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 Mar 2018--15 Acres In Parcel 221-35-024 
Was Rezoned From R-E/10 A Residential To 
M-X Heavy Manufacturing

 The Purpose At That Time Was For An Indoor 
Mineral Reclamation Facility

 P&ZC And The BOS Approved This Request 
With Conditions
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Original 
Rezoning 
Application 
Stated “Earth 
Minerals 
Processing 
Operation”



 Conditions Placed On This Rezoning 
Application And Property

1. Rezoning Was Only Approved For A Mineral 
Reclamation Plant, Enclosed In A Building

2. Conditions Were Not Met Within 2 Years, And The 
Property Had Not Been Improved, The Board Of 
Supervisors Would Schedule A Public Hearing To 
Grant An Extension, Determine Compliance With 
The Schedule, Or Cause The Property To Revert 
Back To Its Former Zoning Classification R-E/10A 
Residential
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Findings of Fact 
Item D:
“Does Not Contain 
Other Uses Similar”

Rezone Was Subject 
To The Following
“If The Conditions 
Were Not Met 
Within Two Years”

Approved on April 
2, 2018



3. The Mineral Reclamation Facility Was 
Abandoned In Mid 2018 But Not Reflected 
In County Records 

4. In May 2022, MEC Purchased Parcel 221-
35-024  And In October 2023 Requested 
Mohave P&Z Commission To Remove The 
Condition For A Mineral Reclamation Plant 
Only And To Allow An Extension Of Time 
For The Completion Of Improvements 
Because Of A Change Of Ownership
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Request Only 
Stated to 
Remove the 
Condition 
“For The 
Purpose of A 
Mineral 
Reclamation 
Plant, 
Enclosed in a 
Building” 
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Reason For 
The Request 
“Change of 
Ownership”

Nothing 
Stated a 
Completely 
Different 
Project
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Legal Notice 
Published in 
the MVDN on 
22 Oct 23 
states 
“To Allow For 
an Energy 
Facility”
There is 
Nothing 
Relating to a 
Gas Fired 
Peaker Plant
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Posting on 
Lot from 
P&Z states 
“Energy 
Facility”
There is 
Nothing 
Relating 
to a Gas 
Fired 
Peaker 
Plant



 Nov 8 The Request For The Extension Was 
Approved By The Planning And Zoning 
Commission Without Opposition As None Of The 
Residents Were Aware Of The Request

1. Written Notifications Are Only Required To Residents 
Within 300 Ft Of The Project

2. The Posted Signs Were No Longer Visible Due To The 
Winds In That Area

3. The Legal Notice In The MVDN Was Vague And Stated 
An Energy Facility; We Assumed Solar Fields
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Not Once At The P&Z 
Did MEC Representative 
Jon Martell Identify The 
project As A Peaker 
Plant.  
“Needed an Extension 
to Get The Project 
Going” 

P&Z Asked About Water, 
Air Quality, and Noise
Jon Martell 
“Never Answered The 
Questions”

“Build a Quick Start 
Natural Gas Turbine”



 Dec 4 Meeting Of The Board Of Supervisors A 
Request Was Made To Remove The Rezoning 
Application Item 9 From The Consent Agenda 
And Put It Back On The Floor For Open 
Discussion

 Request Was Granted And Several People Spoke 
For And Against The Power Plant Project 
Including

•23 Board Members, Employees Or Contractors Of Mec 
Spoke In Favor Of The Facility But Failed To Identify As 
An Agent or Employee Of The Company
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 We Felt That Was A Conflict Of Interest And 
An Unethical Business Practice To Represent 
Your Opinion As A Member Of The Public

 The Board Of Supervisors Approved The 
Zoning Extension In A Vote Of 4-1 With 
Supervisor Gould Being The Only Opposition 
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Findings Of Fact 
Item D
“Area Contains 
Other Uses Similar”

Rezoned To M-X 
“Remove The 
Conditions For A 
Mineral 
Reclamation Plant”

“Extend the Time”



 The Property Location Is Within Approximately 1150 Feet Of 
Current Residences In Sunrise Hills At Valley View

1. Decrease In Property Value Estimated Between 9 and 15 %

A. Neighborhood Is Primarily Retires And This Was To Be Their 
Forever Home. Most Cannot Afford To Take A Loss On Their 
House And Relocate Due To This Power Plant. 

 Reduced Air Quality And Pollutants 

1. EPA Study Published May 2023 Reports On The Health Risk/ 
Environmental Justice (EJ) concerns To Neighboring 
Communities Within 3 Mile Radius Of The Plant

A. Currently Approximately 6,500 Residences Along With 9 
Daycares, Elementary And Middle Schools Are Within That 3 
Mile Radius Closest Communities are predominately over 64
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 Natural Gas Combustion Releases Sulfur Dioxide, 
Nitrogen Oxide, Carbon Dioxide, Mercury, Benzene, 
Methane, Formaldehyde And Particulate Matter 
1.4_natural_gas_combustion.Pdf (Epa.Gov)

1. Release Of NOx And SO2 Contribute To And Lead To The 

Development Of Respiratory And Cardiovascular Problems

2. Mercury, Methane, Formaldehyde And Particulate Matter 

Can Increase The Possibility Of Cancer And Immune System 

Disorders

3. Benzene Is An Extremely Dangerous By Product From 

Releases of Unburned Natural Gas And Has Been Linked To 

Causes Of ALS And Non-Hodgkin's Lymphoma
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https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2020-09/documents/1.4_natural_gas_combustion.pdf


 Storage of 11,000 Gallons of 19% Aqueous 
Ammonia/ Other Unknowns

1. Ammonia vapor, when mixed with air, may be 
flammable within certain limits (15% to 28% gaseous 
ammonia by volume).

2. Unlike Anhydrous Ammonia, Ammonium Hydroxide 
storage systems do not have to comply with any 
published regulatory standards or specifications

3. Hazard Statement From MSDS: May displace oxygen 
and cause rapid suffocation. Causes severe skin 
burns and eye damage. May cause respiratory 
irritation. Very toxic to aquatic life

3/6/2024 21



Water Usage 
1. Approximately 100 Residences 

Worth
A. Average Household Use 300 Gallons 

Per Day

300g X 365d X 100h =

10,950,000 
Gallons Per Year
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 Spoke At Three BOS Meetings: 4 Dec, 2 Jan, 16 Jan

 Spoke At The Bullhead City Chamber Of Commerce

 Spoke and Attended A Community Meeting At 

Station 91

 Wrote Letters/ Emails to the BOS, Governor, 

Legislative Representatives

 Contacted Representatives From the Sierra Club
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 Filed Complaints With The Attorney General’s Open 

Meeting Law Enforcement Team (OMLET)

 Created Facebook Pages, Instagram, Web Site

◦ Protest the Location Of the Fort Mohave Gas Power 

Plant

◦ NotInAnyNeighborhood.org

 Contacted The MVDN and The Arizona Republic 

◦ Placed a Full Page Add in the MVDN

 Distributed over 4000 Fliers
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 Contacted The Arizona Center For Law In the Public 

Interest

 Two Billboards on Hwy 95 Continuing Through 15 

March 

 Over 1400 Signatures On Our Petition

 Formed and Participated in a Protest Rally on Hwy 95

 Attended the MEC Town Hall on 12 Feb
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 Asked MEC To Determine A New Location That Is 
More Acceptable To The Local Community

1. Work With The Community Not Against Them To Reach 
An Agreeable Solution

2. Several Residents In The Area Adjacent To The 
Proposed Location Are Unisource Energy Service 
Customers And Do Not Stand To Benefit From This 
Plant

 Develop Additional Solar Fields To Expand On 
Renewable Energy Sources
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 Meeting With MEC, Supervisor Angius and 
Super Gould and Bob Hooker 
◦ MEC Showed Us the Current Proposed Location
◦ MEC Talked About A Possible Optional Location

 I told Them I Would Share That With This 
Group But I Was Not Sure That Was 
Acceptable
◦ Think On This And Wait to See What MEC Has 

To Say In The Town Hall Meeting February 12 
From 5:30 -7:30PM At Los Lagos Golf Club 
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 I Want To Emphasize That The Members Of 
The Community Are Not Against This Plant Or 
Progress But Against The Current Proposed 
Location

 I Feel That We Should Not Be Dealing With 
This As The Zoning Should Have Reverted 
Back To R-E/10 A Residential In Mar 2020
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 We Believe If MEC Would Include The 

Community Instead Of Trying To Hide 

Their Plans From Us, An Agreeable 

Solution To Both Parties Could Be 

Reached: Example Of The Solar Field 

Next To Joy Lane And Ashley
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