, & D) located at 4200 S. Lake Mary Road, totaling 
approximately 23 acres. The project is located on privately managed lands in north-central 
Arizona west-southwest of and adjacent to the city of Flagstaff. Since the project will require 
permits, it is subject to City of Flagstaff Heritage Preservation Code (10-30.30) review and 
compliance and Arizona Antiquities Act review and compliance. No federal nexus re+quiring 
National Historic Preservation Act Section 106 review has been identified for this project. 
Should a federal nexus be identified during future project permitting, additional compliance 
under Section 106 may be required. A 100% cultural resources pedestrian survey of the project 
area was completed. The archaeological survey was completed by Alan L. Bartholomew, MA, 
RPA, GIS (Principal Investigator) and Nathan Lefthand (Archaeological Technician/Tribal 
Monitor), under the direction of ETD, Inc. A built-environment evaluation of 14 historic 
structures within the project area was completed by Lithos Paleontology and Cultural Resource 
Consultants, LLC, under the direction of Colin Recksieck, MBA, who meets the Secretary of 
the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards for architectural history. The built-
environment evaluation is included as Appendix B of this report. 
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Project Area (PA) / Area of Potential Effects (APE): 
The PA/APE primarily consists of low hills exhibiting moderately to heavily timbered terrain 
along a small drainage. 
 
Legal Description: Portion of Section 33 of Township 21 North Range 7 East (S33, T21N 
R7E), Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian (G&SRB&M). 

 
Land Jurisdiction: Private 

Total Acres: ~ 23 

Acres Surveyed: ~ 23 

Acres Not Surveyed: 0 

Consultant Firm/Organization: ETD, Inc. 

Permit Number(s): Not Applicable 

Date(s) of Fieldwork: January 18, 2026 

Number of IOs Recorded: 23 

Number of Previously Recorded Sites: One/None (NA19151 could not be relocated) 
 

Number of Newly Recorded Sites: None 
 

Eligible Sites: None 

Ineligible Sites: None 

Unevaluated Sites: None 

Sites Not Relocated: One (NA19151) 
 

Comments: Cover photo is a general project area overview in the central portion of the PA 
looking north. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Mary & Brian Bostwick/Hidden Haven Estates Subdivision proposes to develop a single-family 
lot subdivision consisting of 49 single-family homes on four parcels (Parcels APN 105-05-001A, 
and 105-05-002B, C, & D) located at 4200 S. Lake Mary Road, totaling approximately 23 acres. 
The project is located on privately managed lands in north-central Arizona, west-southwest of and 
adjacent to the city of Flagstaff. Since the project will require permits, it is subject to City of 
Flagstaff Heritage Preservation Code (10-30.30) review and compliance and Arizona Antiquities 
Act review and compliance. No federal nexus requiring National Historic Preservation Act 
Section 106 review has been identified for this project. Should a federal nexus be identified 
during future project permitting, additional compliance under Section 106 may be required. A 
100% cultural resources pedestrian survey of the project area was completed.  

The project area is completely accessible by existing local roads, and all access and staging will 
be within the area of potential effects (APE). 

On January 18, 2026, archaeologists Alan L. Bartholomew MA RPA GIS (Principal Investigator, 
Project/Field Director), Nathan Lefthand (Archaeologist/Tribal Monitor), and Ace Overmann 
conducted the cultural resources pedestrian survey of the project area. During the three field-
person-days spent on this survey, no archaeological sites, and twenty-three isolated occurrences 
(IOs) of cultural material were located. 

 
PROJECT LOCATION 

The area of potential effects (APE) for the project consists of a single, approximate 23 acre block 
consisting of four parcels (APN 105-05-001A, and 105-05-002B, C, & D), located approximately 
1.1 miles southeast of the I-40 / I-17 interchange near Flagstaff, Coconino County, Arizona 
(Figures 1 – 3). The project is located on privately managed lands in a portion of Section 33 of 
Township 21 North Range 7 East (S33, T21N R7E), Gila and Salt River Baseline and Meridian 
(G&SRB&M) as depicted on the Flagstaff West, Arizona United States Geological Survey 
(USGS) 7.5’ series topographic quadrangle map. 

 

 
Figure 1 

General project area overview photo for the Hidden Haven Estates 
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Subdivision Project, view west. 

 
Figure 2 

Project location overview map (1:24k) for the Hidden Haven Estates Subdivision Project. 
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Hidden Haven Estates Subdivision Project 
Project Area Overview Map (1:6k) 

 
Flagstaff West, AZ. USGS 7.5' Topographic Map 
Coconino County, Arizona 

 

 

 
Figure 3 

Project location map (1:6k) for the Hidden Haven Estates Subdivision Project. 
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RECORDS REVIEW 

The following resources were examined for potential cultural resources within the APE prior to 
fieldwork by Archaeologist Alan L. Bartholomew MA, RPA, GIS. 

 
Arizona State Land Department Parcel Viewer: 

The parcel viewer at http://www.azland.gov/webapps/parcel/ indicates that the APE is located on 
privately managed lands (Arizona State Land Department 2026). Note that the parcel viewer 
does not accurately depict ownership for small government holdings such as rights-of-way and 
easements. 

 
AZSITE Cultural Resources Database: 

AZSITE is an Internet Geographic Information System (GIS) cultural resources database that is 
managed by the AZSITE Consortium (Arizona State Museum (ASM), Arizona State University 
(ASU), Museum of Northern Arizona (MNA), and Arizona State Historic Preservation Office 
[AZSHPO]). AZSITE lists eighteen previously recorded sites and twenty-three previous cultural 
resources surveys within approximately one mile of the APE as of January 15, 2026 (Figures 26 - 
27, Tables 1 - 2). The majority of the previously recorded sites are Euro-American trash scatters, 
though there are several Prehistoric sites within the one-mile buffer. Most of the previous 
cultural resource surveys were large block surveys, or large linear surveys. 

Table 1 
Previously recorded sites within approximately one mile of the APE. 

Site No. Description Cultural/Temporal 
Affiliation 

FRHP/NRHP 
/ARHP Eligibility 

Reference 

AZ I:14:295(ASM) Historic trash scatter Euro-American Rec. NE Site Form 
AZ I:14:296(ASM) Historic trash scatter Euro-American Rec. NE Site Form 
AZ I:14:297(ASM) Historic trash scatter Euro-American Rec. NE Site Form 
AZ I:14:298(ASM) Historic Feature & 

trash scatter 
Euro-American NA/Unknown Site Form 

AZ I:14:299(ASM) Historic trash scatter Euro-American SHPO NE Site Form 
AZ I:14:300(ASM) Historic trash scatter Euro-American SHPO NE Site Form 
AZ I:14:302(ASM) Prehistoric feature & 

artifact scatter 
Sinagua SHPO E Site Form 

AZ I:14:305(ASM) Prehistoric feature & 
artifact scatter 

Sinagua SHPO NE Site Form 

AZ I:14:307(ASM) Wooden Shade 
Structure 

Navajo SHPO NE Site Form 

AZ I:14:348(ASM) Prehistoric artifact 
scatter 

Unknown SHPO NE Site Form 

AZ I:14:349(ASM) Historic trash scatter Euro-American Rec. NE Site Form 
AZ I:14:350(ASM) Historic Features & 

trash scatter 
Euro-American Rec. E Site Form 

AZ I:14:352(ASM) Historic trash scatter Euro-American Rec. NE Site Form 
AZ I:14:353(ASM) Prehistoric artifact 

scatter 
Unknown Rec. E Site Form 

AZ I:14:376(ASM) Historic railroad 
grade & trash scatter 

Euro-American SHPO NE Site Form 

AZ I:14:419(ASM) Transmission Line Euro-American SHPO E Site Form 
AZ N:7:61(ASM) US 89 Euro-American SHPO E Site Form 
NA19151 Lithic scatter Unknown NA/Unknown Site Form 

 
  

http://www.azland.gov/webapps/parcel/
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Table 2 
Previous cultural resources surveys within approximately one mile of the APE. 

Survey/Project No. Project Name Reference 
3.388.SHPO Proposed Affordable Housing Project Lands at Lake AZSITE 
P-A75-187.MNA Pulliam Airport AZSITE 
SHPO.2002.416 Ponderosa Lodge - American West Communities AZSITE 
1978-43.ASM Flagstaff Airport - Flagstaff T.I. AZSITE 
1978-45.ASM Riordan-Flagstaff T.I. AZSITE 
1988-141.ASM Flagstaff Riding Club AZSITE 
1988-238.ASM US West Dewey to Flagstaff Fiber Optic Cable Project AZSITE 
1990-204.ASM I-17/I-40 Survey AZSITE 
1991-34.ASM Lake Mary Road R-O-W Survey AZSITE 
1995-409.ASM State Land Transfer/Game & Fish AZSITE 
1997-373.ASM SR 89 at Lake Mary Road, Intersection Improvement AZSITE 
2000-217.ASM Fairway Peaks Survey Project AZSITE 
2002-53.ASM NAU Conference Center AZSITE 
2004-308.ASM Ponderosa Trails 109-Acre Archaeological Survey AZSITE 
2009-194.ASM APS On-Call Cultural Resources Surveys AZSITE 
2009-262.ASM APS On-Call Cultural Resources Surveys AZSITE 
2015-286.ASM ASLD Forestry Flagstaff Walnut Canyon AZSITE 
2015-541.ASM Camryn Pines Archaeological Survey AZSITE 
2015-556.ASM Three Acres at the Arizona Game and Fish Department Flagstaff 

Regional Office. 
AZSITE 

2019-175.ASM Mt. Dell-Sinclair Wash DCR Project Archaeological Inventory AZSITE 
2020-195.ASM Transwestern Road and Cosnino Road AZSITE 
2022-450.ASM Airport Road TI UP – Structure No. 632 AZSITE 
2023-145.ASM Flagstaff Pulliam Airport Cultural Services AZSITE 

 
USFS - Coconino National Forest (USFS - CNF) Database: 

On February 18, 2026, Rebekah Sease, Assistant Forest Archaeologist for the Coconino National Forest 
Supervisor's Office, confirmed via email correspondence with ETD, Inc. that a review of the CNF cultural 
resource database revealed no recorded archaeological sites within the project parcels (APN 105-05-
001A, 105-05-002B, 105-05-002C, and 105-05-002D). The project is located on privately managed lands 
and is not currently CNF managed. 

General Land Office (GLO) Survey Plats: 
 

Table 3 lists the historical GLO plat maps on file with the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
which encompass the records review area and describes historical cultural features shown on the 
plats within the review area (BLM 2026). No features were depicted on the 1879 0r 1904 GLO 
maps, however, several Land Patents were filed within the PA/APE on July 11, 1904 (AZAZAA 
019645 & AZAZAA 019646), though no further information could be obtained. 

Table 3 
Cultural features depicted on historical GLO plat maps covering the records review area. 

Township GLO Plat No. Date Cultural Features Within APE 
T21N R7E DM 187935 2/3/1879 None 
T21N R7E DM 187937 6/20/1904 None 

 
USGS Historical Topographic Maps: 

Twenty-four historical USGS topographic maps encompass the current project area (USGS 
2026). Table 4 lists the historical (50+ years old) maps from the USGS website 
(https://store.usgs.gov/) which intersect the APE. 

https://store.usgs.gov/
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Several of the later Historic topographic maps depict a road either within or adjacent to the APE 
(1947 – 1951 & 1972 1:250k topo. maps). This is presumably the Lake Mary Road based on its 
position; however, the scale is too large to be completely certain. All of the Historic roads 
in/adjacent to the PA have been widened, upgraded, repaired, and maintained, which has 
significantly altered their original form, and none of the roads are recommended eligible for 
listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ARHP under any criteria. 

 
Table 4 

Cultural features depicted on historical USGS topographic maps. 
Map Name Map Scale Date Cultural Features 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1886 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1891 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1894 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1900 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1905 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1909 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1911 Nothing 
San Francisco Mtns. 1:250k 1922 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1908 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1912 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1929 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1939 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1946 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1947 Road 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1948 Road 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:125k 1951 Road 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1958 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1960 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1962 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1965 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1966 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1972 Road 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1973 Nothing 
Flagstaff, AZ. 1:250k 1974 Nothing 

 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP/ARHP) Databases: 

Review of NRHP/ARHP properties reveals that there are no listed properties within the APE 
(National Park Service 2026). The nearest listed NRHP property is the Arizona SP Fort Tuthill 
Historic District located approximately two miles southwest of the APE. 

 
Arizona Department of Water Resources (ADWR) Well Registry: 

Registered historical (50+ years old) wells in the records review area are indicated in the 
https://gisweb.azwater.gov/WellRegistry/SearchWellReg.aspx ADWR well registry search web 
site (Arizona Department of Water Resources 2026). No registered historic wells intersect the 
APE, however, a Historic well head was located during survey and is discussed later. 

  

https://gisweb.azwater.gov/WellRegistry/SearchWellReg.aspx
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PROJECT - WIDE DISTURBANCES 
 
The entire PA has been heavily impacted during the Historic period and currently consists of the 
‘Arizona Mountain Inn and Cabins’, for which construction began in 1949 (See Appendix B for a 
narrative of the property). The property has numerous extant houses, cabins, sheds, barns, and other 
built features; many of which were constructed in the 1970’s and 1980s 
(https://arizonamountaininn.com/ 2026). A built-environment evaluation of the 14 historic structures 
within the project area was completed by Lithos Paleontology and Cultural Resource Consultants, 
LLC, in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology 
and Historic Preservation and the requirements of Flagstaff Zoning Code Section 10-30.30.050.  

 
The entire PA has been heavily impacted through the construction of these Historic features, and 
there are numerous old roads, pits, ditches, rock piles, etc. though none of these features appear on 
Historic maps. The vast majority of these appear to be post 1960’s - 1970’s AD and were not point-
located or recorded. 
 
Additionally, the entire PA has experienced logging or recreational fuel wood cutting throughout the 
Historic period. Several axe-cut and saw-cut stumps were encountered in the central PA which 
likely range in date from the 1880’s to the present day. Several of the larger stumps were cut at hip 
height or higher, suggesting they may have been cut in the winter months when snow was on the 
ground at some depth. 
 
PHYSIOGRAPHIC CONTEXT 

The APE is located within Coconino County, Arizona in the north-central portion of the state in the 
transition zone between the ‘Basin and Range’, and ‘Colorado Plateau’ physiographic provinces. 
The entire APE is located within Madrean Upper Montane Conifer-Oak Forest and Woodland 
(HABIMAP Arizona Department of Game and Fish 2025). 
 
The entirety of the project area is located within Permian sedimentary rocks consisting of “gray to 
tan, cherty limestone of Kaibab and Toroweap Formations, and underlying white to tan, fine-grained 
Coconino Sandstone. Limestone was deposited in a shallow sea, and sandstone was deposited in 
near-shore dunes and beach settings. (270-280 Ma) (USGS 2026).” 
 
Observed natural vegetation primarily consists of Ponderosa and Oak forest with associated 
understory shrubs and grasses. Observed edible species include blackberry, raspberry, prickly pear 
cacti, yarrow, and yucca. Observed species include various small songbirds, crows/ravens, and 
squirrels. 

CULTURE HISTORY 

Similar to surrounding regions, the culture history of north central Arizona can be roughly divided 
into broad periods. The number of periods varies depending upon the researcher but for the purposes 
of this synthesis four will suffice - Paleoindian (Circa ~12,500 - 9,000 BP), Archaic (Circa ~ 9,000 - 
2,000 BP), Ceramic (Circa ~2,000 - 500 BP), and the Ethnohistoric/Historic Period (Circa ~500 - 50 
BP). These periods loosely represent similar ways of life for the people who lived during them and 
are loosely separated by technology or major events. For instance, one of the major differences 
between the Paleoindian and Archaic periods is the advent of ground stone (or at least an appreciable 
increase in the use of it). Paleoindians were also highly mobile hunter gatherers living in small 
groups, whereas the Archaic people became somewhat more sedentary, lived in larger groups, and 
eventually developed agriculture. 

https://arizonamountaininn.com/
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These periods can be further broken down into numerous subperiods and phases which vary widely 
by region or even from valley to valley. It is not the purpose of this synthesis to provide extreme 
detail into all the possible subperiods or phases but instead to provide a general overview of the 
prehistory and history of the vicinity of the project area. The culture history of north-central Arizona 
has been divided into four primary eras that very broadly equate with changing human adaptations. 
The following sections present a brief overview of these periods as they are currently understood. 

Paleoindian Period (Circa ~ 12,500 - 9,000 BP) 
 

The Paleoindian Period is characterized by small, highly mobile hunter-gatherer groups. These 
groups primarily hunted large, now-extinct Pleistocene megafauna and collected native plants. 
Projectile points from this period are highly diagnostic, generally large, and lanceolate in shape, 
and sometimes fluted, as in the case of Clovis and Folsom points (which are the two oldest point 
styles in the New World). The method of delivery for the projectile points was the atlatl which 
had been developed at least by the Upper Paleolithic Period in Europe (The World Atlatl 
Association 2018). Clovis and Folsom cultures are both present in Arizona and the Flagstaff 
region. 

Archaic Period (Circa ~ 9,000 - 2,000 BP) 
 

The extinction of Pleistocene megafauna is one factor contributing to a marked shift in 
technological organization at the end of the Paleoindian Period launching the transition into the 
Archaic Period. The depletion of megafauna (either environmentally or culturally) led to 
decreased mobility, increased group size, and a heavier reliance on native plant foods and smaller 
game. In fact, this heavy reliance on plant foods led to the advent of agriculture at the end of the 
Archaic Period. A heavy reliance on plant foods also led to an increase in the use of (or advent 
of) ground stone (primarily in the form of manos and metates). Other technological innovations 
include a reduction in the size of projectile points, and a wide variety of regional projectile point 
styles. 

Another hallmark of the Archaic period is the advent of large roasting pits. These roasting pits 
were utilized to process plant materials such as Agave hearts but were likely also utilized for 
processing meats and even firing ceramics during the latter portion of the period. They are 
widespread, diverse in size and shape, and offer a wealth of radiocarbon, palynological and 
phytolith data. 

Archaic Period sites in the Flagstaff area are sparse but present in sufficient numbers to suggest a 
permanent residency of the area. 

Ceramic Period (Circa ~ 2,000 - 500 BP) 

The primary hallmark of the transition between Archaic and Ceramic periods is the near complete 
reliance upon agriculture and a sedentary lifeway. People are no longer mobile hunter-gatherers 
and rely solely on agriculture and local plants and wild game for subsistence. Large, permanent 
villages & pueblos, and other permanent structures appear during this transition and allow for 
craft specialization. Ceramics were present during the Archaic Period, however, as the name 
suggests, the Ceramic Period exhibits an explosion in ceramic technologies. Numerous ceramic 
types exhibiting diverse construction methods, materials, and firing technologies appear 
throughout the region and the southwest in general. 

The region of north-central Arizona was the home to a prehistoric culture we now know as the 
Sinagua, named after the original Spanish name for the San Francisco Mountains, the ‘Sierra Sin 
Agua’. The Sinagua culture is further divided into the Northern and Southern Sinagua, with the 
Northern Sinagua occupying the area around Flagstaff, and the Southern Sinagua occupying the 
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Verde Valley. The project area is around Flagstaff and, therefore, the cultural history that 
concerns us is the Northern Sinagua. 

The Sinagua’s geographical location, in the center of the state, is a cultural junction of Arizona’s 
larger and better known Prehistoric people (Anasazi, Hohokam, Mogollon and Patayan). This 
allows for cultural “borrowing” by the Sinagua from these other cultures, including pit house 
styles from the Mogollon and ceramic technique from the Anasazi and Hohokam. The Northern 
Sinagua’s history lasted approximately 800 years and is subdivided into seven phases. 

The Cinder Park Phase (AD ~ 600 - AD 825) marks the beginning of the Northern Sinagua’s 
cultural heritage. During this initial phase, the population of the region was low with people 
living in small communities of five to ten houses. The Sinaguan pit houses are what 
archaeologists refer to as “true” pit houses, where the wall of the pit forms the walls of the house. 
Usually, four posts were set in the ground around the pit to support the roof (Reid and Whittlesey 
1997). These pit houses were similar enough in structure to Mogollon pit houses to infer that the 
Northern Sinagua had some ties to the Mogollon of the mountains of eastern Arizona. Pottery 
from other areas of Arizona is also found with Sinagua sites, indicating close ties with other 
cultures. 

The Sunset Phase (AD ~ 825 - AD 1000) and the Rio de Flag Phase (AD ~1000 - AD 1064) 
follow the Cinder Park Phase. The Sunset phase saw an increase in population, but little change in 
material culture. Settlements became larger and new areas of the land, mainly along washes, were 
farmed. They would build check dams to channel the water to their fields. Near these fields, the 
Sinagua built single-room farmhouses where they spent much of their time during harvest season. 
After the season was over, the farmers would take their harvest back to the village. In AD 1064 
there was an abrupt change in the lifestyles of the Sinagua with the eruption of Sunset Crater 
Volcano. This eruption left an area of 15 square miles buried in ash with some debris landing as 
far away as Kansas (Reid and Whittlesey 1997). This terrifying event caused the dispersal of the 
people around Flagstaff to seek homes elsewhere. Subsequent eruptions in the years to follow 
prevented people from immediately resettling the area. Lack of rain during this period probably 
affected where the Sinagua were to settle, closer to established waterways like Rio de Flag, 
Schultz Creek, and Elden Spring. 

When Sunset Crater stopped erupting and the drought ended, different peoples from around 
Arizona began settling in the area around Flagstaff. Specifically, the Hohokam from the southern 
deserts began to settle near Flagstaff. This marked the Winona and Padre phases (AD ~ 1070 - 
AD 1150). The evidence of a strong Hohokam presence is found in the style of pit houses, 
ceramics, and most importantly - ball courts, which were distinctly Hohokam. The Padre Phase 
incorporated Anasazi and native Sinagua characteristics as well as Hohokam. The Anasazi 
brought masonry work to use in the building of pit houses. The pit houses were no longer just pits 
dug in the ground with a roof but were lined with stonework. A ventilator was also built into the 
structure, allowing for air circulation. This was a Sinagua contribution. The roof was distinctly of 
Hohokam construction (Reid and Whittlesey 1997). 

 
The Elden Phase (AD ~ 1150 - AD 1220) characterizes the height of the Sinagua culture. There 
was a large population boom resulting in the construction of some of the finer pueblos in Arizona. 
The largest and most spectacular of these can be seen near Flagstaff at Walnut Canyon and 
Wupatki National Monument. At these sites, as many as 300 rooms can be found under cliff 
overhangs, and more dwellings, farmhouses, and agricultural features can be found at the rim of 
the canyon. Many archaeologists attribute this expansion to the different cultures that came 
together following the Sunset Crater eruption. However, the great drought of the Colorado 
Plateau that lasted 50 years from 1250 to 1300 brought the prosperity of this period to an end 
(Reid and Whittlesey 1997). 
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The final phases of Sinagua culture include the Turkey Hill Phase (circa AD ~ 1220 - AD 1300), 
and the Clear Creek Phase (circa AD ~1300 - AD 1450). Population began to disperse, 
agriculture dwindled, and the use of the ball courts ceased. This decline is most likely due to 
environmental causes (primarily the drought), but perhaps also the silencing of Sunset Crater. 
During the Clear Creek Phase, the population continued dispersing from many small villages to 
a few large settlements like Chavez Pass Pueblo on Anderson Mesa (Reid and Whittlesey 1997). 
Following this period, the Northern Sinagua disappeared as a distinct culture based on the 
archaeological evidence. 

 
Ethnohistoric/Historic Period (Circa ~ 500 - 50 BP) 

Various tribal groups occupied the Flagstaff area at the time of Anglo/European contact including 
the Yavapai, Navajo, Hopi, and Apachean groups. It is highly likely that other tribal groups such 
as the Hualapai, Havasupai, O’odham, and Colorado River tribes visited the area for trading or 
cultural purposes as well as minimal subsistence rounds. Some temporary habitation sites were 
established in the area by the Hualapai and Havasupai (Dosh and Dechambre 1991). 

Contact Period 
 

The first known European contact with native tribes in the region was by the Spanish in 1583 
when Antonio de Espejo led a party of Spaniards and Indian guides at least as far north as the 
Jerome area in the Black Hills north of Prescott (Anduze et al. 2003). Further organized and 
named Spanish expeditions followed, though it is doubtless that numerous unnamed expeditions 
and explorative individuals encountered the native peoples both before and after Espejo. In fact, 
the majority of Spanish and native encounters, and subsequent exchange of cultural ideas, were 
probably on an individual basis and have been lost to time. Whatever the unknown details, the 
Prescott area was officially a part of Mexico until 1848. 

Little is mentioned of Frances’ influence on the southwest since Spain controlled the majority of 
the region. However, between 1583 and 1803 France controlled at least a third of New Mexico 
and most of Colorado. Given the veracity of French trappers in the western Rocky Mountains 
during this period, it would be nearly inconceivable that no French ventured into this part of 
Arizona given the proximity to French territory in surrounding states. Written accounts are 
available of French trappers on the Salt River and its tributaries in the first quarter of the 19th 
century (Hill 1923), so it is likely to have occurred much earlier. 

The Flagstaff area became widely visited by Anglo-Europeans from the United States by the 18th 
Century. Given that Europeans had been in the southwest since the 1500’s it is again nearly 
inconceivable to think that no Americans made it to the area prior to any written accounts or 
known explorations. The Flagstaff area officially became a ward of the United States when 
Arizona was granted territorial status on February 24, 1863. Arizona became a state on February 
14, 1912. 

Prior to 1863, the Flagstaff area was part of New Mexico Territory as ceded by Mexico during the 
Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo ending the Mexican American War May 30, 1848. The area, 
though a territory, was governed by the United States Military until 1850. Various military 
expeditions passed through the region when it was a part of New Mexico, and fur 
trapping/exploration of the area was rampant. 

Ranching and agriculture became a major component of the Flagstaff area during the last quarter 
of the 19th century and continues until today. Railroads reached the region fairly early and were 
followed by the United States Highway System and eventually the Interstate Highway System. 
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CULTURAL RESOURCES SURVEY METHODS 

An intensive pedestrian survey was conducted within the APE utilizing 15-meter transects in 
order to locate cultural resources exposed on the surface. A hand-held Garmin GPSMAP 67i 
receiver with submeter accuracy was utilized to record the positions of cultural resources and site 
and feature boundaries. On January 18, 2026, archaeologists Alan L. Bartholomew MA RPA 
GIS (Principal Investigator, Project/Field Director), Nathan Lefthand (Archaeologist/Tribal 
Monitor), and Ace Overmann (ETD Archaeological Technician) conducted the cultural resources 
pedestrian survey of the project area. During the three field-person-days spent on this survey, no 
archaeological sites, and twenty-three isolated occurrences (IOs) of cultural material were 
located. 

 
The distinction between archaeological sites and Isolated Occurrences (IOs) is based on the 
general criteria outlined in the National Register Bulletin “How to Apply the National Register 
Criteria for Evaluation” and the USFS Region Three site definitions. 

According to the USDA Forest Service Region 3 Cultural Resource Handbook, an archaeological 
site is defined as “A location of purposeful prehistoric or historic human activity. An activity is 
considered to have been purposeful if it resulted in a deposit of cultural materials beyond the level 
of one or a few accidentally lost artifacts. Locations of human activity not classifiable as sites by 
this definition should be considered isolated finds. 

 
A cultural resource qualifying as a site under this definition should exhibit at least one of the 
following: 
a. One or more features. 

b. One formal tool if associated with other cultural materials, or more than one formal tool. 
 

c. An occurrence of cultural material (such as pottery sherds, chipped stone, or historic items) 
that contains one of the following: 

 
1. Three or more types of artifacts or raw material. 

2. Two types of artifacts or material in a density of at least ten items per 100 square meters. 
 

3. A single type of artifact or material in a density of at least 25 items per 100 square meters. 

These criteria may be modified, where appropriate, based on a professional cultural resource 
specialist's judgment. The boundary of a cultural resource site shall minimally include: 

a. All features, formal tools, and identifiable activity areas. 
 

b. All areas of artifactual debris exhibiting a density of ten or more cultural items per 100 square 
meters” (Region Three Handbook). 
 
An IO is either an isolated archaeological feature that does not have any other features within a 
100-meter (325 - foot) radius, or a single artifact or a small group of artifacts (flakes, pot sherds, 
cans, etc.) that do not constitute a site as defined above. 

 
Ground surface visibility was generally good across the APE, generally in the 50 - 60% range. 
Approximately 10% of the APE exhibited 0% ground visibility. 

 
Flagstaff Register of Historic Places, National Register of Historic Places & Arizona Register of 
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Historic Places (FRHP/FRHP/NRHP/ARHP) eligibility recommendations are based primarily on 
the four Criteria (A - D). 

 
SURVEY RESULTS 

During the cultural resources survey of the APE, no archaeological sites, and twenty-three IOs 
were recorded (Figure 28 in Appendix A, Table 5). One previously recorded archaeological site 
was depicted on AZSITE as within the current APE (NA19151); however, it was likely destroyed 
during construction of the Arizona Mountain Inn and Cabins and was not observed in 2026 
(Figure 26). None of the IO’s are recommended eligible for FRHP/NRHP/ARHP listing. 
Additional IO photos are available in Appendix A. 

 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES 

 
A single archaeological site (NA19151/AZ 1:14:539(MNA)/AR-03-04-03-292) was depicted in 
the southeastern portion of the APE on AZSITE (Figure 26). The site was recorded in 1980 by P. 
Stein, J. Hunt, and A. Baldwin of MNA and described as a sparse lithic scatter located along an 
intermittent drainage, consisting of approximately 25 – 30 obsidian and fine-grained basalt 
tertiary flakes (Original Site Form). Approximately 6% of the artifacts were collected at the time 
of the original recordation. 

 
No evidence of this site was located during the 2026 pedestrian survey with the possible 
exception of PL21 which is a yellow/orange chert tested cobble, and the only Prehistoric artifact 
located during the current survey. It is highly likely that this site was not located in 2026 either 
because it was destroyed during construction of the Arizona Mountain Inn and Cabins, or it was 
mis-plotted buy the original recorders. 

 
Isolated Occurrences (IOs) 

A total of twenty-three IOs were recorded during the pedestrian survey (IO1 – IO23, Figure 28, 
Tables 5 - 6, Appendix A). All of the IOs are Historic with the exception of PL21, which is a 
tested chert cobble. 

 
None of the IOs are recommended eligible for listing on the FRHP/NRHP/ARHP, and UTM’s 
and additional photos can be located in Appendix A. IO’s are not eligible under Criteria D 
because they do not generally contain enough information to be important to the Prehistoric or 
Historic past of a region. They are not eligible under Criteria A, B, or C because they are not 
associated with an important event or person, are not the work of a master, and/or do not convey 
important or distinctive characteristics of a period. 
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Table 5 
IOs observed during the pedestrian survey for the Hidden Haven Estates Subdivision Project. 

IO 
No. 

Description Dimensions 

1 Historic rock pile, probably related to Historic occupation of the area in the 
middle Twentieth Century (circa ~ 1930 – 1970 AD) (Figure 4) 

~ 5’ diameter 

2 Historic rock pile, probably related to Historic occupation of the area in the 
middle Twentieth Century (circa ~ 1930 – 1970 AD) (Figure 5) 

~ 5’ diameter 

3 Historic rock pile and pit, probably related to Historic occupation of the area 
in the middle Twentieth Century (circa ~ 1930 – 1970 AD) (Figure 6) 

~ 15’ diameter 

4 Historic rock pile and pit, probably related to Historic occupation of the area 
in the middle Twentieth Century (circa ~ 1930 – 1970 AD), associated ~ 30; 
long lead pipe with one end exhibiting a screw fitting and the other a sleeve 
fitting, probably for a Historic cistern (Figures 7 - 8) 

~ 30’ diameter ~ 
in an ~ 50’ 
diameter area 

5 Road cut, various piles of concrete/limestone/rock, probably middle 
Twentieth Century (circa ~ 1930 – 1970 AD) (Figure 9) 

~ 100 X 20’ 

6 Pit (Figure 10) ~ 5’ diameter 
7 Excavated drainage ditch, continues from this point to the southeast corner of 

the PA (Figure 11) 
~ 10’ wide X 
300’ long 

8 Wooden sledge/platform, constructed of large, milled timbers bolted with five 
large bolts, probably used to transport PL9 (Figure 12) 

~ 8 X 4’ 

9 Historic machinery, combination table saw, jig saw, and planer; no maker’s 
marks or other defining characteristics (Figure 13, Appendix A) 

~ 10 X 4’ 

10 White ceramic house insulator, nailed to a tree, probably a middle Twentieth 
Century (circa ~ 1930 – 1970 AD) telephone line (Figures 14 - 15) 

NA 

11 1965 Cadastral survey marker (Figure 16) ~ 3’ diameter 
12 1965 Cadastral survey marker (Figure 17) ~ 3’ diameter 
13 Small pit, no photo ~ 2’ diameter 
14 ~ ½ red brick, no photo NA 
15 Very light Historic trash scatter, ~ 10 clear glass bottle body shards, ~ 10 

green glass bottle body shards, melted/burned red rubber blob, no photo 
~ 30’ diameter 
area 

16 Historic Cabin, very small, on concrete pad, wood floors, has been 
maintained with newer roof and some other repairs (circa ~ 1930 – 1970 AD) 
(Figure 18, Appendix A) 

~ 12 X 10’ 

17 Concrete pad, (circa ~ 1930 – 1970 AD) (Figure 19) ~ 12 X 10’ 
18 Pile of concrete, limestone, single dump episode (Figure 20) ~ 10’ diameter 
19 Axe/saw cut stumps in small area (Figure 21) ~ 50’ diameter 

area 
20 Historic/modern rock lined trail example, there are several of these around the 

cabins which were not recorded/mapped (Figure 22) 
NA 

21 Yellow/orange chert tested cobble, heavily weathered (Figure 23) 8.5 X 6.5 X 4.7 
cm 

22 Well head, poured concrete around a 6” diameter metal pipe (Figure 24) 6” diameter pipe 
23 Historic Chevrolet truck bed converted into a trailer (Figure 25, Appendix A) NA 
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Figure 4 

Rock pile (IO1), view southwest. 
 

Figure 5 
Rock pile (IO2), view northwest. 



15 
 

 
Figure 6 

Rock pile & pit (IO3), view southwest. 
 

Figure 7 
Rock pile & pit (IO4), view northeast. 
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Figure 8 

Pipe (IO4), view south. 
 

Figure 9 
Road cut & rock piles (IO5), view south. 
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Figure 10 

Pit (IO6), view east, small rock feature upper left is modern. 
 

Figure 11 
Drainage ditch (IO7), view southeast. 
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Figure 12 

Wooden sledge (IO8), view north. 
 

Figure 13 
Table saw, jig saw, planer combination (IO9), view west. 



19 
 

 
Figure 14 

Insulator (IO10), view east southeast. 
 

Figure 15 
Closer view of insulator (IO10), view east southeast. 
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Figure 16 

Survey marker (IO11). 
 

Figure 17 
Survey marker (IO12). 
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Figure 18 

Cabin west wall details & window (IO16), view east. 
 

Figure 19 
Concrete pad (IO17), view northeast. 
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Figure 20 

Rock pile (IO18), view west. 
 

Figure 21 
Axe/saw cut stumps (IO19), view northeast. 
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Figure 22 

Modern/Historic rock-lined trail (IO20), view southeast. 
 

Figure 23 
Tested cobble (IO21). 
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Figure 24 

Well head (IO22), view oblique north (scale is 6 inches). 
 

Figure 25 
Truck bed trailer (IO23), view northwest. 
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RESOURCE SYNTHESIS 

The cultural resources pedestrian survey of the APE revealed no archaeological sites and twenty-
three IOs. A previously recorded archaeological site was depicted within the southern portion of 
the APE (NA19151); however, it was not located during the 2026 pedestrian survey. None of the 
IOs are recommended eligible for FRHP/NRHP/ARHP listing. 

The Arizona Mountain Inn and Cabins currently occupies the property. Construction began in 
1949, when a single cabin was built on the property (Cabin #1), and continued through the early 
1970s. A total of 14 structures within the project area were constructed prior to 1972 and meet the 
50-year threshold for evaluation under NRHP, ARHP, and FRHP criteria as well as Flagstaff 
Zoning Code Section 10-30.30.050. 

A built-environment evaluation of all 14 structures was completed by Lithos Paleontology and 
Cultural Resource Consultants, LLC (Bartholomew and Recksieck 2026). The evaluation included 
field documentation, archival research, integrity assessments, and determinations of eligibility for 
listing on the NRHP, ARHP, and FRHP. None of the 14 structures are recommended eligible for 
listing under any criteria. The structures are common examples of mid-twentieth-century 
vernacular and A-frame cabin types with no distinguishing architectural features, no associations 
with significant persons or events at any level of significance, and limited potential to yield 
additional important information.The full built-environment evaluation is presented in Appendix 
B. 

The PA as a whole was heavily utilized during the entire Historic Period, which is represented by 
Historic trash, axe and saw cut stumps, and Historic/modern features. The Historic period use of 
the area was expected given its proximity to both Flagstaff and Fort Tuthill. 

 
Prehistoric use of the PA appears to have been minimal. A single Prehistoric isolate tested cobble 
(IO21) was observed during the pedestrian survey. More Prehistoric resources were expected 
than were observed, however, as previously mentioned, the entire PA has been heavily disturbed 
during the Historic period. 

 
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Mary & Brian Bostwick/Hidden Haven Estates Subdivision proposes to develop a single-family 
lot subdivision on four parcels (Parcels APN 105-05-001A, and 105-05-002B, C, & D) located at 
4200 S. Lake Mary Road, totaling approximately 23 acres. The project is located on privately 
managed lands in north-central Arizona, west-southwest of and adjacent to the city of Flagstaff 
and will consist of 49 single-family homes. Since the project will require permits, it is subject to 
City of Flagstaff Heritage Preservation Code (10-30.30) review and compliance and Arizona 
Antiquities Act review and compliance. No federal nexus requiring National Historic 
Preservation Act Section 106 review has been identified for this project. Should a federal nexus 
be identified during future project permitting, additional compliance under Section 106 may be 
required. A 100% cultural resources pedestrian survey of the project area was completed which 
identified twenty-three IOs and no archaeological sites. This report was completed by Principal 
Investigator Alan L. Bartholomew, MA, RPA, GIS, a Secretary of the Interior qualified 
archaeologist, with archaeologist/tribal monitor Nathan Lefthand and archaeological technician 
Ace Overmann. 

 
No archaeological sites were located during the pedestrian survey, and 23 isolated occurrences 
were documented, none of which are recommended eligible for FRHP/NRHP/ARHP listing. 
 
A built-environment evaluation of the 14 historic structures within the project area was completed 
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by Lithos Paleontology and Cultural Resource Consultants, LLC, in accordance with the 
Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
and the requirements of Flagstaff Zoning Code Section 10-30.30.050 (Bartholomew and 
Recksieck 2026; see Appendix B). None of the 14 structures are recommended eligible for listing 
on the NRHP, ARHP, or FRHP under any criteria (Bartholomew and Recksieck 2026; see 
Appendix B). 
 
Based on these findings, project clearance is recommended and no further cultural resources work 
is recommended for the Hidden Haven Estates Subdivision project.  
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PREPARER QUALIFICATIONS 
 
Alan L. Bartholomew, MA, RPA, GIS — Principal Investigator / Project Director 
 
Alan Bartholomew meets the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards for 
Archeology. He holds a Master of Arts in Anthropology with a focus in Archaeology from the 
University of Wyoming (2001) and a Bachelor of Arts in Anthropology with a focus in 
Archaeology from the University of Wyoming (1997). He also holds a GIS Certificate from 
Northern Arizona University (2014). 
 
Mr. Bartholomew is a Registered Professional Archaeologist (RPA, registered since 2010) and 
holds an Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) Section 106 Certification. He has 
over 30 years of professional experience in cultural resource management across 16 states. His 
experience encompasses directing large-scale cultural resource inventories, supervising testing 
and data recovery/excavation projects, pedestrian surveys, archaeological monitoring, NRHP 
eligibility recommendations, and technical report preparation. He has extensive familiarity with 
federal, tribal, state, and municipal environmental and cultural resource compliance legislation. 
Mr. Bartholomew currently serves as Senior Archaeologist with Lithos Paleontology & Cultural 
Resource Consultants and holds current permits with Arizona State Lands (ASM 2026-066bl), 
Prescott National Forest (ARPA PNF-169, exp. 2030), and Nevada BLM (Principal Investigator 
N-0072). 

 
Nathan J. Lefthand — Archaeologist / Tribal Monitor 
 
Nathan Lefthand served as Archaeologist and Tribal Monitor for the pedestrian survey under the 
direction of Principal Investigator Alan L. Bartholomew. He holds a Bachelor of Arts in General 
Studies with a focus in Southwest United States History from Northern Arizona University 
(1993). Mr. Lefthand has over 30 years of experience in cultural resource management in the 
Southwest, beginning with the Navajo Nation Archaeological Department (1991-1993) and 
Plateau Mountain Desert Research (1993-1999), where he conducted cultural resource surveys, 
significance testing, data recovery, and National Register of Historic Places nominations for 
clients including the Arizona Department of Transportation. He subsequently served as a full-
time Archaeologist with Harris Environmental Group, Inc. (2018-2021), conducting cultural 
resource surveys for federal contracts in the greater Southwest with specializations in ceramic, 
lithic, and ground stone analysis. He has been a contract archaeologist since 2015. Mr. Lefthand 
holds certifications in Federal Laws and Section 106/110 Compliance from the National Register 
of Historic Places (1993), Traditional Cultural Properties (1994), and NAGPRA from the 
National Preservation Institution (2024). He is a member of the Arizona Archaeological Society 
and the Society for American Archaeology. Mr. Lefthand has authored or co-authored over 110 
technical reports on file with the Arizona State Museum. 
 
Ace Overmann, MA — Archaeological Technician  
 
Ace Overmann served as Archaeological Technician for the pedestrian survey under the direct 
supervision of Principal Investigator Alan L. Bartholomew. Mr. Overmann holds a Master of Arts 
in Anthropology from Northern Arizona University (2024) and a Bachelor of General Studies 
with a focus in Anthropology and Geography from the University of Kansas (2020). He has 
completed archaeological field schools in Belize (Belize Valley Archaeological Reconnaissance, 
2023) and Turkey (Boncuklu Archaeological Field School, 2021), where he gained experience in 
excavation, site recording, data collection, and field supervision. He has additional experience in 
artifact identification, analysis, and data management through research positions at the University 
of Kansas and Northern Arizona University Departments of Anthropology. 
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 Additional IO Photographs  
 
 

Figure 29 
Table saw, jig saw, planer combination (IO9), view north. 

 

Figure 30 
Table saw, jig saw, planer combination (IO9), view east. 
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Figure 31 

Table saw, jig saw, planer combination (IO9), view west. 
 

Figure 32 
Overview (IO16), view north. 
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Figure 33 

South wall details & doorway (IO16), view north. 

 

Figure 34 
North wall details (IO16), view south. 
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Figure 35 

East wall details (IO16), view west. 

 

Figure 36 
South wall corner details (IO16), view north. 
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Figure 37 

Roof details (IO16). 

 

Figure 38 
Interior details (IO16), view south. 
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Figure 39 

Window details from interior (IO16), view oblique west showing hand hewn window frame. 

 

Figure 40 
Trailer overview (IO23), view north. 
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Figure 41 

Trailer gate details (IO23), view west. 

 

Figure 42 
Trailer bed details (IO23), view south. 
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Appendix B 
 

BUILT-ENVIRONMENT EVALUATION  
OF HISTORIC STRUCTURES  

 
Lithos Paleontology and Cultural Resource  

Consultants, LLC Report No. 26-013 
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Heritage Preservation Commission 7. A.       
From: Sara Dechter, AICP, Comprehensive Planning Manager

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: Deputy City Clerk Georganna Staskey will provide an Open Meeting Law and Boards and
Commission training refresher. 

STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Informational only

Policy Impact:
NA

Attachments
Presentation



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS
AND COMMISSIONS

Open Meeting Law Refresher 



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Today’s Agenda
• Review Roles of Commissions

• Refresher in Open Meeting Law

• Review Conflict of Interest Law

• Questions



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

New Appointments
•Welcome!

• Jeanne Stevens
• Alec Overmann
• Caitlin Stewart 



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Types of Boards and Commissions
• All boards, commissions, and committees of the city are classified as advisory, 

ad hoc, or quasi-judicial.

• Advisory and Ad hoc
• Most commissions fall into these category

• Advisory commissions have the primary responsibility of making recommendations 
to the City Council. 

• Ad hoc created to study, review, and make recommendations regarding specific 
issues designated by City Council. 

• Quasi-Judicial
• A public body, other than a court of law, possessing the power to hold hearings and make 

decisions. The following boards are considered quasi-judicial: Board of Adjustment and Building 
and Fire Code Board of Appeals. 



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Roles
• Board and Commission Primary Role 

• Make recommendations to Council
• Accept recommendation

• Change provisions of recommendation

• Send back for further consideration

• Not accept recommendation

• Staff Liaison Role
• Ensure compliance with Open Meeting Law

• Answer questions related to city policies and procedures

• Coordinate the involvement of other departments or commissions 

• Reporting commission recommendations to Council 

• A commission may request staff's assistance on various projects; however, their Division 
Director must approve all requests which create a substantial demand for a work product. 



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Subcommittees and Informal Working Groups
• Subcommittees

• A subcommittee is charged with a specific duty or role, Bicycle Advisory 
Committee and Pedestrian Advisory Committee.

• Informal Working Groups 
• Informal Working Groups may be created to research, gather information, and 

provide recommendations back to the commission for specific purposes.
• Working groups may consist of members of the public and/or less than a quorum 

of commission members. 
• All information and recommendations from the working group must be provided 

and presented to the commission in an open meeting for public discussion. 
• No actions, statements, or recommendations can be made or provided by the 

working group on behalf of the commission. Working groups are not required to 
have formal agendas or minutes. 



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Open Meeting Law
• Two core concepts

• “All meetings of any public body shall be public meetings and all persons so desiring shall be permitted to 
attend and listen to the deliberations and proceedings.” A.R.S. § 38- 431.01(A). 

• “It is the public policy of this state that meetings of public bodies be conducted openly, and that notices 
and agendas be provided for such meetings which contain such information as is reasonably necessary to 
inform the public of the matters to be discussed or decided.” A.R.S. § 38-431.09.

• Meetings shall be open to the public and follow requirements 
• When and where the meeting will occur
• Information to inform the public of the matters to be discussed or decided
• Minimum 24-Hour public notice is required

• Legal action (motions and votes) must take place in a public meeting

• Only agenda items may be discussed
• Best practice is to keep conversations about the agenda within the public meeting and during the designated 

agenda item time. If there are questions beforehand, staff can provide assistance; however, members should 
avoid discussing agenda items with one another in advance, as this helps prevent any potential influence or 
perceived bias.

• Executive Sessions (exception to rule)
• Executive sessions require prior consent of City Attorney and staff liaison



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

What constitutes a meeting?
• A meeting is a gathering, in person or through technological devices, of a 

quorum of a public body at which they discuss, propose, or take legal action, 
including deliberations.  ARS § 38-431(4). 
• This includes telephone and e-mail communications.

• DO NOT “reply all”
• Public does not have access
• E-Mails regarding commission business are a public record
• Does not matter whose computer is used

• Quorum Requirement
• Majority of membership

• Seven members – four members a quorum

• What if you don’t have a quorum?
• You don’t have a “meeting” and you adjourn



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Why do we have an Open Meeting Law?
• To protect the public. 

• To avoid decision-making in secret. 

• To promote accountability by encouraging public officials to act responsively and 
responsibly. 

• To protect public officials. 
• To avoid being excluded (notice). 

• To prepare and avoid being blind sided (agenda). 

• To accurately memorialize what happened (minutes). 

• Maintain Integrity of government. 

• Better informed citizenry. 

• Build trust between government and citizenry.



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Open Meeting Law
• Penalties

• If found guilty of an Open Meeting Law violation, a court may:
• Levy a fine up to $500 against the commissioner for each violation

• The commissioner personally must pay the fine

• The commissioner is subject to removal from office

• Social Events 
• If a quorum may be present

• Post a “Notice of Possible Quorum”

• Include a statement that no business of public body will be discussed, and no action taken



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Decorum
• The chair is the presiding officer in all commission proceedings. During the absence 

of the chair, the vice-chair acts as chair.

• Members may speak after recognition by the chair and the chair shall not 
unreasonably withhold such recognition.
• When two or more members wish to speak, the chair shall determine the order of speaking and 

recognize the first speaker.
• While a member is speaking, no other member shall interrupt except to make a point of order 

or a point of personal privilege. 
• Point of Order vs. Point of Privilege: A point of order is made when a member notes an infraction of 

the rules or improper decorum in speaking. The point of order must be raised immediately after the 
error is made. A point of personal privilege pertains to noise, personal comfort, or related items. i.e.
personal statements unrelated to the agenda matter.

• The Commission moves in the collective, if additional information is needed it is best 
to ask staff so they can gather requested information and share with the whole 
commission.



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Tips for Meetings
• Refrain from side conversations during the meeting

• Turn off your phone ringer/computer sounds

• Wait for the previous person to finish their comments

• Speak clearly for the audience

• If you are unable to attend a meeting in person, please contact your staff 
liaison to attend virtually
• As a general rule, a commission may recommend the removal of any member who is 

absent for more than two consecutive regular meetings without prior notification.



FLAGSTAFF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

Conflict of Interest
• Substantial 

• Generally, any interest that affects your, or your relative’s, financial (pecuniary) or property (proprietary) 
interests

• Refrain from voting on or participating in the decision (please “leave the room”)
• Make the conflict of interest known in the official record
• *In some instances, where an HPC Commissioner needs to act as a Consultant they should leave the dais, 

make a clear statement for the minutes that they are acting in their professional capacity and not a 
Commissioner and may proceed with their presentation and answer questions. They may sit in the 
audience during deliberation and voting. 

• Remote
• Remote interests are financial and property interests deemed to be so minor as not to trigger the 

reporting and non-participation requirements

• May still vote 

• A commissioner is an architect who, years ago, had a consultation with the applicant on an unrelated 
project.

• Gifts and Bribes
• Tickets to concert, dinner gift certificates, etc. considered gifts



Board and Commission 
Members’ Rules and 
Operations Manual

georganna.staskey@flagstaffaz.gov



  
Heritage Preservation Commission 7. B.       
From: Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner/Heritage Preservation Officer

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: Historic Signs and Facades Grant Tracking - April 2026 Update

STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Discussion only.

Executive Summary:
The building permit has been issued for the 822 W. Grand Canyon Ave. grant project and work is expected to
be completed by May 2026. There are no other updates since the February 2026 report.

Policy Impact:
 

Attachments
HSFG Tracking April 2026



Address Property Owner(s)/Applicant Grant Amount ($) Grant Level
HPC Meeting 
Award Date

Grant Expiration 
Date

Status

601 W Cherry Avenue
Erik Schiefer-Stan & Amanda 
Schiefer-Stan  

$10,000 Level 1 Apr-24 Apr-26 Paid

123 S Beaver Street
David Tomich and Jeff Newman - 
Flagstaff Christian Fellowship

$10,000 Level 1 Jul-25 Jul-26 Paid

104 E Route 66 Jonathan Warshaw/Bob Harris $9,633 Level 1 Nov-24 Nov-25 Paid

822 W Grand Canyon Ave James (Kip) Moyer $10,000 Level 1 Jan-26 Jan-27 Permit issued

FY26 Funding $160,000
Available funds $120,367

HSFG Grants July 2025 - June 2026



  
Heritage Preservation Commission 7. C.       
From: Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner/Heritage Preservation Officer

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: Updated Heritage Resources: Special Districts and Neighborhoods Map

STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Discussion only.

Executive Summary:
Staff will present the recently updated Heritage Resources: Special Districts and Neighborhoods map.

Policy Impact:
 

Background and History:
The Heritage Resources: Special Districts and Neighborhoods map features properties and districts listed on
the Flagstaff and/or National Register of Historic Places, City Landmark Properties and Historic Overlay
Zones, and other historic neighborhoods within the City of Flagstaff. An earlier version was created and
published on the Heritage Preservation website in 2021. The map was recently updated to:

Include the 2025 listing of the Kinlani Apartments building at 101-103 N. Leroux St. in the Flagstaff
Register of Historic Places.
Correct the location points of the stars representing National Register of Historic Places properties. 
Add additional City Landmarks and National Register of Historic Places properties and districts.

The Heritage Resources: Special Districts and Neighborhoods map is published on the Heritage Preservation
Maps webpage, which can be accessed here: Heritage Preservation Maps | City of Flagstaff Official Website.

Attachments
Heritage Resources: Special Districts and Neighborhoods Map

https://www.flagstaff.az.gov/4552/Maps




  
Heritage Preservation Commission 7. D.       
From: Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner/Heritage Preservation Officer

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: Commission Outreach and Education Program Discussion
 

STAFF RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Discussion only. 

Executive Summary:
Chair Westheimer requested a discussion of possible future Commission-led public outreach and education
programs per the Commission's Powers and Duties listed in the Enacting Authority.

Policy Impact:
 

Background and History:
The following related Powers and Duties are included under 2-19-001-0005 of the Commission's Enacting
Authority:

B. The Commission shall increase public awareness of the value of historic, cultural, and architectural
preservation by developing and participating in public education programs.

C. The Commission shall advise and assist owners of landmarks or historic structures on physical and
financial aspects of preservation, renovation, rehabilitation, and reuse.

The Commission's Enacting Authority is available to view online
here: http://www.codepublishing.com/AZ/Flagstaff/cgi/menuCompile.pl

https://www.flagstaff.az.gov/DocumentCenter/View/41734/Heritage-Preservation-Commission-Authority?bidId=


  
Heritage Preservation Commission 8. A. 1.       
From: Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner/Heritage Preservation Officer

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: 114 W. Route 66 Certificate of No Effect

PROPERTY INFO:
Permit Number(s):  PZ-26-00025, CC-26-00069 
Address:  114 W. Route 66 
Type of Approval:  Certificate of No Effect 
Approval Date:  February 23, 2026

FINDINGS:
The Certificate of No Effect application was reviewed and approved by the Heritage Preservation Officer. 

INFORMATION:
This property is located within the Downtown Historic Overlay Zone and subject to its design guidelines for
signs. It is located outside of the Railroad Addition Historic District and was previously recommended eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The proposed sign plans were determined to conform to
the design guidelines and meet the criteria for a Certificate of No Effect.

Attachments
Certificate of No Effect Application
Sign Plans



(928) 369-8236 shaneshumway@wbicompany.comShane Shumway

1501 E. Woolford Rd.                                                                                  Show Low, AZ 85901



Last updated 12/2024 Page 2 of 4 

Submittal Requirements 

An application to the Heritage Preservation Commission and Historic Preservation Officer shall contain at least 
the following information: 
1. Completed Application including all signatures and payment of fees. If applying for multiple types of HPC

reviews only one fee is collected at the time of the first application for the same work.
2. An electronic copy and one copy of drawings or documents as needed to describe the proposal, which may

include a Site Plan, Floor Plans, Exterior Elevations, Building Sections, Exterior Details, Lighting Plan, and a
Landscape Plan. All drawings shall be drawn to scale and dimensioned and shall clearly and accurately
represent the natural and built conditions of the context area and the project, including both existing
conditions and proposed work.

3. Photographs of the context, including the property, surrounding properties, and the neighborhood.
4. A Color Board depicting all exterior materials and finishes associated with the work (if requested).
5. A list of related permits and development applications that have been or will need to be submitted.
6. Proof of ownership, or letter of authorization from the current property owner, if the applicant and owner

are not the same.
7. Statement of approval from a subdivision or property owners association, if applicable.
8. Any other information which the applicant feels would be helpful and/or pertinent to the request.
9. Any other information as may be required by the Historic Preservation Officer or Heritage Preservation

Commission to assist in the review of the requested application.

Timing of Submission and Completeness Review 
The Heritage Preservation Commission meets to review applications monthly on the third Wednesday of the 
month. If you are submitting an application for review of a Certificate of Appropriateness, a Certificate of 
Economic Hardship, Community Development must receive your application by the submittal deadline posted 
to the Heritage Preservation program website. 
For your item to be added to an agenda, the Heritage Preservation Officer (HPO) must deem the application 
complete and the information in it correct within 5 working days. The HPO will contact applicants for additional 
information as necessary. 
Please also note that per the Flagstaff Zoning Code, the HPO refer any application, including Certificates of No 
Effect to the Commission for any reason.  If the HPO refers the application, you will not need to resubmit, but 
additional materials may be requested. 

Applications pertaining to Certificates for properties with the Townsite Overlay Zone must also be properly 
noticed 15 days prior to the public hearing in accordance with Section J of the Townsite Historic Design Review 
Overlay District Design Standards and Guidelines. 
Approval of a Certificate does not indicate a final approval of site plans, building plans, permanent sign permits 
and other applications that will be required prior to demolition, modification, or construction. Approval of all 
Certificates will be conditioned on their conformance with Zoning Code and Building Code standards. The 
Heritage Preservation Officer may elect to hold an application until a review by the InterDivision staff is 
completed and substantive comments have been provided to the applicant. 
If this application includes the review of a sign within the Downtown Overlay, Central Sign District or the 
Townsite Overlay, a permanent sign application must be submitted prior to the submission of the HPC-C 
application and the comments provided in that review should be attached to this application. 
We encourage you to reach out early in designing your projects so that the HPO may assist you and your clients. 
HPO contact information: Lauren Clementino, Phone: (928) 213-2633; Email: lclementino@flagstaffaz.gov 

https://flagstaff.az.gov/901/Heritage-Preservation


City of Flagstaff Community Development Division 
211 W. Aspen Ave   P: (928) 213-2618 
Flagstaff, AZ 86001  F: (928) 779-7684 
www.flagstaff.az.gov 

Last Updated 12/2024 Page 3 of 4 

HPC-C
Project Description 

Explanation of how the project meets the applicable overlay and relevant sections of the 
Zoning Code 

Insert additional pages if necessary 



City of Flagstaff  Community Development Division 
211 W. Aspen Ave   P: (928) 213-2618  
Flagstaff, AZ 86001  F: (928) 779-7684 
www.flagstaff.az.gov 

Last Updated 12/2024  Page 4 of 4 

HPC-C 
Summary Statement of Significance: 
National Register of Historic Places documentation or a Cultural Resource Study can be submitted in lieu 
of completing this page to demonstrate significance (attach additional pages as necessary). 

The significance of a resource is generally based on its potential to contribute to our understanding of 
the past.  An object, structure, site, place, or area is significant if: 

a. It is associated with events or persons in the architectural, engineering, archeological, 
scientific, technological, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or 
cultural annals of the City of Flagstaff, the State of Arizona, or the United States of America. 

b. It embodies distinctive characteristics of type, period, region, artistic values, or methods of 
construction, including being the oldest of its type or the best example of its type, or, if it 
represents the work of, or for, an important individual. 

c. A resource is generally not significant if it is less than fifty (50) years old, or, if the features, 
materials, patterns, and relationships that establish its significance are no longer present or 
no longer have integrity.  The integrity of a resource is judged by how evident the general 
character of the significant period is, the degree to which the characteristics that define its 
significance are present, and the degree to which incompatible elements are reversible. 

Original Construction Date:______________________________________________________________ 

Describe Previous Major Alterations (Include dates and changes of use): 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Describe the Significance of the Resource (In terms of A. or B., and C., above):  

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Source(s) of Information Used: 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Describe the Level of Integrity of the Resource (Existing and proposed): 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 



28926-Exterior Signage

2333 N 200 E 
Spanish Fork, UT 84660

801-798-9892
creativesigns.com MEMBER

Page: 1
SPECIFICATIONS FOR FABRICATION AND INSTALLATION:
• Non-Illuminated Aluminum channel letters built to UL speci�cations
• Depth of signage:2”-3”
• Face type: Aluminum
• Mounting Method: Direct Mounted
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28926-Exterior Signage

2333 N 200 E 
Spanish Fork, UT 84660

801-798-9892
creativesigns.com MEMBER

Page: 2
• Sign Square Footage: 37.25 Sq. Ft.
• Sign Estimated Height From Ground: 8’ - 10” Estimated



  
Heritage Preservation Commission 8. A. 2.       
From: Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner/Heritage Preservation Officer

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: 123 N. San Francisco St. Certificate of No Effect

PROPERTY INFO:
Permit Number(s):  PZ-23-00047-03 
Address:  123 N. San Francisco St.  
Type of Approval:  Certificate of No Effect 
Approval Date:  February 23, 2026

FINDINGS:
The Certificate of No Effect application was reviewed and approved by the Heritage Preservation Officer. 

INFORMATION:
This property is located within the Downtown Historic Overlay Zone. It is non-contributing to the Railroad
Addition Historic District due to age (it was constructed in 1975, outside the period of significance established
for the district). The proposed plans to install rooftop telecommunications equipment and associated
screening were determined to meet the criteria for a Certificate of No Effect.

This project is currently being reviewed for a City of Flagstaff building permit and a Certificate of No Effect is
required before the permit can be issued. If a federal nexus is established, the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) may later initiate consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
under this project, which would be reported on a future agenda as a Consultation.

Attachments
Certificate of No Effect Application
Project Plans



City of Flagstaff  Community Development Division 
211 W. Aspen Ave   P: (928) 213-2618  
Flagstaff, AZ 86001  F: (928) 779-7684 
www.flagstaff.az.gov 
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HPC-C 
Date Received 
 

Application to Heritage Preservation for a 
Certificate within an Overlay 

File Number 

Property Owner(s) 
 

Title Phone      Email 

Mailing Address  
 

City, State, Zip 

Applicant 
 

Title Phone      Email 

Mailing Address  
 

City, State, Zip 

Property Interest of Applicant(s) (Owner, contractual interest, or agent) 
 

 

Site Address 
 

City, State, Zip 

Project Name 
 

 

Parcel Number(s) 
 

Zoning District(s), including Overlays 

Property 
Information: 

 Yes   No     Listed individually on the National or Arizona Register of Historic Places?  
                             (Name:                                   _____________________________    ) 
 Yes   No     Located in a National Register Historic District? (Name: ________________________    ) 
 Yes   No     Is a structure on the property considered contributing to the District? 
 Yes   No     Located in a Historic or Landmark Overlay? (Name: ________________________    ) 
 Yes   No     Is the structure over 50 years old at the time of application?  
 Yes   No     Does this application include review of a sign in an overlay or the Central Sign District?  

Type of HPC 
Application 
Requested: 

   Certificate of No Effect (May be reviewed by the Heritage Preservation Officer or the Commission) 
   Certificate of Appropriateness (Must be reviewed by the Heritage Preservation Commission)                
   Certificate of Economic Hardship (Must be reviewed by the Heritage Preservation Commission) 

Note:  Applications which are incomplete or not accompanied by the required information will not be accepted. 
Property Owner Signature: 
 
 

Date: Applicant Signature: Date: 

For City Use 

Date Filed: HPC Hearing Date: 

Fee Receipt #: Amount: Date: 
 
Action by HPC:        Consent Approval by HPO 
                                   Approved 

       
        Denied 
        Continued 

                                      Approved with Conditions  
Staff Intial:                                      Date: 
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Submittal Requirements 
 
An application to the Heritage Preservation Commission and Historic Preservation Officer shall contain at least 
the following information: 
1. Completed Application including all signatures and payment of fees. If applying for multiple types of HPC 

reviews only one fee is collected at the time of the first application for the same work. 
2. An electronic copy and one copy of drawings or documents as needed to describe the proposal, which may 

include a Site Plan, Floor Plans, Exterior Elevations, Building Sections, Exterior Details, Lighting Plan, and a 
Landscape Plan. All drawings shall be drawn to scale and dimensioned and shall clearly and accurately 
represent the natural and built conditions of the context area and the project, including both existing 
conditions and proposed work. 

3. Photographs of the context, including the property, surrounding properties, and the neighborhood. 
4. A Color Board depicting all exterior materials and finishes associated with the work (if requested). 
5. A list of related permits and development applications that have been or will need to be submitted.  
6. Proof of ownership, or letter of authorization from the current property owner, if the applicant and owner 

are not the same. 
7. Statement of approval from a subdivision or property owners association, if applicable. 
8. Any other information which the applicant feels would be helpful and/or pertinent to the request. 
9. Any other information as may be required by the Historic Preservation Officer or Heritage Preservation 

Commission to assist in the review of the requested application. 
 

Timing of Submission and Completeness Review 
The Heritage Preservation Commission meets to review applications monthly on the third Wednesday of the 
month. If you are submitting an application for review of a Certificate of Appropriateness, a Certificate of 
Economic Hardship, Community Development must receive your application by the submittal deadline posted 
to the Heritage Preservation program website. 
 

For your item to be added to an agenda, the Heritage Preservation Officer (HPO) must deem the application 
complete and the information in it correct within 5 working days. The HPO will contact applicants for additional 
information as necessary. 

 

Please also note that per the Flagstaff Zoning Code, the HPO refer any application, including Certificates of No 
Effect to the Commission for any reason.  If the HPO refers the application, you will not need to resubmit, but 
additional materials may be requested. 
 

Applications pertaining to Certificates for properties with the Townsite Overlay Zone must also be properly 
noticed 15 days prior to the public hearing in accordance with Section J of the Townsite Historic Design Review 
Overlay District Design Standards and Guidelines. 
 

Approval of a Certificate does not indicate a final approval of site plans, building plans, permanent sign permits 
and other applications that will be required prior to demolition, modification, or construction. Approval of all 
Certificates will be conditioned on their conformance with Zoning Code and Building Code standards. The 
Heritage Preservation Officer may elect to hold an application until a review by the InterDivision staff is 
completed and substantive comments have been provided to the applicant. 
 

If this application includes the review of a sign within the Downtown Overlay, Central Sign District or the 
Townsite Overlay, a permanent sign application must be submitted prior to the submission of the HPC-C 
application and the comments provided in that review should be attached to this application. 
 

We encourage you to reach out early in designing your projects so that the HPO may assist you and your clients. 
HPO contact information: Lauren Clementino, Phone: (928) 213-2633; Email: lclementino@flagstaffaz.gov 

 

https://protect.checkpoint.com/v2/r01/___https://flagstaff.az.gov/901/Heritage-Preservation___.YzJ1OmF6Y3JwY2l0eWZsYWdzdGFmZjpjOm86NGZlZjBhMDc4ZWIyYTQ5YzBjN2U2NTQyOTI4ZjE4MGM6Nzo0YWJlOmRjOGE2ODFiYTJjY2M4MDQxMjFiZGE0ZmM0ODNiOGI5OGRjMDhmYTEwNTY3MDFhMGVhYTc3NjQxZDYzY2E2YTg6cDpUOkY
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HPC-C 
Project Description 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Explanation of how the project meets the applicable overlay and relevant sections of the 
Zoning Code 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Insert additional pages if necessary 
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HPC-C 
Summary Statement of Significance: 
National Register of Historic Places documentation or a Cultural Resource Study can be submitted in lieu 
of completing this page to demonstrate significance (attach additional pages as necessary). 

The significance of a resource is generally based on its potential to contribute to our understanding of 
the past.  An object, structure, site, place, or area is significant if: 

a. It is associated with events or persons in the architectural, engineering, archeological, 
scientific, technological, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or 
cultural annals of the City of Flagstaff, the State of Arizona, or the United States of America. 

b. It embodies distinctive characteristics of type, period, region, artistic values, or methods of 
construction, including being the oldest of its type or the best example of its type, or, if it 
represents the work of, or for, an important individual. 

c. A resource is generally not significant if it is less than fifty (50) years old, or, if the features, 
materials, patterns, and relationships that establish its significance are no longer present or 
no longer have integrity.  The integrity of a resource is judged by how evident the general 
character of the significant period is, the degree to which the characteristics that define its 
significance are present, and the degree to which incompatible elements are reversible. 

Original Construction Date:______________________________________________________________ 

Describe Previous Major Alterations (Include dates and changes of use): 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Describe the Significance of the Resource (In terms of A. or B., and C., above):  

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Source(s) of Information Used: 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Describe the Level of Integrity of the Resource (Existing and proposed): 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 



STATEMENTS

STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS IS NOT WITHIN THE SCOPE OF WORK CONTAINED IN THIS DRAWINGS SET.
FOR ANALYSIS OF EXISTING AND/OR PROPOSED COMPONENTS, REFER TO STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS
PROVIDED UNDER SEPARATE COVER.

ANTENNA MOUNT ANALYSIS IS NOT WITHIN THE SCOPE OF WORK CONTAINED IN THIS DRAWING
SET. FOR ANALYSIS OF MOUNT TO SUPPORT EXISTING AND/OR PROPOSED COMPONENTS, REFER
TO ANTENNA MOUNT STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS PROVIDED UNDER SEPARATE COVER.

THE FACILITY IS UNMANNED AND NOT FOR HUMAN HABITATION. A TECHNICIAN WILL VISIT THE SITE
AS REQUIRED FOR ROUTINE MAINTENANCE. THE PROJECT WILL NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT
DISTURBANCE OR EFFECT ON DRAINAGE; NO SANITARY SEWER SERVICE, POTABLE WATER, OR
TRASH DISPOSAL IS REQUIRED AND NO COMMERCIAL SIGNAGE IS PROPOSED.

GENERAL  NOTES

PROPERTY OWNER:
AWD, RINK INC.
123 N SAN FRANCISCO ST
FLAGSTAFF, AZ 86001

JURISDICTION: CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
WIND LOADS: 105 MPH (3-SECOND GUST)
EXPOSURE CATEGORY: C
SEISMIC ZONE: 1
FLOOD ZONE: X
PARCEL ID #: 10119013
ZONING: NR00N
LATITUDE (NAD 83): 35°11'56.30"N (35.198972)
LONGITUDE (NAD 83): 111°38'51.17"W (-111.647547)
BASE OF EXISTING STRUCTURE: ± 6907.0' (NAVD 88)
TOP OF PROPOSED STRUCTURE: ± 71'-0" A.G.L.

ACCESSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS:  FACILITY IS AN UNMANNED EQUIPMENT
SPACE NOT INTENDED FOR HUMAN HABITATION AND ONLY FREQUENTLY
VISITED BY MAINTENANCE PERSONAL. ACCESSIBILITY IS NOT REQUIRED PER
IBC 2018, SECTION 1103.2.9 (EQUIPMENT SPACES)

SHEET INDEX REV.

PROJECT TEAM

SITE INFORMATION

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

CODE COMPLIANCE

SITE NUMBER: AZL02187
SITE NAME: FLAGSTAFF ROOFTOP
SITE TYPE: ROOFTOP
ADDRESS: 123 N SAN FRANCISCO ST

FLAGSTAFF, AZ 86001
PARCEL ID: 10119013

DRIVING DIRECTIONS

VICINITY MAP LOCAL MAP

NORTH

GENERAL CONTRACTOR NOTES
DO NOT SCALE DRAWINGS

THESE PLANS ARE FORMATTED TO BE FULL SIZE AT 24" X 36". CONTRACTORS SHALL VERIFY ALL
PLANS AND EXISTING DIMENSIONS AND CONDITIONS ON THE JOB SITE AND SHALL
IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE ARCHITECT/ENGINEER IN WRITING OF ANY DISCREPANCIES BEFORE
PROCEEDING WITH THE WORK OR MATERIAL ORDERS OR BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE SAME.
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TITLE SHEET

PROPOSED SITE BUILD OF AN UNMANNED TELECOMMUNICATIONS
FACILITY, CONSISTING OF THE FOLLOWING:

TOWER/ANTENNA SOW:
·· INSTALLATION OF (9) AT&T PANEL ANTENNAS
·· INSTALLATION OF (9) AT&T REMOTE RADIO UNITS (RRU'S)
·· INSTALLATION OF (6) AT&T RRH MOUNTS
·· INSTALLATION OF (2) AT&T DC-9 SURGE SUPPRESSORS
·· INSTALLATION OF FRP SCREEN WALL CONCEALMENT PANELS

EQUIPMENT SOW:
·· INSTALLATION OF AN AT&T  7'-0" X 23'-0" (161 SQ. FT.)

TELECOMMUNICATION LEASE AREA
·· INSTALLATION OF (2) AT&T EMERSON -48V POWER PLANT RACKS
·· INSTALLATION OF (2) AT&T HYBRID RACKS
·· INSTALLATION OF (1) AT&T 200A AC POWER PANEL
·· INSTALLATION OF (8) AT&T BATTERY STRINGS, (32) 170AH BATTERIES
·· INSTALLATION OF (1) AT&T 200AMP METER/ DISCONNECT
·· INSTALLATION OF (1) AT&T GEN PLUG
·· INSTALLATION OF (1) AT&T CABLE TRAY
·· INSTALLATION OF (1) AT&T VERTICAL CHASE TRAY
·· INSTALLATION OF (4) #6AWG DC POWER & (2) 18 PAIR FIBER

TRUNK CABLES
·· INSTALLATION OF (12) AT&T RECTIFIERS
·· INSTALLATION OF (2) AT&T 6651 BASEBAND UNITS
·· INSTALLATION OF (1) AT&T HVAC UNIT
·· INSTALLATION OF (1) AT&T PANEL BOARD AT THE EQUIPMENT ROOM
·· INSTALLATION OF (2) AT&T BOLLARDS
·· INSTALLATION OF (1) AT&T DC50 SURGE SUPPRESSOR

PROJECT AREA:
··    7'-0" X 23'-0" (161 SQ. FT.) EQUIPMENT LEASE AREA
·· (3) 11'-0" X 11'-0" FRP SCREENED BOXES (TOTAL 363 SQ FT)
·· TOTAL LEASE AREA: 524 SQ FT

PROPERTY LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

SEE SCHEDULE "C" OF TITLE REPORT
ALL WORK AND MATERIALS SHALL BE PERFORMED AND INSTALLED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE CURRENT EDITIONS OF THE FOLLOWING CODES
AS ADOPTED BY THE LOCAL GOVERNING AUTHORITIES. NOTHING IN
THESE PLANS IS TO BE CONSTRUED TO PERMIT WORK NOT CONFORMING
TO THESE CODES.

2018 INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CODE (IBC) WITH LOCAL AMENDMENTS
2018 INTERNATIONAL FUEL GAS CODE (IFGC)
2018 INTERNATIONAL RESIDENTIAL CODE (IRC)
2018 INTERNATIONAL MECHANICAL CODE
2018 INTERNATIONAL ENERGY CONSERVATION CODE (IECC)
2015 INTERNATIONAL FIRE CODE (IFC)
2017 NATIONAL ELECTRICAL CODE (NEC).

JOB ID: WSANM0041570
   WSANM0041419
   WSANM0041644
   WSANM0041447
   WSANM0041645

SI 5&

SI 5&

DIRECTIONS FROM PHOENIX SKY HARBOR INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT:  

1. HEAD EAST ON E SKY HARBOR BLVD 46 FT
2. USE THE LEFT LANE TO STAY ON E SKY HARBOR BLVD 190 FT
3. SLIGHT LEFT TOWARD E SKY HARBOR BLVD 436 FT
4. TURN LEFT ONTO E SKY HARBOR BLVD 0.1 MILES
5. USE THE LEFT LANE TO MERGE ONTO I-10 W VIA THE RAMP TO DOWNTOWN/PHOENIX/AZ-51/AZ-202

LOOP 0.8 MILES
6. MERGE ONTO I-10 W 4.9 MILES
7. TAKE EXIT 143A-143B TO MERGE ONTO I-17 N TOWARD FLAGSTAFF 139 MILES
8. CONTINUE ONTO AZ-89A 1.7 MILES
9. CONTINUE ONTO HISTORIC RTE 66/S MILTON RD/RTE 66 0.8 MILES
10. TURN LEFT ONTO N LEROUX ST 390 FT
11. TURN RIGHT ONTO E ASPEN AVE 75 FT. SITE WILL BE ON THE LEFT

800-227-2600
Call 2 Full Working Days In Advance

TELCO PROVIDER: TBD
POWER AGENCY:  A.P.S.

RFDS NAME: AZL02187
ISSUE: 1.00
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GENERAL NOTES

APPLICABLE CODES, REGULATIONS AND STANDARDS:

1. SUBCONTRACTOR'S WORK SHALL COMPLY WITH ALL APPLICABLE NATIONAL, STATE, AND LOCAL CODES AS ADOPTED BY THE LOCAL AUTHORITY HAVING JURISDICTION (AHJ) FOR THE LOCATION.

2. THE EDITION OF THE AHJ ADOPTED CODES AND STANDARDS IN EFFECT ON THE DATE OF CONTRACT AWARD SHALL GOVERN THE DESIGN.

3. SUBCONTRACTOR'S WORK SHALL COMPLY WITH THE LATEST EDITION OF THE FOLLOWING STANDARDS:

3.1. AMERICAN CONCRETE INSTITUTE (ACI) 318, BUILDING CODE REQUIREMENTS FOR STRUCTURAL CONCRETE

3.2. AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF STEEL CONSTRUCTION (AISC), MANUAL OF STEEL CONSTRUCTION, LRFD, FOURTEENTH EDITION

3.3. TELECOMMUNICATIONS INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION (TIA/EIA) 222-H, STRUCTURAL STANDARD FOR ANTENNA SUPPORTING STRUCTURES AND ANTENNAS

3.4. INSTITUTE FOR ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERS (IEEE) 81, GUIDE FOR MEASURING EARTH RESISTIVITY, GROUND IMPEDANCE, AND EARTH SURFACE POTENTIALS OF A GROUND SYSTEM

IEEE 1100 (1999) RECOMMENDED PRACTICE FOR POWERING AND GROUNDING OF ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT.

3.5. IEEE C62.41, RECOMMENDED PRACTICES ON SURGE VOLTAGES IN LOW VOLTAGE AC POWER CIRCUITS (FOR LOCATION CATEGORY "C3" AND "HIGH SYSTEM EXPOSURE")

3.6. TIA 607 COMMERCIAL BUILDING GROUNDING AND BONDING REQUIREMENTS FOR TELECOMMUNICATIONS TELCORDIA GR-63 NETWORK

3.7. EQUIPMENT-BUILDING SYSTEM (NEBS): PHYSICAL PROTECTION

3.8. TELCORDIA GR-347 CENTRAL OFFICE POWER WIRING

3.9. TELCORDIA GR-1275 GENERAL INSTALLATION REQUIREMENTS

3.10. TELCORDIA GR-1503 COAXIAL CABLE CONNECTIONS

3.11. ANY AND ALL OTHER LOCAL & STATE LAWS AND REGULATIONS

3.12. FOR ANY CONFLICTS BETWEEN SECTIONS OF LISTED CODES AND STANDARDS REGARDING MATERIAL, METHODS OF CONSTRUCTION, OR OTHER REQUIREMENTS, THE MOST RESTRICTIVE SHALL

GOVERN. WHERE THERE IS CONFLICT BETWEEN A GENERAL REQUIREMENT AND A SPECIFIC REQUIREMENT, THE SPECIFIC REQUIREMENT SHALL GOVERN. OFFICE
101 ROOM NUMBER

WALL TYPE MARK

KEYNOTE, CONSTRUCTION ITEM

KEYNOTE, DIMENSION ITEM

ROOM NAME

WALL SECTION

DETAIL

W- 3

BLDG. SECTIONA-300
1

A-500
D5

A-310
A5

A-113
C1

A-113
C4

A-113
A1

A-113
A4 ELEVATION

3

2

CENTERLINE

ELEVATION DATUM

TILT-UP PANEL MARK

WINDOW SYMBOL

DOOR SYMBOL

PROPERTY LINE

3

±0"

001

10

A GRID/COLUMN LINE

A-300
1

A.B. ANCHOR BOLT
ABV. ABOVE
ACCA ANTENNA CABLE COVER ASSEMBLY
ADD'L ADDITIONAL
A.F.F. ABOVE FINISHED FLOOR
A.F.G. ABOVE FINISHED GRADE
ALUM. ALUMINUM
ALT. ALTERNATE
ANT. ANTENNA
APPRX. APPROXIMATE(LY)
ARCH. ARCHITECT(URAL)
AWG. AMERICAN WIRE GAUGE
BLDG. BUILDING
BLK. BLOCK
BLKG. BLOCKING
BM. BEAM
B.N. BOUNDARY NAILING
BTCW. BARE TINNED COPPER WIRE
B.O.F. BOTTOM OF FOOTING
B/U BACK-UP CABINET
CAB. CABINET
CANT. CANTILEVER(ED)
C.I.P. CAST IN PLACE
CLG. CEILING
CLR. CLEAR
COL. COLUMN
CONC. CONCRETE
CONN. CONNECTION(OR)
CONST. CONSTRUCTION
CONT. CONTINUOUS
d PENNY (NAILS)
DBL. DOUBLE
DEPT. DEPARTMENT
D.F. DOUGLAS FIR
DIA. DIAMETER
DIAG. DIAGONAL
DIM. DIMENSION
DWG. DRAWING(S)
DWL. DOWEL(S)
EA. EACH
EL. ELEVATION
ELEC. ELECTRICAL
ELEV. ELEVATOR
EMT. ELECTRICAL METALLIC TUBING
E.N. EDGE NAIL
ENG. ENGINEER
EQ. EQUAL
EXP. EXPANSION
EXST.(E) EXISTING
EXT. EXTERIOR
FAB. FABRICATION(OR)
F.F. FINISH FLOOR
F.G. FINISH GRADE
FIN. FINISH(ED)
FLR. FLOOR

FDN. FOUNDATION
F.O.C. FACE OF CONCRETE
F.O.M. FACE OF MASONRY
F.O.S. FACE OF STUD
F.O.W. FACE OF WALL
F.S. FINISH SURFACE
FT.( ' ) FOOT (FEET)
FTG. FOOTING
G. GROWTH (CABINET)
GA. GAUGE
GI. GALVANIZE(D)
G.F.I. GROUND FAULT CIRCUIT
INTERRUPTER
GLB. (GLU-LAM) GLUE LAMINATED BEAM
GPS GLOBAL POSITIONING SYSTEM
GRND. GROUND
HDR. HEADER
HGR. HANGER
HT. HEIGHT
ICGB. ISOLATED COPPER GROUND BUS
IN. ( " ) INCH(ES)
INT. INTERIOR
LB.(#) POUND(S)
L.B. LAG BOLTS
L.F. LINEAR FEET (FOOT)
L. LONG(ITUDINAL)
MAS. MASONRY
MAX. MAXIMUM
M.B. MACHINE BOLT
MECH. MECHANICAL
MFR. MANUFACTURER
MIN. MINIMUM
MISC. MISCELLANEOUS
MTL. METAL
(N) NEW
NO.(#) NUMBER
N.T.S. NOT TO SCALE
O.C. ON CENTER
OPNG. OPENING
(P) PROPOSED
P/C PRECAST CONCRETE
PCS PERSONAL COMMUNICATION
SERVICES
PLY. PLYWOOD
PPC POWER PROTECTION CABINET
PRC PRIMARY RADIO CABINET
P.S.F. POUNDS PER SQUARE FOOT
P.S.I. POUNDS PER SQUARE INCH
P.T. PRESSURE TREATED
PWR. POWER (CABINET)
QTY. QUANTITY
RAD.(R) RADIUS
REF. REFERENCE
REINF. REINFORCEMENT(ING)
REQ'D/ REQUIRED

RGS. RIGID GALVANIZED STEEL
SCH. SCHEDULE
SHT. SHEET
SIM. SIMILAR
SPEC. SPECIFICATIONS
SQ. SQUARE
S.S. STAINLESS STEEL
STD. STANDARD
STL. STEEL
STRUC. STRUCTURAL
TEMP. TEMPORARY
THK. THICK(NESS)
T.N. TOE NAIL
T.O.A. TOP OF ANTENNA
T.O.C. TOP OF CURB
T.O.F. TOP OF FOUNDATION
T.O.P. TOP OF PLATE (PARAPET)
T.O.S. TOP OF STEEL
T.O.W. TOP OF WALL
TYP. TYPICAL
U.G. UNDER GROUND
U.L. UNDERWRITERS LABORATORY
U.N.O. UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE
V.I.F. VERIFY IN FIELD
W WIDE (WIDTH)
w/ WITH
WD. WOOD
W.P. WEATHERPROOF
WT. WEIGHT
C CENTERLINE
P PLATE, PROPERTY LINE

GROUT OR PLASTER

(E) BRICK

(E) MASONRY

CONCRETE

EARTH

GRAVEL

PLYWOOD

SAND

PLYWOOD

SAND

(E) STEEL

MATCH LINE

GROUND CONDUCTOR

TELEPHONE CONDUIT

POWER CONDUIT

COAXIAL CABLE

Tel

Pwr

Coax

CHAIN LINK FENCE

OVERHEAD SERVICE CONDUCTORSOH

L
L

WOOD FENCE

(P) ANTENNA

(P) RRU
(P) DC SURGE SUPPRESSION

(F) ANTENNA

(F) RRU

(E) EQUIPMENT

GENERAL CONSTRUCTION NOTES:

1. PLANS ARE INTENDED TO BE DIAGRAMMATIC OUTLINE ONLY, UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE. THE WORK SHALL INCLUDE FURNISHING MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT,

APPURTENANCES AND LABOR NECESSARY TO COMPLETE ALL INSTALLATIONS AS INDICATED ON THE DRAWINGS.

2. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN, IN WRITING, AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED BEFORE STARTING WORK ON ANY ITEM NOT CLEARLY DEFINED OR IDENTIFIED BY

THE CONTRACT DOCUMENTS.

3. CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTACT USA (UNDERGROUND SERVICE ALERT) AT (800) 227-2600, FOR UTILITY LOCATIONS, 48 HOURS BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH ANY

EXCAVATION, SITE WORK OR CONSTRUCTION.

4. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL INSTALL ALL EQUIPMENT AND MATERIALS IN ACCORDANCE WITH MANUFACTURER'S RECOMMENDATIONS UNLESS SPECIFICALLY

INDICATED OTHERWISE, OR WHERE LOCAL CODES OR REGULATIONS TAKE PRECEDENCE.

5. ALL CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE IBC / UBC'S REQUIREMENTS REGARDING EARTHQUAKE RESISTANCE, FOR, BUT NOT LIMITED TO,

PIPING, LIGHT FIXTURES, CEILING GRID, INTERIOR PARTITIONS, AND MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT. ALL WORK MUST COMPLY WITH LOCAL EARTHQUAKE CODES

AND REGULATIONS.

6. REPRESENTATIONS OF TRUE NORTH, OTHER THAN THOSE FOUND ON THE PLOT OF SURVEY DRAWINGS, SHALL NOT BE USED TO IDENTIFY OR ESTABLISH BEARING

OF TRUE NORTH AT THE SITE. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL RELY SOLELY ON THE PLOT OF SURVEY DRAWING AND ANY SURVEYOR'S MARKINGS AT THE SITE FOR THE

ESTABLISHMENT OF TRUE NORTH, AND SHALL NOTIFY THE ARCHITECT / ENGINEER PRIOR TO PROCEEDING WITH THE WORK IF ANY DISCREPANCY IS FOUND

BETWEEN THE VARIOUS ELEMENTS OF THE WORKING DRAWINGS AND THE TRUE NORTH ORIENTATION AS DEPICTED ON THE CIVIL SURVEY. THE CONTRACTOR

SHALL ASSUME SOLE LIABILITY FOR ANY FAILURE TO NOTIFY THE ARCHITECT / ENGINEER.

7. THE BUILDING DEPARTMENT ISSUING THE PERMITS SHALL BE NOTIFIED AT LEAST TWO WORKING DAYS PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF WORK, OR AS

OTHERWISE STIPULATED BY THE CODE ENFORCEMENT OFFICIAL HAVING JURISDICTION.

8. DO NOT EXCAVATE OR DISTURB BEYOND THE PROPERTY LINES OR LEASE LINES, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

9. ALL EXISTING UTILITIES, FACILITIES, CONDITIONS, AND THEIR DIMENSIONS SHOWN ON THE PLAN HAVE BEEN PLOTTED FROM AVAILABLE RECORDS. THE

ARCHITECT / ENGINEER AND THE OWNER ASSUME NO RESPONSIBILITY WHATSOEVER AS TO THE SUFFICIENCY OR THE ACCURACY OF THE INFORMATION

SHOWN ON THE PLANS, OR THE MANNER OF THEIR REMOVAL OR ADJUSTMENT. CONTRACTORS SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR DETERMINING EXACT LOCATION

OF ALL EXISTING UTILITIES AND FACILITIES PRIOR TO START OF CONSTRUCTION. CONTRACTORS SHALL ALSO OBTAIN FROM EACH UTILITY COMPANY DETAILED

INFORMATION RELATIVE TO WORKING SCHEDULES AND METHODS OF REMOVING OR ADJUSTING EXISTING UTILITIES.

10. CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL EXISTING UTILITIES, BOTH HORIZONTAL AND VERTICALLY, PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION. ANY DISCREPANCIES OR

DOUBTS AS TO THE INTERPRETATION OF PLANS SHOULD BE IMMEDIATELY REPORTED TO THE ARCHITECT / ENGINEER FOR RESOLUTION AND INSTRUCTION, AND

NO FURTHER WORK SHALL BE PERFORMED UNTIL THE DISCREPANCY IS CHECKED AND CORRECTED BY THE ARCHITECT / ENGINEER. FAILURE TO SECURE SUCH

INSTRUCTION MEANS CONTRACTOR WILL HAVE WORKED AT HIS/HER OWN RISK AND EXPENSE.

11. ALL NEW AND EXISTING UTILITY STRUCTURES ON SITE AND IN AREAS TO BE DISTURBED BY CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE ADJUSTED TO FINISH ELEVATIONS PRIOR TO

FINAL INSPECTION OF WORK.

12. ANY DRAIN AND/OR FIELD TILE ENCOUNTERED / DISTURBED DURING CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE RETURNED TO IT'S ORIGINAL CONDITION PRIOR TO

COMPLETION OF WORK. SIZE, LOCATION AND TYPE OF ANY UNDERGROUND UTILITIES OR IMPROVEMENTS SHALL BE ACCURATELY NOTED AND PLACED ON

"AS-BUILT" DRAWINGS BY GENERAL CONTRACTOR, AND ISSUED TO THE ARCHITECT / ENGINEER AT COMPLETION OF PROJECT.

13. ALL TEMPORARY EXCAVATIONS FOR THE INSTALLATION OF FOUNDATIONS, UTILITIES, ETC., SHALL BE PROPERLY LAID BACK OR BRACED IN ACCORDANCE WITH

CORRECT OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ADMINISTRATION (OSHA) REQUIREMENTS.

14. INCLUDE MISC. ITEMS PER AT&T SPECIFICATIONS

15. IT IS A VIOLATION OF LAW FOR ANY PERSONS, UNLESS THEY ARE ACTING UNDER THE DIRECTION OF A LICENSED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER, TO ALTER THIS

DOCUMENT

16. ALL (N) CABLING AND EQUIPMENT MUST BE INSTALLED AND USED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PRODUCT'S INCLUDED INSTRUCTIONS, LISTING AND/OR

LABELING REQUIREMENTS. PER NEC SECTION 110.3(B)

17. THE FACILITY IS UNMANNED AND NOT FOR HUMAN HABITATION. A TECHNICIAN WILL VISIT THE SITE AS REQUIRED FOR ROUTINE MAINTENANCE. THE PROJECT

WILL NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT DISTURBANCE OR EFFECT ON DRAINAGE; NO SANITARY SEWER SERVICE, POTABLE WATER, OR TRASH DISPOSAL IS

REQUIRED AND NO COMMERCIAL SIGNAGE IS PROPOSED.

18. PENETRATIONS SHALL BE FIRE-STOPPED AND OPENINGS SHALL BE PROTECTED THROUGH FIRE-RATED WALLS, FLOOR, ROOF AND CEILING ASSEMBLIES AS

REQUIRED BY THE 2018 IBC CHAPTER 7.

19. STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS IS NOT WITHIN THE SCOPE OF WORK CONTAINED IN THIS DRAWINGS SET. FOR ANALYSIS OF EXISTING AND/OR PROPOSED

COMPONENTS, REFER TO STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS PROVIDED BY J5 UNDER SEPARATE COVER.

20. ANTENNA MOUNT ANALYSIS IS NOT WITHIN THE SCOPE OF WORK CONTAINED IN THIS DRAWING SET. FOR ANALYSIS OF MOUNT TO SUPPORT PROPOSED

COMPONENTS, REFER TO ANTENNA MOUNT STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS PROVIDED BY J5 UNDER SEPARATE COVER.

21. TOWER ANALYSIS TO BE CONDUCTED AND PROVIDED BY TOWER OWNER. FOR ANALYSIS OF EXISTING AND/OR PROPOSED COMPONENTS, REFER TO TOWER

STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS UNDER SEPARATE COVER.

ABBREVIATIONS:

SYMBOLS LEGEND:

CHAIN LINK FENCEX X

SETBACK
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GENERAL NOTES

SITE WORK GENERAL NOTES:

1. THE SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL CONTRACT UTILITY LOCATING SERVICES PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION.

2. ALL EXISTING ACTIVE SEWER, WATER, GAS, ELECTRIC, AND OTHER UTILITIES WHERE ENCOUNTERED IN THE WORK,

SHALL BE PROTECTED AT ALL TIMES AND WHERE REQUIRED FOR THE PROPER EXECUTION OF THE WORK, SHALL BE

RELOCATED AS DIRECTED BY CONTRACTOR. EXTREME CAUTION SHOULD BE USED BY THE SUBCONTRACTOR

WHEN EXCAVATING OR DRILLING PIERS AROUND OR NEAR UTILITIES, SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE SAFETY

TRAINING FOR THE WORKING CREW. THIS WILL INCLUDE BUT NOT BE LIMITED TO A.) FALL PROTECTION B.)

CONFINED SPACE C.) ELECTRICAL SAFETY D.) TRENCHING AND EXCAVATION.

3. ALL SITE WORK SHALL BE AS INDICATED ON THE STAMPED CONSTRUCTION DRAWINGS AND PROJECT

SPECIFICATIONS.

4. IF NECESSARY, RUBBISH, STUMPS, DEBRIS, STICKS, STONES, AND OTHER REFUSE SHALL BE REMOVED FROM THE SITE

AND DISPOSED OF LEGALLY.

5. ALL EXISTING INACTIVE SEWER, WATER, GAS, ELECTRIC, AND OTHER UTILITIES, WHICH INTERFERE WITH THE

EXECUTION OF THE WORK, SHALL BE REMOVED AND/OR CAPPED, PLUGGED, OR OTHERWISE DISCONNECTED AT

POINTS WHICH WILL NOT INTERFERE WITH THE EXECUTION OF THE WORK, SUBJECT TO THE APPROVAL OF

CONTRACTOR, OWNER, AND/OR LOCAL UTILITIES.

6. THE SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE SITE SIGNAGE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION FOR

SITE SIGNAGE.

7. THE SITE SHALL BE GRADED TO CAUSE SURFACE WATER TO FLOW AWAY FROM THE BTS EQUIPMENT AND TOWER

AREAS.

8. NO FILL OR EMBANKMENT MATERIAL SHALL BE PLACED ON FROZEN GROUND. FROZEN MATERIALS, SNOW, OR ICE

SHALL BE PLACED IN ANY FILL OR EMBANKMENT.

9. THE SUB GRADE SHALL BE COMPACTED AND BROUGHT TO A SMOOTH UNIFORM GRADE PRIOR TO FINISHED

SURFACE APPLICATION.

10. THE AREAS OF THE OWNERS PROPERTY DISTURBED BY THE WORK AND NOT COVERED BY THE TOWER, EQUIPMENT,

OR DRIVEWAY, SHALL BE GRADED TO A UNIFORM SLOPE AND STABILIZED TO PREVENT EROSION AS SPECIFIED ON

THE PROJECT SPECIFICATIONS.

11. SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL MINIMIZE DISTURBANCE TO EXISTING SITE DURING CONSTRUCTION. EROSION CONTROL

MEASURES, IF REQUIRED DURING CONSTRUCTION, SHALL BE IN CONFORMANCE WITH THE LOCAL GUIDELINES

FOR EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL.

12. NOTICE TO PROCEED - NO WORK TO COMMENCE PRIOR TO COMPANY'S WRITTEN NOTICE TO PROCEED AND

THE ISSUANCE OF A PURCHASE ORDER.

13. ALL CONSTRUCTION MEANS AND METHODS: INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO, ERECTION PLANS, RIGGING PLANS,

CLIMBING PLANS, AND RESCUE PLANS SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR

RESPONSIBLE FOR THE EXECUTION OF THE WORK CONTAINED HEREIN AND SHALL ADHERE TO ANSI/TIA-1019

(LATEST EDITION) INCLUDING THE REQUIRED INVOLVEMENT OF A QUALIFIED ENGINEER FOR CLASS IV

CONSTRUCTION.

GENERAL NOTES:

1. FOR THE PURPOSE OF CONSTRUCTION DRAWING, THE FOLLOWING DEFINITIONS SHALL APPLY:

CONTRACTOR - J5 INFRASTRUCTURE PARTNERS
SUBCONTRACTOR - GENERAL CONTRACTOR (CONSTRUCTION)
CARRIER - AT&T
OEM - ORIGINAL EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURER

2. PRIOR TO THE SUBMISSION OF BIDS, THE BIDDING SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL VISIT THE CELL SITE

TO FAMILIARIZE THEMSELVES, WITH THE EXISTING CONDITIONS AND TO CONFIRM THAT THE

WORK CAN BE ACCOMPLISHED AS SHOWN ON THE CONSTRUCTION DRAWINGS. ANY

DISCREPANCY FOUND SHALL BE BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF THE CONTRACTOR AND

AT&T

3. ALL MATERIALS FURNISHED AND INSTALLED SHALL BE IN STRICT ACCORDANCE WITH ALL

APPLICABLE CODES, REGULATIONS, AND ORDINANCES. SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL ISSUE ALL

APPROPRIATE NOTICES AND COMPLY WITH ALL LAWS, ORDINANCES, RULES, REGULATIONS

AND LAWFUL ORDERS OF ANY PUBLIC AUTHORITY REGARDING THE PERFORMANCE OF THE

WORK. ALL WORK CARRIED OUT SHALL COMPLY WITH ALL APPLICABLE MUNICIPAL AND

UTILITY COMPANY SPECIFICATIONS, AND LOCAL JURISDICTIONAL CODES, ORDINANCES AND

APPLICABLE REGULATIONS.

4. DRAWINGS PROVIDED HERE ARE NOT TO SCALE AND ARE INTENDED TO SHOW OUTLINE ONLY.

5. UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE, THE WORK SHALL INCLUDE FURNISHING MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT,

APPURTENANCES AND LABOR NECESSARY TO COMPLETE ALL INSTALLATIONS AS INDICATED

ON THE DRAWINGS.

6. 'KITTING LIST' SUPPLIED WITH THE BID PACKAGE IDENTIFIES ITEMS THAT WILL BE SUPPLIED BY

CONTRACTOR. ITEMS NOT INCLUDED IN THE BILL OF MATERIALS AND KITTING LIST SHALL BE

SUPPLIED BY THE SUBCONTRACTOR.

7. THE SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL INSTALL ALL EQUIPMENT AND MATERIALS IN ACCORDANCE WITH

MANUFACTURER'S RECOMMENDATIONS UNLESS SPECIFICALLY STATED OTHERWISE.

8. IF THE SPECIFIED EQUIPMENT CAN NOT BE INSTALLED AS SHOWN ON THESE DRAWINGS. THE

SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL PROPOSE AN ALTERNATIVE INSTALLATION FOR APPROVAL BY THE

CONTRACTOR AND AT&T PRIOR TO PROCEEDING WITH ANY SUCH CHANGE OF

INSTALLATION.

9. SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL DETERMINE ACTUAL ROUTING OF CONDUIT, POWER AND T1 CABLES,

GROUNDING CABLES AS SHOWN ON THE POWER, GROUNDING AND TELCO PLAN

DRAWINGS.

10. THE SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL PROTECT EXISTING IMPROVEMENTS, PAVEMENTS, CURBS,

LANDSCAPING AND STRUCTURES. ANY DAMAGED PART SHALL BE REPAIRED AT THE

SUBCONTRACTOR'S EXPENSE; TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE OWNER.

11. SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL LEGALLY AND PROPERLY DISPOSE OF ALL SCRAP MATERIALS SUCH

AS COAXIAL CABLES AND OTHER ITEMS REMOVED FROM THE EXISTING FACILITY. ANTENNAS

REMOVED SHALL BE RETURNED TO THE OWNER'S DESIGNATED LOCATION.

12. SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL LEAVE PREMISES IN CLEAN CONDITION, TRASH AND DEBRIS SHOULD

BE REMOVED FROM SITE ON A DAILY BASIS.

CONCRETE AND REINFORCING STEEL NOTES:

1. ALL CONCRETE WORK SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ACI 301, ACI 318, ACI 336, ASTM A184, ASTM A185,

AND THE DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION SPECIFICATION FOR CAST-IN-PLACE CONCRETE.

2. ALL CONCRETE SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM COMPESSIVE STRENGTH OF 2,500 PSI AT 28 DAYS, UNLESS NOTED

OTHERWISE. SLAB FOUNDATION DESIGN ASSUMING ALLOWABLE SOIL BEARING PRESSURE OF 2000 PSF.

3. REINFORCING STEEL SHALL CONFORM TO ASTM A615, GRADE 60, DEFORMED UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE.

WELDED WIRE FABRIC SHALL CONFORM TO ASTM A185 WELDED STEEL WIRE FABRIC UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE.

SPLICES SHALL BE CLASS "B" AND ALL HOOKS SHALL BE STANDARD. UNO.

4. THE FOLLOWING MINIMUM CONCRETE COVER SHALL BE PROVIDED FOR REINFORCING STEEL UNLESS SHOWN

OTHERWISE ON DRAWINGS.

4.1. CONCRETE CAST AGAINST EARTH: 3" MIN.
4.2. CONCRETE EXPOSED TO WEATHER:

4.2.1. #6 AND LARGER - 2" MIN.
4.2.2. #5 AND SMALLER & WWF. - 1 1/2" MIN.

4.3. CONCRETE NOT EXPOSED TO WEATHER OR NOT CAST AGAINST THE GROUND:
4.3.1. SLAB AND WALLS 3/4" MIN.
4.3.2. BEAMS AND COLUMNS 1 1/2" MIN.

5. A 3/4" CHAMFER SHALL BE PROVIDED AT ALL EXPOSED EDGES OF CONCRETE, UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE, IN

ACCORDANCE WITH ACI 301 SECTION 4.2.4



G

G

G

G

G

G

G

G

G

G

G G

UG
E

UG
E

UG
E

UG
E

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

VP

VP

VP

E
GM

WM

E

F

F

F

F

F

F
F

F
F

F

F

E

E

E

E

E

E

VP

F

F

F

F

F

F

F
F

F

F

F

F

F

F

F

PREPARED FOR

DRAWN BY:  MLDV

CHECKED BY:  EVR

Licensor:

Sheet Title:

Sheet Number:

EME-1

REV DATE DESCRIPTION

Issued For:

AZL02187
FLAGSTAFF ROOFTOP

123 N SAN FRANCISCO ST
FLAGSTAFF, AZ 86001
PARCEL ID: 10119013

USID: 324052
FA CODE: 14623976

REV DATE DESCRIPTION

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED
IN THE SET OF DRAWINGS IS

PROPRIETARY & CONFIDENTIAL
TO AT&T  WIRELESS ANY USE OR
DISCLOSURE OTHER THAN AS IT
RELATES TO AT&T WIRELESS IS

STRICTLY PROHIBITED

8/14/25A 100% CD

AT&T
1355 W. UNIVERSITY

MESA, ARIZONA 85201

Vendor:

 PROJECT ID: P-170594

P. MARSHALL & ASSOCIATES
A  CENTERLINE  COMMUNICATIONS  COMPANY

1000 HOLCOMB WOODS PKWY. STE 210
ROSWELL, GA  30076
OFFICE (678) 280-2325

10/10/25B EME ADDED
01/30/260 100% CD

EME SIGNAGE
LOCATION PLAN

NOTE:
1. RF SAFETY MEASURES COMPLETED PER EME REPORT COMPLETED ON 09/09/2025, BY "CENERLINE"
2. ANY OTHER RF REPORT IS FOR REFERENCE ONLY.

SITE MITIGATION:

AT&T SECTOR ALPHA:
· INSTALL (2) CAUTION 2 SIGNS ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF THE FRP WALL.
· INSTALL (2) CAUTION 2 SIGNS ON THE EAST SIDE OF THE FRP WALL.
· INSTALL A 13' BARRIER CONSISTING OF (1) SEGMENT AND

APPROXIMATELY (3) STANCHIONS. INSTALL (3) CAUTION 2 SIGNS ON
THE PROPOSED BARRIER.

AT&T SECTOR BETA:
· INSTALL (2) CAUTION 2 SIGNS ON THE WEST SIDE OF THE FRP WALL.
· INSTALL A 6'-0" BARRIER CONSISTING OF (1) SEGMENT AND

APPROXIMATELY (2) STANCHIONS. INSTALL (2) CAUTION 2 SIGNS ON
THE PROPOSED BARRIER.

· INSTALL AN 8'-0" BARRIER CONSISTING OF (1) SEGMENT AND
APPROXIMATELY (2) STANCHIONS. INSTALL (2) CAUTION 2 SIGNS ON
THE PROPOSED BARRIER.

AT&T SECTOR GAMMA:
· INSTALL (2) CAUTION 2 SIGNS ON THE NORTH SIDE OF THE FRP WALL
· INSTALL (2) CAUTION 2 SIGNS ON THE EAST SIDE OF THE FRP WALL.
· INSTALL A 26'-0" BARRIER CONSISTING OF (1) SEGMENT AND

APPROXIMATELY (5) STANCHIONS. INSTALL (5) CAUTION 2 SIGNS ON
THE PROPOSED BARRIER.

· INSTALL A 6'-0" BARRIER CONSISTING OF (2) SEGMENT AND
APPROXIMATELY (1) STANCHION. INSTALL (2) CAUTION 2 SIGN ON THE
PROPOSED BARRIER.

NOTES:
· ENSURE ALL BARRIERS ARE INSTALLED 6 FT AWAY FROM ALL SIDES OF

THE UNPROTECTED ROOF EDGES.
· ENSURE A CAUTION 2 SIGN IS INSTALLED EVERY 8 FT. (AND/OR EVENLY

SPACED) ALONG THE PROPOSED BARRIERS.

Proposed Signage and Barriers (AT&T Sectors)
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PROJECT AREA

LOTS 19 THROUGH 24, INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 18, TOWN OF FLAGSTAFF, AS SHOWN ON
THE PLAT THEREOF, RECORDED IN BOOK 1 OF MAPS, PAGES 7, 7A AND 78, RECORDS
OF COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZONA.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM THE WESTERLY 16.00 FEET.

LESSOR'S LEGAL DESCRIPTION

E BIRCH AVE

1. ELEVATIONS SHOWN HEREON ARE REPRESENTED IN NORTH
AMERICAN VERTICAL DATUM OF 1988 (NAVD88) ESTABLISHED FROM
GPS DERIVED ELLIPSOID HEIGHTS, APPLYING GEOID 12B SEPARATIONS
CONSTRAINING TO NGS CORS STATIONS PROVIDED IN THE "ONLINE
POSITIONING USER SERVICE" (OPUS) SOLUTION FOR THIS SPECIFIC
SITE.

2. BEARINGS SHOWED HEREON ARE BASED UPON U.S. STATE PLANE
NAD83 COORDINATE SYSTEM ARIZONA STATE PLANE COORDINATE
ZONE CENTRAL, DETERMINED BY GPS OBSERVATIONS.

3. FIELD WORK FOR THIS PROJECT WAS PERFORMED ON 10/13/22.

PROJECT META DATA

1. ALL TITLE INFORMATION IS BASED UPON A COMMITMENT FOR TITLE
INSURANCE PREPARED BY FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE
COMPANY, ORDER NO.: 6356330 EFFECTIVE DATE: 04/25/2025.

2. SURVEYOR HAS NOT PERFORMED A SEARCH OF PUBLIC RECORDS TO
DETERMINE ANY DEFECT IN TITLE.

3. THE BOUNDARY SHOWN HEREON IS PLOTTED FROM RECORD
INFORMATION AND DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A BOUNDARY SURVEY OF
THE PROPERTY.

4. SURVEYOR DOES NOT GUARANTEE THAT ALL UTILITIES ARE SHOWN OR
THEIR LOCATIONS. IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CONTRACTOR AND
DEVELOPER TO CONTACT BLUE STAKE AND ANY OTHER INVOLVED
AGENCIES TO LOCATE ALL UTILITIES PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION.
REMOVAL, RELOCATION AND/ OR REPLACEMENT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY
OF THE CONTRACTOR.
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SURVEYOR NOTES

0 10/25/22 PRELIM / TITLE REVIEW

SHEET NO. REVISION:

REVISIONS

PROJECT No.

SITE NAME:

SITE ADDRESS:

SHEET TITLE:

FIELD BY:

DRAWN BY:

CHECKED BY:

NO. DATE DESCRIPTION

REUSE OF DOCUMENT
THE IDEAS & DESIGN INCORPORATED HEREON, AS  AN

INSTRUMENT OF PROFESSIONAL SERVICE, IS THE
PROPERTY OF RLF CONSULTING, LLC & IS NOT TO BE
USED FOR ANY OTHER PROJECT WITHOUT WRITTEN

AUTHORIZATION OF RLF CONSULTING, LLC.

CEF / TLG

RDG

RLF

18003217

AZL02187

123 N SAN FRANSISCO ST
FLAGSTAFF, AZ 86001

TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY

LS-1

8. AN EASEMENT FOR RECIPROCAL ENCROACHMENT AND INCIDENTAL 
PURPOSES IN THE DOCUMENT RECORDED AS DOCKET 1740, PAGE 812.

SCHEDULE B EXCEPTIONS

jsultzbach@com-serv.comjsultzbach@com-serv.com

NORTH

THE PROPOSED LEASE PREMISES SHOWN HEREON APPEAR TO BE WITHIN FLOOD
ZONE "X" AS DELINEATED ON THE FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY
FIRM MAP NO. 04005C6809G DATED 09/03/2010.

FLOOD ZONE "X" IS DEFINED AS: AREAS DETERMINED TO BE OUTSIDE 500-YEAR
FLOODPLAIN; DETERMINED TO BE OUTSIDE THE 1% AND 0.2% ANNUAL CHANCE
FLOODPLAINS.

FLOOD ZONE DESIGNATION

E ASPEN AVE

N 
LE

RO
UX

 S
T

N 
SA

N 
FR

AN
CI

SC
O

 S
T

   ITEMS 1 THRU 6 & 8 THRU 14 OF THE CLIENT PROVIDED TITLE REPORT DO
NOT CONTAIN GRAPHICALLY PLOTTABLE EASEMENTS, SETBACKS,
RESTRICTIONS OR OTHER ENCUMBRANCES. THE SURVEYOR CANNOT
GUARANTEE THAT NON-PLOTTABLE ENCUMBRANCES DO NOT EXIST THAT
MAY AFFECT THE SUBJECT LEASED PREMISES.

1 06/27/25 FINAL / UPDATE TITLE
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A TRACT OF LAND BEING A PORTION OF LOTS 19 THROUGH 24, INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 18,
TOWN OF FLAGSTAFF, AS SHOWN ON THE PLAT THEREOF, RECORDED IN BOOK 1 OF
MAPS, PAGES 7, 7A AND 78, RECORDS OF COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZONA, AND MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING FROM BRASS CAP IN HANDHOLE AT THE INTERSECTION OF NORTH
SAN FRANCISCO STREET AND EAST BIRCH AVENUE, WHICH A BRASS CAP IN
HANDHOLE AT THE INTERSECTION OF EAST BIRCH AVENUE AND NORTH LEROUX
STREET BEARS NORTH 69°05'34" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 350.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTH
20°54'26" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 152.43 FEET; THENCE NORTH 69°05'34" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE NORTH 69°05'34" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 118.02 FEET;
THENCE NORTH 20°54'26" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 41.08 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 69°03'21" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 15.00 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 20°54'25" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 26.03 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 69°05'34" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 12.30 FEET;
THENCE NORTH 20°54'26" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 32.92 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 69°22'01" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 4.85 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 20°38'42" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 32.99 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 69°05'34" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 85.72 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 20°54'26" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 15.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

LESSEE'S ACCESS & UTILITY EASEMENT LEGAL DESCRIPTION
A TRACT OF LAND BEING A PORTION OF LOTS 19 THROUGH 24, INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 18,
TOWN OF FLAGSTAFF, AS SHOWN ON THE PLAT THEREOF, RECORDED IN BOOK 1 OF
MAPS, PAGES 7, 7A AND 78, RECORDS OF COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZONA, AND MORE
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING FROM BRASS CAP IN HANDHOLE AT THE INTERSECTION OF NORTH
SAN FRANCISCO STREET AND EAST BIRCH AVENUE, WHICH A BRASS CAP IN
HANDHOLE AT THE INTERSECTION OF EAST BIRCH AVENUE AND NORTH LEROUX
STREET BEARS NORTH 69°05'34" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 350.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTH
20°54'26" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 152.43 FEET; THENCE NORTH 69°05'34" WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 25.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 69°05'34" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 118.02
FEET; THENCE NORTH 20°54'26" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 41.08 FEET;
THENCE NORTH 25°34'17" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 34.46 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING;

THENCE NORTH 20°19'02" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 11.00 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 69°40'58" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 11.00 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 20°19'02" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 11.00 FEET;
THENCE NORTH 69°40'58" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 11.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 121 SQUARE FEET OR 0.003 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

LESSEE'S LEASE AREA LEGAL DESCRIPTION
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ENLARGED SITE PLAN

NORTH 1ENLARGED SITE PLAN
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EQUIPMENT PLAN

NORTH 1ANTENNA PLAN & SCHEDULE

NOTE:
1. ALL (P) CABLING AND EQUIPMENT MUST BE

INSTALLED AND USED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
PRODUCT'S INCLUDED INSTRUCTIONS, LISTING
AND/OR LABELING REQUIREMENTS. PER NEC
SECTION 110.3(B).

2. ALL (P) CABLING CONFORMS WITH, AND IS TO BE
INSTALLED PER NEC 356.10 & 356.12.

NOTE:
1. ALL RELEVANT STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS IS

UNDER A SEPARATE PERMIT BY OTHERS.
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SOUTHEAST
ELEVATION

1SOUTHEAST ELEVATION

NOTE:

1. AT&T RRU’S, TMA’S, AND SURGE
SUPPRESSORS NOT DEPICTED IN THIS VIEW
FOR CLARITY. FOR LOCATIONS OF THESE
ITEMS, PLEASE REFER TO PREVIOUS PLANS
VIEWS WITHIN THE DRAWING SET

NOTE:
1. ALL RELEVANT STRUCTURAL

ANALYSIS IS UNDER A
SEPARATE PERMIT BY OTHERS.
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T.O. (P) AT&T PANEL ANTENNAS

ELEV. 55'-2" (A.G.L.)
T.O. (E) BUILDING PARAPET

(E) A/C UNITS
TYP.

(E) STRUCTURE

(P) AT&T FRP WALL PANEL, TYP.
FOR CONCEALMENT (SECTOR B)

ELEV. 71'-0" (A.G.L.)
T.O. (P) AT&T RFP WALL PANEL

15
'-9

"

(P) AT&T RRU, TYP. 3
PER SECTOR (TOTAL-9)

(P) AT&T RRU MOUNT, TYP.
2 PER SECTOR (TOTAL -6)
ERICSSON SXK1091946/1 OR
APPROVED EQUIVALENT

ELEV. 68'-0" (A.G.L.)
(P) AT&T AIR PANEL ANTENNAS RAD CENTER

(P) AT&T PANEL ANTENNAS, TYP. 3
PER SECTOR (TOTAL-9)

ELEV. 61'-0" (A.G.L.)
T.O. (E) ROOF

(P) AT&T FRP WALL PANEL, TYP.
FOR CONCEALMENT (SECTOR A)
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NORTHEAST
ELEVATION

1NORTHEAST ELEVATION

NOTE:

1. AT&T RRU’S, TMA’S, AND SURGE
SUPPRESSORS NOT DEPICTED IN THIS VIEW
FOR CLARITY. FOR LOCATIONS OF THESE
ITEMS, PLEASE REFER TO PREVIOUS PLANS
VIEWS WITHIN THE DRAWING SET

NOTE:
1. ALL RELEVANT STRUCTURAL

ANALYSIS IS UNDER A
SEPARATE PERMIT BY OTHERS.

ELEV. 0'-0"
FINISHED GRADE

ELEV. 67'-0" (A.G.L.)
(P) AT&T PANEL ANTENNAS RAD CENTER

ELEV. 71'-0" (A.G.L.)
T.O. (P) AT&T PANEL ANTENNAS

ELEV. 55'-2" (A.G.L.)
T.O. (E) BUILDING PARAPET

(E) STRUCTURE

ELEV. 71'-0" (A.G.L.)
T.O. (P) AT&T RFP WALL PANELS

7'-0"

 GARAGE  LEVEL

(P) CABLE RUN FROM AT&T EQUIPMENT AREA
TO (P) ROOFTOP EQUIPMENT RUN THROUGH

(2) 4" CONDUIT ALONG GARAGE LEVEL
BEAMS TO EXISTING WALL PENETRATIONS.
CABLES EXIT 4" CONDUITS AND TRANSFER
INTO EXISTING VERTICAL CABLE TRAY TO

ROOFTOP. ONCE ON THE ROOFTOP CABLES
WILL TRANSFER TO A (P) ROOFTOP CABLE

TRAY AND RUN TO (P) AT&T ROOFTOP
EQUIPMENT.

(P) AT&T FRP WALL PANEL, TYP.
FOR CONCEALMENT (SECTOR A)

(P) CABLE LADDER
ABOVE ATTACHED
TO CEILING(P) HVAC UNIT MOUNTED

TO EXISTING CMU WALL

(P) AT&T EQUIPMENT RACKS

(P) HVAC COOLLINKS
CONTROLLER

10
'-7

"

1'-0"

(P) AT&T DC9 (NEMA BOX) SURGE
SUPPRESSOR (BEYOND), TYP.
(TOTAL-2)

(P) AT&T RRU, TYP. 3
PER SECTOR (TOTAL-9)

(P) AT&T RRU MOUNT, TYP.
2 PER SECTOR (TOTAL -6)
ERICSSON SXK1091946/1 OR
APPROVED EQUIVALENT

(P) AT&T PANEL ANTENNAS, TYP. 3
PER SECTOR (TOTAL-9)

9'
-1

0"

15
'-9

"

ELEV. 68'-0" (A.G.L.)
(P) AT&T AIR PANEL ANTENNAS RAD CENTER

ELEV. 61'-0" (A.G.L.)

(P) AT&T PANEL ANTENNAS
RAD CENTER

ELEV. 62'-0" (A.G.L.)

(P) AT&T AIR PANEL
 ANTENNAS RAD CENTER

(P) AT&T FRP WALL PANEL, TYP.
FOR CONCEALMENT (SECTOR C)

(P) AT&T FRP WALL PANEL, TYP.
FOR CONCEALMENT (SECTOR B)

ELEV. 65-0" (A.G.L.)

T.O. (P) AT&T RFP PANEL
(SECTOR C)/PANEL ANTENNAS

15
'-9

"
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LINE OF SIGHT
ELEVATION

1NORTHEAST ELEVATION

NOTE:

1. AT&T RRU’S, TMA’S, AND SURGE
SUPPRESSORS NOT DEPICTED IN THIS VIEW
FOR CLARITY. FOR LOCATIONS OF THESE
ITEMS, PLEASE REFER TO PREVIOUS PLANS
VIEWS WITHIN THE DRAWING SET

NOTE:
1. ALL RELEVANT STRUCTURAL

ANALYSIS IS UNDER A
SEPARATE PERMIT BY OTHERS.

(E) STRUCTURE

LIN
E 

O
F S

IG
HT

LINE O
F SIG

HT

FINISHED GRADE

ELEV. 55'-2" (A.G.L.)
T.O. (E) BUILDING PARAPET

ELEV. 71'-0" (A.G.L.)
T.O. (P) AT&T RFP WALL PANELS

NOTE:
VIEW AT TYPICAL
6'-0 HEIGHT

(P) AT&T FRP WALL PANEL, TYP.
FOR CONCEALMENT (SECTOR A)

(P) AT&T FRP WALL PANEL, TYP.
FOR CONCEALMENT (SECTOR C)(P) AT&T FRP WALL PANEL, TYP.

FOR CONCEALMENT (SECTOR B)

ELEV. 61'-0" (A.G.L.)
T.O. (E) ROOF ELEV. 65-0" (A.G.L.)

T.O. (P) AT&T RFP WALL PANEL (SECTOR C)
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N.T.S.
RRUS 4494 B14/B29 SPECIFICATIONS

SPECIFICATIONS

MFG:
MODEL:
HEIGHT:
WIDTH:
DEPTH:

WEIGHT:

ERICSSON
4494 B14/B29
21.7 IN
15.6 IN
7 IN

64.9 LBS

*KEEP 40" CLEAR FROM
FRONT OF RRU

SIDE

7"

21.7"

TOP

FRONT

NEAREST OBJECT

N
EA

RE
ST

 O
BJ

EC
T

N
EA

RE
ST

 O
BJ

EC
T

20"

MIN.

8"

MIN.

8"

MIN.

20"

MIN.
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DETAILS

4

12

5

9

8

7

N.T.S.
ANTENNA SPECIFICATION

11

10

FRONT SIDE

DIMENSIONS: 16.34" W X 16.57" H X 8.19" D

WEIGHT: 35 LBS.

RAYCAP DC9-48-60-24-PC16-EV
SURGE SUPPRESSION SOLUTION

H

D"W"

N.T.S.
DC9-48-60-24-PC16-EV DETAIL

F
F

E
E

E E

E
E

E

F

F
F

(4) (P) DC POWER + (2) (P)
FIBER TRUNK CABLES TO
FOLLOW (E) WITHIN (P) 2" RIGID
CONDUIT FROM EQUIPMENT
AREA TO ANTENNAS AREA

(P) DC50 SURGE
PROTECTION SYSTEM
LOCATED AT
EQUIPMENT AREA

(P)/(E) ANTENNA

JUMPER CABLES (±5') TYP.

(P)/(E) RRH AT
ANTENNA AREA

JUMPER CABLES
(±15) TYP.

(P) DC9-48-60-24-PC16-EV
SURGE SUPPRESSION SYSTEM
AT ANTENNA AREA

N.T.S.
(P) POWER / FIBER WIRING SCHEMATIC 1

6

ONE OPENING FOR
SUPPLY 28" X 18"

SPECIFICATIONS

MFG:
MODEL:
HEIGHT:
WIDTH:
DEPTH:

WEIGHT:

MARVAIR
WAC2000S000
59 1/8" IN
40 IN
22 5/8 IN

APPROX. 275 LBS*

N.T.S.
HVAC DETAIL

* REFER TO MANUFACTURERS
SPEC SHEET FOR DETAILS

Marvair WAC2000S000  (HVAC BLD.52558) w/
4-Ton MAA1048AA050N (HVAC BLD.53784)
Wall Mounted Air Conditioner

40"

58
"

59
 1

/8
"

60
 5

/8
"

22 5/8"

PLAN VIEW

FRONT VIEWSIDE VIEWBACK VIEW
4 TON RETURN

OPENING

3 TON RETURN
OPENING

3/4" X 1"
KNOCK

OUT, TYP.

N.T.S.
COOLLINKS 2.0 LEAD LAG CONTROLLER (HVAC BLD.10658) DETAIL

PLAN VIEW

1'-1 34"

8"

1'
-3

 3 4"

FRONT VIEW SIDE VIEW

H

DW

ANTENNA
SUPPORT PIPE

MECHANICAL
DOWNTILT
BRACKET

FRONT SIDE
PERSPECTIVE

SPECIFICATIONS:
MFG / MODEL / PORT: COMMSCOPE / NNHH-65C-R4
DIMENSIONS: 95.984" H X 19.606" W X 7.756" D
WEIGHT: 86.642 LBS (W/O MOUNTING KIT)

SPECIFICATIONS

MFG:
MODEL:
HEIGHT:
WIDTH:
DEPTH:

WEIGHT:

ERICSSON
4490 B2/B12A
17.5 IN
15.1 IN
6.9 IN

68.0 LBS

NOTE:
1. USE MANUFACTURER SUPPLIED

MOUNTING HARDWARE.

SIDE

D

H

TOP

FRONT

NEAREST OBJECT

N
EA

RE
ST

 O
BJ

EC
T

N
EA

RE
ST

 O
BJ

EC
T

20
"

M
IN

.

8"

MIN.

8"

MIN.

W

D

*KEEP 40"
CLEAR FROM

FRONT OF RRU

N.T.S.
ERICSSON RRUS 4490 B5/B12A + B66 SPECIFICATIONS

20
"

M
IN

.

SPECIFICATIONS

MFG:
MODEL:
HEIGHT:
WIDTH:
DEPTH:

WEIGHT:

ERICSSON
4890 B25/B66
17.5 IN
15.1 IN
6.8 IN

68.0 LBS

NOTE:
1. USE MANUFACTURER SUPPLIED

MOUNTING HARDWARE.

SIDE

D

H

TOP

FRONT

NEAREST OBJECT

N
EA

RE
ST

 O
BJ

EC
T

N
EA

RE
ST

 O
BJ

EC
T

20
"

M
IN

.

8"

MIN.

8"

MIN.

W

D

*KEEP 40"
CLEAR FROM

FRONT OF RRU

N.T.S.
ERICSSON RRUS 4890 B25/B66 SPECIFICATIONS

20
"

M
IN

.

2
N.T.S.
NEW RRU MOUNTING BRACKET (BACK TO BACK)

SPECIFICATIONS

MFG:
MODELS:

WEIGHT:

FEATURES:

ERICSSON
SXK1091946/1
SXK1091946/2
SXK1072892/1 (ADAPTER PLATE)
16.8 LBS

ACCOMODTES ALL CURRENT
ERICSSON MODEL RRU'S

GC TO UTILIZE ADAPTER PLATE
FOR 4449/8843 RADIOS

REFERENCE MANUFACTURER
SPECS FOR INSTALLATION

TOP

RRU (REMOTE
RADIO UNIT)

(2) (P) SUPPORT ARM, #CD 990585
(4) (P) LOCK NUT M10 A4, DIN 985, #1405
(8) (P) WASHER M10 A4, DIN 125 A, #1308
(8) (P) BOLT M10x30H A4, DIN 933, #2243

(P) M12 BOLTS

PROPERTY CLASS
DIAMETER 8.8 . .

M10 36 FT-LBS . .
M12 63 FT-LBS . .

N.T.S.
ANTENNA SPECIFICATION

H

DW

ANTENNA
SUPPORT PIPE

MECHANICAL
DOWNTILT
BRACKET

FRONT SIDE
PERSPECTIVE

SPECIFICATIONS:
MFG / MODEL / PORT: COMMSCOPE / NNH4-65C-R6-V3
DIMENSIONS: 95.984" H X 19.606" W X 7.756" D
WEIGHT: 89.287 LBS (W/O MOUNTING KIT)

N.T.S.
AIR 6472 ANTENNA SPECIFICATION

16.14"

36
.4

1

7.48"

SPECIFICATIONS:
MFG / MODEL / PORT: ERICSSON / AIR 6472 B77G B77M
DIMENSIONS: 36.41" H X 16.14"W X 7.48" D
WEIGHT: 92.59 LBS (W/ MOUNTING KIT)
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DETAILS

11

9

58
N.T.S.
EMERSON POWER PLANT

FRONT SIDE

EQUIPMENT SPECIFICATIONS
MANUFACTURER:
ATTM NUMBER:
EMERSON NUMBER:

HEIGHT:
WIDTH:
DEPTH:

WEIGHT:  SEE TABLE ABOVE

SAFETY COMPLIANCE:  UL LISTED AND
SEISMIC ZONE 4 COMPLIANT

EMERSON/VERTIV
NEQ.17139
582127000ZZ011

23"

25" 12" 14" 3"

PLAN VIEW

84
.0

"

84.0 IN
25 IN
23 INBOTTOM

18
.0

"
24

.4
"

N.T.S.
23" FIF RACK SPECIFICATIONS

N.T.S.
RECTIFIER MODULE

1

FRONT VIEW

ISOMETRIC VIEW

EQUIPMENT SPECIFICATIONS

MFG:
MODEL:
HEIGHT:
WIDTH:
DEPTH:

WEIGHT:

EMERSON
R48-2000E3
1.70 IN
3.30 IN
9.90 IN

2.49 LBS

NOTE:
1. USE MANUFACTURER SUPPLIED

MOUNTING HARDWARE.

HIGH EFFICIENCY, -48 VDC,
40 A/2000 W, 208/240 VAC SINGLE-PHASE
INPUT (DERATES AT 120 VAC)

SEE WIC SPECIFICATION FOR
GUIDELINES FOR FLOOR ATTACHMENTS

N.T.S.
EQUIPMENT MOUNTING DETAIL

(P) UNISTRUT P1000 WITH P1007
NUTS WITH SPRING, AS REQUIRED
PER EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURE'S
SPECIFICATIONS

(P) EQUIPMENT MOUNTED
PER MANUFACTURERS SPECS

CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY
MOUNTING METHOD PERMISSIBLE
BY THE WIC MANUFACTURER

EXISTING WALL

6
N.T.S.
NOT USED

3

2

84
.0

0"

25.88"

9.
63

"

FRONT SIDE

EQUIPMENT SPECIFICATIONS

MFG:
MODEL:
HEIGHT:
WIDTH:
DEPTH:

WEIGHT OF RACK: 105 LBS
MAX WEIGHT: 555 LBS

TELECT
12623-21
84.0 IN
25.88 IN
9.63 IN

BOTTOM

25.88"

TOP

SEE STRUCTURAL FOR
ANCHORAGE

N.T.S.
CONDUIT MOUNTING DETAIL

5

4

3

1

2

1 CONDUIT FOR
ELECTRIC/TELEPHONE OR FIBER

2 #2 AWG STRANDED INSULATED
GROUNDING CONDUCTOR TO
RUN ALONG HYBRID CABLE

3 FIMO OR BUTTERFLY CLAMP AS REQUIRED

5 P1000 UNISTRUT (LENGTH BASED ON
NUMBER OF CONDUITS TO BE MOUNTED -
FIELD TO DECIDE) (SEE MOUNTING NOTES)

MOUNTING NOTES:
1. FOR SOLID GROUTED CONCRETE WALL USE: 3/8"Ø 'HILTI' KB-TZ STAINLESS

STEEL W/ 3-1/8" MIN. EMB (ESR-1917, LARR#25701)
2. FOR SOLID CMU MASONRY BLOCK WALL USE: 1/2"Ø HILTI HIT HY-70 WITH 4

1/2" EMB @ 16" O.C. (ESR-2682)
3. FOR TIMBER FRAME WALL USE: 1/4"Ø LAG BOLT WITH 2" MIN THREAD

PENETRATION @ EVERY STUD.
4. FOR METAL STUD WALL USE: #10 TEK SCREW @ EACH METAL STUD

4 EXISTING WALL/CEILING

5

5

5

4

4

4

3

3

3

1

1
1

2

N.T.S.
CEILING MOUNTED CABLE LADDER DETAIL

PROVIDE UNISTRUT 3/8" DIA
P1008 SPRING LOADED NUTS
(TYP PER HANGER

WASHER
HEX NUT

WOOD
CEILING

UNISTRUT FITTING
P6048

1/2" THREADED
ROD (TYP.)

DEFER TO MANUFACTURER
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR

WOOD CEILING
ATTACHMENT

COAX CABLES

24" UNISTRUT
CHANNEL

P1000 (TYP.)

12

5

3

N.T.S.
ERICSSON BASEBAND 6651

B
aseband 6651

B
aseband 6651

SPECIFICATIONS

MFG:
MODEL:
HEIGHT:
WIDTH:
DEPTH:

WEIGHT:

ERICSSON
BASEBAND 6651
1.7 IN
19 IN
15.1 IN

17.60 LBS

NOTE:
1. USE MANUFACTURER SUPPLIED

MOUNTING HARDWARE.

N.T.S.
DC50-48-60-96-50F SURGE SUPPRESSOR

SPECIFICATIONS

MFG:
MODEL:
HEIGHT:
WIDTH:
DEPTH:

WEIGHT:

RAYCAP
DC50-48-60-96-50F
52.24 IN
40 IN
9 IN

165 LBS

NOTE:
1. USE MANUFACTURER SUPPLIED

MOUNTING HARDWARE.

W

H

D

FRONT SIDE
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DETAILS

11

9

5

N.T.S.
BOLLARD DETAIL 

1

N.T.S.
CABLE TRAY DETAIL

6
N.T.S.
NOT USED

3
N.T.S.
NOT USED

2

N.T.S.
NOT USED

12

3'
-6

"

1'-6"Ø MIN.

1 
1 2"

4'
-6

" M
IN

.

4 
1 2"

 M
IN

.

CONC. CAP

6"Ø STD. GALV. PIPE FILLED
W/CONC. & PAINTED PER
OWNER'S REQ'S, PIPE TO BE
EMBEDDED INTO CONC. PIER
AS SHOWN

CONC. PIER

N.T.S.
NOT USED

INSTALL 20 GA. GALVANIZED
STEEL OR ALUMINUM SHROUD

GALVANIZED STEEL CABLE
TRAY, SECURE CABLES W/
U.V. RESISTANT TIE WRAPS

@ 4'-0" O.C

HOLD DOWN CLAMP
FASTENED TO

4x4 W/ 3 8"x2" LONG
LAG BOLTS

4x4x18" (FOR 12"
TRAY)
PRESSURE
TREATED. INSTALL
EVERY 6'-0".
EPOXY TO
ROOF DECK TO
PREVENT
MOVEMENT.

WIDTH AS REQUIRED
FOR COAX QUANTITY

NOTE:
1. CONTRACTOR TO X-RAY PRIOR TO DRILLING OR CORING TO

LOCATE (E) POST TENSION CABLES AND CONDUITS. DO NOT CUT
POST TENSION CABLES OR CONDUIT.

2. CONTRACTOR TO INSURE WATER-TIGHTNESS AT ALL WALL AND
FLOOR PENETRATIONS

2-1/2" MIN. CMU. OPENING
TO PROVIDE 1/4" MAX.
ANNULAR SPACE AROUND
PIPE FLUSH WITH BOTH
SURFACES

SIZE PER ELECTRICALS

FLAMESAFE IPC FSP1000
PUTTY APPLIED INTO THE
OPENING - 1/2" THICKNESS
AT EA. WALL SURFACE

MINERAL WOOL (4 PCF)
PACKED INTO ANNULAR
SPACE & RECESSED 1/2"
FROM WALL SURFACES

4
N.T.S.
CMU WALL PENETRATION DETAIL

N.T.S.
NOT USED

N.T.S.
ANTENNA MOUNTING DETAIL

PIPE TRANSFER KIT PROVIDED
BY MANUFACTURER

ANTENNA DOWNTILT
MOUNTING KIT

(P) PANEL ANTENNA

(P) PIPE MOUNT

10 N.T.S.
NOT USED

8
N.T.S.
RF SAFETY BARRIER POST

EXISTING ROOF

4'
-0

"

2 
3/
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NOTE:
1.   CONTRACTOR SHALL INSTALL ALL INFORMATION SIGNAGE IN

ACCORDANCE w/ AT&T WIRELESS DOCUMENT #03-0074, RF EXPOSURE
POLICY AND RF SAFETY COMPLIANCE PROGRAM, LATEST EDITION.

2.  CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTACT AT&T R-RFSC FOR INFORMATION ON
MPE LEVELS AND INSTRUCTIONS ON LEVEL AND LOCATION OF SIGNAGE

Property of AT&T

Authorized
Personnel Only
In case of emergency, or prior to performing
maintenance on this site, call
and reference cell site number

Property of AT&T

Authorized
Personnel Only
No Trespassing
Violators will be Prosecuted

In case of emergency, or prior to performing
maintenance on this site, call
and reference cell site number

INFORMATION

Posted in accordance with federal Communications
Commission rules and antenna tower registration

47CFR 17.4(g).

1  2  3  4  5  6  7

Federal Communications Communication
Tower Registration Number

TRESPASSING
NO
DANGER

AUTHORIZED
PERSONNEL

ONLY

NOTICE

1. THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION IS A GUIDELINE w/ RESPECT
TO PREVAILING STANDARDS LIMITING HUMAN EXPOSURE TO
RADIO FREQUENCY ENERGY AND SHOULD BE USED AS
SUCH. IF THE SITE'S EMF REPORT OR ANY LOCAL, STATE OR
FEDERAL GUIDELINES OR REGULATIONS SHOULD BE IN
CONFLICT w/ ANY PART OF THESE NOTES OR PLANS, THE
MORE RESTRICTIVE GUIDELINE OR REGULATION SHALL BE
FOLLOWED AND OVERRIDE THE LESSER.

2. THE PUBLIC LIMIT OF RF EXPOSURE ALLOWED BY AT&T IS
1mWcm*2 AND THE OCCUPATIONAL LIMIT OF RF EXPOSURE
ALLOWED BY AT&T IS 5mWcm*2

3. IF THE BOTTOM OF THE ANTENNA IS MOUNTED (8) EIGHT FEET
ABOVE THE GROUND OR WORKING PLATFORM LINE OF THE
PERSONAL COMMUNICATION SYSTEM (PCS) AND DOES NOT
EXCEED THE PUBLIC LIMIT OF RF EXPOSURE LIMIT THEN NO
STRIPING OR BARRICADES SHOULD BE NEEDED.

4. IF THE PUBLIC LIMIT OF RF EXPOSURE ON THE SITE IS
EXCEEDED AND THE AREA IS PUBLICLY ACCESSIBLE (e.g.
ROOF ACCESS DOOR THAT CANNOT BE LOCKED, OR FIRE
EGRESS) THEN BOTH BARRICADES AND STRIPING SHALL BE
PLACED AROUND THE ANTENNAS. THE EXACT EXTENT OF THE
BARRICADES AND STRIPING SHALL BE DETERMINED BY THE
EMF REPORT FOR THE SITE DONE BEFORE OR SHORTLY AFTER
COMPLETION OF SITE CONSTRUCTION. USE THE PLANS AS A
GUIDELINE FOR PLACEMENT OF SUCH BARRICADES AND
STRIPING.

5. IF THE PUBLIC LIMIT OF RF EXPOSURE ON THE SITE IS
EXCEEDED AND THE AREA IS PUBLICLY ACCESSIBLE (e.g.
ROOF ACCESS DOOR THAT CANNOT BE LOCKED, OR FIRE
EGRESS) THEN BOTH BARRICADES AND STRIPING SHALL BE
PLACED AROUND THE ANTENNAS. THE EXACT EXTENT OF THE
BARRICADES AND STRIPING SHALL BE PLACED AROUND THE
ANTENNAS. THE EXACT EXTENT OF THE BARRICADES &
STRIPING SHALL BE DETERMINED BY THE EMF REPORT FOR THE
SITE DONE BEFORE OR SHORTLY AFTER COMPLETION OF SITE
CONSTRUCTION. USE THE PLANS AS A GUIDELINE FOR
PLACEMENT OF SUCH BARRICADES AND STRIPING.

6. ALL TRANSMIT ANTENNAS REQUIRE A THREE LANGUAGE
WARNING SIGN WRITTEN IN ENGLISH, SPANISH, AND
CHINESE. THIS SIGN SHALL BE PROVIDED TO THE
CONTRACTOR Y THE AT&T CONSTRUCTION PROJECT
MANAGER AT THE TIME OF CONSTRUCTION. THE LARGER
SIGN SHALL BE PLACED IN PLAIN SIGHT AT ALL ROOF
ACCESS LOCATIONS AND ON ALL BARRICADES. THE
SMALLER SIGN SHALL BE PLACED ON THE ANTENNA
ENCLOSURES IN A MANNER THAT IS EASILY SEEN BY ANY
PERSON ON THE ROOF. WARNING SIGNS SHALL COMPLY w/
ANSI C95.2 COLOR, SYMBOL, AND CONTENT
CONVENTIONS. ALL SIGNS SHALL HAVE AT&T'S NAME AND
THE COMPANY CONTACT INFORMATION (e.g. TELEPHONE
NUMBER) TO ARRANGE FOR ACCESS TO THE RESTRICTED
AREAS. THIS TELEPHONE NUMBER SHALL BE PROVIDED TO THE
CONTRACTOR BY THE AT&T CONSTRUCTION PROJECT
MANAGER AT THE TIME OF CONSTRUCTION.

7. PHOTOS OF ALL STRIPING, BARRICADES & SIGNAGE SHALL
BE PART OF THE CONTRACTORS CLOSE OUT PACKAGE &
SHALL BE TURNED INTO THE AT&T CONSTRUCTION PACKAGE
& SHALL BE TURNED INTO THE AT&T CONSTRUCTION
PROJECT MANAGER AT THE END OF CONSTRUCTION.
STRIPING SHALL BE DONE w/ FADE RESISTANT YELLOW
SAFETY PAINT IN A CROSS-HATCH PATTERN AS DETAILED BY
THE CONSTRUCTION DRAWINGS. ALL BARRICADES SHALL BE
MADE OF AN RF FRIENDLY MATERIAL SO AS NOT TO BLOCK
OR INTERFERE w/ THE OPERATION OF THE ANTENNAS.
BARRICADES SHALL BE PAINTED w/ FADE RESTRAINT YELLOW
SAFETY PAINT. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE ALL RF
FRIENDLY BARRICADES NEEDED, & SHALL PROVIDE THE AT&T
CONSTRUCTION PROJECT MANAGER w/ A DETAILED SHOP
DRAWING OF EACH BARRICADE. UPON CONSTRUCTION
COMPLETION.

SIGNAGE AND STRIPING INFORMATION

INFORMATION
ACTIVE ANTENNAS ARE MOUNTED

ON THE OUTSIDE FACE OF THIS BUILDING

INFORMATION SIGN 1-2

ON THIS STRUCTURE

STAY BACK A MINIMUM OF 3 FEET
FROM THESE ANTENNAS

CONTACT AT&T MOBILITY AT 800-638-2822 &
FOLLOW THEIR INSTRUCTIONS PRIOR TO
PERFORMING ANY MAINTENANCE OR
REPAIRS CLOSER THAN 3 FEET FROM THE
ANTENNAS.

THIS IS AT&T MOBILITY SITE

5"

7"

INFORMATION

8"

12"

AT&T MOBILITY OPERATES TELECOMMUNICATION ANTENNAS AT THIS
LOCATION. REMAIN AT LEAST 3 FEET AWAY FROM ANY ANTENNA AND OBEY
ALL POSTED SIGNS.

CONTACT THE OWNER(S) OF THE ANTENNA(S) BEFORE WORKING CLOSER
THAN 3 FEET FROM THE ANTENNA(S)

CONTACT AT&T MOBILITY AT 800-638-2822 PRIOR TO PERFORMING ANY
MAINTENANCE OR REPAIRS NEAR AT&T MOBILITY ANTENNAS.

THIS IS SITE #
CONTACT THE MANAGEMENT OFFICE IF THIS DOOR/HATCH/GATE
IS FOUND UNLOCKED.

1-1/2"

24"

1. CONTRACTOR SHALL INSTALL ALL INFORMATION SIGNAGE IN
ACCORDANCE w/ AT&T WIRELESS DOCUMENT #03-0074, RF
EXPOSURE POLICY AND RF SAFETY COMPLIANCE PROGRAM, LATEST
EDITION.

2. FABRICATION:

*SIGN I-1: ENTRANCE DOOR, SEE DETAIL 1A, THIS SHEET

SIGN 1 IS TO BE MADE ON THE 50 MIL ALUMINUM SHEETING (SIZE 8
INCHES BY 12 INCHES) w/ FOUR (4) 1

4 INCH MOUNTING HOLES, ONE
EACH CORNER OF THE SIGN FOR MOUNTING w/ HARDWARE w/ TIE
WRAPS. THE MAIN BACKGROUND COLOR IS TO BE WHITE FRONT &
BACK w/ BLACK LETTERING.

THE INFORMATION BAND SHALL BE 1.2 INCH SOLID GREEN BAND w.
0.5 INCH HIGH BLACK LETTERING. THE BODY TEXT SHALL BE IN BLACK
LETTERING w/0.2 INCH HIGH LETTERS. THE REF LINE SHALL BE IN 1

8 INCH
LETTERS.

THE PLACEMENT OF TEXT SHALL BE DONE IN A MANNER THAT WILL
PERMIT EASY READING FROM A DISTANCE OF  APPROXIMATELY 6 FEET
IN FRONT OF THE SIGN.

ALL PAINT WILL BE BAKED w/ENAMEL w/ UV PROTECTIVE COATING
OVER THE FACE OF THE SIGN.

*SIGN 1-2: POLE, SEE DETAIL 1B, THIS SHEET

SIGN 2 MUST BE A NON METALLIC LABEL w/ AN ADHESIVE BACKING,
THE LABEL SHALL BE MADE USING VINYL OR SIMILAR WEATHERPROOF
MATERIAL. THE LABEL SHALL BE APPROXIMATELY 5X7 INCHES w/ A
WHITE BACKGROUND AND BLACK LETTERING. THE GREEN BAND
SHALL BE 1.375 INCH IN HEIGHT & THE LETTERING SHALL BE BLACK w/
0.75 INCH HIGH LETTERS. THE TEXT LETTERING SHALL BE BLACK w/ 1

8 INCH
HIGH LETTERS. UV PROTECTION SHALL BE PLACED OVER THE FRONT OF
THE LABEL.

*SIGN 1-3: BACK OF ANTENNAS, SEE DETAIL 1C & 3, THIS SHEET

*SIGN 3 IS A 1 INCH X 2 INCH PANEL THAT CAN BE APPLIED TO THE
BACK OR SIDE OF AN ANTENNA TO IDENTIFY IT AS AN AT&T ANTENNA.

*SIGN 1-4: SIDE OF ANTENNAS, SEE DETAIL 1D & 3, THIS SHEET

SIGN 4 IS MADE FROM TRANSPARENT MATERIAL 1-1/2 INCHES WIDE &
24 INCHES LONG. THE LETTERING IS TO BE BLACK w 1

2 INCH LETTERING IN
A VERTICAL COLUMN. THE SPACING BETWEEN WORDS MUST BE SUCH
THAT IT IS EASILY READ & FILLS THE LENGTH OF THE SIGN.

S
T
A
Y

B
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K

3

F
E
E
T

F
R
O
M

A
N
T
E
N
N
A

INFORMATION SIGN 1-4
SCALE: 3/16" = 1'

2"

1"

INFORMATION SIGN 1-3
SCALE: 1/4" = 1'C

D

INFORMATION SIGN 1-1
SCALE: 1/2"= 1'

A
INFORMATION SIGN 1-2
SCALE: 3/4" = 1' B

8"

12"

CAUTION SIGN

N.T.S.2
GENERAL NOTES

N.T.S.1

INFORMATION SIGNAGE

N.T.S.3

SHELTER / CABINET DOORS SIGNAGE

N.T.S.4
NFPA HAZARD SIGN - TYPICAL

N.T.S.7

GATE SIGNAGE

N.T.S.5DOOR / EQUIPMENT SIGN

N.T.S.8

FCC ASR SIGNAGE

N.T.S.6
FENCED COMPOUND SIGNAGE

N.T.S.9

FENCED COMPOUND SIGNAGE

N.T.S.10

SITE SIGNAGE

Reference Site#:

Site Address:

AZL02187
123 N SAN FRANCISCO ST FLAGSTAFF, AZ 86001

This Site Operated by:

AT&T MOBILITY
AT&T MOBILITY 19801 SW 72ND AVE., TUALATIN, OR 97062

IN CASE OF FIRE AND THE NEED FOR SHUTDOWN
TO DEACTIVATE ANTENNAS CALL THE

FOLLOWING NUMBER:
For 24 Hour Emergency Contact and Access Please Call:

(800) 638-2822

CAUTION

On this tower:
Radio frequency (RF) fields near some
antennas may exceed the FCC Occupational
Exposure Limits.

Contact AT&T at 800-638-2822, option 9 and 3,
and follow their instructions prior to performing
maintenance or repairs beyond this point.

Personnel climbing this tower should be trained
for working in RF environments and use a
personal RF monitor if working near active
antennas.

AutoCAD SHX Text
Caution Sign #CADFT-AL-05.7

AutoCAD SHX Text
This is AT&T site 324052324052
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 MATERIAL SAFETY
DATA SHEET & LEAD

ACID BATTERY -2

SBS 170F BATTERY SPECS (1 UNIT)

LENGTH = 22.1"
WIDTH = 4.92"
HEIGHT = 11.1"
WEIGHT = 116 LBS

SBS 190F BATTERY SPECS (1 UNIT)

LENGTH = 22.1"
WIDTH = 4.92"
HEIGHT = 12.4"
WEIGHT = 132 LBS

BATTERY STRING CALCULATIONS

· (4) BATTERIES PER STRING (CONNECTED IN SERIES)
· 190Ah PER BATTERY (190Ah PER STRING FROM (4) BATTERIES IN SERIES)
· 12 VOLTS PER BATTERY (48V PER STRING FROM (4) BATTERIES IN SERIES)

190Ah X 48V / 1000 = 9.12kWh PER STRING ((8) TOTAL STRINGS = 72.96kWh)

NOTE:
1. FOR INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY.
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UTILITY SITE PLAN

NORTH 1UTILITY SITE PLAN

~RAMP
UP/DOWN~

ADJACENT
STORAGE ROOM

23
'-0

"
LE
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SE

 A
RE

A

~ACCESS ROUTE
TO GARAGE

DOOR~

(P) 4 DC CABLES AND (2) FIBER
TRUNK CABLES RUN IN (2) 4"
CONDUIT TO VERTICAL CABLE CHASE
FOLLOWING EXISTING CABLE
PATHWAY TO ROOF
LENGTH: ±245'

(E) CMU WALL

PUMP ROOM

ELEV. EQUIP

~ GARAGE ~

~ BASEMENT ~

~ MECH ~

FOLLOW EXISTING PATH
TO THE ROOF

7'-0"LEASE AREA

(P) HVAC UNIT MOUNTED
TO EXISTING CMU WALL

(P) 200A METER/DISCONNECT MOUNTED TO
EXTERIOR OF  THE BUILDING WITH (P) UNISTRUT

MOUNT AT 5' A.G.L.

(P) WALL MOUNTED GEN
PLUG AT 5' AGL

(2) (P) 6"X42" BOLLARDS IN
HIGH VISIBILITY YELLOW

(P) HVAC COOLLINKS
CONTROLLER

(E) TRANSFORMER TO BE
UTILIZED FOR (P) POWER

(P) AT&T METER/GEN PLUG, PENETRATION TO
TO PENETRATE INTO BASEMENT, OVER TO
EXISTING TRANSFORMER CONDUIT STUBS

(P) CONDUIT PATHWAY UNDER
GROUND IN THE TUNNEL/PARKING

GARAGE

(P) UNDERGROUND POWER RUN IN ROW BY
UTILITY COMPANY TO (P) METER HOUSING

(E) VERTICAL CABLE TRAY TO E
UTILIZED FOR (P) AT&T FIBER TO
R.OW.

(P) UNDERGROUND POWER RUN IN ROW BY
UTILITY COMPANY TO (P) METER HOUSING

(P) PANELBOARD
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SINGLE LINE
DIAGRAM

1
N.T.S.
ELECTRICAL AC/DC SINGLE LINE DIAGRAM

GENERAL NOTES:

1. CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY AVAILABLE FAULT CURRENT WITH POWER COMPANY AND ENSURE ALL
ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT IS SUITABLE FOR AVAILABLE FAULT CURRENT.

2. CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE UTLITY SERVICES WITH LOCAL COMPANIES. VERIFY ALL
REQUIREMENTS WITH UTILITY COMPANY STANDARDS.

3. ONE-LINE DIAGRAM IS FOR SCHEMATIC PURPOSES ONLY AND IS NOT INDICATIVE OF THE ACTUAL
EQUIPMENT LAYOUT.

4. CONTRACTOR SHALL LABEL METER SOCKET WITH SERVICE OWNER NAMEPLATE WITH 1/2" HEIGHT
MINIMUM LETTERS.

5. ALL EQUIPMENT WILL HAVE A MINIMUM AIC OF 10 KA. CONTRACTOR TO DETERMINE AVAILABLE FAULT
CURRENT BEFORE ENERGIZING EQUIPMENT. THE AMOUNT OF AVAILABLE FAULT CURRENT SHALL BE
MARKED ON THE SERVICE EQUIPMENT PER NEC. 110.24.

6. CONTRACTOR WILL NOTIFY UTILITY COMPANY OF CHANGES IN ELECTRICAL LOAD.

ONE-LINE DIAGRAM NOTES:

1. ELECTRICAL SERVICE SHALL BE 200A, 120/240, 1Ø, 3W
2. FOR COMPLETE INTERNAL WIRING AND ARRANGEMENT, REFER TO VENDOR PRINTS PROVIDED BY

EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURER.

2
N.T.S.
AC PANEL SCHEDULE

2112

VOLT AMPS

PHASE
A

PHASE
B

DESCRIPTION

SHELVES 1 & 3 RECTIFIERS
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DESCRIPTION

G.F.I. (INTERNAL)

VOLT AMPS

PHASE
A

PHASE
B

-

-

2112
2112

VOLTAGE: 120/240V, 1 PHASE, 200A, 22 KAIC
MAIN CB: 2P/200A
BRANCH CB: TYPE Ø0 PANEL 'A'

MOUNTING: SURFACE
NEMA: 3R

LOCATION: MOUNTED ON
SHELTER EXTERIOR WALL

77168256 67967196
PHASE A = 15,452 PHASE B = 14,512

CONNECTED LOAD = 29,964 VA

CONNECTED AMPS = 124.9 A

VA/LINE

2112
2112

2112
2112

1200
180

SPACE

30 2 SHELVES 1 & 3 RECTIFIERS
180

2112

2112
2112

SHELVES 2 & 4 RECTIFIERS

SHELVES 1 & 3 RECTIFIERS30

230

- -

-

20 1 BATTERY CHARGER 360
20 1 HEATER

100

480
15 1 EXT LIGHTS
20 1 INTERIOR LIGHT 200

SHELVES 1 & 3 RECTIFIERS

SHELVES 2 & 4 RECTIFIERS

-
OUTLETS

HVAC
G.F.I.

1 20720
1200

2112

AutoCAD SHX Text
(CABLES BY UTILITY CO.) SEE SHEET E-1 FOR DETAILS
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GROUNDING NOTES

GROUNDING NOTES:

1.  ALL DETAILS ARE SHOWN IN GENERAL TERMS. ACTUAL
GROUNDING INSTALLATION REQUIREMENTS AND CONSTRUCTION
ACCORDING TO SITE CONDITIONS.

2.  ALL GROUNDING CONDUCTORS: #2 AWG SOLID BARE TINNED
COPPER WIRE UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

3.  GROUND BAR LOCATED IN BASE OF EQUIPMENT WILL BE
PROVIDED, FURNISHED AND INSTALLED BY THE VENDOR.

4.  ALL BELOW GRADE CONNECTIONS: EXOTHERMIC WELD TYPE,
ABOVE GRADE CONNECTIONS: EXOTHERMIC WELD TYPE.

5.  GROUND RING SHALL BE LOCATED A MINIMUM OF 24" BELOW
GRADE OR 6" MINIMUM BELOW THE FROST LINE.

6.  INSTALL GROUND CONDUCTORS AND GROUND ROD MINIMUM
OF 1'-0" FROM EQUIPMENT CONCRETE SLAB, SPREAD FOOTING,
OR FENCE.

7.  EXOTHERMIC WELD GROUND CONNECTION TO FENCE POST:
TREAT WITH A COLD GALVANIZED SPRAY.

8.  GROUND BARS:
               A) EQUIPMENT GROUND BUS BAR (EGB) LOCATED AT THE

BOTTOM OF ANTENNA POLE/MAST FOR MAKING
GROUNDING JUMPER CONNECTIONS TO COAX FEEDER
CABLES SHALL BE FURNISHED AND INSTALLED BY
ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR. JUMPERS (FURNISHED BY
OWNERS) SHALL BE INSTALLED AND CONNECTED BY
ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR.

9.  ALL GROUNDING INSTALLATIONS AND CONNECTIONS SHALL BE
MADE BY ELECTRICAL CONTRACTOR.

10.  OBSERVE N.E.C. AND LOCAL UTILITY REQUIREMENTS FOR
ELECTRICAL SERVICE GROUNDING.

11.  GROUNDING ATTACHMENT TO TOWER SHALL BE AS PER
MANUFACTURER'S RECOMMENDATIONS OR AT GROUNDING
POINTS PROVIDED (2 MINIMUM).

12.  IF EQUIPMENT IS IN A C.L. FENCE ENCLOSURE, GROUND ONLY
CORNER POSTS AND SUPPORT POSTS OF GATE. IF CHAIN LINK LID
IS USED, THEN GROUND LID ALSO.

13.  GROUNDING AT PPC CABINET SHALL BE VERTICALLY INSTALLED.

14.  ALL GROUNDING FOR ANTENNAS SHALL BE CONNECTED SO
THAT IT WILL BY-PASS MAIN BUSS BAR.

15.  ALL EMT RUNS SHALL BE GROUNDED AND HAVE A BUSHING, NO
PVC ABOVE GROUND.

16.  USE SEPARATE HOLES FOR GROUNDING AT BUSS BAR. NO
"DOUBLE-UP" OF LUGS.

17.  POWER AND TELCO CABINETS SHALL BE GROUNDED (BONDED)
TOGETHER.

18.  NO LB'S ALLOWED ON GROUNDING.

19.  PROVIDE STAINLESS STEEL CLAMP AND BRASS TAGS ON COAX
AT ANTENNAS AND DOGHOUSE.

20 ALL ELECTRICAL AND GROUNDING AT THE CELL SITE SHALL
COMPLY WITH THE NATIONAL ELECTRICAL CODE (NEC),
NATIONAL FIRE PROTECTION ASSOCIATION (NFPA) 780 (LATEST
EDITION), AND MANUFACTURER SPECIFICATION.

21 IF THE AC PANEL IN THE POWER CABINET IS WIRED AS SERVICE
ENTRANCE, THE AC SERVICE GROUND CONDUCTOR SHALL BE
CONNECTED
       TO GROUND ELECTRODE SYSTEM. WHEN THE AC PANEL IN THE
POWER CABINET IS CONSIDERED A SUB-PANEL, THE GROUND WIRE
SHALL BE
       INSTALLED IN THE AC POWER CONDUIT. THE INSTALLATION SHALL
BE
       PER LOCAL AND NATIONAL ELECTRIC CODE (NFPA-70).

22 EXOTHERMIC WELDING IS RECOMMENDED FOR GROUNDING
CONNECTION WHERE PRACTICAL. OTHERWISE, THE CONNECTION
SHALL BE
        MADE USING COMPRESSION TYPE-2 HOLES. LONG BARREL LUGS
OR DOUBLE CRIMP CLAMP "C" CLAMP. THE COPPER CABLES SHALL
BE
        COATED WITH ANTIOXIDANT (COPPER SHIELD) BEFORE MAKING
THE CONNECTIONS. THE MANUFACTURER'S TORQUING
RECOMMENDATIONS
        ON THE BOLT ASSEMBLY TO SECURE CONNECTIONS SHALL BE
FOLLOWED.

23 THE ANTENNA CABLES SHALL BE GROUNDED AT THE TOP AND
BOTTOM OF THE VERTICAL RUN FOR LIGHTING PROTECTION. THE
ANTENNA CABLE SHIELD SHALL BE BONDED TO A COPPER
GROUND BUSS AT THE LOWER MOST POINT OF A VERTICAL RUN
JUST BEFORE IT BEGINS TO BEND TOWARD THE HORIZONTAL
PLANE. WIRE RUNS TO GROUND SHALL BE KEPT AS STRAIGHT
AND SHORT AS POSSIBLE. ANTENNA CABLE SHIELD SHALL BE
GROUNDED JUST BEFORE ENTERING THE CELL CABINET. ANY
ANTENNA CABLES OVER 200 FEET IN LENGTH SHALL ALSO BE
EQUIPPED WITH ADDITIONAL GROUNDING AT MID-POINT.

24 ALL GROUNDING CONDUCTORS INSIDE THE BUILDING SHALL BE
RUN IN CONDUIT RACEWAY SYSTEM, AND SHALL BE INSTALLED
AS STRAIGHT AS PRACTICAL WITH MINOR BENDS TO AVOID
OBSTRUCTIONS. THE BENDING RADIUS OF ANY #2 GROUNDING
CONDUCTOR IS 8". PVC RACEWAY MAY BE FLEXIBLE OR RIGID
PER THE FIELD CONDITIONS. GROUNDING CONDUCTORS SHALL
NOT MAKE CONTACT WITH ANY METALLIC CONDUITS, SURFACES
OR EQUIPMENT.

25 PROVIDE PVC SLEEVES WHERE GROUNDING CONDUCTORS
PASS THROUGH THE BUILDING WALLS AND /OR CEILINGS.

26. INSTALL GROUND BUSHINGS ON ALL METALLIC CONDUITS AND
BOND TO THE EQUIPMENT GROUND BUSS IN THE PANEL BOARD.

27 GROUND ANTENNA BASES, FRAMES, CABLE RACKS AND OTHER
METALLIC COMPONENTS WITH #2 GROUNDING CONDUCTORS
AND CONNECT TO INSULATED SURFACE MOUNTED GROUND
BARS. CONNECTION DETAILS SHALL FOLLOW MANUFACTURER'S
SPECIFICATIONS FOR GROUNDING.

28. ALL PROPOSED GROUNDING CONDUCTORS SHALL BE ROUTED
AND CONNECTED TO THE MAIN GROUND BAR OR EXISTING
GROUND RING.

4
TYP. ANTENNA GROUNDING DIAGRAM

3
N.T.S.
GROUNDING NOTES

1
NOT USED

2
NOT USED

NOTES:
1. GROUND BAR LOCATION IS SCHEMATIC AS

SHOWN ON THIS SHEET AND ACTUAL
LOCATION OF INSTALLATION WILL BE
DETERMINED BY THE INSTALLER.

2. REFER TO ANTENNA PLAN FOR EXACT
NUMBER OF ANTENNA, RRU AND DC SURGE
SUPPRESSOR

RRU RRU DC-SURGE

JUMPER
AWG 2

INTEGRATED SECTOR
ANTENNA GROUND BAR

AWG 6, TYP.

ANTENNA, TYP.

GROUND KIT, TYP.

CABLE

AWG 2 INSULATED COPPER
GROUND TO ANTENNA
GROUND BAR AT EQUIPMENT
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GROUNDING PLANS

NOT USED NORTH 2ANTENNA GROUNDING PLAN (TYP. PER SECTOR)

CADWELD CONNECTION (EXOTHERMIC WELD)

MECHANICAL CONNECTION

GROUNDING LEGEND

GROUND ROD

KEY NOTES:
1 ANTENNA GROUND BAR AT EACH SECTOR.

2 AWG 2 INSULATED COPPER GROUND
FROM (P) RRH AND DC9.

3
AWG 6 INSULATED COPPER GROUND
WIRE FROM ANTENNA GROUND KIT
TO ANTENNA GROUND BAR.

TO EXISTING BUILDING
STEEL BELOW

TO EXISTING BUILDING
STEEL BELOW

TO EXISTING BUILDING
STEEL BELOW

AutoCAD SHX Text
2'

AutoCAD SHX Text
0"

AutoCAD SHX Text
2'

AutoCAD SHX Text
24"x36" SCALE: 3/8" = 1'-0"

AutoCAD SHX Text
1'

AutoCAD SHX Text
3

AutoCAD SHX Text
1

AutoCAD SHX Text
2

AutoCAD SHX Text
2

AutoCAD SHX Text
1

AutoCAD SHX Text
1

AutoCAD SHX Text
2

AutoCAD SHX Text
3

AutoCAD SHX Text
2
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3
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GROUNDING DETAILS

8
N.T.S.
GROUND KIT

9
N.T.S.
NOT USED

5
N.T.S.
GROUND BAR DETAIL

4
N.T.S.
GROUND BAR CONNECTION

6

2
N.T.S.
GROUND ROD DETAIL

1
N.T.S.
NOT USED

N.T.S.
TYPICAL MECHANICAL CONNECTIONS

11

N.T.S.
GPS ANTENNA GROUNDING

10

N.T.S.
NOT USED

12
N.T.S.
CONNECTION OF GROUND KIT TO ANTENNA CABLE

BOLT GROUND
ROD CLAMP

2 BOLT PARALLEL
SPLICER

UNIVERSAL PIPE
CLAMP 75/1.25

2 HOLE LUG

UNIVERSAL PIPE
CLAMP 50H2

CROSS RUN
CLAMP

CAST  "T" SPLICER 1 BOLT PARALLEL
SPLICER

1 BOLT PARALLEL
CLAMP

"U" BOLT PIPE
CLAMP

TYPE LJ TYPE HA TYPE VS

TYPE XA TYPE GT

TYPE SS

TYPE GL LUG

TYPE TA
TYPE VB

TYPE RRTYPE NX1 TYPE NC

TYPE PC

TYPE PH

TYPE GR

TYPE PG
TYPE ND

5/8" DIA x 10'-0" COPPER
CLAD STEEL ROD

#2 AWG TINNED BARE
SOLID COPPER

#2 AWG TINNED BARE
SOLID COPPER

CADWELD CONNECTIONS
OR EQUAL

GROUND BAR

#2 AWG FROM
EQUIPMENT TO
BE GROUNDED

SILICON SEAL
AT TOP

DUAL CADWELDS, TO BE
USED WITH # 2 AWG

BCW TO GROUND RING

1' OVC SEALTITE

NOTE:
1. CONTRACTOR TO UTILIZE KOPR-SHIELD (THANS & BETTS) ON

ALL LUG CONNECTIONS OR APPROVED EQUAL
2. ALL LUGS TO BE DUAL HOLE LONG BARREL AND CRIMPED

TWICE WITH MFR'S RECOMMENDED TOOL

3/4"

1"

7/16"
2"

LEGEND

1-  COPPER GROUND BAR,  "X 1/4"X 20", NEWTON INSTRUMENT CO. CAT. NO.
B-6142 OR EQUAL.  HOLE CENTERS TO MATCH NEMA DOUBLE LUG
CONFIGURATION. (ACTUAL GROUND BAR SIZE WILL VARY BASED ON
NUMBER OF GROUND CONNECTIONS)

2-  INSULATORS, NEWTON INSTRUMENT CAT. NO. 3061-4 OR EQUAL

3-  5/8" LOCKWASHERS, NEWTON INSTRUMENT CO. CAT. NO. 3015-8 OR
EQUAL
4-  WALL MOUNTING BRACKET, NEWTON INSTRUMENT CO. CAT NO. A-6056
OR EQUAL
5-  5/8-11 X 1" HHCS BOLTS, NEWTON INSTRUMENT CO. CAT NO. 3012-1
OR EQUAL
6-  INSULATORS SHALL BE ELIMINATED WHEN BONDING DIRECTLY TO
TOWER/MONOPOLE STRUCTURE. CONNECTION TO TOWER/MONOPOLE
STRUCTURE SHALL BE PER MANUFACTURERS RECOMMENDATIONS.

NOTE: ALL HARDWARE SHALL BE STAINLESS STEEL

NOTES:

1. DO NOT INSTALL CABLE GROUND KIT AT A BEND AND
ALWAYS DIRECT GROUND WIRE DOWN TO GROUND
BAR

2. GROUNDING KIT SHALL BE TYPE AND PART NUMBER AS
SUPPLIED OR RECOMMENDED BY CABLE MFR

3. WEATHER PROOFING SHALL BE TYPE AND PART NUMBER
AS SUPPLIED OR RECOMMENDED BY THE CABLE MFR

OUTER JACKET OF
CAOXIAL CABLE

SHIELD

STRIP OUTER JACKET
AWAY USING APPROVED
TOOLS

GROUND KIT CLAMP PER
MFR SPECIFICATIONS

#6 AWG STRANDED
COPPER GROUND WIRE
(GROUNDED TO GROUND
BAR PER NOTES 1 AND 2)

WEATHERPROOFING PER
MFR SEE NOTE 3

#6 AWG STRANDED
COPPER GROUND WIRE
(GROUNDED TO GROUND
BAR PER NOTES 1 AND 2)

ANTENNA CABLE

WEATHERPROOFING KIT
(SEE NOTE 3)

CABLE GROUNDING KIT

#6 AWG STRANDED COPPER
GROUND WIRE (GROUNDED
TO GROUND BAR)
(SEE NOTE 1 & 2)

12" TO 24"

2 
11

/1
6"

 Ø
 M

A
X.

NOTE:

1 DO NOT INSTALL CABLE GROUND KIT AT A BEND AND ALWAYS DIRECT WIRE
DOWN TO GROUND BAR.

2. GROUNDING KIT SHALL BE TYPE AND PART NUMBER AS SUPPLIED OR
RECOMMENDED BY CABLE MANUFACTURER.

3. WEATHER PROOFING SHALL BE (TYPE AND PART NUMBER AS SUPPLIED OR
RECOMMENDED BY CABLE MANUFACTURER.)

#2 AWG BCW TO
(CIGBE)

#2 AWG BCW TO
(CIGBE)

#6 AWG GROUNDING
KIT CABLE

#2 AWG BCW, TYP.
(2) PLACES

#2 AWG BCW

TO MGB

GROUNDING KIT

1/2"Ø COAX CABLE

MOUNTING BRACKET

CABLE TO PIPE
CONNECT BURNDY TYPE
GAR, TYP. (2) PLACES

NEW GPS ANTENNA

AutoCAD SHX Text
2

AutoCAD SHX Text
5

AutoCAD SHX Text
4

AutoCAD SHX Text
3
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STRUCTURAL
NOTES

REQUIRED SPECIAL INSPECTIONS:
STEEL CONSTRUCTION (IBC TABLE 1704.3):

REQ'D VERIFICATION &
 INSPECTION CONTINUOUS PERIODIC
1. MATERIAL VERIFICATION OF HIGH-STRENGTH BOLTS,
   NUTS AND WASHERS:

- - -

  A. IDENTIFICATION MARKINGS TO CONFORM TO ASTM
    STANDARDS SPECIFIED IN THE APPROVED
    CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS.

APPLICABLE ASTM MATERIAL
SPECIFICATIONS:  AISC 360, SECTION

A3.3.
  B. MANUFACTURER'S CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE
    REQUIRED.

2. INSPECTION OF HIGH-STRENGTH BOLTING:
X   A. BEARING-TYPE CONNECTIONS.

  B. SLIP-CRITICAL CONNECTIONS

3. MATERIAL VERIFICATION OF STRUCTURAL STEEL

X   A. IDENTIFICATION MARKINGS TO CONFORM TO ASTM
    STANDARDS SPECIFIED IN THE APPROVED
    CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS. ASTM A6 OR

ASTM A568  B. MANUFACTURER'S CERTIFICATED MILL TEST REPORTS.

4. INSPECTION OF WELDING:
  A. STRUCTURAL STEEL

     1. COMPLETE AND PARTIAL PENETRATION GROOVE
       WELDS.
     2. MULTI-PASS FILLET WELDS

     3. SINGLE-PASS FILLET WELDS > 516".

X      4. SINGLE-PASS FILLET WELDS < OR = 516".

SPECIAL INSPECTION NOTES:
ALL SPECIAL INSPECTIONS MUST BE PERFORMED BY A QUALIFIED INSPECTOR.
ALL INSPECTION REPORTS SHALL BE ORGANIZED INTO A CONCISE DOCUMENT AND DELIVERED TO THE ENGINEER OF RECORD FOR
APPROVAL.

APPLICABLE CODES AND STANDARDS:

- INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CODE 2018

- ASCE 7-16 "MINIMUM DESIGN LOADS BUILDING AND OTHER STRUCTURES"

- TIA-222-H "STRUCTURAL STANDARD FOR ANTENNA SUPPORTING STRUCTURES  AND ANTENNAS"

-    TIA-5053 "MOUNTING SYSTEM CLASSIFICATION"

1.
2.

                                                  FRP NOTES:

1. ALL STRUCTURAL SHAPES SHALL BE 'STRONGWELL' FRP SERIES 500 MANUFACTURED USING THE PULTRUSION
PROCESS.

2. ALL CUT EDGES AND HOLES SHALL BE SEALED WITH A RESIN APPROVED BY THE MANUFACTURER.

3. ALL FRP STRUCTURAL FRAMING MEMBERS SHALL BE INSTALLED WITH CAUTION TO PREVENT BREAKAGE,
NICKS, GOUGES, ETC. DURING FABRICATION, HANDLING, AND INSTALLATION.

4.  12"Ø FIBRE BOLTS ARE TO BE USED UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

5. ALL PANELS ARE TO BE STRONGWELL 'EXTREN' FRP 14" (CUSTOM PULTRUSION SIZE) PLATE (TYP).

6.  GLUE W/ ASI MP55 420 ADHESIVE UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. APPLY PER MANUFACTURERS
REC0MMENDATIONS.

7. SEE 'STRONGWELL' FRP SPECIFICATIONS (SECTION 06 71 00, REVISED 11.2016) SHEET PART 2 - PRODUCTS,
2.01 GENERAL, PARAGRAPH D, FOR FIRE SPREAD INFORMATION.
HTTP://WWW.STRONGWELL.COM/PRODUCTS/STRUCTURAL-SHAPES-AND-PLATE/

GENERAL UPGRADE NOTES:
THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE COMPLETE PROJECT SCOPE OF WORK DEFINED UNDER THE REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL
(RFP) FOR THIS PROJECT AND ALL ASSOCIATED ATTACHMENTS AND DOCUMENTS PROVIDED. THE RFP AND ALL ASSOCIATED DOCUMENTS
SHALL DEFINE THE COMPLETE PROJECT SCOPE OF WORK.  CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR COMPLIANCE WITH ALL DOCUMENTS
AND IS SOLELY RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL WORK. ALL DOCUMENTS INCLUDED WITHIN THE PROJECT REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL ARE REQUIRED
FOR THE COMPLETE PROJECT SCOPE OF WORK.  THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL WORK (EQUIPMENT, MATERIAL,
INSTALLATION, TESTING, ETC.)  INDICATED IN ALL DOCUMENTS.  THE RFP, AT&T NETWORK STANDARDS AND PROJECT ADDENDUMS AND
CLARIFICATIONS ARE COMPLEMENTARY TO EACH OTHER.  THE FORMAT OF THE SPECIFICATIONS AND DRAWING NUMBERING PER
DISCIPLINE IS NOT INTENDED TO IMPLY SEGREGATION OF SUB CONTRACTOR WORK.  CONTRACTOR SHALL ASSIGN ALL SUB CONTRACTOR
WORK AND AT&T WILL NOT ACCEPT ANY CHANGE ORDERS FOR INTERNAL CONTRACTOR WORK ASSIGNMENTS.  CONTRACTOR SHALL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR DISTRIBUTING ALL RFP DOCUMENTS TO THEIR SUB CONTRACTORS.  ALL RFP DOCUMENTS ARE REQUIRED TO INDICATE THE
PROJECT SCOPE OF WORK.  PARTIAL SUB CONTRACTOR DOCUMENT PACKAGES ARE HIGHLY DISCOURAGED.  IN THE EVENT OF A
CONFLICT BETWEEN THE DRAWINGS, SPECIFICATIONS, REFERENCED STANDARDS, AT&T STANDARDS, OR AGREEMENT TERMS AND
CONDITIONS THE ARCHITECT/ ENGINEER SHALL BE CONTACTED FOR FORMAL INTERPRETATION OF THE REQUIREMENTS.  THE CONTRACTOR
SHALL BE DEEMED TO HAVE PROVIDED THE DETAILED AND EXTENSIVE INTERPRETATION.  ANY WORK INSTALLED IN CONFLICT WITH THE
ARCHITECT/ ENGINEER INTERPRETATIONS SHALL BE CORRECTED BY THE CONTRACTOR AT NO EXPENSE TO AT&T.

STEEL NOTES:
ALL STEEL SHALL BE GALVANIZED PER ASTM A123 & CONFORM TO THE FOLLOWING MINIMUM SPECS.:
     HSS SHAPES (TUBE)                                           ASTM A500, GR. B (46 KSI)
     PLATES                                                              ASTM A36
     PIPE                                                                 ASTM A53,GR.B
     ANGLE                                                        ASTM A36
     W-SHAPES                                                    ASTM A992, (50 KSI)

2. ALL BOLTS SHALL BE GALVANIZED PER ASTM A153 AND CONFORM TO ASTM A325 U.N.O. ALL BOLTED CONNECTIONS SHALL BE
EQUIPPED WITH AN APPROVED NUT-LOCKING DEVICE.

3. ALL WELDING WORK SHALL CONFORM TO THE AWS D1.1 STRUCTURAL WELDING CODE.  ALL WELDING SHALL BE PERFORMED BY
CERTIFIED WELDERS ONLY. WELDING ELECTRODES SHALL BE E70XX.

4. ALL DETAILING, FABRICATION AND ERECTION OF STRUCTURAL STEEL SHALL CONFORM TO AISC SPECS AND CODES, LATEST EDITION.

5. AT HIS OWN DISCRETION, THE CONTRACTOR MAY SUBMIT DETAILED, ENGINEERED, COORDINATED AND CHECKED SHOP DRAWINGS
FOR ALL STRUCTURAL STEEL TO THE ENGINEER OF RECORD TO REVIEW FOR COMPLIANCE WITH DESIGN INTENT PRIOR TO THE START
OF FABRICATION AND/OR ERECTION. J5 INFRASTRUCTURE PARTNERS IS ABSOLVED OF ALL LIABILITY ASSOCIATED WITH THE
MISINTERPRETATION OF THE CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS IF CONTRACTOR CHOOSES NOT TO SUBMIT SHOP DRAWINGS.

6. TORCH-CUTTING OF ANY KIND SHALL NOT BE PERMITTED.

7. ALL BOLTS SHALL BE TIGHTENED TO AISC SNUG TIGHT REQUIREMENTS. THE SNUG TIGHT CONDITION IS DEFINED AS THE TIGHTNESS
THAT EXISTS WHEN ALL PLIES IN A JOINT ARE IN FIRM CONTACT. THIS MAY BE ATTAINED BY A FEW IMPACTS OF AN IMPACT WRENCH
OR THE FULL EFFORT OF A MAN USING AN ORDINARY SPUD WRENCH.

- √

- √

- √
- √

√√

- -

- -

- -

- -

- -

√ -

√ -

√ -

- √

REFERENCED STANDARD

-

-
AISC 360, SECTION

M2.5

-

-
-

-

AWS D1.1

-
-

                                        WOOD FRAMING NOTES:

1. FRAMING LUMBER SHALL CONFORM TO THE 2018 NDS AND THE FOLLOWING PROPERTIES.  SPECIES TYPE
AND GRADE IS PROVIDED FOR REFERENCE; ALTERNATE SPECIES MAY BE SUBSTITUTED PROVIDED MINIMUM
PROPERTIES ARE MAINTAINED:

  ITEM                                          SPECIES & GRADE        FB (PSI)   FV (PSI)    E (KSI)
  JOISTS, RAFTERS                           D.F.-LARCH #1           900         180         1,600
  POSTS, BEAMS (4" THK.)               D.F.-LARCH #1          1,000       180         1,700
  POSTS, BEAMS (6" THK.)               D.F.-LARCH #1          1,200       170         1,600
  SILLS, PLATES                                 D.F.-LARCH #2 P.T.    900         180         1,600
  STUDS                                            D.F.-LARCH #2           900          180         1,400

2. ROOF PLY: 15
32" OSB/PLY, 32/16 APA SPAN RATING, UNBLOCKED W/ (2) H-CLIPS @ UNBLOCKED EDGES,

U.N.O.

3. ROOF NAILING: 10D @ 3" O.C. SUPPORTED EDGES, 12" O.C. FIELD NAILING.

4. WALL PLY: 15
32" STRUCTURAL 1 PLY, ONE SIDE, BLOCKED, U.N.O.

5. WALL NAILING: 10D @ 3" O.C. SUPPORTED EDGES, 12" O.C. FIELD NAILING.

6. ALL PLY NAILING TO BE 3 8" FROM EDGE OF PANEL. PANELS TO BE SEPARATED 18".

7. ALL NAILS TO BE COMMON NAILS, CONFORMING TO IBC §2303.6 & MEETING MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS OF
FASTENING SCHEDULE (IBC TABLE 2304.9.1).

8. WALL DOUBLE TOP PLATES SHALL BE SAME DIMENSION AS WALL STUDS AND SHALL OVERLAP @ CORNERS
AND INTERSECTIONS WITH A MINIMUM OFFSET OF 48" W/ (8) 16D FACE NAILS EACH SIDE OF DEMISING,
U.N.O.

9. ALL HEADERS IN EXTERIOR WALLS SHALL BE FRAMED-IN USING A MINIMUM OF (1) 2X KING STUD AND (1) 2X
CRIPPLE STUD AT EACH END OF HEADER.

10. SOLID BLOCKING SHALL BE PROVIDED BENEATH ALL LOAD-BEARING ELEMENTS (BEAMS, HEADERS,
GIRDERS, ETC.) TO ENSURE A CONTINUOUS LOAD PATH TO FOUNDATION.
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NORTH 1SCREEN WALL PLAN

(E) ACCESS HATCH

(E) STRUCTURE

(E) A/C UNITS
TYP.

~(E) LOWER
ROOF TOP~

~(E) LOWER
ROOF TOP~

~(E) LOWER
ROOF TOP~

~(E) LOWER
ROOF TOP~

(E) GAS LINE, TYP.

(P) 12" CABLE
TRAY.

12'-0"
4'

-3
"

16'-0"

(P) AT&T FRP SCREENWALL
STRUCTURE, TYP. SEE DETAILS
ON SHEET S-3

(P) SCREENWALL
PLAN

TYP

(E) PRE-ENGINEERED
WOOD EDGE TRUSS AT 24"
O.C. EACH OF THE TRUSSES
SUPPORTING THE SCREEN
WALL STRUCTURE SHALL BE
UPGRADED. SEE DETAIL
1/S-5

(E) W16x36 ROOF BEAM

(E) PRE-ENGINEERED WOOD RIDGE
TRUSS AT 24" O.C. EACH OF THE

TRUSSES SUPPORTING THE SCREEN
WALL STRUCTURE SHALL BE

UPGRADED. SEE DETAIL 2/S-5

(E) PRE-ENGINEERED
WOOD RIDGE TRUSS AT

24" O.C. EACH OF THE
TRUSSES SUPPORTING THE
SCREEN WALL STRUCTURE
SHALL BE UPGRADED. SEE

DETAIL 2/S-5

1
S-1

5'-3"

16
'-0

"

7'
-1

1"

(E) W16x36 ROOF BEAM

(E) W16x36 ROOF BEAM

(E) W16x36 ROOF BEAM

(E) W16x36 ROOF BEAM

(E) W16x36 ROOF BEAM

(E) W16x36 ROOF BEAM

(E) COLUMN
BELOW, TYP.

21'-0"

21'-0"

21'-0"
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(P) FRP SCREENWALL
ELEVATIONS / PLANS

9'-10" AND 15'-9" ELEVATION 3

PLAN

T.O. (P) AT&T FRP SCREENWALL

(P) FRP 4 x 14" SQ. TUBE
COLUMNS W/ 18"

CLOSURE CAP (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  HORIZONTALS TOP,

MIDDLE & BOTTOM W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP
BOLTS EACH END (TYP)

(P) FRP 14" ANGLES (TYP)

(P) 14 " FRP SCREENWALL
PANELS (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  DIAGONALS W/ (2)

1
2"Ø FRP BOLTS EACH END (TYP)

(P) (2) FRP  14" CENTER PLATES
W/ (6) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS (TYP)

(P) (4) FRP 4 x 14" SQ. TUBE
DIAGONAL W/ 4 x 14"  CLIP
ANGLE, GLUED EACH END,
TOP & BOTTOM (TYP)

(P) STUB SLEEVE
ASSEMBLY, SEE DETAILS

9/S-4

(P) (1) FRP 4 x 18" x 2 x 14" TUBE
STUD W/ 4 X 14"  CLIP ANGLE,

GLUED EACH END, TOP &
BOTTOM, CENTERED

(P) L4 x 4 x 14 ANTENNA
MOUNT ANGLE W/ (1) 12"Ø
A325 BOLT EACH END, TOP
& BOTTOM (TYP)
ADJUST ORIENTATION AS
NEEDED TO MATCH
ANTENNA AZIMUTHS

45°

(TYP)
(P) (3) PIPE 2 STD W/ 12"
U-BOLTS TOP & BOTTOM
(TYP)

ELEV. 65'-0" (A.G.L.)

T.O. (E) PARAPET WALL
ELEV. 55'-2 " (A.G.L.)

3'-8"

(CHEVRON
BRACING)

3'-8"

(STUD BRACING)

3'-8"

(CHEVRON
BRACING)

(P) REMOVED MEMBER APPLICABLE ON
BACK SIDE ONLY, TO BE REPLACED BY A
3'-0" x 4'-6" ACCESS PANEL

3'
-8

"

(C
HE

V
RO

N
BR

A
C

IN
G

)

3'
-8

"

(S
TU

D
 B

RA
C

IN
G

)

3'
-8

"

(C
HE

V
RO

N
BR

A
C

IN
G

)

(P) 3'-0" x 4'-6" ACCESS @
BACKWALL

(P) (1) FRP 4 x 18" x 2 x 14" TUBE
STUDS W/ 4 X 14"  CLIP ANGLE,

GLUED EACH END EQUALLY
SPACED, TOP & BOTTOM

1
S-4

11'-0" (TYP) SCREENWALL FACE WIDTH

2'
-4

"

OPP
1

S-4TYP

4
S-4

7
S-4

5
S-4

6
S-4

2
S-4

3
S-4

9
S-4

11'-0"

EQ. EQ. EQ.

11
'-0

"

3'
-8

"
3'

-8
"

3'
-8

"

L4x4x1
4 STEEL ANGLE
SKID BASE

(8) 12"Ø LAG SCREWS FOR 11'x11'
BASE AND (12) 12 "Ø LAG SCREWS FOR

13'x13' BASE W/ 2" PENETRATION INTO (E)
PRE-ENGINEERED WOOD TRUSS TOP

CHORDS CONTRACTOR SHALL LOCATE
TRUSSES AND DRILL THE HOLES IN THE
SKID BASE WHERE IT INTERSECTS THE

TRUSSES AS EVENLY SPACED
AS POSSIBLE

1
4 "

TYP

STEEL ANGLE SKID BASE PLANS

1
4 "

TYP

2

NOTE:
CONTRACTOR'S OPTION TO CONNECT
ALL THE STEEL ANGLE SKID BASE
MEMBERS USING 58" Ø A325 BOLTS IF
NEEDED FOR FIT UP.

EQ
.

EQ
.

1'
-0

"
9'

-1
0"

 S
C

RE
EN

W
A

LL
 H

EI
G

HT

FRP WALL PANEL PLAN 1

1'
-0

"
15

'-9
" S

C
RE

EN
W

A
LL

 H
EI

G
HT

11'-0" (TYP) SCREENWALL FACE WIDTH(P) (2) FRP  14" CENTER PLATES
W/ (6) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14" SQ. TUBE
COLUMNS W/ 18"

CLOSURE CAP (TYP)

(P) 14 " FRP SCREENWALL
PANELS (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  HORIZONTALS TOP,

MIDDLE & BOTTOM W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP
BOLTS EACH END (TYP)

(P) (1) FRP 4 x 18" x 2 x 14" TUBE
STUDS W/ 4 X 14"  CLIP ANGLE,

GLUED EACH END EQUALLY
SPACED, TOP & BOTTOM

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  DIAGONALS W/ (2)

1
2"Ø FRP BOLTS EACH END (TYP)

(P) (1) FRP 4 x 18" x 2 x 14" TUBE
STUD W/ 4 X 14"  CLIP ANGLE,

GLUED EACH END, TOP &
BOTTOM, CENTERED

(P) FRP 14" ANGLES (TYP)

(P) STUB SLEEVE
ASSEMBLY, SEE DETAILS

9/S-4

1
S-4

TYP
4

S-4

7
S-4

1
S-4

OPP

2
S-4

5
S-4

6
S-4

3
S-4

9
S-4

2
S-3

EQ
.

EQ
.

T.O. (P) AT&T FRP SCREENWALL
ELEV. 70'-11" (A.G.L.)

T.O. (E) PARAPET WALL
ELEV. 55'-2 " (A.G.L.)

13'-0"

13
'-0

"

EQ. EQ. EQ.

2
S-3
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DETAILS

258

3

4

SCALE: 
NOT USED

6912

SCALE: 
NOT USED

1
SCALE: 1 1/2"=1'-0"
TOP CORNER FRP SCREENWALL FRAMING DETAIL

10 7

SCALE: 1 1/2"=1'-0"
CORNER / MIDDLE FRP SCREENWALL FRAMING DETAIL

SCALE: 1 1/2"=1'-0"
CORNER / BOTTOM FRP SCREENWALL FRAMING DETAIL

SCALE: 1 1/2"=1'-0"
TOP FRP SCREENWALL FRAMING DETAIL

SCALE: 1 1/2"=1'-0"
MID-POINT FRP SCREENWALL FRAMING DETAIL

SCALE: 1 1/2"=1'-0"
BOTTOM FRP SCREENWALL FRAMING DETAIL

SCALE: 1 1/2"=1'-0"
CENTER PLATE SCREENWALL FRAMING DETAIL

(P) FRP  14" x 12" x 1'-2"
CENTER PLATE W/ (3) 12"Ø

FRP BOLTS (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  HORIZONTALS

W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS
EACH END (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  HORIZONTALS

W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS
EACH END (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  DIAGONALS W/ (2)

1
2"Ø FRP BOLTS EACH END,

COPE ENDS AS REQ'D (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14" SQ. TUBE
COLUMNS W/ 18"

CLOSURE CAP (TYP)

1'
-2

"

6"

(P) FRP 4 x 6 x 1'-2" x 14
ANGLE W/ (3) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS

(SEE BOLT-UP NOTE, TYP)

2"
5"

2"
5"

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  HORIZONTALS

W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS
EACH END (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14" SQ. TUBE
COLUMNS W/ 18"

CLOSURE CAP (TYP)

8"

6"
(P) FRP 4 x 6 x 0'-8" x 14

ANGLE W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS
(SEE BOLT-UP NOTE, TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  DIAGONALS W/ (2)

1
2"Ø FRP BOLTS EACH END,

COPE ENDS AS REQ'D (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14" SQ. TUBE
COLUMNS W/ 18"

CLOSURE CAP (TYP)

1'
-0

"

6"

2"
4"

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  HORIZONTALS

W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS
EACH END (TYP)

2"
4"

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  HORIZONTALS

W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS
EACH END (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14" SQ. TUBE
COLUMNS W/ 18"

CLOSURE CAP (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 6 x 0'-8' x 14
ANGLE W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP

BOLTS (TYP)

2"
4"

2"

(P) (1) FRP 4 x 18" x 2 x 14" TUBE
STUD W/ 4 X 14"  CLIP ANGLE,
GLUED EACH END EQUALLY

SPACED, TOP & BOTTOM

4"

1'
-2

"

6"(P) FRP 4 x 6 x 1'-2" x 14
ANGLE W/ (3) 12"Ø FRP

BOLTS (TYP)
(P) FRP 4 x 14"

 SQ. TUBE  HORIZONTALS
W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS

EACH END (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  DIAGONALS

W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS
EACH END, COPE ENDS

AS REQ'D (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14" SQ. TUBE
COLUMNS W/ 18"

CLOSURE CAP (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 6 x 0'-8" x 14
ANGLE W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP
BOLTS (TYP)

8"

6"

(P) FRP 4 x 18" x 2 x 14" TUBE
STUDS W/ 4 X 14"  CLIP ANGLE,

GLUED EACH END EQUALLY
SPACED, TOP & BOTTOM

1'
-0

"

1'
-0

"

6"6"

(P) FRP 4 x 6 x 1'-0" x 14
ANGLE W/ (3) 12"Ø FRP

BOLTS (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  HORIZONTALS

W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS
EACH END (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  DIAGONALS

W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS
EACH END, COPE ENDS

AS REQ'D (TYP)

(P) FRP 4 x 14" SQ. TUBE
COLUMNS W/ 18"

CLOSURE CAP (TYP)

1'
-2

"

1'-0"

(P) FRP 4 x 14"
 SQ. TUBE  DIAGONALS

W/ (2) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS
EACH END, COPE ENDS

AS REQ'D (TYP)

2"4"2" 4"

(P) FRP 4 x 18" x 2 x 14" TUBE
STUDS W/ 4 X 14"  CLIP ANGLE,
GLUED EACH END, CENTERED
TOP & BOTTOM

SCALE: 1 1/2"=1'-0"
STUB SLEEVE ASSEMBY DETAIL 

(P) HSS 31
2 x 31

2 x 14 x 1'-0"
SLEEVE (TYP)

1'
-0

"

0'
-1

0 
1 2 "

(F
RP

 L
A

P)

SCALE: 1" =1'-0"
LINTEL DETAIL @ NEW OPENING

1
4 "

TYP

(P) FRP SCREENWALL
COLUMN

(P) (3) 12"Ø A325 BOLTS

NOTE:
1.  SEE SHEET S-1 FRP NOTES FOR 

BOLTS AND GLUE INFORMATION.

T.O. (P) AT&T FRP
SCREENWALL
ELEV. VARIES

T.O. (P) AT&T FRP
SCREENWALL
ELEV. VARIES

T.O. (P) AT&T FRP
SCREENWALL
ELEV. VARIES

BOLT-UP NOTE:
1.  OFFSET 12"Ø FRP BOLTS 12" AT

CORNER ANGLES FOR FIT UP.

BOLT-UP NOTE:
1.  OFFSET 12"Ø FRP BOLTS 12" AT

CORNER ANGLES FOR FIT UP.

BOLT-UP NOTE:
1.  OFFSET 12"Ø FRP BOLTS 12" AT

CORNER ANGLES FOR FIT UP.

(P) FRP 4 x 6 x 1'-0" x 14
ANGLE W/ (3) 12"Ø FRP BOLTS

(SEE BOLT-UP NOTE, TYP)

3"
(T

YP
)

1-
1/

2"

3"
3"

3"

1-
1/

2"

OPENING FOR
NEW HVAC

EXISTING CMU WALL

2"
4"

EX
TE

RI
O

R 
FA

C
E

SE
C

TIO
N

 B

L6x6x3
8, COPE FLANGE

AS REQ'D (TYP)

1'-0"

EXISTING CMU WALL

(2) SCREWS
PAST OPENING

HILTI 14"Ø KWIK-CON II
SCREWS 14"Øx3" @ 6"
O.C. W/ 21

4" EMBED
(SHIM AS REQ'D)

L4x4x1
4 STEEL ANGLE SKID

BASE, SEE DETAILS ON
SHEET S-3

4"
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TRUSS UPGRADE
DETAILS

B
S-5

A
S-5

B
S-5

A
S-5

EXISTING TRUSS MEMBERS
- 2x4 DF#1

UPGRADE (E) TRUSS TOP CHORD ON
SIDE OF TRUSS SUPPORTING THE (P)

SCREENWALL SKID WITH ADDITIONAL (2)
2x4 DF#1

UPGRADE (E) TRUSS TOP CHORD
WITH ADDITIONAL (1) 2x4 DF #1

UPGRADE (E) TRUSS END DIAGONALS WITH
ADDITIONAL (1) 2x4 DF#1, ATTACHED ONE SIDE, SEE

DETAIL A/S-5

UPGRADE (E) TRUSS TOP CHORD ON
SIDE OF TRUSS SUPPORTING THE (P)

SCREENWALL SKID WITH ADDITIONAL (2)
2x4 DF#1

EXISTING TRUSS MEMBERS
- 2x4 DF#1

UPGRADE (E) TRUSS TOP CHORD
WITH ADDITIONAL (1) 2x4 DF # 1

UPGRADE (E) TRUSS END DIAGONALS WITH
ADDITIONAL (1) 2x4 DF#1, ATTACHED ONE SIDE, SEE

DETAIL A/S-5

EXISTING 2x4 DF#1,
TRUSS TOP CHORD OR

DIAGONAL WEB

(P) 2x4 DF#1, UPGRADE
ATTACHED W/ (2) 16D NAILS
SPACED @12" O.C.

EXISTING 2x4 DF#1,
TRUSS TOP CHORD

(P) 2x4 DF#1, UPGRADE ON
BOTH SIDES ATTACHED W/ (2)
16D NAILS SPACED @12"
O.C.

1'
-8

"

25'-6"

25'-6"

1'
-8

"

2
SCALE: 1/2"=1'-0"
UPGRADED TRUSS SECTION (ALPHA, BETA & GAMMA SECTORS)

1
SCALE: 1/2"=1'-0"
UPGRADED TRUSS SECTION (ALPHA SECTOR)

A
SCALE: 1"=2'-0"
TRUSS UPGRADE (ALPHA, BETA & GAMMA SECTORS)

B
SCALE: 1"=2'-0"
TRUSS UPGRADE (ALPHA, BETA & GAMMA SECTORS)

NOTE:
CONTRACTOR'S OPTION TO USE
SIMPSON CS16 COIL STRAP INSTEAD OF
THE 2x4 DF#1 FOR THE TENSION SPLICES
ON THE BOTTOM CHORDS AND
TENSION DIAGONALS.

2'-0"

2'-0"

(P) 2x4x4'-0" DF #1 TENSION SPLICE
AT CENTER OF BOTTOM CHORD
WITH (8) 16D NAILS AT EACH END.

(P) 2x4 DF#1 TENSION SPLICE
AT EACH END OF 2ND
DIAGONAL WITH (4) 16D
NAILS AT EACH END. LENGTH
AS REQUIRED TO
ACCOMMODATE (4) NAILS.
UPGRADE AT EACH END OF
TRUSS

(P) 2x4 DF#1 TENSION SPLICE
AT EACH END OF 2ND
DIAGONAL WITH (4) 16D
NAILS AT EACH END. LENGTH
AS REQUIRED TO
ACCOMMODATE (4) NAILS.
UPGRADE AT EACH END OF
TRUSS

(P)2x4x4'-0" DF #1 TENSION SPLICE AT
CENTER OF BOTTOM CHORD WITH (8)
16D NAILS AT EACH END.
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STRUCTURAL
DETAILS

3RACK ANCHORAGE
N.T.S.6NOT USED

N.T.S.9NOT USED
N.T.S.12NOT USED

N.T.S.

2DC50 WALL ANCHORAGE
N.T.S.5NOT USED

N.T.S.8NOT USED
N.T.S.11NOT USED

N.T.S.

1HVAC WALL ANCHORAGE
N.T.S.7NOT USED

N.T.S.10NOT USED
N.T.S.

FRONT  VIEW

USE 3/8" DIA A307 THRU-BOLTS
TO MOUNT HVAC UNIT TO CMU

WALL (TYP.)  FOLLOW INSTALL
INSTRUCTIONS PER HVAC

DOCUMENTATION.  (6) BOLT
LOCATIONS SHOWN (V.I.F.)

(E) CMU WALL
(ASSUMED HOLLOW - V.I.F.)

(P) MARVAIR
WAC2000S000

SIDE  VIEW

USE 3/8" DIA. A307 THRU-BOLTS TO
MOUNT HVAC UNIT TO CMU WALL

(TYP.) FOLLOW INSTALL INSTRUCTIONS
PER HVAC DOCUMENTATION. (6)

BOLT LOCATIONS SHOWN (V.I.F.). USE
1/4"X2" SQ. WASHER ON OPP. SIDE

OF CMU WALL AT NUT.

(P) MARVAIR
WAC2000S000

3/4"x1" KNOCK
OUT, TYP.

22 5/8"

58
"

USE 3/8" DIA. HILTI KWIK BOLT TZ2
W/ 2" NOMINAL EMBEDMENT TO
MOUNT DC50 TO CONCRETE
WALL. (8) BOLT LOCATIONS (4 TOP
& 4 BOTTOM).

(E) CONCRETE WALL
(ASSUMED 4" - V.I.F.)

(P) DC50

(P) EQUIPMENT RACK

(P) 1/2"Ø HILTI KB-TZ2
(STAINLESS STEEL) WITH

3" NOMINAL EMBEDMENT
(1) EA CORNER
(4) MIN EA UNIT

SLAB

NOTE:
1. EQUIPMENT RACK INSTALLED AND ANCHORED

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE MANUFACTURER'S
GUILDLINE AND REQUIREMENT

ANCHOR BOLT, BY
OTHERS



  
Heritage Preservation Commission 8. A. 3.       
From: Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner/Heritage Preservation Officer

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: 109 N. Leroux St. Ste. A Certificate of No Effect

PROPERTY INFO:
Permit Number(s):  PZ-26-00037, CC-26-00276 
Address:  109 N. Leroux St. Ste. A 
Type of Approval:  Certificate of No Effect 
Approval Date:  February 27, 2026

FINDINGS:
The Certificate of No Effect application was reviewed and approved by the Heritage Preservation Officer. 

INFORMATION:
This property is located within the Downtown Historic Overlay Zone and subject to its design guidelines for
signs. It is located outside of the Railroad Addition Historic District and has not been evaluated for National or
Flagstaff Register of Historic Places eligibility. The proposed sign plans were determined to conform to the
design guidelines and meet the criteria for a Certificate of No Effect.

Attachments
Certificate of No Effect Application
Sign Plans
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Side View

3M Translucent Vinyl for Logo Graphic

36’’

.5’’ Thick backer panel painted red non illuminated

.5’’ Thick backer panel painted red

1’’ Thick routered aluminum pan with Halo led illumination
panel painted with 1’’ stand o� from backer panel

1’’ Thick routered aluminum pan with led illumination
panel painted with 1’’ stand o� from backer panel

1’’ Thick routered aluminum pan with led illumination
panel painted with 1’’ stand o� from backer panel

.5’’ Thick acrylic push thru text with 3m translucent vinyl faces
back lit with 2900k leds

Pan sign details

1.5"

LED Internally Illuminated Cabinate w/ Push-Thru Letters

Sign Cabinet w/Metal Face and Returns

Led Module - Color White

Translucent White Acrylic to Which
all Push-Thru Letters are attached

Clear Acrylic Push-Thru Letter or Graphic

8’ft ground to
bottom of sign

4ft from building to edge 
of sign

4ft

Illuminated push thru acrylic text
and starts and moon



  
Heritage Preservation Commission 8. A. 4.       
From: Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner/Heritage Preservation Officer

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: 814 W. Coconino Ave. Letter Report Cultural Resource Study

PROPERTY INFO:
Permit Number(s):  100-31-013 
Address:  814 W. Coconino Ave.  
Type of Approval:  Letter Report Cultural Resource Study 
Approval Date:  March 17, 2026

FINDINGS:
Report reviewed and approved by the Historic Preservation Officer. The accessory dwelling unit located at
814 W. Coconino Ave. was determined not to be eligible for listing in the National, State, or Flagstaff
Registers of Historic Places due to a lack of significance and integrity.

INFORMATION:
LA Neal Consulting, LLC conducted a Letter Report Cultural Resource Study of the accessory dwelling unit
located at 814 W. Coconino Ave. ahead of the proposed demolition of the building. The main residence and
accessory dwelling unit at 814 W. Coconino Ave. have not been previously studied and are not located within
a historic district or historic overlay zone. The main residence was not evaluated as a part of this study and is
outside the scope of the proposed project.

Attachments
Cultural Resource Study Application
Letter Report CRS











LA Neal Consulting, LLC 
 

Cultural Resources Management � Environmental Regulatory Compliance 

 
March 17, 2026 (revised) 

 
Ms. Lauren Clementino, Heritage Preservation Officer/Senior Planner 
City of Flagstaff 
Comprehensive and Neighborhood Planning Program / 
Current Planning / Planning & Development Services Division 
211 West Aspen Avenue 
Flagstaff, Arizona  86001 
lclementino@flagstaffaz.gov 
 
RE: Cultural Resource Study Letter Report for Parcel 100-31-013 at 814 West Coconino Avenue, City of 

Flagstaff, Coconino County, Arizona (PZ-26-00040; LA Neal Consulting, LLC Project No. 1110-25) 
 
Dear Ms. Clementino: 
 
At the request of property owner Taylor Miller and in compliance with City of Flagstaff Zoning Code 10-
30.30.050 (i.e., the property contains structures over 50 years old), LA Neal Consulting, LLC (LANC) is 
submitting this letter report as documentation of completing a Cultural Resource Study involving 
privately owned parcel 814 W Coconino Avenue in the Flagstaff Townsite subdivision of Flagstaff, AZ 
(see Appendix A for parcel location maps, Figures 1−3). Parcel 100-31-013 is in the South Flagstaff 
Townsite neighborhood, is zoned as single-family residential, and consists of an inhabited single-family 
house and additional dwelling unit (ADU) at the rear of the lot that is currently unoccupied and 
considered uninhabitable in its present condition. The construction date for both the main house and 
ADU is identified as 1925 on the Coconino County Parcel Viewer (CCPV), as well as a Residential 
Property Record Card originating in 1966 found on the Coconino County Accessor Office’s (CCAO) 
Public Documents website. The property is not part of a historic district and has not been previously 
documented for inclusion in one; this upper Flagstaff Townsite neighborhood is an extension of the 
Flagstaff Townsite Historic Residential District to the northeast. The address was until recently and 
historically associated with the Schaeffer family. The ADU is reflective of its 1925 construction, yet it and 
the main house also show signs of their revised effective ages of 1934. The current owner applied for a 
residential demolition permit (BP-25-01015) to demolish the ADU because of its poor, out-of-code 
condition and lack of insurability (per insurance company’s homeowners policy denial letter dated 
7/31/24). It is the ADU that is therefore the focus of this study. 

 
Property Description/Architecture 

The property at 814 W Coconino Ave (Block 1K, Parcel 100-31-013, Lots 8 & 9) consists of a currently 
inhabited one-story, five-room, modest shotgun-style house fronting Coconino Avenue to the south and 
an uninhabited ADU at the rear of the lot on an alley (Appendix B, Photos 1–6). The 606-square foot 
ADU is a one-story, L-shaped (modified rectangular), shed-style, five-room dwelling with the long axis 
oriented east-west parallel to Coconino Avenue to the south and an alley to the north. The ADU has a 
livable area of 606 square feet, sits on a 0.16-acre lot, and the main portion measures 42 feet E-W × 
12.5 feet N-S (Appendix A, Figure 4, building plan sketch). The ADU has a low-pitch shed roof sloped to 
the north and south-sloped low-pitch roof over the front room extension on the southwest corner (Photos 
7–8). The building’s front/south wall is 10 feet high, and the rear/north wall is 7 feet 4 inches. Deeper 
eaves are present on the south and north sides of the house with shallow eaves on the east and west 
façades (Photos 9–10). There are no gutters installed on the house. Asphalt shingles over 1 × 6-inch 
wood planking make up the roof; the planking is exposed in some of the eaves. The house foundation is 
a combination of a one-course, undressed rock footer embedded  into  the  ground,  observable  on  the  
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north façade, and a 1-foot-high footer wall of stone and cement along the south façade. Along a portion 
of the south façade is also a 1-foot-high concrete slab measuring 20¼ feet L x 3 feet W. It has a rubble 
core and concrete form border with the concrete slab atop this foundation.  
 

The exterior walls are painted cement stucco over horizontal wood planking (1 x 3½″ and 1 x 4″) and 
vertical wood framing, with 4 × 4-inch wood posts at the corners (Photo 11). The front of the building 
has two entrances, one into the living room currently without a door and the other into the kitchen with a 
single-panel, single fixed-window wood door (see Photo 7). There is a third exterior entrance into the 
southwest-corner room that is not accessible from inside the structure. There are windows of varied 
styles and sizes on the south, north, and east façades (see Photos 7–10). All windows are wood-framed 
with two double-hung windows (36″ W x 30″ H in kitchen) in the south wall; a metal grate-covered, 2 × 
2-foot, 4-paneled glass, hinged window in the northwest wall; and one window in the east wall (the 
bathroom) measuring 24″ W × 30″ H with opaque plexiglass on the interior and wire mesh on the 
exterior. A fifth window opening was filled and stuccoed in recent years in the southeast wall where the 
tub/shower is located on the interior (see Photos 5 & 7). Modifications have been made and amenities 
added through time, possibly to convert what may have originated as a storage/work shed to a dwelling. 
The exterior does reflect the recorded 1925 construction date, meaning the structure was likely built at 
the same time as the main house, but the interior is equally reflective of the 1950s and beyond. 
Because the southwest corner room has no interior access and different, newer interior treatments from 
the rest of the structure, it is suspected to have been added or enclosed at some point after the initial 
construction. 
 

The interior, moving east to west, has a bathroom (Photos 12–14), living room (Photos 15–18), kitchen 
(Photos 19–21), bedroom with closet (Photos 22–25), and southwest corner utility room (possibly used 
as a bedroom at some point, Photos 26‒27). The most recent heat sources are free-standing gas 

stoves in the northwest corners of the bedroom and living room. It is also obvious that the brick chimney 
that projects outward from the shared bedroom/kitchen wall once served to vent presumably wood-
burning stoves in both rooms. No fixed heat source was specified on the 1966−1980s Residential 
Property Record Card. The ceilings and underlying interior walls are plastered with fabricated wood 
paneling and drywall introduced over the plaster and replacing it in some rooms. A patch of wall in the 
bathroom where a sink was once installed shows the paint history of white over beige over pink over 
dark green (see Photo 14), and a swirled green formica-like composite laminate was installed in the 
lower tub/shower area of the bathroom (see Photo 13). The floors are wood, including ¾-inch tongue-
and-groove planking (3¼″ and 6¼″ wide), covered with carpet and linoleum. The bathroom floor likely 
had an overlayment treatment but is currently bare wood planking. Overall, the interior treatments and 
materials are mostly indicative of the ca. 1950s and later remodeling, but the structure’s origins are 
apparent when one pulls away the layers. The house is in poor structural condition and is of low 
architectural interest in general and within the context of Flagstaff’s history. The building was identified 
as consisting of three rooms of minimal construction quality in the late 1960s per the Residential 
Property Record Card, but by 1980 the grade was listed as good. This notation would indicate 
improvements were made to garner this ranking. The dwelling has fallen back into disrepair to the point 
that it is not structurally sound enough to be occupied and is considered unsafe and uninsurable. 

 
Ownership/Owners History Summary 

Based on data accumulated using online CCAO records and supplemented by online name searches 
for obituaries and ancestry records, it was determined that the property’s primary owners were the 
Schaeffer family, namely Manuel and Rosa/Rosie (Gabaldon) Schaeffer and their descendants. 
According to Manuel’s obituary, Manuel and Rosie, married in 1916, moved to Flagstaff in 1925 from 
Magdalena, NM. Manuel Ferrales Schaeffer was born 6/3/1885 (reported as 7/10/1888 elsewhere 
including on his gravestone) in Pinos Altos, Grant County, NM and died 10/18/1969  at  81  in  Flagstaff.  
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He is buried at Calvary Cemetery with his wife Rosie. Rosie Schaeffer was born 6/22/1895 in Monticello, 
NM and died 3/7/1985, aged 89. Initial searched records revealed Manuel and Rosie having five 
children: Lucy G. (Schaeffer) Rondan, George, Edward/Eddie Frank, Cecilia (Schaeffer) Pearce, and 
Henry Lawrence. They were born 1917, 1920, 1923, 1926, and 1930 and lived until 2010, 1995, 2009, 
2017, and 2008, respectively. Additional records show that Manuel and Rosie had two more children; 
Henry Lorenzo was born in 1931 and Edgar Leslie in 1934. Edgar Leslie Schaeffer remained in 
Flagstaff and, upon his death in 2021, was buried at Calvary Cemetery, as were his brothers George 
and Eddie. Interestingly, military service was a family tradition with brothers George, Eddie, Henry, and 
Edgar all serving. Their father Manuel had also registered in 1942 during World War II at the age of 54 
and in 1918 during World War I when he was 33. 
 

Online property records show the Schaeffers (and descendants thereof) as the only owners of 814 W 
Coconino Ave until the property was sold to the current owners (the Millers) in 2023. Cecilia, born 1926, 
is the first child listed in the 1940 US census as born in AZ, with her older siblings born in NM. The 1930 
US census, however, shows the family renting a house on Tombstone Ave (presumed to be #619 based 
on the 5/3/1930 birth certificate of Henry Lawrence). With the family living at and owning the 814 W 
Coconino Ave property in 1940, according to the US census, apparently the Schaeffers acquired the 
property sometime after 1930. (The property address is identified as 84 and 84½ in the 1940 and 1950 
US census.) Therefore, someone else built and perhaps lived at 814 W Coconino in the first decade of 
the two buildings’ existence. In 1968 prior to Manuel’s passing in 1969, Rosie is listed as the sole 
owner. Prior to Rosie’s passing in 1985, the property was granted to their eldest daughter Lucy Rondan 
and youngest son Edgar Leslie in November 1984. Records indicate that Edgar continued to live on the 
property in both houses (with 814 and 814½ being used as his address) at various points likely until or 
close to his passing on 11/22/2021. 
 

Evidence of the Schaeffers renting the ADU appears in the 1940 and 1950 US census. In 1940, Sam 
Bojorquez is listed as the renter of 814½ W Coconino, and the renter is Lucas Arzabal in 1950. 
(Interesting side note, Lucy Schaeffer Rondan had a son named Fernando Samuel Bojorquez. It is not a 
stretch to postulate that he was related to the one-time renter with the same name/surname. Fernando 
was listed as a 50% owner of the property in 2005. It is not clear why, but his ownership reverts to his 
mother Lucy by 2007.) When current property owner Taylor Miller acquired the property in 2023, the two 
houses showed signs of significant disrepair, particularly the ADU. It has evidence of roof leakage and 
ceiling/roofing sag, as well as floor sag with the ground exposed between dislodged floorboards. The 
entire north wall of the ADU rests on the ground with foundation stones embedded in the ground. The 
ADU is considered a structural liability, unlivable and uninsurable (based on its poor condition as 
described in an insurance company’s homeowners policy July 2024 denial letter). It has remained 
unoccupied since ca. 2020 or prior.  
  

The Schaeffer family undoubtedly left their mark on the upper Flagstaff Townsite neighborhood as long-
standing property owners of 814 W Coconino Ave. Per the 1920 US census, Manuel Schaeffer lived in 
Magdalena, NM and was employed as a miner in an ore mine. Like a lot of residents of Mexican 
American and New Mexican descent living in this portion of the Flagstaff Townsite neighborhood and La 
Plaza Vieja across the railroad tracks, Manuel Schaeffer worked in the lumber industry upon his move to 
Flagstaff. He initially worked for the Saginaw Lumber Company. In the early 1940s, he was working and 
doing road construction for the Works Progress Administration program. He eventually became an 
ammunition handler at the Navajo Army Depot where he worked until his retirement in the 1950s. In 
addition to having seven children with Rosie Schaffer, all of whom lived in Flagstaff for all or portions of 
their lives, the couple fostered a large extended family including numerous grandchildren and beyond.  
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Summary and Determination of Effects 

Changes through time have been made to both buildings at 814 W Coconino Ave, and yet, the main 
house and ADU remain at least partially reflective of the recorded construction date of 1925. The overall 
property is not within the boundaries of a National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) district and is not 
located within a city historic overlay zone as defined in Flagstaff Zoning Code (FZC) 10-30.30.040(B.2). 
Additionally, the property is not individually listed in the NRHP (also relevant to FZC Criterion A, 10-30. 
30-050[B.1.a.]), nor is it a city landmark property as defined in FZC 0-30.30.040(B.1). The parcel is 
situated about two blocks southwest of the NRHP-listed Flagstaff Townsite Historic Residential District 
and Townsite Historic Overlay Zone and roughly one block north of the historic La Plaza Vieja 
neighborhood south of the railroad tracks. 
 

In sum, LANC reviewed county records, city directories, newspaper databases, digital archival holdings 
and ancestry records, historic maps, and several other sources focused on Flagstaff history to 
determine if the 814 W Coconino property holds significance in relation to notable events or broad 
patterns of history (NRHP Criterion A and FZC Criterion B/Event), prominent individuals (NRHP 
Criterion B and FZC Criterion B/Person), architecture (NRHP Criterion C and FZC Criteria C and D), 
and information potential (NRHP Criterion D and FZC Criterion E). The property as a whole and the 
ADU specifically were not identified as having association with any notable historic events at national, 
state, or local levels. The property also does not possess association with any individuals of exceptional 
historic significance at any level. The ADU lacks distinction of architectural design and/or materials, and 
neither building on the property is known to have been designed by a notable architect. The parcel is 
also not associated with any other known historic resources in proximity such as the in-use BNSF 
Railroad to the south or Old Town Springs site to the southwest. The latter is now a city park, Old Town 
Springs Park at 913 W Lower Coconino Ave.  
 

Because of its overall lack of significance and integrity at the national, state, and local levels, the 
property should be considered ineligible to the National, Arizona, and Flagstaff Registers of Historic 
Places and insignificant with respect to the Flagstaff Zoning Code and Cultural Resources (10-
30.30.050). The main house at 814 W Coconino Ave has not been specifically evaluated with respect to 
its individual significance and integrity as a historic property. However, even if the main house were to 
be considered eligible/significant at a national, state, or local level, the ADU is not considered 
contributing to and would not impact the property’s overall eligibility or significance. It is unlikely that the 
main house at 814 W Coconino Ave would be considered significant under any national, state, or City of 
Flagstaff criterion upon detailed evaluation of the house itself, but regardless, the demolition of the rear 
ADU will not preclude any determination of historic significance for the property. It is therefore LANC’s 
recommendation that no further study be required, and the current property owner be permitted to 
proceed as planned with demolition of the ADU. 
 

Sincerely, 

 
Lynn A. Neal, RPA/M.A. 
Historic Preservation Consultant 

 
cc: Taylor Miller, property owner, 814 W Coconino Ave, Flagstaff, AZ  86001, taylormillerphoto@gmail.com 

 
Attachments 

Four map pages (Appendix A) and property photographs (Appendix B) 
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PROPERTY MAPS 
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Figure 1. Parcel map showing subject property and building at 814 W Coconino Avenue/Parcel #100-31-013.
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Figure 2. Aerial map overview showing subject property and building.
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814 W Coconino Ave 
Figure 3. 8/2023 Aerial View 
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Figure 4. 814 W Coconino Avenue ADU sketch map (modified from CCPV). 
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APPENDIX B 

814 W COCONINO AVENUE PROPERTY PHOTOGRAPHS 
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Photos 1–2. 814 W Coconino Ave streetview dated December 2022 from Coconino Ave to NNW (top, subject 

building is ADU at rear of lot behind/N of the main house) and to NW (bottom). 
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Photos 3–4. 814 W Coconino Ave overview (2019) from Coconino Ave to NNW (top, subject building is ADU at 

rear of lot behind/N of the main house) and dated October 2025 (bottom). 
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Photos 5–6. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU overview dated 2022 to NNW (top) and view to S from ADU to main 

house dated 2022 (bottom). 
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Photos 7–8. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU front/S facade to NNW (top) and back/N façade to SSE (bottom). 
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Photos 9–10. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU W façade/NW corner to SE (top) and E façade/NE corner to SW (bottom). 
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Photo 11. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU NE corner detail. 
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Photos 12–13. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU bathroom toilet in NE corner of building (left) and tub in SE corner (right). 
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Photos 14–15. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU bathroom E wall paint treatments over time (top) and living room E½ to 

E with door to bathroom in background (bottom). 
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Photo 16. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU living room and kitchen beyond to W from within bathroom. 
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Photos 17–18. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU living room W½ to W with kitchen in background (top) and living 

room to N from front door (bottom). 

 

 

    



B.11 
 

 

 
 

 

Photos 19–20. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU kitchen E½ to E with living room in background (top) and kitchen 

W½ to W from living room doorway (bottom). 
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Photo 21. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU front/kitchen door to S. 
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Photos 22–23. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU bedroom E½ to ENE at W end of building looking through to kitchen 

and living room (top) and bedroom NE corner to NE (bottom). 
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Photo 24. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU bedroom W½ to WNW with closet opening to the left. 
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Photo 25. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU closet off bedroom’s SW corner to S. 
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Photos 26–27. 814 W Coconino Ave ADU utility room to WNW off building’s SW corner (top) and to NW from 

exterior doorway (bottom). 



  
Heritage Preservation Commission 8. A. 5.       
From: Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner/Heritage Preservation Officer

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: 9 N. Leroux St. Certificate of No Effect

PROPERTY INFO:
Permit Number(s):  PZ-26-00051 
Address:  9 N. Leroux St. 
Type of Approval:  Certificate of No Effect 
Approval Date:  March 23, 2026

FINDINGS:
The Certificate of No Effect application was reviewed and approved by the Heritage Preservation Officer.

INFORMATION:
This project proposes to replace damaged glass panes and repair the bottom of deteriorated wooden frames
in the two existing storefront windows. Work will be completed in-kind with no change in design. This is
considered a minor alteration that has a limited impact in relation to the total cultural resource and was
determined to meet the criteria for a Certificate of No Effect. This building is a contributor to the Railroad
Addition Historic District and is located within the Downtown Historic Overlay Zone.

Attachments
Certificate of No Effect Application













  
Heritage Preservation Commission 8. B. 1.       
From: Lauren Clementino, Senior Planner/Heritage Preservation Officer

DATE: 04/15/2026

SUBJECT: Bulter Complete Streets Section 106 Consultation

PROPERTY INFO:
N/A

FINDINGS:
The Federal Highway Administration initiated consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act with consulting parties on February 4, 2026. The State Historic Preservation Office has
concurred on the finding of No Adverse Effect. 

INFORMATION:
The City of Flagstaff has proposed improvements along Butler Avenue between South Milton Road and
South River Run Road that ensure safety and mobility of pedestrians and bicyclists in accordance with the
City's 2022 Active Transportation Master Plan and the 2020 Southside Community Plan. The project scope of
work will include developing separate, raised bike lanes; enhancing pedestrian crossings; minimizing ROW
impacts; addressing impacts to drainage and utilities; and improving existing roadside features including curb
ramps and gutters, transit stops, landscaping, low retaining walls, catch basins, and driveways. These
improvements will help anchor the City's expanding active transportation infrastructure and encourage
bicycling and walking for a broader segment of the City's population. This project represents a crucial step
towards creating safer, more efficient mobility options for everyone. The City of Flagstaff is using funding from
a Safe Streets for All Grant being administered by the Federal Highway Administration, thus making the
project a federal undertaking subject to the policies and procedures implementing Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act. 

A cultural resources survey report entitled Class III Cultural Survey for the Butler Avenue Complete Streets
Conversion Project in Flagstaff, Coconino County, Arizona (WSP Technical Report 2025-017) was completed
for the project. Multiple historic buildings and the Flagstaff Southside Historic District are located along Butler
Avenue. Undertaking improvements will be confined to the existing transportation corridor and are not
anticipated to result in direct physical alteration to any buildings. Given the already highly developed
transportation setting and the incremental nature of the proposed improvements, the undertaking is not
expected to diminish the District's integrity of setting, feeling, or association beyond existing conditions. The
recommended treatment is avoidance of physical alteration, use of context-sensitive design to minimize
visual and traffic- related intrusions on the historic setting, and continued coordination with the State Historic
Preservation Office during final design. Based on the findings from the Class III survey, the City and FHWA
recommended that the undertaking result in a finding of No Adverse Effect. 
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	Project DescriptionRow1: AT&T will be installing antennas and equipment on the rooftop of the building at 123 N. San Francisco Street. All equipment is to be contained within a 400 sq. ft. rooftop lease area. The AT&T antennas on the roof will be screened by an FRP screen wall. 

Project Objective: To close a significant gap in the downtown area. Any combination or one of the following reasons may apply: 

Coverage: No service, or insufficient service in the area (Indoor, Outdoor, or Vehicular) and can apply specifically to the type of service provided (Voice or Data – GSM, 3G, 4G). Specifically, this proposed location addresses the following needs-Downtown Flagstaff coverage, along Route 66, commercial properties,and single and multi-family residential in the surrounding area. 

Quality: Service exists but the strength of the signal is weak, scarce, or inadequate for use. Furthermore, existing AT&T wireless telecom facilities in the area have reached capacity due to heavy data and call volume during peak hours for customers living and commuting in the area. This new wireless facility is the least intrusive option, will give relief to surrounding facilities, and improve overall service in the area for both data and phone service.
	Explanation of how the project meets the applicable overlay and relevant sections of the Zoning CodeRow1:  In accordance with the City of Flagstaff’s ordinance for wireless communications facilities (10-03-003-0002.C), the proposed facility is designed to be unobtrusive and shall be in context with the immediate surroundings. In addition to being architecturally compatible with the existing structures on-site, access to our proposed wireless telecommunication facility will be via an existing driveway and parking area. A designated access easement will be used for periodic, monthly maintenance.

The color of the material will match and complement the existing building. Attached are the FRP specs.

Per the City of Flagstaff Municipal Code Section 10.03.003.0002.C, the granting of such conditional use permit will not be detrimental to the natural environment in the City of Flagstaff the design minimizes adverse visual effects by concealing the antennas on an existing rooftop and avoids potential damage to adjacent properties through appropriate engineering and concealment. The proposed facility is a stealth rooftop facility that will be integrated into the existing view shed. Furthermore, the proposed design is in compliance with the development standards of the underlying zone.  

Per the City of Flagstaff Municipal Code Section 10.03.003.0002.C, the subject site is physically suitable for the type of land use being proposed. The rooftop wireless facility has been designed to have the least possible visual impact on the environment, taking into consideration technical engineering, economic, and other pertinent factors
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