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MINUTES OF THE 
GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

Council Chambers 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 

January 14, 2014 
6:00 p.m. 

 
 
The meeting was called to order by Mayor Jerry P. Weiers, Vice Mayor Yvonne J. Knaack 
and the following Councilmembers were present: Norma S. Alvarez, Samuel U. Chavira, Ian 
Hugh, Manuel D. Martinez and Gary D. Sherwood. 
 
Also present were Brenda Fischer, City Manager; Julie Frisoni, Interim Assistant City 
Manager; Michael Bailey, City Attorney; and Pamela Hanna, City Clerk. 
 
Mayor Weiers called for the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
The prayer was given by Captain Kihyum Oh, Salvation Army. 
 
CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
Andrew Marwick, a Phoenix resident, said the Coyotes are still behind the scenes even 
though budget issues have been brought to the forefront of the city’s problems.  He wasn’t 
able to find any information about the revenue generated from the parking fees at the 
Coyotes games, so he did some estimates on his own.   He said the parking fees are a key 
element in the city’s assessment of the hockey deal.  He said with the figures he came up 
with, the city is not getting any parking revenue for the games with lower attendance.  He 
said the city is only getting about $300,000-400,000 per season in revenue from parking at 
high attendance games.  He said Glendale will be left to pay the bulk of the $15 million due 
without the anticipated offsetting revenue.  He said attendance at the games has been very 
weak this year and most people will walk from the free parking rather than pay a fee to 
park.    He asked if the Coyotes have given any financial statements to the city.  He said this 
is a continual problem hanging over the city. 
 
Darcy Marwick, a Phoenix resident, spoke about the new facilities opening in Maricopa and 
in Florence.  She also mentioned a news story about a fire in the city where a home was 
destroyed.  She asked questions about the Fire Department’s response to this fire call.  She 
also spoke about attendance at the Coyotes games. 
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Bill Demski, a Sahuaro resident, spoke about how to pay the bills owed by the city.  He 
discussed salary and benefits of city employees and compared those to school teachers.  He 
asked why Glendale salaries were so far out of reality.   He spoke about overtime monies 
paid to several police officers.  He spoke about employees getting car allowances.  He next 
spoke about an $800 Christmas bonus to employees.  He asked if the city could afford that.  
He also mentioned several dumpsters sitting at the graduate school.  He talked about 
property taxes and raising the water bills. 
 
Kenneth Sturgis, a Yucca resident, spoke about consolidation and privatization of services 
that was raised at a previous meeting.  He spoke about some privatization myths.  He said 
entities have brought services back in house due to lack of cost savings.  He said cost 
estimates are unreliable.  He discussed the State of Arizona selling buildings and leasing 
them back.   
 
Ken Jones, an Ocotillo resident, spoke about reasons why the city has budget issues.  He 
said the hockey season is half over and the Council can tell how much money they will be 
getting from the Coyotes in the long run.   He said only about $4 million is what the city is 
going to get for the first year of the agreement with the Coyotes.  He asked how many city 
workers the Council is willing to fire to pay all the money owed to the Coyotes. 
 
Compliance with Article VII, Section 6(c) of the Glendale Charter 

A statement was filed by the City Clerk that the 5 resolutions and 4 ordinances to be 
considered at the meeting were available for public examination and the title posted at City 
Hall more than 72 hours in advance of the meeting. 
 
Approval of the minutes of the December 10, 2013 City Council Meeting 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Sherwood, to 
dispense with the reading of the minutes of the December 10, 2013 Regular City 
Council meeting, as each member of the Council had been provided copies in 
advance, and approve them as written.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
PROCLAMATIONS AND AWARDS 
 
PROCLAIM JANUARY 20, 2014 AS DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. DAY 
PRESENTED BY: Office of the Mayor 
ACCEPTED BY: Community Members 
 
This is a request for City Council to proclaim January 20, 2014 as Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Day.  Mayor Weirs read the proclamation and several copies of the proclamation were 
given to representatives of the community. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
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Ms. Brenda Fischer, City Manager, read agenda item numbers 1 through 7.  Councilmember 
Alvarez requests to hear Items 6 and 7 separately. 
 
1.   APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 3-664, FRY'S FOOD & DRUG #60 

PRESENTED BY: Tom Duensing, Executive Director, Financial Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve adding non-transferable sampling privileges to 
a series 9 (Liquor Store - All Liquor) license for Fry's Food & Drug #60 located at 20220 
North 59th Avenue.  The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application 
(No. 09070425 S) was submitted by Robert Joseph Nelson. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
2.   APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 3-816, MAX'S 

PRESENTED BY: Tom Duensing, Executive Director, Financial Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a person-to-person, location-to-location 
transferable series 6 (Bar - All Liquor) license for Max's located at 6727 North 47th Avenue.  
The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 06070193) was 
submitted by Daniel A. Luciano. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
3.   APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-11991, DOLLAR ITEM PLUS STORE 

PRESENTED BY: Tom Duensing, Executive Director, Financial Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 10 (Liquor Store 
- Beer and Wine) license for Dollar Item Plus Store located at 4935 West Glendale Avenue, 
Suite 9.  The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 
10076451) was submitted by Herman Louis Jones. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
4.   APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12081, ZIPPS SPORTS GRILL 

PRESENTED BY: Tom Duensing, Executive Director, Financial Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 12 (Restaurant) 
license for Zipps Sports Grill located at 19420 North 59th Avenue.  The Arizona Department 
of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 12079711) was submitted by Harry Todd 
Goldman. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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5.   RATIFICATION OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS TO BEACON SPORTS CAPITAL  

PARTNERS, LLC 
PRESENTED BY: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 

 
This is a request for City Council to ratify the expenditure of $25,425.43 to Beacon Sports 
Capital Partners, LLC, who provided representation for Glendale and assisted the city in 
soliciting and reviewing offers for management of the city-owned Jobing.com Arena. 
 
Kenneth Sturgis, a Yucca resident, said the costs for the two finalists in this solicitation 
were never revealed.  He questioned aspects of the city’s actions with regard to the closure 
of the solicitation.  He asked if the arena management money was really going to 
IceArizona.  He discussed the city’s arena management payment going through Fortress 
according to a city contract and asked how and why Fortress, not IceArizona, is receiving 
the money instead of it going directly to IceArizona.  He also asked why the Council was 
having a closed executive session after this meeting.  
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack and seconded by Councilmember Chavira, to 
approve the recommended actions on Consent Agenda Item Numbers 1 through 5, 
and to forward Liquor License Application No. 3-664 for Fry’s Food & Drug #60, 
Liquor License Application No. 3-816 for Max’s and Liquor License Application No. 5-
11991 for Dollar Item Plus Store to the State of Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control, with the recommendation for approval.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
Councilmember Alvarez said she didn’t want to hear Item 6 separately only Item 7. 
 
6.   AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE WATER QUALITY MONITORING EQUIPMENT AND 
       LABORATORY SUPPLIES FROM HACH COMPANY 

PRESENTED BY: Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the purchase of water quality monitoring 
equipment and laboratory supplies from HACH Company in the amount of $180,000 
annually for use at various water production and wastewater reclamation sites.  
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack and seconded by Councilmember Chavira, to 
approve the recommended actions on Consent Agenda Item Number 6, the motion 
carried unanimously. 
 
7.   POSITION RECLASSIFICATIONS 

PRESENTED BY: Jim Brown, Executive Director, Human Resources & Risk Management 
 
This is a request for the City Council to authorize the City Manager to reclassify existing 
positions within the organization that have experienced a change in duties and/or 
responsibilities.   
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Mr. Brown said position reclassifications will be brought to Council for a vote since these 
create a change in the Council approved city budget.  He said this process provides 
transparency to both Council and the public.  There are two positions requesting 
reclassification. 
 
Councilmember Alvarez asked what the two positions were.  Mr. Brown said they were a 
secretary position reclassified to Assistant City Manager and a senior budget analyst in the 
Financial Services area reclassified to a purchasing materials manager.  Councilmember 
Alvarez asked if these positions are ongoing if they voted for this item.  Mr. Brown said 
these are existing positions within the current budget.  He said the titles would change and 
those new titles would be ongoing, however this action would not create additional 
positions in the budget. Councilmember Alvarez said they were under the impression they 
were going to do a reclassification of the assistant city manager positions.  Mr. Brown said 
this comes from a recommendation made by Management Partners that the city manager’s 
office has two assistant city manager positions.  He said there are two ways to accomplish 
this, we can either create an additional FTE in the budget with Council approval or we can 
do what we’re doing tonight and that’s requesting an existing FTE position be reclassified.   
Councilmember Alvarez said she has no problem with reclassification of empty positions.  
She said Council does not know how much money is budgeted.  She asked if this could wait 
until they go through the budget process.  Mr. Brown said they are existing vacancies right 
now and Ms. Fischer and Mr. Duensing can speak to why these two positions are needed 
now. 
 
Councilmember Alvarez said she doesn’t know how much money they have and doing the 
reclassifications doesn’t make sense before they go through the budget process.  She said 
they shouldn’t rush into anything new until they know how much money they are going to 
have on July 1st. 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack and seconded by Councilmember Sherwood, to 
approve the recommended actions on Consent Agenda Item Number 7, the motion 
carried.  Motion carried with the following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Chavira, 
Hugh, Knaack, Martinez, Sherwood, and Weiers.  Members voting “nay”: Alvarez. 
 
CONSENT RESOLUTIONS 
 
Ms. Pamela Hanna, City Clerk, read consent agenda resolution item numbers 8 through 11. 
 
8.   AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE 
      FIRE DISTRICT OF SUN CITY WEST FOR HELICOPTER AIR-MEDICAL LOGISTICS 
      OPERATIONS 

PRESENTED BY: Mark Burdick, Fire Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4760 

 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a Resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into an Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) with the 
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Fire District of Sun City West (FDSCW) to support the Helicopter Air-Medical Logistics 
Operations (H.A.L.O.) Program. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4760 NEW SERIES WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, IT 
BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF AN 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE FIRE DISTRICT OF SUN CITY WEST 
TO SUPPORT THE HELICOPTER AIR-MEDICAL LOGISTICS OPERATIONS (H.A.L.O.) 
PROGRAM. 
 
9.  AUTHORIZATION TO ACCEPT A COMMUNITY ORIENTED POLICING SERVICES GRANT 
     FROM THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4761 

 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a Resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to accept a Community Oriented Policing Services (COPS) 
grant in the amount of $1,250,000 from the United States Department of Justice (DOJ) COPS 
Hiring Program for 10 new full-time police officers. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4761 NEW SERIES WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, IT 
BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, ACCEPTING THE COMMUNITY ORIENTED POLICING SERVICES 
(COPS) GRANT OFFER IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,250,000 FROM THE U.S. DEPARTMENT 
OF JUSTICE COPS HIRING PROGRAM ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT; AND AUTHORIZING THE HIRING OF 10 ADDITIONAL POLICE 
OFFICERS. 
 
10.  AUTHORIZATION TO EXECUTE THREE LICENSE AGREEMENTS WITH CRICKET 
       COMMUNICATIONS, INC. TO OPERATE WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS SITES WITHIN PUBLIC 
       RIGHT-OF-WAY AND ON CITY-OWNED PROPERTY 

PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 
RESOLUTION: 4762 

 
This is a request for the City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a 
resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute three license agreements between the 
City of Glendale and Cricket Communications, Inc. (Cricket) to operate wireless 
communication sites within public right-of-way and on city-owned property. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4762 NEW SERIES WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, IT 
BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE THREE LICENSE 
AGREEMENTS WITH CRICKET COMMUNICATIONS, INC., FOR WIRELESS 
COMMUNICATION SITES LOCATED ON CITY RIGHT-OF-WAY IN GLENDALE, ARIZONA. 
 
11.  AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION LICENSE 
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       AGREEMENT WITH COFFMAN SPECIALTIES, INC. RELATED TO CONSTRUCTION OF 
       HOV LANES AT MARYLAND AVENUE AND LOOP 101 

PRESENTED BY: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 
RESOLUTION: 4763 

 
This is a request for Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into a temporary construction license agreement 
with Coffman Specialties, Inc. related to construction of high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) 
lanes at Maryland Avenue and Loop 101. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4763 NEW SERIES WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, IT 
BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A TEMPORARY 
CONSTRUCTION LICENSE AGREEMENT FOR USE OF CITY REAL PROPERTY LOCATED 
AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF 91ST AND NORTHERN AVENUES WITH COFFMAN 
SPECIALTIES, INC. 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, to 
approve the recommended actions on Consent Agenda Item Numbers 8 through 11, 
including the approval and adoption of Resolution No. 4760 New Series, Resolution 
No. 4761 New Series, Resolution No. 4762 New Series, and Resolution No. 4763 New 
Series. The motion carried unanimously. 
 
BIDS AND CONTRACTS 
 
12.  AUTHORIZATION OF AMENDMENT NO. 3 TO THE CONTRACT WITH SOUTHWEST 
       FABRICATION, LLC TO INCREASE THE ANNUAL SPENDING AUTHORITY FOR BUS 
       SHELTER INSTALLATION AND REPAIR 

PRESENTED BY: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve additional spending authority as part of 
Amendment Number Three to contract C-7675 with Southwest Fabrication, LLC for Bus 
Shelter Installation and Repair from $27,000 annually to an amount not to exceed $255,000 
per year for this amendment and any subsequent extensions. 
 
Mr. Mehta said initially, an annual limit of $27,000 was set aside for this project.  He said 
the limit was intentionally set low as the city was facing budget cuts in the Transportation 
Department.  As a consequence, there is now a backlog of repair and installation work that 
needs to be done.  He said of the 220 bus stops with shelters, benches and trash cans, about 
half need some sort of repair.  If approved, Mr. Mehta said the plan is to address the first 50 
bus shelters.  He said they have sufficient funds to address this increased expenditure out 
of the GO Transportation program.  He said this item does not affect the budget, but does 
increase the contracted spending limit, raising it to $255,000 a year. 
 
Vice Mayor Knaack asked how many bus shelters they lose each year to auto accidents and 
if that money was part of the budget.  Mr. Mehta said there is funding from the same 



8 
 

funding source.  He said he was not sure how many bus shelters they lose.  Vice Mayor 
Knaack confirmed with Mr. Mehta that the city is just doing regular metal bus shelters and 
is no longer doing any brick shelters.   
 
Mayor Weiers asked what method the city has of recouping costs of a damaged shelter if a 
driver has no insurance.  Mr. Mehta said information is provided to risk management as 
soon as an incident occurs and they follow-up to make sure the city’s costs are recouped.  
Mayor Weiers asked what the city does if there is no insurance.  Mr. Mehta said they follow 
up and pursue this through the collections process.  He said he did not know how 
successful that was, but said that information could be provided to Council. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Hugh, and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, 
to approve Amendment No. 3 to the Contract with Southwest Fabrication, LLC to 
increase the annual spending authority for bus shelter installation and repair.  The 
motion carried unanimously. 
 
13.  AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH 
        LITTLEJOHN ENGINEERING ASSOCIATES, INC. FOR DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION 
       SERVICES FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 

PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional 
services agreement with Littlejohn Engineering Associates, Inc. in an amount not to exceed 
$306,950 for design and construction administration services for the fiscal year (FY) 2013-
14 City of Glendale Pavement Management Program. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Chavira, and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, 
to approve authorization to enter into a Professional Services Agreement with 
LittleJohn Engineering Associates, Inc. for design and construction services for the 
fiscal year 2013-14 Pavement Management Program.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
14.  AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE 
       COMPANY TO RELOCATE OVERHEAD ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION POWER LINES AT 
       11480 WEST GLENDALE AVENUE 

PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into an agreement 
with Arizona Public Service Company (APS) in an estimated amount of $929,021.59 for the 
relocation of APS owned overhead 69 kilovolts (kV) electric transmission power lines 
located at 11480 West Glendale Avenue.   
 
Mr. Kent said this relocation is for the expansion of the landfill project.  He said funds are 
budgeted in the landfill capital budget to meet this expense. 
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It was moved by Councilmember Martinez, and seconded by Councilmember Hugh, 
to approve authorization to enter into an agreement with Arizona Public Service 
Company to relocate overhead electric transmission power lines at 11480 W. 
Glendale Avenue.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
ORDINANCES 
 
15.  ADOPT AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A UTILITY EASEMENT TO ARIZONA PUBLIC 
       SERVICE COMPANY ACROSS A PORTION OF CITY-OWNED PROPERTY AT 11480 WEST 
       GLENDALE AVENUE 

PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 
ORDINANCE:  2869 

 
This is a request for the City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an 
ordinance granting a utility easement to Arizona Public Service Company (APS) across a 
portion of city-owned property at 11480 West Glendale Avenue. 
 
ORDINANCE NO. 2869 NEW SERIES, WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, IT 
BEING AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A UTILITY 
EASEMENT IN FAVOR OF ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY ON CITY-OWNED 
PROPERTY TO CONSTRUCT, RECONSTRUCT, REPLACE, REPAIR, OPERATE AND 
MAINTAIN ELECTRICAL LINES LOCATED AT 11480 WEST GLENDALE AVENUE; AND 
ORDERING THAT A CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS ORDINANCE BE RECORDED. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Sherwood, and seconded by Vice Mayor Knaack, to 
approve Ordinance No. 2869 New Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the 
following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Alvarez, Chavira, Hugh, Knaack, Martinez, 
Sherwood, and Weiers.  Members voting “nay”: none. 
 
16.  ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AMENDING GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 33, ARTICLE II, 
        SECTION 33-84 (VOLUNTARY UTILITY BILLING DONATION PROGRAM) 

PRESENTED BY: Tom Duensing, Executive Director, Financial Services 
ORDINANCE: 2870 

 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
amending Glendale City Code, Chapter 33, Article II, Section 33-84 (Voluntary utility billing 
donation program), increasing the voluntary donation amount added to a user’s bill to two 
dollars ($2.00). 
 
Mr. Duensing said Council gave consensus to change the voluntary donation to “From the 
Heart” on the user’s utility billing from $1.00 to $2.00.  He said they have been working 
with the Communications department to reach out to utility users reference this change. 
 
ORDINANCE NO. 2870 NEW SERIES, WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, IT 
BEING AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
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COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING THE CODE OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, CHAPTER 33, 
SEC. 33-84 (VOLUNTARY UTILITY BILLING DONATION PROGRAM); AND SETTING 
FORTH AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 
 
Vice Mayor Knaack commented she hoped the residents of Glendale would embrace this 
change as these funds make a great deal of difference in the programs supported by the 
city. 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, to 
approve Ordinance No. 2870 New Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the 
following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Alvarez, Chavira, Hugh, Knaack, Martinez, 
Sherwood, and Weiers.  Members voting “nay”: none. 
 
17.  ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AMENDING GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 2, ARTICLE I, 
       SECTION 2-3 (COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FEE WAIVER/REBATE)  

PRESENTED BY: Brian Friedman, Executive Director, Community & Economic   
   Development 

ORDINANCE: 2871 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
to amend the Glendale City Code Chapter 2, Article 1, Section 2-3 to provide authorization 
for the City Council to waive or rebate Community Development permit fees upon a finding 
that the waiver or rebate is in the best interests of the City of Glendale; and, delegates its 
authority to the City Manager to administratively waive or rebate up to $50,000 of 
Community Development permit fees.  Staff recommends that City Council adopt the 
amendment to the existing ordinance to be utilized as an economic development tool. 
 
Mr. Friedman said in the past waivers were issued based on signature authority limits.   He 
said it is important to obtain Council’s authority to specifically authorize any waiver or 
rebate in the city code.  He said in no case are they requesting any waiver of development 
impact fees.  He said economic development is very competitive and it is essential to 
respond quickly to acquire jobs for the city.  He said previous fee waivers have been 
directly responsible for 2,563 jobs and creation of annual revenue of $6.8 million, for 
return on investment of 20 to 1.  He explained the criteria that would be used to determine 
a waiver of fees. 
 
Councilmember Hugh asked about the fee waivers issued since 2010 and asked under 
whose authority those were issued.  Mr. Friedman said this was a directive from the City 
Manager’s office.  He said the signature authority limits were set at $50,000 and it was Mr. 
Bailey’s recommendation that the code explicitly allow for this authority. 
 
Councilmember Hugh said in these tough economic times, he did not want to give up the 
fiduciary responsibility of approving waivers. 
 
ORDINANCE NO. 2871 NEW SERIES, WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, IT 
BEING AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
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COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING GLENDALE CITY CODE CHAPTER 2 
(ADMINISTRATION), ARTICLE I (IN GENERAL), SECTION 2-3 RELATING TO 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FEES. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Martinez, and seconded by Vice Mayor Knaack, to 
approve Ordinance No. 2871 New Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the 
following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Chavira, Knaack, Martinez, Sherwood, and 
Weiers.  Members voting “nay”: Alvarez and Hugh. 
 
18. ADOPT AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING A GENERAL PLAN STEERING COMMITTEE 

PRESENTED BY: Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director 
ORDINANCE:  2872 
 

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
establishing a General Plan Steering Committee.  The city’s General Plan is required by state 
law to be periodically updated and the Planning Division is beginning this process.  As part 
of the General Plan update, the Planning Division desires to be assisted by a Steering 
Committee of interested citizens and stakeholders in the community. 
 
Mr. Froke said the steering committee would be made up of residents, business owners and 
other community members and stakeholders to assist staff as they update the general plan.   
 
Councilmember Martinez said they are looking for individuals interested in serving on this 
committee.  He said anyone interested should contact the Council office and those currently 
serving on commissions/boards can also apply. He said they are on a very short timeframe. 
 
Councilmember Sherwood clarified that if anyone currently serving on a board or 
commission is interested, they will be allowed to also serve on the steering committee as 
well, but they will have to fill out another application. Councilmember Martinez noted that 
was what he thought that he said.  

 
ORDINANCE NO. 2872 NEW SERIES, WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, IT 
BEING AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, ESTABLISHING A GENERAL PLAN STEERING COMMITTEE TO 
WORK WITH STAFF TO CREATE A RECOMMENDED DRAFT REVISED GENERAL PLAN, 
PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, TITLE 9, CHAPTER 
4, ARTICLE 6, AND SETTING FORTH INSTRUCTIONS AND CHARGES. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Chavira, and seconded by Councilmember 
Sherwood, to approve Ordinance No. 2872 New Series.  Motion carried on a roll call 
vote, with the following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Alvarez, Chavira, Hugh, 
Knaack, Martinez, Sherwood, and Weiers.  Members voting “nay”: None. 
 
RESOLUTIONS 
 
19.  AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A TEMPORARY LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH THE 



12 
 

        NEW WESTGATE, LLC FOR PARKING ON FEBRUARY 1, 2015 
        PRESENTED BY: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 
        RESOLUTION: 4764 
 
This is a request for Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into a temporary license agreement with The New 
Westgate, LLC (TNW) for the use of 1,679 parking spaces on February 1, 2015. 
 
Mr. Mehta said the city is required to provide parking spaces through its agreement with 
the Arizona Sports and Tourism Authority and the Arizona Cardinals, which include 
parking for the Super Bowl.  He explained some of the cost elements of the agreement.  He 
said this contract would be part of next year’s budget and more information would be 
presented during the budget presentations. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4764 NEW SERIES WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, IT 
BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF AN 
AGREEMENT ENTITLED “TEMPORARY LICENSE AGREEMENT” WITH THE NEW 
WESTGATE LLC FOR CERTAIN TEMPORARY PARKING RIGHTS AT WESTGATE. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Hugh, and seconded by Vice Mayor Knaack, to pass, 
adopt and approve Resolution No. 4764 New Series.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
REQUEST FOR FUTURE WORKSHOP AND EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Sherwood, to 
hold a City Council Budget Workshop at 9:00 a.m. in the Council Chambers, Room B-3 
on Tuesday, January 21, 2014.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
It was further moved to hold the next regularly Scheduled City Council Workshop on 
Tuesday, January 21, 2014 at 1:30 p.m. in room B-3 of the City Council Chambers, to 
be followed by an Executive Session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
 
Councilmember Sherwood congratulated Buckeye for becoming a city.  He also reminded 
everyone that he had a public meeting scheduled for January 15th at 6:30 p.m.  He 
encouraged everyone to attend. 
 
Vice Mayor Knaack commented on the speakers at the beginning of the meeting.  She said 
they have the same speakers who usually talk about the same subjects.  She said they are 
always looking back instead of forward and she doesn’t think that is a positive way to 
approach the city.    She hoped when the speaker issue is reviewed again, they move the 
public speakers to the end of the meeting.  She also mentioned a volunteer opportunity at 
Sahuaro Ranch Park on January 18th at 9:00 a.m. in celebration of Martin Luther King Day.  
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She said they are going to be picking fruit and the fruit will be donated to the food banks.  
She will be attending to welcome everyone. 
 
Mayor Weiers said he hoped everyone had a great New Year and said they have a lot of 
work and challenges ahead of them. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:29 p.m.  
 
 
 
 

________________________________________________ 
       Pamela Hanna - City Clerk 
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Meeting	Date:				 1/28/2014	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting		

Title:	 APPROVE	RECOMMENDED	APPOINTMENTS	TO	BOARDS,	COMMISSIONS	&	
OTHER	BODIES	

Staff	Contact:	 Kristen	Krey,	Council	Services	Administrator	

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	 is	 a	 request	 for	 City	 Council	 to	 approve	 the	 recommended	 appointments	 to	 the	 following	
boards,	commissions	and	other	bodies	that	have	a	vacancy	or	expired	term	and	for	the	Mayor	to	
administer	the	Oath	of	Office	to	those	appointees	in	attendance.		
	
Arts	Commission	 	 	
Patricia	Judd	 Mayoral	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 08/23/2014
Nadine	Yuhasz	 Cholla	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 08/23/2014
	 	 	 	 	
Aviation	Advisory	Commission		 	 	
Scott	Hadley		 Yucca	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 11/24/2015
	 	 	 	 	
Citizens	Bicycle	Advisory	Committee	 	 	
Gail	Hildebrant	 Cholla	 Reappointment	 02/12/2014	 02/12/2016
J	Michael	Wood	 Barrel	 Reappointment	 02/12/2014	 02/12/2016
J	Michael	Wood	–	Vice	Chair	 Barrel	 Reappointment	 03/05/2014	 03/05/2015
	 	 	 	 	
Commission	on	Persons	with	Disabilities	 	 	
Laura	Hirsch	 Mayoral	 Reappointment	 02/27/2014	 02/27/2016
Samuel	Hoerner	 Barrel	 Reappointment	 02/27/2014	 02/27/2016
Alika	Kumar	 Barrel	 Reappointment	 02/27/2014	 02/27/2016
Laura	Hirsch	–	Chair	 Mayoral	 Reappointment	 02/26/2014	 02/26/2015
John	Fallucca	–	Vice	Chair	 Cholla	 Reappointment	 02/26/2014	 02/26/2015
	 	 	 	 	
General	Plan	Steering	Committee	 	 	
Thomas	Orlikowski	 Barrel	 Appointment		 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014
Nancy	Lenox	 Barrel	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014
Gary	Hirsch		 Cactus	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014
Ken	Wixon	 Cactus	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014
William	Sheldon	 Cholla	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014
Scott	Richmond	 Mayoral	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014
Leslie	Sheeler	 Ocotillo	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014
Rebecca	Ontiveros	 Ocotillo	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014
Tom	Schmitt	 Yucca	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014
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Martin	Nowakowski	 Yucca	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014
James	Grose	–	Staff	
Recommendation	

Cholla	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014

Ron	Short	–	Staff	Recommendation	 Cactus	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014
Arthur	Dobbelaere	–	Staff	
Recommendation	

Cholla	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014

Noel	Griemsmann	–	Staff	
Recommendation		

N/A	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014

David	Coble	–	Staff	
Recommendation	

Cholla	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014

Robert	Heidt	–	Staff	
Recommendation	

N/A	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 07/01/2014

	 	 	 	 	
Glendale	Municipal	Property	Corporation	 	 	
Leland	Peterson	–	Chair	 Cactus	 Reappointment	 01/28/2014	 12/01/2014
	 	 	 	 	
Historic	Preservation	Commission	 	 	
Sean	McCaffrey	 Ocotillo	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 04/13/2014
	 	 	 	 	
Parks	&	Recreation	Advisory	Commission		 	 	
John	Krystek	–	Vice	Chair	 Sahuaro	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 04/09/2014
	 	 	 	 	
Personnel	Board	 	 	
Linda	Gomez	 Cholla	 Appointment	 01/28/2014	 01/23/2016
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Meeting Date: 1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. HELEN CATHOLIC 
CHURCH  

Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for the St. Helen Catholic 
Church.  The event will be held inside St. Helen's Social Center located at 5510 West Cholla Street 
on Saturday, February 8, 2014, from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m.  The purpose of this special event liquor 
license is for a fundraiser. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
St. Helen Catholic Church is located in the Barrel District.  If this application is approved, the total 
number of days expended by this applicant will be one of the allowed 10 days per calendar year.  
Under the provisions of A.R.S. § 4-203.02, the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control 
may issue a special event liquor license only if the Council recommends approval of such license. 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 
 

Attachments 
 

Finance Department Report  

Liquor License Attachments 

Police Calls for Service Report 

 

 

 



    FINANCE DEPARTMENT REPORT  

Meeting Date: 1/28/2014 
To: Brenda S. Fischer, City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Title:  
APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. HELEN CATHOLIC 
CHURCH 

General Information 
Request:  Special Event Liquor License 

Location:  5510 West Cholla Street 

District:   Barrel 

Zoned:  R1-7 (Single Family Residential) 

Applicant:  Donald J. Gorny 

Owner:  St. Helen Catholic Church 

Background 
 
1. The event will be held on Saturday, February 8, 2014, from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m. 

 
2. The total number of days expended by this applicant will be one out of the allowed 10 days 

per calendar year. 
 

3. The purpose of this event is for a social fundraiser. 
 

4. Proceeds from this special event go to St. Helen Catholic Church. 

Review/Analysis 

In accordance with A.R.S. § 4-203.02, the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control may 
issue a special event liquor license only if Council recommends approval of such license. 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 

COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT:  Approved the application with no 
comments. 



 

 
POLICE DEPARTMENT:  Recommended no cause for denial. 
 
FIRE DEPARTMENT:  Approved the application with no comments. 

Staff Recommendation 

It is staff’s recommendation to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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Meeting Date: 1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12067, RESTAURANTE TU PUEBLO 
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 12 (Restaurant) license 
for Restaurante Tu Pueblo located at 6222-24 North 43rd Avenue.  The Arizona Department of 
Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 12079740) was submitted by Petra Navarrete. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
The location of the establishment is in the Cactus District.  The property is zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 25,949.  This series 12 is a new 
license, therefore, the approval of this license will increase the number of liquor licenses in the 
area by one.  The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile radius is as listed below. 
 

Series Type Quantity 
06 Bar - All Liquor 3 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 4 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 8 
12 Restaurant 2 
 
 
 
 

Total 17 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
No public protests were received during the 20-day posting period. 
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Attachments 
 

Finance Department Report 

Map 

Police Calls for Service Report 



    FINANCE DEPARTMENT REPORT  

Meeting Date:  1/28/2014 
To: Brenda S. Fischer, City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Title: APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12067, RESTAURANTE TU PUEBLO 
 

General Information 
Request:  New, Non-Transferable 

License:  Series 12 (Restaurant) 

Location:  6222-24 North 43rd Avenue 

District:  Cactus 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Petra Navarrete 

Owner:  Petra Navarrete 

Background 
 
1. The population density is 25,949 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
2. The 300 feet from any church or school rule does not apply to this series license. 
 
3. This series 12 is a new license, therefore, the approval of this license will increase the 

number of liquor licenses in the area by one. 

Citizen Participation to Date 

No protests were received during the 20-day posting period, December 18 through January 7, 
2014. 

Review/Analysis 

In accordance with A.R.S. § 4-201(G), the applicant bears the burden of showing City Council that 
public convenience requires that the best interest of the community will be substantially served 
by the issuance of a license.  Council, when considering a new, non-transferable series 12 license, 
may take into consideration the location, as well as the applicant’s capability, qualifications, and 



 

reliability. 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 

COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT:  Approved the application with no 
comments. 
 
POLICE DEPARTMENT:  Recommended no cause for denial. 
 
FIRE DEPARTMENT:  Approved the application with no comments. 

Staff Recommendation 

It is staff’s recommendation to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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Meeting Date: 1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12358, EXPRESS FOOD MART 
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 10 (Liquor Store - Beer 
and Wine) license for Express Food Mart located at 6445 North 51st Avenue, Suite 101.  The 
Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 10076459) was submitted by 
Esho Kais. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
The location of the establishment is in the Cactus District.  The property is zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 18,227.  Express Food Mart is 
currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of this license will not increase 
the number of liquor licenses in the area.  The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile 
radius is as listed below. 
 

Series Type Quantity 
04 Wholesaler 1 
06 Bar - All Liquor 2 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 2 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 1 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 10 
12 Restaurant 5 
14 Private Club 2 
 
 
 
 

Total 23 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
No public protests were received during the 20-day posting period. 
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Attachments 
 

Finance Department Report 

Map 

Police Calls for Service Report 



    FINANCE DEPARTMENT REPORT  

Meeting Date:  1/28/2014 
To: Brenda S. Fischer, City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12358, EXPRESS FOOD MART 

General Information 
Request:  New, Non-Transferable 

License:  Series 10 (Liquor Store - Beer and Wine) 

Location:  6445 North 51st Avenue, Suite 101 

District:  Cactus 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Esho Kais 

Owner:  Seven Rising Stars LLC 

Background 
 
1. The 60-day deadline for processing this license was January 28, 2014.  A letter requesting 

an extension was sent to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control on 
December 4, 2013. 

 
2. The population density is 18,227 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
3. This business is within 300 feet of a church; however, they were grandfathered in 1987. 
 
4. Express Food Mart is currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of 

this license will not increase the number of liquor licenses in the area. 

Citizen Participation to Date 

No protests were received during the 20-day posting period, December 10 through December 30, 
2013. 

Review/Analysis 

In accordance with A.R.S. § 4-201(G), the applicant bears the burden of showing City Council that 



 

public convenience requires that the best interest of the community will be substantially served 
by the issuance of a license.  Council, when considering this new, non-transferable series 10 
license, may take into consideration the applicant’s capability, qualifications, and reliability. 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 

COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT:  Approved the application with no 
comments. 
 
POLICE DEPARTMENT:  Recommended no cause for denial. 
 
FIRE DEPARTMENT:  Approved the application with no comments. 

Staff Recommendation 

It is staff’s recommendation to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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Meeting Date: 1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12365, IL PRIMO PIZZA & WINGS 
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 12 (Restaurant) license 
for IL Primo Pizza & Wings located at 6661 West Bell Road, Suite 101-102.  The Arizona 
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 12079726) was submitted by Michael 
J. Stallone. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
The location of the establishment is in the Sahuaro District.  The property is zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 11,076.  This series 12 is a new 
license, therefore, the approval of this license will increase the number of liquor licenses in the 
area by one.  The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile radius is as listed below. 
 

Series Type Quantity 
06 Bar - All Liquor 6 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 1 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 5 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 5 
12 Restaurant 14 
 
 
 
 

Total 31 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
No public protests were received during the 20-day posting period. 
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Attachments 
 

Finance Department Report 

Map 

Police Calls for Service Report 



    FINANCE DEPARTMENT REPORT  

Meeting Date:  1/28/2014 
To: Brenda S. Fischer, City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12365, IL PRIMO PIZZA & WINGS 

General Information 
Request:  New, Non-Transferable 

License:  Series 12 (Restaurant) 

Location:  6661 West Bell Road, Suite 101-102 

District:  Sahuaro 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Michael J. Stallone 

Owner:  IL Primo Pizza & Wings MJS, LLC 

Background 
 
1. The population density is 11,076 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
2. The 300 feet from any church or school rule does not apply to this series license.  
 
3. This series 12 is a new license, therefore, the approval of this license will increase the 

number of liquor licenses in the area by one. 

Citizen Participation to Date 

No protests were received during the 20-day posting period, December 10 through December 30, 
2013. 

Review/Analysis 

In accordance with A.R.S. § 4-201(G), the applicant bears the burden of showing City Council that 
public convenience requires that the best interest of the community will be substantially served 
by the issuance of a license.  Council, when considering a new, non-transferable series 12 license, 
may take into consideration the location, as well as the applicant’s capability, qualifications, and 
reliability. 



 

 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 

COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT:  Approved the application with no 
comments. 
 
POLICE DEPARTMENT:  Recommended no cause for denial. 
 
FIRE DEPARTMENT:  Approved the application with no comments. 

Staff Recommendation 

It is staff’s recommendation to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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Meeting Date:         1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO APPROVE A MAINTENANCE SUPPORT AGREEMENT  
WITH TCS AMERICA, INC. AND IMPRESSION TECHNOLOGY, INC. FOR THE  
TAX MANTRA SYSTEM 

Staff Contact: Tom Duensing, Executive Director, Financial Services  

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve maintenance support with TCS America, Inc. for the 
Tax Mantra System for one year under Contract No. C-7108 for an amount not to exceed $151,719, 
and Impression Technology, Inc. for one year under Contract No. C-7132, C-7133, C-7133-1 for an 
amount not to exceed $49,503.    

Background 
 
On August 11, 2009, City Council awarded proposal 09-15 with TCS America, Inc. and Impression 
Technology, Inc. for the sales tax and license system software and the electronic document 
processing component.  The city utilizes the sales tax and license software to manage taxpayer 
information, process tax returns and business license renewals, monitor outstanding receivables 
and delinquencies, and identify potential audit cases.  Annual maintenance provides technical 
support, software updates and fixes, and upgrade rights.  The proposal allows for maintenance 
support on an annual basis by mutual agreement.  It is the city’s desire to renew the maintenance 
support on an annual basis based on appropriation of funds. 
 
Under the current contract with TCS America, Inc., the cost for one year of maintenance is 
$151,719 and covers the period of February 2014 through January 2015.  Staff is currently in 
contact with TCS America, Inc. on a weekly basis to assist with system updates, fixes, and changes.   
 
Under the current contract with Impression Technology, Inc., the cost for one year of maintenance 
is $44,503 and covers the period of May 10, 2014 through May 9, 2015; in addition, $5,000 
contingency in the event additional licenses are needed to be purchased during this one-year 
period.   

Analysis 
 
TCS America, Inc. is the provider of the Tax Mantra software and currently provides the much 
needed maintenance and support.  It is common in the software industry for the software 
maintenance to be provided only by the creator of the system as the software is proprietary and 
the firms tend not to license other companies to provide the services. 
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Impression Technology, Inc. provides the software that allows the scanning of sales tax documents 
and utility bill payments, which are then uploaded to the sales tax and utility billing systems daily 
and electronically deposits funds to the bank. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On February 12, 2013, City Council approved maintenance support expenditures for the Tax 
Mantra system for the period of February 2013 through January 2014. 
 
On August 11, 2009, City Council awarded proposal 09-15 (Contract No. C-7108) with TCS 
America Inc. for the sales tax and license system software and the electronic document processing 
component.  The proposal term allows for the continuation of maintenance annually upon mutual 
agreement by both parties. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The Tax Mantra system captures taxpayer account information, tracks tax return filings and 
payments, delinquencies, and licensing and business information.   

Budget and Financial Impacts 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

Attachments 

Agreement: C-7108 Agreements: C-7133, C-7133-1, C-7132

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$151,719 1140-11530-522700, Technology Replacement Fund 

$29,701.80 1000-11340-518200, License/Collection 

$19,801.80 2360-17020-518200, Customer Service Office 
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Meeting	Date:							 1/28/2014	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting	

Title:	
AUTHORIZATION	TO	PURCHASE	A	FIRE	PUMPER	FROM		
HOUSTON‐GALVESTON	AREA	COUNCIL	WITH	GRANT	FUNDS	RECEIVED		
FROM	THE	SALT	RIVER	PIMA‐MARICOPA	INDIAN	COMMUNITY	

Staff	Contact:	 Mark	Burdick,	Fire	Chief		

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	is	a	request	for	City	Council	to	authorize	the	purchase	of	a	new	Fire	Pumper	from	Houston‐
Galveston	Area	Council	(HGAC)	in	the	amount	of	$484,206.92.	

Background	
	
Under	 the	 tribal‐state	 gaming	 compact,	 Proposition	 202,	 the	 Salt	 River	 Pima‐Maricopa	 Indian	
Community	 (SRPMIC)	 chose	 to	 contribute	 $425,000	 to	 the	 Glendale	 Fire	 Department	 for	 the	
purchase	of	a	fire	truck.		On	November	26,	2013,	the	City	Council	approved	the	acceptance	of	the	
grant	funds.			
	
The	Fire	Department	Apparatus	Committee	reviewed	quotes	from	three	different	manufacturers,	
available	 on	 the	 HGAC	 contract,	 and	 has	 found	 a	 standardized	 “Program”	 truck	 that	 meets	 or	
exceeds	all	specifications	for	performance	and	service	delivery.		
	
The	 cost	of	 the	Fire	Department	 fleet	 is	becoming	very	expensive	 to	operate	due	 to	 its	 age.	 	By	
putting	a	new	truck	in	front	line	service,	the	department	can	reduce	by	a	factor	of	two	the	need	for	
a	reserve	truck	to	cover	while	in	for	repairs.			

Analysis	
	
The	purchase	of	 the	new	 fire	 truck	 from	E‐One	 includes	 a	 full	 five	year	warranty	on	all	 engine,	
transmission,	 pump,	 tank,	 and	 body	 of	 the	 truck,	 and	will	 increase the availability and reliability of 
this unit for emergency response by not requiring repairs as often.  This	 will	 also	 remove	 the	 expense	
of	maintaining	two	reserve	pumpers	 from	an	old	 fleet	 in	 the	department’s	annual	shop	and	fuel	
budget.		The	estimated	proceeds	from	the	sale	of	the	two	reserve	pumpers,	along	with	one	reserve	
ladder	 tender,	 are	 $59,500.	 	 The	 ladder	 tender	 is	 no	 longer	 part	 of	 the	 Fire	 Department	 fleet	
rotation.		
	
HGAC	has	given	an	estimate	of	300	days	for	delivery	from	receipt	of	the	purchase	order.	
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The	 Fire	 Department	 staff	 worked	 with	 Materials	 Management	 and	 followed	 the	 proper	
procurement	 process.	 	 	 The	 Notice	 of	 Intent	 to	 Award	 went	 to	 HGAC,	 utilizing	 the	 Interstate	
Interlocal	Contract	for	Cooperative	Purchasing.				
	
Staff	recommends	Council	approve	this	request	to	use	the	grant	funds	from	SRPMIC	to	purchase	
new	fire	truck	through	the	HGAC	contract.	

Previous	Related	Council	Action	
	
On	November	26,	2013,	Council	approved	the	acceptance	of	grant	funds	from	the	Salt	River	Pima‐
Maricopa	Indian	Community	(SRPMIC)	in	the	amount	of	$425,000	for	the	purchase	of	a	new	fire	
truck.			
	

Community	Benefit/Public	Involvement	
	
New	apparatus	is	a	benefit	to	the	community	and	the	firefighters	that	use	and	depend	on	them	by	
putting	a	safer	and	more	reliable	truck	on	the	road.		Changes	in	technology,	such	as	the	360	degree	
camera	system	exterior	view,	 is	an	added	level	of	collision	avoidance	not	available	on	apparatus	
before	 now.	 	 Changes	 in	 the	 available	 engine	 configuration	will	 achieve	 a	 50%	 increase	 in	 fuel	
efficiency,	which	is	cost	effective	for	the	citizens.			

Budget	and	Financial	Impacts	
	
The	 total	 cost	of	 the	new	 fire	 truck	 is	$484,206.92,	 including	sales	 tax.	 	With	 the	grant	 funds	of	
$425,000	and	the	estimated	proceeds	from	the	sale	of	the	two	reserve	pumpers	and	one	reserve	
ladder	tender,	the	cost	of	the	new	fire	truck	will	be	covered.			

Attachments	

None	
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Meeting	Date:							 1/28/2014	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting	

Title:	 AUTHORIZATION	OF	A	CONTINGENCY	TRANSFER	TO	THE	FIRE		
DEPARTMENT	

Staff	Contact:	 Mark	Burdick,	Fire	Chief	

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	is	a	request	seeking	City	Council	approval	for	a	budget	appropriation	transfer	from	General	
Fund,	 Contingency,	 Contingency	 (1000‐11901‐510200)	 to	 General	 Fund,	 Fire	 Operations,	
Overtime	Pay	(1000‐12422‐500600)	in	the	amount	of	$508,230.		This	is	the	first	budget	transfer	
request	 to	 address	 the	 estimated	 Fire	 Department	 budget	 deficit	 as	 presented	 to	 Council	 on	
November	19,	2013.	

Background	
	
At	the	November	19,	2013	City	Council	Workshop,	Fire	Chief	Mark	Burdick	presented	an	analysis	
of	the	Fiscal	Year	(FY)	2013‐14	Fire	Department,	General	Fund	budget.	 	At	this	presentation,	the	
budget	expenses	projected	to	cause	the	department	to	be	overspent	were	as	follows:	
	

 Constant	Staffing	–	(average	overtime	per	month	is	approximately	$54,144	per	pay	period).		
We	were	budgeted	$846,636	 for	FY	2013‐14	 and	 require	 $1,407,751,	 as	 expended	 in	FY	
2012‐13,	for	a	gap	of	$561,115.	We	expect	to	deplete	our	overtime	funding	by	the	13th	pay	
period	in	FY	2013‐14	(pay	period	ending	12/14/13).		

 Shop	and	Fuel	Chargeback	–	In	FY	2012‐13	the	department	used	$809,901	in	shop	and	fuel;	
Funding	for	FY	2013‐14	is	$547,048	for	Shop	and	Fuel,	creating	a	deficit	of	$262,853	in	this	
area	and	fuel	costs	are	continuing	to	increase.		

 Computer	Aided	Dispatch	(CAD)	–	With	the	increase	for	CAD,	the	Fire	Department	will	be	
short	by	$23,372.	

 Regional	Wireless	Cooperative	(RWC)	funding	gap	of	$94,923	in	FY	2013‐14.		
 Personal	 Protective	 Gear	 –	 An	 $80,000	 supplemental	 for	 personal	 protective	 gear	 was	

submitted	last	budget	process.		This	supplemental	was	an	estimate	to	replace	gear	due	to	a	
National	Fire	Protection	Association	(NFPA)	standard	change	in	2013.		After	initiating	the	
new	standards,	the	program	was	stopped	at	25%	replacement	due	to	a	lack	of	funding.		The	
current	 requirement	 to	 make	 the	 department	 NFPA	 compliant	 is	 one‐time	 funding	 of	
$496,324	and	on‐going	funding	of	$111,300.		

 Self‐contained	breathing	apparatus	 (SCBA)	updates	 –	A	$125,000	one‐time	 supplemental	
for	SCBA	updates	is	required	to	keep	the	current	equipment	in	service.		Replacement	parts	
are	 not	 available	 from	 the	 manufacturer,	 so	 units	 are	 being	 disassembled	 to	 utilize	
serviceable	parts.	
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These	amounts	total	$1,674,887	and	are	offset	by	projected	salary	savings	of	$250,147,	a	one‐time	
reimbursement	 of	 $66,640	 from	 the	 City	 of	 Goodyear,	 and	 a	 one‐time	 reimbursement	 from	 the	
City	of	Phoenix	for	$30,030,	for	a	net	deficit	of	$1,328,070.		This	deficit	is	comprised	of	$524,654	in	
one‐time	expenses,	bringing	the	on‐going	deficit	to	$803,416.	
	
Based	on	a	projected	FY	2013‐14	net	deficit	of	$1,328,070,	Council	consensus	was	to	seek	funding	
to	 fill	 this	 budgetary	 shortfall.	 	 This	 action	 to	 fund	 $508,230	 from	 General	 Fund	 Contingency	
leaves	a	projected	deficit	of	$819,840.	 	Budget	appropriation	to	address	the	remaining	$819,840	
Fire	Department	 deficit	will	 be	 identified	 by	Financial	 Services	 and	Fire	Department	 staff.	 	 It	 is	
anticipated	 that	 a	 budget	 transfer	 request	 in	 the	 fourth	 quarter	 of	 FY	 2013‐14	 will	 include	
budgetary	transfers	from	other	departments. 
	
On	 December	 10,	 2013,	 Council	 approved	 a	 resolution	 supporting	 the	 Cash	 and	 Budget	
Appropriation	Transfer	 Policy.	 	 This	 policy	 indicates	 that	 contingency	 budget	 appropriation	
transfers	can	be	authorized	by	Council	throughout	the	fiscal	year.	

Analysis	
	
Staff	 is	requesting	a	contingency	transfer	of	$508,230	 in	order	 to	partially	offset	 the	$1,328,070	
projected	net	deficit.		The	total	amount	of	the	request	is	based	on	an	analysis	of	the	total	General	
Fund	 contingency	 appropriation	 and	 the	 anticipated	 future	 needs	 of	 the	 contingency	
appropriation.	 	 Approval	 of	 the	 transfer	 request	 is	 consistent	 with	 the	 Cash	 and	 Budget	
Appropriation	Transfer	Policy.	
	
As	 stated	previously,	budget	appropriation	 to	address	 the	 remaining	$819,840	Fire	Department	
deficit	will	be	 identified	by	Financial	Services	and	Fire	Department	staff.	 	 It	 is	anticipated	that	a	
budget	transfer	request	in	the	fourth	quarter	of	FY	2013‐14	will	include	budgetary	transfers	from	
other	departments.	

Previous	Related	Council	Action	
	
On	December	10,	2013,	Council	adopted	RESOLUTION	NO.	4759	NEW	SERIES	supporting	the	Cash	
and	Budget	Appropriation	Transfer	Policy.	
	
On	November	19,	2013,	Council	was	presented	an	analysis	of	 the	FY	2013‐14	Fire	Department,	
General	Fund	projected	budget	deficit	at	a	City	Council	Workshop.	
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Budget	and	Financial	Impacts	
	
Staff	 is	 seeking	 City	 Council	 approval	 for	 a	 budget	 appropriation	 transfer	 from	 General	 Fund,	
Contingency,	Contingency	(1000‐ 11901‐510200)	to	General	Fund,	Fire	Operations,	Overtime	Pay	
(1000‐12422‐500600)	 in	 the	 amount	 of	 $508,230.	 	 This	 is	 the	 first	 budget	 transfer	 request	 to	
address	 the	estimated	Fire	Department	budget	deficit	as	presented	 to	Council	on	November	19,	
2013.	 	 This	 request	 is	 consistent	 with	 the	 Cash	 and	Budget	Appropriation	Transfer	 Policy	
which	states	contingency	budget	appropriation	transfers	can	be	authorized	by	Council	throughout	
the	fiscal	year.	

Capital	Expense?	Yes	 	No	 	

Budgeted?	Yes	 	No	 	

Requesting	Budget	or	Appropriation	Transfer?	Yes	 	No	 	

If	yes,	where	will	the	transfer	be	taken	from?		General	Fund,	Contingency,	Department	Contingency	
(1000‐11901‐510200)	

Attachments	

None	
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Meeting	Date:							 1/28/2014	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting	
Title:	 AUTHORIZATION	OF	A	GRANTS	FUND	TRANSFER	TO	FIRE	GRANTS	
Staff	Contact:	 Mark	Burdick,	Fire	Chief	

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	is	a	request	seeking	City	Council	approval	for	a	budget	appropriation	transfer	from	the	Grants	
Fund,	 Miscellaneous	 Grants,	 Contingency	 (1840‐32118‐510200)	 to	 Grants	 Fund,	 Grant	
Appropriation‐Fire	 Department,	 various	 accounts	 (1840‐34001‐<various>)	 in	 the	 amount	 of	
$1,000,000.		This	request	is	to	increase	the	Fire	Department	grant	budget	for	estimated	grants	to	
be	received	and	expended	for	the	remainder	of	Fiscal	Year	(FY)	2013‐14.	

Background	
	
In	FY	2013‐14,	a	total	of	$500,000	in	Fire	Department	grant	funding	was	approved.			

Analysis	
	
Based	on	a	 review	of	 the	Fire	Department	 actual	 grant	expenditures	 through	December	31	and	
projected	grant	expenditures	through	the	remainder	of	the	fiscal	year,	it	is	estimated	that	the	total	
Fire	Department	grants	received	and	spent	in	FY	2013‐14	will	be	$1.5	million.		As	$500,000	was	
appropriated	 for	 FY	 2013‐14,	 an	 additional	 $1.0	 million	 in	 budget	 is	 requested	 to	 cover	
anticipated	 grant	 expenditures	 through	 June	 30,	 2014.	 	 This	 includes	 a	 recently	 awarded	 grant	
from	the	Salt	River	Pima‐Maricopa	Indian	Community	in	the	amount	of	$425,000	for	the	purchase	
of	a	new	fire	truck.		The	new	truck	meets	or	exceeds	all	specifications	for	performance	and	service	
delivery	and	includes	a	full	five	year	warranty	on	all	engine,	transmission,	pump,	tank,	and	body	of	
the	 truck.	 	 This	 will	 increase the availability and reliability of this unit for emergency response by not 
requiring repairs as often.   
	
Arizona	 Department	 of	 Homeland	 Security	 (AZDOHS)	 awarded	 the	 following	 grants	 to	 the	
Glendale	Fire	Department	in	the	FY	2013‐14:	
	

 2011	 reallocated	 grant	 funds	 in	 the	 amount	 of	 $15,000	 for	 the	 purchase	 of	 medical	
supplies,	 to	 replace	 expired	 pharmaceutical	 supplies	 for	 the	 Metropolitan	 Medical	
Response	 System	 (MMRS),	 and	 for	 personnel	 to	 attend	 national	 MMRS	 planning	
conferences.			

 2011	 reallocated	 grant	 funds	 in	 the	 amount	 of	 $21,660	 for	 the	 purchase	 of	 safety	
equipment	for	the	Technical	Rescue	Team	(TRT),	and	for	personnel	to	receive	training.	
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 2011	reallocated	grant	funds	in	the	amount	of	$59,500	to	purchase	a	new	response	vehicle	
for	the	Terrorism	Liaison	Officer	(TLO)	program.			

 2013	 grant	 funds	 in	 the	 amount	 of	 $108,000	 to	 purchase	 equipment	 for	 the	 Rapid	
Response	Team	(RRT),	and	to	send	personnel	for	training.	

 2013	grant	funds	in	the	amount	of	$36,962	to	purchase	TLO	cell	phone,	radio,	equipment	
and	satellite	phone	service,	and	to	send	personnel	for	training.						

Previous	Related	Council	Action	
	
On	June	14,	2013,	Council	approved	the	FY	2013‐14	Budget	which	included	Fire	Department	grant	
appropriations	of	$500,000	and	Miscellaneous	Grants	appropriations	of	$3,724,494.	
	

Community	Benefit/Public	Involvement	
	
New	apparatus	is	a	benefit	to	the	community	and	the	firefighters	that	use	and	depend	on	them	by	
putting	a	more	reliable	 fire	truck	on	the	road.	 	The	truck	will	be	equipped	with	new	technology	
that	 will	 add	 a	 level	 of	 collision	 avoidance	 and	 the	 engine	 configuration	 will	 achieve	 a	 50%	
increase	in	fuel	efficiency,	all	of	which	will	result	in	cost	savings	for	the	citizens.			

Budget	and	Financial	Impacts	
	
Staff	 is	 seeking	City	Council	approval	 for	a	budget	appropriation	 transfer	 from	the	Grants	Fund,	
Miscellaneous	Grants,	 Contingency	 (1840‐32118‐510200)	 to	Grants	 Fund,	 Grant	Appropriation‐
Fire	Department,	 various	 accounts	 (1840‐34001‐<various>)	 in	 the	 amount	 of	 $1,000,000.	 	 This	
request	 is	 to	 increase	the	Fire	Department	grant	budget	for	estimated	grants	to	be	received	and	
expended	for	the	remainder	of	FY	2013‐14.		This	request	is	consistent	with	the	Cash	and	Budget	
Appropriation	 Transfer	 Policy	 adopted	 December	 10,	 2013,	 which	 states	 miscellaneous	 grant	
appropriation	transfers	can	be	authorized	by	Council	throughout	the	fiscal	year.		

Capital	Expense?	Yes	 	No	 	

Budgeted?	Yes	 	No	 	

Requesting	Budget	or	Appropriation	Transfer?	Yes	 	No	 	

If	yes,	where	will	the	transfer	be	taken	from?		Grants	Fund,	Miscellaneous	Grants,	Contingency	(1840‐
32118‐510200)	

Attachments	

None	
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Meeting Date:         1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: AUTHORIZATION TO ACCEPT THE 2014 INTERNET CRIMES AGAINST  
CHILDREN SUB-GRANT 

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to accept the 2014 Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) sub-
grant in the amount of $5,000. 

Background 

The ICAC sub-grant is managed by the Phoenix Police Department, which is the primary ICAC 
grantee.  The Glendale Police Department has been receiving this grant for years to enhance the 
ability of the police to investigate and prosecute offenders of internet crimes against children. 

Analysis 
 
The Police Department will put these funds toward the purchase of a AccessData Forensic Tool Kit 
(FTK) License and Cellebrite UFED Touch Ultimate.  The FTK is a court-approved digital 
investigations platform recognized as the standard in computer forensics software for forensic 
examiners.  The FTK is designed to conduct examinations of data in a forensic manner from 
different devices that hold electronic evidence, such as: hard drives, thumb drives, and disks.  The 
FTK is used to obtain evidence in cases ranging from child crimes and homicides, to property 
crimes and identity theft.  Another license for the FTK will be purchased to increase the efficiency 
of computer forensic exams and allow another examiner to user the software.  
 
Cellebrite UFED device will be replacing an older model device that is being phased out and no 
longer supported.  The UFED device is used to extract digital evidence from cellphones, GPS 
devices, iPods, iPads and other tablets.  The UFED device gives examiners the ability to bypass 
device passcode locks in order to extract the digital evidence. 
 
This grant must be spent by April 14, 2014, so it is important for this item to go forward at this 
meeting.  The department will follow proper procurement procedures when making the purchase 
using the grant funds.  
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Previous Related Council Action 
 
On March 26, 2013, Council approved the acceptance of a 2013 ICAC grant in the amount of 
$5,000. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
The grant award totals $5,000.  There is no financial match required for this grant.  A specific 
account will be established in Fund 1840, the city’s grant fund, once the grant is accepted. 
 
The total amount of the purchase will be $13,562.49.  The amount not covered by the grant will be 
paid for using RICO Funds. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Resolution 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$8,562.49 1860-32030-524400, RICO 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4765 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ACCEPTING 
THE FY2013-14 INTERNET CRIMES AGAINST CHILDREN 
SUB-GRANT FUNDED BY THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT. 

 
 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE as follows: 
 

SECTION 1.  That the City of Glendale hereby accepts the FY2013-14 Internet Crimes 
Against Children sub-grant in the approximate amount of $5,000 funded by the U.S. Department 
of Justice through the Phoenix Police Department. 
 
 SECTION 2.  That the City Manager or his designee is hereby authorized to execute any 
and all documents necessary for the acceptance of said sub-grant. 
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk               (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
g_pd_icac14 
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Meeting Date:         1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE  
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT  WITH NORWOOD VILLAGE APARTMENTS, 
LLC AND GORMAN AND COMPANY, INC. FOR MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING  

Staff Contact: Sam McAllen,  Interim Assistant City Manager 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into an amendment to an existing development agreement 
with Norwood Village Apartments, LLC and Gorman and Company, Inc.  This amendment will 
allocate an additional $390,000 in Neighborhood Stabilization Program 3 (NSP 3) administrative 
savings and unused demolition funding to cover new construction costs and provide solar panels 
to Norwood Village Apartments LLC, a 95 unit multi-family property, located at 6738 North 45th 
Avenue. 

Background 
 
On February 28, 2012, the City of Glendale approved a development agreement with Gorman and 
Company to utilize $1.8 million of NSP 3 funding to acquire and rehabilitate the foreclosed 
Norwood Village Apartments, being sold by Fannie Mae.  
 
Gorman acquired Norwood Village Apartments, LLC, a garden-style community built in 1971, 
which is located on 5.19 acres and is in the process of rehabilitating 95 multi-family units.  This 
property was foreclosed upon by Fannie Mae prior to it being sold to Gorman and Company, Inc. 
Gorman is partnering with the Arizona Bridge to Independent Living (ABIL) and Catholic Charities 
to provide accessible units and onsite wrap-around services for families.  These services include 
before-and-after school programs, computer classes, financial literacy, and parenting classes to 
residents. 
 
Gorman has developed a portfolio of over 50 properties in six states, representing over 3,500 
housing units, many of which involved acquisition and rehabilitation.  Gorman partnered with the 
non-profit agency, ABIL, on the development of the Glendale Enterprise Lofts located at 63rd 
Avenue and Glendale Avenue in 2010.  ABIL will be used as a consultant during the rehabilitation 
to consult on accessibility of the units.  
 
The Community Development Advisory Committee (CDAC) unanimously voted to support the 
allocation of an additional $390,000 in NSP 3 funds at their January 8, 2014 public meeting. 
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Analysis 
  
The NSP 3 program was designed to assist communities in dealing with foreclosed properties and 
their effects on neighborhoods.  This program was designed with strict guidelines and expenditure 
deadlines.  This amendment will provide additional funds to help complete a project that will have 
a very positive community impact when completed.  Gorman representatives contacted city staff 
asking if any additional funds were available for solar upgrades and other construction related 
costs.  Since this project was bid out meeting all federal requirements and the funding can be 
applied quickly, the amendment will also help the city meet its NSP 3 expenditure deadline of 
March 16, 2014. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
In March of 2011, Council formally adopted an amendment to the Community Revitalization 
Annual Action Plan accepting $3.7 million in Neighborhood Stabilization Program (NSP 3) funds 
from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, (HUD), and also allocating $1.8 
million to the acquisition and rehabilitation of foreclosed multi-family properties, located within 
Centerline.     
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The acquisition and redevelopment of this foreclosed multi-family property will help stabilize the 
neighborhood and improve the quality of life for the residents of the apartment complex.  The 
units will be completely rehabilitated and additional onsite amenities will provide the families 
with a community room, onsite playground, and interior and exterior modernization of the units.  
Some two bedroom units will be converted to accessible three bedroom units, addressing an 
unmet housing need as identified by Gorman through a recent marketing study. 
 
In an effort to keep the units affordable, the addition of solar panels will help keep future utility 
costs within the budgets of the low-moderate income tenants living at Norwood Village 
Apartments. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
This development will be publicly and privately funded.  Public funding is being provided through 
NSP 3 with the rest of the funding being comprised from Low Income Housing Tax Credits, and 
other private financing.  The anticipated project budget is $16,900,000.  Glendale’s portion of this 
project totals $2,190,000 with the additional NSP 3 funds.  
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Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Resolution 

Amendment to Agreement 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$390,000 1311-30910-518200 , Neighborhood Stabilization Program 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4766 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF A FIRST 
AMENDMENT TO DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT FOR 
MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING DEVELOPMENT UNDER THE 
NEIGHBORHOOD STABILIZATION PROGRAM III WITH 
NORWOOD VILLAGE APARTMENTS, LLC; AND 
DIRECTING THAT THE AGREEMENT BE RECORDED. 

 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE as follows: 

 
SECTION 1.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the 

citizens thereof that the First Amendment to Development Agreement for Multi-Family Housing 
Development under the Neighborhood Stabilization Program III with Norwood Village 
Apartments, LLC be entered into, which development agreement is now on file in the office of 
the City Clerk of the City of Glendale. 
 

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager and the City Clerk are hereby authorized and 
directed to execute and deliver said development agreement on behalf of the City of Glendale. 
 

SECTION 3.  That the City Clerk is hereby directed to forward the development 
agreement for recording to the Maricopa County Recorder’s Office within ten (10) days after the 
execution thereof. 

 
PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk               (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
da_norwood1 
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Meeting Date:         1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: AUTHORIZATION TO AMEND COUNCIL MEETING RULES AND PROCEDURES  
Staff Contact: Kristen Krey, Council Services Administrator 

Purpose and Policy Guidance 
 
This is a request for Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution amending 
the Council Meeting Rules and Procedures to better reflect the direction and philosophy of the 
Mayor and Council.  

Background 
 
At the June 18, 2013 City Council workshop, Council discussed the placement of Citizen Comments 
in the Order of Business at City Council meetings.  At the August 13, 2013 City Council meeting, 
action was taken to move Citizen Comments to the beginning of the meeting for the next six 
months to determine if this is an effective measure for public participation.  At that time, the 
Council Meeting Rules and Procedures (Section 3) was not revised and it was determined that the 
item would be brought forward to Council at the end of the six month trial period.   

 
Citizen Comments were placed at the beginning of the Council meeting agendas in September 
2013.  At the Council workshop on January 21, 2014, Council reviewed this item and determined 
by consensus to return the Citizen Comments to the end of the meeting and allow three minutes 
per speaker instead of five minutes.  
 
Analysis 
 
Staff is recommending a change be made to Section 3.1 of the Council Meeting Rules and 
Procedures (Order of Business) to accurately reflect the order of business at City Council 
meetings, as the order indicated on the document was not current in regards to the order of the 
agenda.  
 
Based on Council direction, staff is also recommending Section 5 of the Council Meeting Rules and 
Procedures (addressing the Council, Regular Meetings and Public Hearings) be revised to indicate 
the change from five minutes to three minutes per speaker for Citizen Comments.   
 
As a point of clarification, there are two different opportunities for the public to make comments 
during City Council meetings:  

 



 

  CITY COUNCIL REPORT  
 

 
• Citizen Comments - Occur at the end of the Council meeting. This applies to 

citizens wishing to discuss items that are not on the Council Agenda.  The 
comment period will be limited to three minutes per speaker effective at the 
February 11, 2014 Council meeting.  

 
• Public Hearing Item Comments and Non-Public Hearing Item Comments – Occur 

throughout the meeting.  These apply to items that are on the Council 
meeting agenda and are limited to five minutes per speaker.  

Previous Related Council Action 
 
At the June 18, 2013 City Council Workshop, Council discussed the Order of Business for citizens 
comments at City Council meetings.  
 
At the August 13, 2013 City Council meeting, action was taken to move public comments to the 
beginning of the meeting.  
 
At the September 10, 2013 City Council voting meeting, the Council Meeting Rules and Procedures 
were also updated to include the Council Prayer/Invocation.  

Attachments 

Resolution 

Amended Council Meeting Rules and Procedures 



RESOLUTION NO. 4767 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ADOPTING 
THE GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL “COUNCIL MEETING 
RULES AND PROCEDURES.” 

 
 WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Council adopted the Glendale City Council “Council 
Meeting Rules and Procedures” by Resolution No. 3136 New Series on July 8, 1997; 
 
 WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Council adopted an amended Glendale City Council 
“Council Meeting Rules and Procedures” by Resolution No. 4721 New Series on September 10, 
2013; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Glendale wishes to ensure that order and decorum 
at all meetings of the Council be preserved to allow the orderly conduct of the business of the 
meetings and to provide all persons in attendance a fair opportunity to provide input to the 
Council and to City administration. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE as follows: 
 

SECTION 1.  That the certain document known as the Glendale City Council “Council 
Meeting Rules and Procedures” is hereby adopted and attached hereto as Exhibit A and 
incorporated herein by this reference. 

 
 SECTION 2.  That three (3) copies of the Council Meeting Rules and Procedures are on 
file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale, Arizona. 

 
PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this ______ day of __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 

_______________________ 
City Clerk               (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 

_______________________ 
City Manager 
c_rules_procedures 



EXHIBIT A 
 

GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL 
COUNCIL MEETING RULES AND PROCEDURES 

 
SECTION 1:  RULES, PURPOSE AND EFFECT 
 
1.1 The Council’s meetings must be noticed and conducted in accordance with applicable 

open meetings statutes and other law. 
 

1.2 These rules and procedures are adopted by the Council of the City of Glendale, under the 
Council’s authority provided by the Charter and by law to determine its own rules, order 
of business, and to regulate the conduct of its meetings.  Where not inconsistent with 
these rules and procedures, the current version of Robert’s Rules of Order will be used as 
a supplementary guideline and general parliamentary procedure will be observed in the 
conduct of the Council’s meetings. 
 

1.3 The Mayor, or a majority of the council, may suspend strict observance of these rules and 
procedures and any applicable provision of Robert’s Rules for the timely and orderly 
progression of the meeting. 

 
SECTION 2:  PRESIDING OFFICER 
 
2.1 As provided by the City Charter, the Mayor, or in the Mayor’s absence, the Vice-Mayor, 

is the presiding officer of the Council and will preside at all Council meetings. 
 
2.2 The presiding officer will preserve order and decorum at all meetings of the Council to 

allow the orderly conduct of the business of the meeting and to provide persons in 
attendance with an interest in all agenda items to have an opportunity to have their item 
of interest duly considered by the Council, including a fair opportunity for interested 
persons to speak on public hearing items.  Any decision by the Mayor on procedural 
matters in final, subject only to appeal to the whole Council as provided in Robert’s 
Rules. 

 
SECTION 3:  ORDER OF BUSINESS 
 
3.1 The order of business at regular meetings of the Council ordinarily will be as follows: 
 

• Call to Order – Pledge of Allegiance 
• Prayer/Invocation 
• Approval of Minutes 
• Boards and Commissions 
• Proclamations and Awards 
• Consent Agenda 
• Consent Resolutions 



 

• Public Hearing - Land Development Actions 
• Land Development Actions 
• Bids and Contracts 
• Public Hearing- Ordinances 
• Ordinances 
• Public Hearing- Resolutions 
• Resolutions 
• New Business 
• Request for Future Workshop and Executive Session 
• Citizen Comments 
• Council Comments and Suggestions 
• Adjournment 

 
3.2 The Mayor, or a majority of the Council, may decide to consider items out of sequence 

from the printed agenda for the meeting.  The Council cannot act on any items not listed 
on the agenda unless an emergency exists. 

 
3.3 The consent agenda matters are of a routine nature or matters which previously have been 

studied by the Council at a work session and may be adopted by one motion.  Other than 
introduction of the items by the City Manager, there will be no discussion of separate 
items, unless members of the Council request that a specific item be discussed and 
considered separately. 

 
3.4 Prayer/Invocation at Council Voting Meetings - In order to solemnize proceedings of the 

City Council, it is the policy of the City Council to allow for an invocation or prayer to be 
offered at its meetings for the benefit of the City Council and the community. 

 
3.5 The following guidelines allow for an invocation, which may include prayer, reflective 

moment of silence, or short solemnizing message. 
 

1. No member of the Council, employee of the City, or any other person in 
attendance at the meeting shall be required to participate in any prayer or 
invocation that is offered. 

 
2. The prayer/invocation shall be voluntarily delivered by any person who has 

offered. 
 
3. The speaker shall not receive compensation for his or her service. 
 
4. No speaker shall proselytize or otherwise openly seek to promote certain aspects 

of doctrine or faith; openly advocate or campaign for conversion of individuals or 
groups; or openly advance any faith, belief, doctrine, or dogma.  No prayer/ 
invocation shall disparage the religious faith or non-religious views of others. 

 



5. It is recommended that the prayer/invocation be no more than two minutes in 
length. 

 
The above guidelines are not intended, and shall not be implemented or construed in 
anyway, to affiliate the City Council with, nor express the Council’s preference for, any 
faith or religious denominations.  Rather, these guidelines are intended to acknowledge 
and express the City Council’s respect for the diversity of both organized and 
unorganized religious denomination, as well as other faiths represented and practiced 
among the citizens of the City of Glendale. 

 
3.6 Anyone violating of these guidelines is subject to disqualification from offering future 

prayers/invocations. 
 
3.7 As adopted by Council, the City Council Meeting Rules and Guidelines state that the 

Mayor is the presiding officer of the meetings and as such: 
 

“SECTION 2 – PRESIDING OFFICER 
 
2.1 As provided by the City Charter, the Mayor, or in the Mayor’s absence, 
the Vice-Mayor, is the presiding officer of the Council and will preside at all 
Council meetings. 
 
2.2 The presiding officer will preserve order and decorum at all meetings of 
the Council to allow the orderly conduct of the business of the meeting and to 
provide persons in attendance with an interest in all agenda items to have an 
opportunity to have their item of interest duly considered by the Council, 
including a fair opportunity for interested persons to speak on public hearing 
items.  Any decision by the Mayor on procedural matters in final, subject only to 
appeal to the whole Council as provided in Robert’s  Rules. 
 

Therefore, the Mayor shall advise the speaker that their time is up in order to keep with 
the orderly operation of the meeting. 

 
3.8 In no event shall a speaker be scheduled to offer a prayer/invocation at consecutive 

meetings of the Council. 
 
3.9 In no event shall a speaker offer the prayer/invocation more than three times in one fiscal 

year.  Similarly, no speaker from the same denomination, faith or sect shall speak more 
times than three in one fiscal year. 

 
3.10 Neither the Council nor staff shall engage in any inquiry, examination, restriction, review 

of, or involvement in, the content of any prayer to be offered. 
 
3.11 In the event that there is no scheduled speaker to offer the prayer/invocation, the agenda 

shall include a Moment of Silence. 
 



 

3.12 The following language shall be included on every agenda: 
 

“Any prayer/invocation that may be offered before the start of 
regular Council business shall be the voluntary offering of a private 
citizen, for the benefit of the Council and the citizens present.  The 
views or beliefs expressed by the prayer/invocation speaker have 
not been previously reviewed or approved by the Council, and the 
Council does not endorse the religious beliefs or views of this, or 
any other speaker.  A list of volunteers is maintained by the 
Mayor’s office and interested persons should contact the Mayor’s 
office for further information.” 
 

3.13 City officials should not give the impression that they are expressing an official City 
religion, are speaking on the City’s behalf or that City residents attending the meeting are 
expected to participate in the prayer/invocation. 

 
3.14 Process: 
 

1. The Mayor’s office will maintain a list of volunteers. 
 
2. Volunteers will be able to sign up via the website, a hard copy request form also 

available on the website, or submitted in person to a representative of the Mayor’s 
Office at 5850 West Glendale Avenue. 

 
3. As the requests are received they will be placed in that order.  The speakers will 

be contacted in order of date and then time received and requested to speak at a 
future meeting of the Council. 

 
4. The Mayor’s office will follow up with letter setting forth the date and time that 

the speaker should be prepared to offer the invocation/prayer.  Additionally, the 
letter will remind the intended speaker that the prayer/invocation being offered 
cannot seek to proselytize in favor of one religion or sect or disparage another 
region or belief. 

 
SECTION 4:  WORKSHOP MEETINGS 
 
4.1 The Council may conduct workshop meetings or study session on matters which are 

expected to come before the Council for formal action at a regular meeting or otherwise 
need study by the Council.  Items to be considered will be placed on an agenda as 
required by the open meetings statutes. 

 
4.2 At workshop meetings the Council will receive information and presentation of issues 

from the City Manager and City staff.  Council may ask questions and may request that 
certain information be provided or issues be addressed when items are considered further 
at another workshop meeting or a regular meeting of Council.  Council may direct that 



matters under consideration be brought forward for formal action at a regular meeting, 
that further study be conducted if appropriate, that matters under consideration not be 
pursued further (except for matters requiring a public hearing), or that modifications be 
made before a matter is considered further. 

 
4.3 Final action on items is not taken at workshop or study sessions.  No formal vote of the 

Council in favor or against any agenda item may be taken at a workshop or study session. 
 
4.4 Workshops are not public hearings.  On public hearing items, public testimony will be 

taken before Council action on the item at a regular meeting.  No member of the public or 
interested party has the right to make a presentation or address the Council on an item 
under consideration in a workshop or study session.  Questions may be directed by the 
Council to a member of the public or another interested party or, in appropriate 
circumstances, a brief presentation may be permitted by a member of the public or 
another interested party on an agenda item or a particular question related to an agenda 
item.  The Mayor may limit or end the time for such response to questions or 
presentation. 

 
SECTION 5:  ADDRESSING THE COUNCIL, REGULAR MEETINGS AND PUBLIC 
HEARINGS 
 
5.1 Any person wishing to address the Council, on a public hearing item or other agenda 

item, must fill out a speaker card and turn it in to the City Clerk, indicating the speaker’s 
name, address, and the agenda item on which he or she wishes to speak.  Persons wishing 
to speak under “Citizen Comments” should designate a subject matter on which they will 
speak.  On agenda items that are not scheduled for public hearing, brief public comment 
may be allowed, time permitting.  The time permitted for such public comment by each 
speaker will be limited as provided for public hearing items.  The Mayor may close the 
public comment on non-public hearing agenda items, even if not all interested parties 
have spoken, or end the time for comment by a speaker, to allow the meeting to proceed. 

 
5.2 Citizen Comments occur at the end of the Council meeting. These are speakers 

discussing items that are not on the Council Agenda.  These will be limited to three 
minutes per speaker. 

 
5.3 Public Hearing Item Comments and Non-public Hearing Item Comments occur 

throughout the meeting.  These are for items that are on the Council meeting agenda 
and are limited to five minutes per speaker. 

 
a. Speakers may be limited to less than five minutes each in consideration of the 

number of people wishing to speak, the length of the agenda, the number of public 
hearing items, and the timely and orderly progression of the meeting.  Applicants 
on public hearing items and their attorneys, representatives, experts and 
supporting witnesses are not necessarily limited to a total of five minutes, but 
must be concise and coordinate their presentations to avoid repetition and 
unnecessary length.  At the discretion of the Chair, rebuttal comments by the 



 

applicant or applicants’ representative may be allowed.  If allowed, rebuttal 
comments will address matters and questions raised in the public hearing, answers 
to questions by Council, and must be brief.  Other than any rebuttal, no person 
will be allowed to address the Council after the public hearing is closed or after a 
motion is made on a non-public hearing item, without first securing the 
permission to do so. 

 
5.4 Speakers on any items, whether a public hearing, other item on the agenda, or Citizen 

Comments, should address their comments to matters pertinent to the agenda item or 
subject matter at hand and should avoid repetition of the comments of previous speakers 
on the item.  Simply stating agreement with the points raised by the prior speaker(s) will 
help move the meeting along so that all who wish to speak have the opportunity to do so 
within a reasonable time.  Large groups whose members wish to speak on a matter may 
designate a spokesperson. 

 
5.5 The purpose of public comment is to provide information and the speaker’s views for 

Council consideration.  Any questions raised by the speaker will not be answered by 
Council during the public hearing, but will be referred for follow-up by the City Manager 
or City staff after the conclusion of the public hearing.  It is not appropriate in the public 
hearing or public comment period on another agenda item for the speakers to debate the 
matter under consideration with other speakers, the audience, or members of the Council. 
All comments should be addressed through the Chair.  Questions may be posed to the 
speakers, any applicant’s representatives, and City staff, by the Council, after being 
recognized by the Chair.  Except when answering a direct question from a 
Councilmember, all remarks will be addressed to the Council as a whole, and not to 
individual members. 

 
5.6 Proper decorum must be observed by members of the Council, by speakers in providing 

testimony and remarks, and by the audience.  The Mayor shall keep control of the 
meeting and require the speakers and audience to refrain from abusive or profane 
remarks, disruptive outbursts, applause, protests, or other conduct which disrupts or 
interferes with the orderly conduct of the business of the meeting.  Personal attacks on 
Councilmembers, City staff, or members of the public are not allowed.  It is inappropriate 
to utilize the public hearing or other agenda item for purposes of making political 
speeches, including threats of political action.  Engaging in such conduct, and failing to 
cease such conduct upon request of the Mayor, will be grounds for ending a speaker’s 
time at the podium or for removal of any disruptive person from the meeting room, at the 
direction of the Mayor. 

 
5.7 Exhibits, letters, petitions and other documentary items presented or shown to the 

Council on a public hearing item become part of the records of the public hearing.  
Eleven collated sets of written or graphic materials should be provided by the speaker 
prior to the commencement of the hearing to allow for distribution to the Mayor and 
Council, key City staff, and a copy for the City Clerk to include in the public record of the 
hearing, whenever possible.  Reduced copies (8 ½ x 11 or 8 ½ x 14) of large graphic 



exhibits should be provided as part of the sets of materials for distribution to the Council, 
staff, and for the record.  This requirement may be waived for signed petitions submitted 
by neighborhoods or other citizen groups, although these groups also are encouraged to 
provide eleven sets of petitions where possible. 

 
 



GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL 
COUNCIL MEETING RULES AND PROCEDURES 

 
SECTION 1:  RULES, PURPOSE AND EFFECT 
 
1.1 The Council’s meetings must be noticed and conducted in accordance with applicable 

open meetings statutes and other law. 
 

1.2 These rules and procedures are adopted by the Council of the City of Glendale, under the 
Council’s authority provided by the Charter and by law to determine its own rules, order 
of business, and to regulate the conduct of its meetings.  Where not inconsistent with 
these rules and procedures, the current version of Robert’s Rules of Order will be used as 
a supplementary guideline and general parliamentary procedure will be observed in the 
conduct of the Council’s meetings. 
 

1.3 The Mayor, or a majority of the council, may suspend strict observance of these rules and 
procedures and any applicable provision of Robert’s Rules for the timely and orderly 
progression of the meeting. 

 
SECTION 2:  PRESIDING OFFICER 
 
2.1 As provided by the City Charter, the Mayor, or in the Mayor’s absence, the Vice-Mayor, 

is the presiding officer of the Council and will preside at all Council meetings. 
 
2.2 The presiding officer will preserve order and decorum at all meetings of the Council to 

allow the orderly conduct of the business of the meeting and to provide persons in 
attendance with an interest in all agenda items to have an opportunity to have their item 
of interest duly considered by the Council, including a fair opportunity for interested 
persons to speak on public hearing items.  Any decision by the Mayor on procedural 
matters in final, subject only to appeal to the whole Council as provided in Robert’s 
Rules. 

 
SECTION 3:  ORDER OF BUSINESS 
 
3.1 The order of business at regular meetings of the Council ordinarily will be as follows: 
 

 Call to Order – Pledge of Allegiance 
 Prayer/Invocation 
 Approval of Minutes 
 Boards and Commissions 
 Proclamations and Awards 
 Consent Agenda 
 Consent Resolutions 
 Public Hearing - Land Development Actions 
 Land Development Actions 



 Bids and Contracts 
 Public Hearing- Ordinances 
 Ordinances 
 Public Hearing- Resolutions 
 Resolutions 
 New Business 
 Request for Future Workshop and Executive Session 
 Citizen Comments 
 Council Comments and Suggestions 
 Adjournment 

 
3.2 The Mayor, or a majority of the Council, may decide to consider items out of sequence 

from the printed agenda for the meeting.  The Council cannot act on any items not listed 
on the agenda unless an emergency exists. 

 
3.3 The consent agenda matters are of a routine nature or matters which previously have been 

studied by the Council at a work session and may be adopted by one motion.  Other than 
introduction of the items by the City Manager, there will be no discussion of separate 
items, unless members of the Council request that a specific item be discussed and 
considered separately. 

 
3.4 Prayer/Invocation at Council Voting Meetings - In order to solemnize proceedings of the 

City Council, it is the policy of the City Council to allow for an invocation or prayer to 
be offered at its meetings for the benefit of the City Council and the community. 

 
3.5 The following guidelines allow for an invocation, which may include prayer, reflective 

moment of silence, or short solemnizing message. 
 

1. No member of the Council, employee of the City, or any other person in 
attendance at the meeting shall be required to participate in any prayer or 
invocation that is offered. 

 
2. The prayer/invocation shall be voluntarily delivered by any person who has 

offered. 
 
3. The speaker shall not receive compensation for his or her service. 
 
4. No speaker shall proselytize or otherwise openly seek to promote certain aspects 

of doctrine or faith; openly advocate or campaign for conversion of individuals or 
groups; or openly advance any faith, belief, doctrine, or dogma.  No prayer/ 
invocation shall disparage the religious faith or non-religious views of others. 

 
5. It is recommended that the prayer/invocation be no more than two minutes in 

length. 
 



 

The above guidelines are not intended, and shall not be implemented or construed in 
anyway, to affiliate the City Council with, nor express the Council’s preference for, any 
faith or religious denominations.  Rather, these guidelines are intended to acknowledge 
and express the City Council’s respect for the diversity of both organized and 
unorganized religious denomination, as well as other faiths represented and practiced 
among the citizens of the City of Glendale. 

 
3.6 Anyone violating of these guidelines is subject to disqualification from offering future 

prayers/invocations. 
 
3.7 As adopted by Council, the City Council Meeting Rules and Guidelines state that the 

Mayor is the presiding officer of the meetings and as such: 
 

“SECTION 2 – PRESIDING OFFICER 
 
2.1 As provided by the City Charter, the Mayor, or in the Mayor’s absence, 
the Vice-Mayor, is the presiding officer of the Council and will preside at all 
Council meetings. 
 
2.2 The presiding officer will preserve order and decorum at all meetings 
of the Council to allow the orderly conduct of the business of the meeting and to 
provide persons in attendance with an interest in all agenda items to have an 
opportunity to have their item of interest duly considered by the Council, 
including a fair opportunity for interested persons to speak on public hearing 
items.  Any decision by the Mayor on procedural matters in final, subject only 
to appeal to the whole Council as provided in Robert’s  Rules. 
 

Therefore, the Mayor shall advise the speaker that their time is up in order to keep with 
the orderly operation of the meeting. 

 
3.8 In no event shall a speaker be scheduled to offer a prayer/invocation at consecutive 

meetings of the Council. 
 
3.9 In no event shall a speaker offer the prayer/invocation more than three times in one fiscal 

year.  Similarly, no speaker from the same denomination, faith or sect shall speak more 
times than three in one fiscal year. 

 
3.10 Neither the Council nor staff shall engage in any inquiry, examination, restriction, review 

of, or involvement in, the content of any prayer to be offered. 
 
3.11 In the event that there is no scheduled speaker to offer the prayer/invocation, the agenda 

shall include a Moment of Silence. 
 

3.12 The following language shall be included on every agenda: 
 

“Any prayer/invocation that may be offered before the start of 
regular Council business shall be the voluntary offering of a 
private citizen, for the benefit of the Council and the citizens 



present.  The views or beliefs expressed by the prayer/invocation 
speaker have not been previously reviewed or approved by the 
Council, and the Council does not endorse the religious beliefs or 
views of this, or any other speaker.  A list of volunteers is 
maintained by the Mayor’s office and interested persons should 
contact the Mayor’s office for further information.” 
 

3.13 City officials should not give the impression that they are expressing an official City 
religion, are speaking on the City’s behalf or that City residents attending the meeting are 
expected to participate in the prayer/invocation. 

 
3.14 Process: 
 

1. The Mayor’s office will maintain a list of volunteers. 
 
2. Volunteers will be able to sign up via the website, a hard copy request form also 

available on the website, or submitted in person to a representative of the Mayor’s 
Office at 5850 West Glendale Avenue. 

 
3. As the requests are received they will be placed in that order.  The speakers will 

be contacted in order of date and then time received and requested to speak at a 
future meeting of the Council. 

 
4. The Mayor’s office will follow up with letter setting forth the date and time that 

the speaker should be prepared to offer the invocation/prayer.  Additionally, the 
letter will remind the intended speaker that the prayer/invocation being offered 
cannot seek to proselytize in favor of one religion or sect or disparage another 
region or belief. 

 
SECTION 4:  WORKSHOP MEETINGS 
 
4.1 The Council may conduct workshop meetings or study session on matters which are 

expected to come before the Council for formal action at a regular meeting or otherwise 
need study by the Council.  Items to be considered will be placed on an agenda as 
required by the open meetings statutes. 

 
4.2 At workshop meetings the Council will receive information and presentation of issues 

from the City Manager and City staff.  Council may ask questions and may request that 
certain information be provided or issues be addressed when items are considered further 
at another workshop meeting or a regular meeting of Council.  Council may direct that 
matters under consideration be brought forward for formal action at a regular meeting, 
that further study be conducted if appropriate, that matters under consideration not be 
pursued further (except for matters requiring a public hearing), or that modifications be 
made before a matter is considered further. 

 
4.3 Final action on items is not taken at workshop or study sessions.  No formal vote of the 

Council in favor or against any agenda item may be taken at a workshop or study session. 



 

 
4.4 Workshops are not public hearings.  On public hearing items, public testimony will be 

taken before Council action on the item at a regular meeting.  No member of the public or 
interested party has the right to make a presentation or address the Council on an item 
under consideration in a workshop or study session.  Questions may be directed by the 
Council to a member of the public or another interested party or, in appropriate 
circumstances, a brief presentation may be permitted by a member of the public or 
another interested party on an agenda item or a particular question related to an agenda 
item.  The Mayor may limit or end the time for such response to questions or 
presentation. 

 
SECTION 5:  ADDRESSING THE COUNCIL, REGULAR MEETINGS AND PUBLIC 
HEARINGS 
 
5.1 Any person wishing to address the Council, on a public hearing item or other agenda 

item, must fill out a speaker card and turn it in to the City Clerk, indicating the speaker’s 
name, address, and the agenda item on which he or she wishes to speak.  Persons wishing 
to speak under “Citizen Comments” should designate a subject matter on which they will 
speak.  On agenda items that are not scheduled for public hearing, brief public comment 
may be allowed, time permitting.  The time permitted for such public comment by each 
speaker will be limited as provided for public hearing items.  The Mayor may close the 
public comment on non-public hearing agenda items, even if not all interested parties 
have spoken, or end the time for comment by a speaker, to allow the meeting to proceed. 

 
5.2 Citizen Comments occur at the end of the Council meeting. These are speakers 

discussing items that are not on the Council Agenda.  These will be limited to three 
minutes per speaker. 

 
5.3 Public Hearing Item Comments and Non-public Hearing Item Comments occur 

throughout the meeting.  These are for items that are on the Council meeting agenda 
and are limited to five minutes per speaker. 

 
a. Speakers may be limited to less than five minutes each in consideration of the 

number of people wishing to speak, the length of the agenda, the number of 
public hearing items, and the timely and orderly progression of the meeting.  
Applicants on public hearing items and their attorneys, representatives, experts 
and supporting witnesses are not necessarily limited to a total of five minutes, but 
must be concise and coordinate their presentations to avoid repetition and 
unnecessary length.  At the discretion of the Chair, rebuttal comments by the 
applicant or applicants’ representative may be allowed.  If allowed, rebuttal 
comments will address matters and questions raised in the public hearing, answers 
to questions by Council, and must be brief.  Other than any rebuttal, no person 
will be allowed to address the Council after the public hearing is closed or after a 
motion is made on a non-public hearing item, without first securing the 
permission to do so. 

 



5.4 Speakers on any items, whether a public hearing, other item on the agenda, or Citizen 
Comments, should address their comments to matters pertinent to the agenda item or 
subject matter at hand and should avoid repetition of the comments of previous speakers 
on the item.  Simply stating agreement with the points raised by the prior speaker(s) will 
help move the meeting along so that all who wish to speak have the opportunity to do so 
within a reasonable time.  Large groups whose members wish to speak on a matter may 
designate a spokesperson. 

 
5.5 The purpose of public comment is to provide information and the speaker’s views for 

Council consideration.  Any questions raised by the speaker will not be answered by 
Council during the public hearing, but will be referred for follow-up by the City Manager 
or City staff after the conclusion of the public hearing.  It is not appropriate in the public 
hearing or public comment period on another agenda item for the speakers to debate the 
matter under consideration with other speakers, the audience, or members of the Council. 
All comments should be addressed through the Chair.  Questions may be posed to the 
speakers, any applicant’s representatives, and City staff, by the Council, after being 
recognized by the Chair.  Except when answering a direct question from a 
Councilmember, all remarks will be addressed to the Council as a whole, and not to 
individual members. 

 
5.6 Proper decorum must be observed by members of the Council, by speakers in providing 

testimony and remarks, and by the audience.  The Mayor shall keep control of the 
meeting and require the speakers and audience to refrain from abusive or profane 
remarks, disruptive outbursts, applause, protests, or other conduct which disrupts or 
interferes with the orderly conduct of the business of the meeting.  Personal attacks on 
Councilmembers, City staff, or members of the public are not allowed.  It is inappropriate 
to utilize the public hearing or other agenda item for purposes of making political 
speeches, including threats of political action.  Engaging in such conduct, and failing to 
cease such conduct upon request of the Mayor, will be grounds for ending a speaker’s 
time at the podium or for removal of any disruptive person from the meeting room, at the 
direction of the Mayor. 

 
5.7 Exhibits, letters, petitions and other documentary items presented or shown to the 

Council on a public hearing item become part of the records of the public hearing.  
Eleven collated sets of written or graphic materials should be provided by the speaker 
prior to the commencement of the hearing to allow for distribution to the Mayor and 
Council, key City staff, and a copy for the City Clerk to include in the public record of 
the hearing, whenever possible.  Reduced copies (8 ½ x 11 or 8 ½ x 14) of large graphic 
exhibits should be provided as part of the sets of materials for distribution to the Council, 
staff, and for the record.  This requirement may be waived for signed petitions submitted 
by neighborhoods or other citizen groups, although these groups also are encouraged to 
provide eleven sets of petitions where possible. 
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Meeting	Date:							 1/28/2014	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting	

Title:	
REQUEST	TO	HOLD	A	PUBLIC	HEARING	ON	THE	PROPOSED	LAND	USE	
ASSUMPTIONS	AND	INFRASTRUCTURE	IMPROVEMENTS	PLAN	FOR		
THE	CITY	OF	GLENDALE			

Staff	Contact:	 Stuart	Kent,	Executive	Director,	Public	Works		

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	is	a	request	for	City	Council	to	hold	a	public	hearing	on	the	proposed	Land	Use	Assumptions	
and	Infrastructure	Improvements	Plan	for	the	City	of	Glendale.			
	
Following	 this	public	hearing,	 city	 staff	and	TischlerBise	will	 complete	 the	 final	City	of	Glendale	
Land	Use	Assumptions	and	Infrastructure	Improvements	Plan	that	will	be	presented	for	adoption	
at	the	March	4,	2014	Special	Voting	meeting	of	the	Glendale	City	Council.	

Background	
	
Development	impact	fees	are	one‐time	charges	to	developers	that	are	used	to	offset	capital	costs	
resulting	 from	 new	 development	 that	 necessitate	 the	 expanding	 of	 existing	 facilities	 or	 the	
development	of	new	facilities	to	serve	growth	in	a	municipality.		The	collection	of	these	fees	allows	
the	municipality	to	provide	the	same	level	of	service	to	the	new	growth	in	the	community	without	
shifting	the	cost	of	growth	related	projects	to	the	existing	residents.		Historically,	the	city’s	Capital	
Improvement	Plan	(CIP)	was	the	basis	for	impact	fee	calculations.			
	
On	 April	 26,	 2011,	 Governor	 Brewer	 signed	 into	 law	 Senate	 Bill	 1525	 (SB1525)	 which	
dramatically	 changed	 how	 impact	 fees	 are	 calculated.	 	 The	 new	 state	 enabling	 legislation	 for	
development	impact	fees,	Arizona	Revised	Statutes	(ARS)	9‐463.05	now	requires	three	integrated	
products:	 1)	 Land	Use	 (LU)	Assumptions	 for	 at	 least	 10	 years;	 2)	 Infrastructure	 Improvements	
Plan	(IIP);	and,	3)	Development	Impact	Fees	(DIF).		The	Draft	Land	Use	Assumptions,	Infrastructure	
Improvements	Plan,	and	Development	Fees	 report	prepared	by	TischlerBise,	 the	 city’s	 consultant,	
contains	the	three	integrated	products	required	by	law	for	the	City	of	Glendale	DIF	update.			
	
Further,	the	new	law	requires	a	two‐phase	adoption	process;	the	LU	Assumptions	and	IIP	must	be	
reviewed,	 refined,	 and	 approved	 before	 focusing	 on	 development	 impact	 fees.	 	 As	 such,	 at	 the	
November	 19,	 2013	 Workshop	 session,	 Council	 directed	 staff	 to	 hold	 a	 public	 hearing	 on	 the	
proposed	LU	Assumptions	and	IIP	for	Glendale.		Following	the	Council	Workshop	session,	the	city	
provided	 notice	 of	 the	 January	 28,	 2014	 public	 hearing	 in	 the	 Glendale	 Star	 and	 published	 the	
Draft	Land	Use	Assumptions,	Infrastructure	Improvements	Plan,	and	Development	Fees	report	on	the	
main	page	of	the	city’s	website	for	public	review.			
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The	 city	 also	 forwarded	 the	Draft	Land	Use	Assumptions,	 Infrastructure	 Improvements	Plan,	and	
Development	 Fees	 report	 to	 the	 Home	 Builders	 Association	 of	 Central	 Arizona,	 the	 Arizona	
Multihousing	 Association,	 and	 the	 National	 Association	 of	 Industrial	 and	 Office	 Properties.	 	 On	
December	19,	2013,	the	city	hosted	a	meeting	with	representatives	from	these	groups	to	receive	
input	on	the	proposed	LU	Assumptions	and	IIP	prior	to	the	public	hearing.	
	
The	public	hearing	is	to	be	held	during	the	January	28,	2014	Council	Voting	meeting	and	provides	
a	 forum	 for	 public	 review	 and	 input	 on	 the	 proposed	 LU	 Assumptions	 and	 IIP	 and	 allows	 for	
changes	to	be	made	prior	to	the	requested	adoption	at	the	March	4,	2014	Special	Voting	Meeting	
of	the	City	Council.	

Analysis	
	
Land	Use	Assumptions	

ARS	 9‐463.05(T)(6)	 requires	 the	 preparation	 of	 a	 LU	 Assumptions	 document	 which	 shows	
projections	 of	 changes	 in	 land	 uses,	 densities,	 intensities	 and	 population	 for	 a	 specified	 service	
area	 over	 a	 period	 of	 at	 least	 10	 years	 and	 pursuant	 to	 the	 General	 Plan	 of	 the	 municipality.			
TischlerBise	 prepared	 current	 demographic	 estimates	 and	 future	 development	 projections	 for	
both	residential	and	nonresidential	development	that	will	be	used	in	the	IIP	and	calculation	of	the	
development	impact	fees.		Demographic	data	for	FY	2013‐14	(beginning	July	1,	2013)	are	used	in	
calculating	 levels‐of‐service	provided	 to	existing	development	 in	Glendale.	 	Although	 long‐range	
projections	are	necessary	for	planning	infrastructure	systems,	a	shorter	time	frame	of	five	to	10	
years	is	critical	for	the	impact	fees	analysis.	 	Due	to	the	slow	recovery	from	the	Great	Recession,	
TischlerBise	 used	 compound	 growth	 rates	 to	 produce	 conservative	 initial	 projections	 that	
increase	over	time.		The	LU	Assumptions	for	Glendale	are	explained	in	Appendix	C	(pages	60	‐	72)	
of	the	Draft	Land	Use	Assumptions,	Infrastructure	Improvements	Plan,	and	Development	Fees	report.	
	
Creation	of	Service	Areas	(Service	Zones)		

Service	 zones	 allow	 for	 impact	 fees	 that	 service	 a	 specific	 area	 to	 be	 differentiated	 from	 other	
parts	 of	 the	 community.	 	 Using	 service	 zones	 also	 recognizes	 that	 parts	 of	 the	 community	may	
already	have	nearly	all	the	infrastructure	necessary	to	serve	it	and	other	areas	of	the	city	may	still	
be	 early	 in	 their	 development	 and	 as	 a	 result,	 may	 need	 a	 greater	 level	 of	 infrastructure.		
Previously,	the	only	impact	fee	zones	the	city	had	were	for	parks	and	recreation.		All	of	the	other	
categories	had	 impact	 fees	 calculated	 for	 the	 city	 as	 a	whole.	 	 Based	 on	 the	 anticipated	 growth	
areas	 and	Council	 policy	 related	 to	 development	west	 of	 115	Avenue,	 three	different	 zones	 are	
being	 recommended	 for	 certain	 categories	 such	 as	Water	 and	Transportation	 services.	 	 Service	
zones	also	 restrict	 the	usage	of	 fees	 collected	 from	 that	zone	 to	be	used	only	 in	 that	zone.	 	The	
proposed	zones	for	Glendale	are	explained	in	Appendix	C	(pages	63	and	64)	of	the	Draft	Land	Use	
Assumptions,	Infrastructure	Improvements	Plan,	and	Development	Fees	report.		
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Infrastructure	Improvement	Plan	

This	 update	 of	 Glendale’s	 IIP	 and	DIF	 includes	 the	 following	necessary	 public	 services	 as	 listed	
below,	and	the	IIP	for	each	service	can	be	found	in	the	Draft	Land	Use	Assumptions,	Infrastructure	
Improvements	Plan,	and	Development	Fees	report	on	the	indicated	pages.					

 Parks	and	Recreational	Facilities	(pages	12	–	17)	

 Streets	(pages	19	–	35)	

 Police	Facilities	(pages	36	–	42)	

 Fire	Facilities	(pages	43	–	49)	

 Water	Facilities	(pages	50	–	53)	

 Wastewater	Facilities	(54	–	57)	
	
Glendale	currently	collects	a	development	fee	for	library	facilities	but	the	recommendation	of	city	
staff	is	to	suspend	collection	when	the	updated	fees	become	effective	July	31,	2014	(page	18).			
	
The	preliminary	development	impact	fees	shown	in	this	draft	study	will	be	revised	after	receiving	
public	input	on	the	LU	Assumptions	and	IIP.	

Previous	Related	Council	Action	
	
At	the	November	19,	2013	Workshop,	Council	received	an	update	on	the	DIF	and	was	provided	the	
Draft	 Land	 Use	 Assumptions,	 Infrastructure	 Improvements	 Plan,	 and	 Development	 Fees	 report.		
Council	provided	direction	to	continue	with	the	process	and	to	hold	a	public	hearing	on	January	
28,	2014	to	hear	the	LU	Assumptions	and	IIP.	
	
At	 the	 March	 5,	 2013	Workshop,	 Council	 received	 an	 update	 on	 the	 DIF	 and	 directed	 staff	 to	
implement	a	hybrid	method	of	 reviewing	 the	 IIP	and	any	new	or	modified	 impact	 fees	with	 the	
development	community.		The	city	will	also	contract	for	an	independent,	biennial	certified	audit	of	
LU	 assumptions,	 IIP	 and	 the	 expenditure	 and	 collection	 of	 impact	 fees.	 	 The	 audit	 findings	 and	
report	must	be	posted	and	reviewed	at	a	public	hearing	within	60	days	of	their	completion.	
	
On	 May	 22,	 2012,	 Council	 authorized	 the	 City	 Manager	 to	 enter	 into	 a	 professional	 services	
contract	with	TischlerBise	to	update	the	city’s	DIF	schedule	and	to	develop	the	IIP.	
	
On	November	22,	2011,	Council	adopted	the	current	version	of	development	impact	fees	that	were	
modified	to	be	compliant	with	SB1525	and	which	took	effect	on	December	31,	2011.	
	
At	the	September	20,	2011	Workshop,	Council	was	briefed	on	the	potential	impacts	of	SB1525	and	
directed	staff	 to	modify	 the	existing	development	 impact	 fees	 to	ensure	 the	city	can	continue	 to	
collect	development	impact	fees	in	accordance	with	the	new	law.	
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Community	Benefit/Public	Involvement	
	
The	 public	 will	 be	 provided	 an	 opportunity	 to	 comment	 during	 the	 January	 28,	 2014	 public	
hearing.		January	29th	through	March	3rd	reflects	the	required	30‐day	waiting/consensus	building	
period	and	allows	for	changes	to	be	made	to	the	draft	LU	Assumptions	and	IIP	prior	to	requested	
adoption	at	the	March	4,	2014	Special	Voting	Meeting.	
	
On	 December	 19,	 2013,	 the	 city’s	 Public	 Works	 Director	 and	 staff	 from	TischlerBise	met	 with	
representatives	from	the	Home	Builders	Association	of	Central	Arizona,	the	Arizona	Multi‐Family	
Housing	Association	and	Valley	Partnership.		Comments	 from	 these	associations	 focused	on	 two	
primary	 issues:	 1)	 the	 ability	 of	 the	 city	 to	construct	 the	 facilities	 outlined	 in	 the	 IIP	 in	 the	
timeframe	 allowed;	 and,	 2)	 whether	 municipalities	 are	 required	 to	 charge	 nonresidential	
development	a	fee	for	parks	and	recreation	facilities.		Historically,	DIF	for	parks	and	libraries	were	
not	charged	to	nonresidential	development.	 	The	city’s	consultant	has	proposed	a	cost	allocation	
method	that	is	being	evaluated	by	stakeholders.	
	
On	November	26,	2013,	the	city	provided	notice	of	the	January	28,	2014	City	Council	meeting	and	
public	 hearing,	 and	published	 the	Draft	Land	Use	Assumptions,	Infrastructure	Improvements	Plan,	
and	Development	Fees	report	on	the	main	page	of	the	city’s	website	for	public	review.	 	Further,	a	
Notice	of	Public	Hearing	on	the	Land	Use	Assumptions	and	Infrastructure	Improvements	Plan	was	
published	 in	 the	November	 28,	 2013	 publication	 of	 the	 Glendale	 Star.	 	 November	 28th	 through	
January	 27th	 reflects	 the	 required	 60‐day	 public	 notice/consensus	 building	 period	 prior	 to	 the	
public	hearing	on	the	proposed	LU	Assumptions	and	IIP	for	the	City	of	Glendale.						

Budget	and	Financial	Impacts	
	
As	 stated	 in	 ARS	 9‐463.05.A,	 a	municipality	may	 assess	 development	 fees	 to	 offset	 costs	 to	 the	
municipality	associated	with	providing	necessary	public	services	to	a	development,	including	the	
costs	 of	 infrastructure,	 improvements,	 real	 property,	 engineering	 and	 architectural	 services,	
financing	and	professional	services	required	for	the	preparation	or	revision	of	a	development	fee	
pursuant	to	this	section,	including	the	relevant	portion	of	the	infrastructure	improvements	plan.								
	

Attachments	
None
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Meeting Date:         1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO APPROPRIATE FUNDS AND AWARD A CONSTRUCTION 
CONTRACT TO ACTION DIRECT, LLC FOR THE ROSE LANE AQUATICS  
CENTER BACKWASH DRAIN PROJECT 

Staff Contact: Erik Strunk, Executive Director, Parks, Recreation and Library Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request seeking City Council approval to award a construction contract to Action Direct 
LLC, d.b.a. Redpoint Contracting, for the construction of a new backwash sewer connection at the 
Rose Lane Aquatics Center in an amount not to exceed $136,130. 

Background 
 
Based on a storm drain compliance audit conducted by the City of Glendale Environmental 
Services Program in calendar year 2012, the Parks, Recreation and Library Services Department 
(PRLS) was notified in early 2013 that the backwash system at the Rose Lane Aquatics Center is 
not in compliance with federal storm water discharge requirements and it would be necessary to 
make needed infrastructure corrections to the backwash system.  The current backwash system 
flushes the pool water from the aquatics areas of Rose Lane, directly into the retention basin at 
Rose Lane Park.  In order to mitigate this, it is necessary to construct a new drainage system from 
the aquatics center into an existing storm water drain located in 51st Avenue. 
 
In March 2013, the PRLS worked with the Engineering Department to engage a firm to design a 
new backwash system to ensure compliance with Federal Regulations and initiate a formal 
Request for Proposals process.  As the design work and construction cost estimates were not 
completed until early July 2013, there was no opportunity to approximate the cost in the Fiscal 
Year (FY) 2013-14 Capital Improvement Plan.  

Analysis 
 
In order to accommodate the opening of the Rose Lane Facility in time for the start of the summer 
swim season on June 7, 2014, it is necessary to commence construction as soon as possible.  There 
are several variables that are to be taken into consideration in order to accomplish this: 
 
• As the PRLS Department does not have the general operating fund capacity to pay for this 

project, it will need to use available FY 2013-14 CIP funds in an amount not to exceed 
$136,130 (CIP fund 2060).  Because this project was not programmed into the FY 2013-14 
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department CIP and is funded through Fund 2060 contingency, it is necessary to seek City 
Council authorization to appropriate the funds. 

• Per the City Charter, legal appropriation of the funds cannot occur until the fourth quarter of 
the current FY 2013-14 budget year (April 1 – June 30).  Even so, it is necessary to move 
forward now and seek Council authorization to appropriate sufficient funds so that all 
construction can be completed by the beginning of the summer swim season.   

• Approving this action will allow the construction to be completed prior to the start of the 
summer swim season. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
The Rose Lane Aquatics Center was completely renovated in FY 2005-06 at a cost of $3,247,077. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The Rose Lane Aquatics Center backwash drain project is essential to maintaining compliance 
with Federal wastewater discharge requirements to ensure the general welfare of the public.  The 
Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission was briefed on this project at its January 13, 2014 
regular meeting and supports it. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
This contract will be funded from a $136,130 budget appropriation transfer from Parks 
Construction, CIP Contingency, (2060-12010-510200) to Parks Construction, Aquatics Center 
Improvements, Improvements Other Than Buildings (2060-70545-550800).  This transfer is 
consistent with the Cash and Budget Appropriation Transfer Policy adopted December 10, 2013. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No X  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes   No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$136,130 2060-70545-550800, Parks Construction, Aquatics Center 
Improvements, Improvements Other than Buildings 
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Attachments 

Agreement 

Bid Tab 

 

 

 

 

 































OPENED AT THE CITY OF GLENDALE, ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT
5850 W. GLENDALE AVENUE, 3RD FLOOR

DATE: November 26, 2013 - 10:00 p.m.

CONTRACTOR
BID BOND/           

CHECK
ACKNOWLEDGE 

ADDENDUM TOTAL BID

1 REDPOINT CONTRACTING BB YES 136,130.00$                        

2 STANDARD CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC. BB YES 137,675.00$                        

3 T & T CONSTRUCTION BB YES 145,076.50$                        

4 B & F CONTRACTING BB YES 148,905.00$                        

5 ASPHALT SERVICES OF ARIZONA BB YES 165,689.00$                        

6 CRUSH CONSTRUCTION, LLC BB YES 186,960.00$                        

7 KCCI, LLC BB YES 206,661.00$                        

8 GOLDSTEIN & LUERA

9

10

Engineers Estimate:  $173,000.00

Time of completion for this project is ninety (90) consecutive days from and
including the date of receipt of the notice to proceed. 

BID TABULATION

PROJECT# 121319 - ROSE LANE SEWER CONNECTION

NON RESPONSIVE
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Meeting Date:         1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT  
WITH CAROLLO ENGINEERS, INC. FOR ARROWHEAD RANCH WATER 
RECLAMATION FACILITY DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION 
SERVICES 

Staff Contact: Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional 
services agreement with Carollo Engineers, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $4,318,380 for facility 
design and construction administration services for the Arrowhead Ranch Water Reclamation 
Facility (ARWRF). 

Background 
 
The ARWRF facility treats wastewater generated from the Arrowhead Ranch area.  The facility 
was originally constructed in 1983 and has over the years undergone several renovations and 
improvements to remain in good working condition.  On average, the ARWRF treats three million 
gallons of wastewater daily and produces high-quality reclaimed water used to maintain the 
Arrowhead lakes and associated landscaping.    
 
Staff has identified the need to renovate and rehabilitate key wastewater treatment infrastructure 
because of age, reliability, high maintenance, and declining performance.  The major infrastructure 
targeted for improvement include: clarifiers, tertiary filters, headworks, and odor control system.  
 
A Request for Proposal was issued in August 2013 to hire a consultant to provide professional 
services related to the design and construction administration of all needed improvements.  Two 
firms submitted proposals, and Carollo Engineers, Inc. was determined to be the most qualified.   

Analysis 
 
The city needs to be able to treat and process wastewater 24 hours a day, every day.   There is a 
need to periodically rehabilitate the water reclamation facility infrastructure and equipment to 
ensure they are in good working condition.  Major infrastructure renovations and improvements 
require an evaluation/design phase prior to construction.  During construction, the city needs 
construction administration services to ensure the construction is done properly.  This request is 
for the city to secure evaluation/design services and construction administration services.  Once 
the evaluation and design phase is complete, a contractor will be selected for the construction 
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phase of the project.  At that time, a construction agreement with the selected contractor will be 
brought forward to Council for approval.  

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On June 6, 2011, Council approved the award of bid for the Arrowhead Ranch Water Reclamation 
Facility Ultraviolet Disinfection System Upgrade. 
 
On June 14, 2013, Council adopted a resolution formally approving the fiscal year (FY) 2013-14 
operating, capital, debt service, and contingency appropriation budget, in which this project was 
identified as a planned project in the capital improvement plan. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
This project will benefit the community by improving treatment processes and systems to ensure 
continuous compliance with regulatory requirements. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
Funds are available in the FY 2013-14 Capital Improvement Project account.   

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Agreement  

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$4,318,380 2360-60007-550800, Arrowhead Water Reclamation Facility 
Improvements 













































































































     

  CITY	COUNCIL	REPORT	
 

1 
 

Meeting	Date:							 1/28/2014	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting	

Title:	 AUTHORIZATION	TO	PURCHASE	CITY	COURT	CCTV	SECURITY	SYSTEM	AND	
ENTER	INTO	A	PROFESSIONAL	SERVICES	AGREEMENT	WITH	EXHIBIT	ONE	

Staff	Contact:	 Elizabeth	R.	Finn,	Presiding	Judge	

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	 is	 a	 request	 for	 City	 Council	 to	 authorize	 the	 procurement	 of	 a	 closed‐circuit	 television	
(CCTV)	camera	security	system	for	Glendale	City	Court	and	authorize	a	budgetary	transfer	 from	
General	Fund,	Contingency	(1000‐11901‐510200)	to	General	Fund,	City	Court,	Equipment	(1000‐
10410‐551400)	in	the	amount	of	$36,883	for	the	purchase.		Additional	funding	for	this	purchase	
will	be	from	City	Court	salary	savings.		This	is	also	a	request	for	City	Council	to	authorize	the	City	
Manager	 to	 enter	 into	 a	 professional	 services	 agreement	 with	 Exhibit	 One,	 a	 commercial	
audio/visual	system	vendor,	to	purchase,	install	and	maintain	the	CCTV	camera	security	system.	

Background	
	
Approximately	 100,000	 customers	 visit	 Glendale	 City	 Court	 annually	 to	 conduct	 business.	 	 This	
makes	 Glendale	 City	 Court	 one	 of	 the	 busiest	 city	 facilities,	 as	 measured	 by	 on‐site	 customer	
volume.		The	Court	currently	has	several	measures	in	place	to	insure	its	customers	are	served	in	a	
secure	environment.		These	services	include	contracted	private	security	screeners	whose	primary	
responsibility	is	to	check	visitors	for	weapons	with	a	metal	detector	and	x‐ray	scanner.		The	Court	
also	employs	a	fulltime	armed	Glendale	Police	Department	security	officer.	
	
As	 an	 added	 security	 feature,	 over	 a	 period	 of	 several	 years	 the	 Court	 installed	 a	 network	 of	
security	cameras	in	various	locations	throughout	the	interior	and	exterior	of	the	Court	facility.		As	
these	cameras	have	aged,	several	have	required	replacement	or	repair.	 	In	reviewing	the	current	
system,	staff	found	several	areas	where	the	increased	capabilities	of	additional	modern	HD	digital	
cameras	 can	enhance	security.	 	Today’s	digital	high	definition	video	 industry	standards	provide	
advanced	 recording	 capability,	 and	 staff	 has	 determined	 an	 increased	 storage	 capacity	 for	
recordings	 is	required.	 	The	presence	of	an	effective,	well‐functioning	camera	security	system	is	
paramount	to	maintaining	adequate	levels	of	security	at	Glendale	City	Court.			
	
Enhancing	security	represents	the	greatest	result	of	procuring	a	new	Court	CCTV	camera	system.		
However,	 there	 are	 additional	monitoring	 benefits	 to	 be	 gained	 through	 this	 request.	 	 As	 Court	
managers	 and	 judges	 are	 able	 to	 view	 camera	 images	 through	 internet	 protocol	 connections	 at	
their	work	station	computer,	they	will	be	able	to	recognize	any	under‐staffed	sections	of	the	Court	
requiring	shifts	in	staffing	levels	to	better	serve	the	public.		Instead	of	leaving	their	offices	to	make	
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these	observations	and	gauge	work	flow	levels	within	the	Court,	managers	and	judges	would	be	
able	to	respond	quickly	from	their	work	stations.			

Analysis	
	
This	CCTV	solution	will	require	vandal‐resistant	interior	and	exterior	cameras,	cabling,	server	and	
storage	 for	 the	Court	building	and	 the	adjacent	public	safety	parking	garage.	 	 It	will	 involve	 the	
removal	of	existing	analog	cameras	and	coaxial	cabling.		A	maintenance	agreement	option	has	also	
been	included	in	the	project	scope.			
	
Pursuant	 to	direction	 from	City	Management,	Court	staff	has	 followed	guidelines	 from	the	City’s	
Materials	 Management	 Department	 to	 expedite	 this	 request	 utilizing	 competitive	 discounted	
pricing	 options	 from	 cooperative	 state	 purchasing	 contracts.	 	 Project	 and	 pricing	 quotes	 were	
solicited	from	four	local	approved	commercial	vendors	on	a	competitive	state	contract.			
	
An	internal	City	Court	review	panel	was	assembled	to	review	these	four	quotes	and	participate	in	
product	presentations	from	all	four	vendors.		Following	this	review	process,	the	City	Court	review	
panel	 selected	 Exhibit	 One	 as	 the	 best	 vendor.	 	 Reference	 checks	 have	 been	 conducted	 with	
previous/current	Exhibit	One	customers.							
	
The	City	of	Glendale	has	received	approval	 from	Exhibit	One	to	utilize	the	Procure.AZ.gov	Audio	
and	Video	Equipment	and	Services	contract.	Additionally,	the	City’s	Materials	Management	Office	
and	Attorney’s	Office	have	reviewed	and	approved	the	action	to	cooperatively	purchase	the	City	
Court	CCTV	Security	System	in	accordance	with	the	terms	of	the	Procure.AZ.gov	Audio	and	Video	
Equipment	and	Services	contract.	

	
Community	Benefit/Public	Involvement	
	
The	purchase	and	installation	of	the	CCTV	security	camera	system	will	help	insure	that	all	citizens,	
witnesses,	plaintiffs,	 attorneys,	defendants,	 judges,	 law	enforcement	officers,	 and	all	 other	 court	
customers	will	be	free	to	conduct	their	business	in	a	secure	environment.			

Budget	and	Financial	Impacts	
	
Glendale	 City	 Court’s	 security	 system	 review	panel	 has	 analyzed	 and	 considered	 proposals	 and	
pricing	quotes	from	four	commercial	audio/video	product	vendors	from	a	discounted	cooperative	
state	 purchasing	 contract.	 	 The	 review	 panel	 determined	 the	most	 cost	 effective	 and	 beneficial	
solution	was	offered	by	Exhibit	One.	 	For	$76,883,	Exhibit	One	will	provide	 indoor	and	outdoor	
cameras,	 a	 hard	 drive	 for	 image	 recording	 and	 storage,	 display	 monitors,	 cabling,	 mounting	
hardware,	engineering	and	installation	of	a	new	CCTV	security	monitoring	system.		This	proposal	
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includes	 all	 hardware,	 software	 and	 materials	 required	 to	 monitor	 the	 interior	 and	 exterior	
perimeter	 of	 the	 City	 Court	 building.	 	 It	 also	 includes	 all	 components	 necessary	 to	monitor	 the	
public	safety	parking	garage	adjacent	 to	City	Court,	which	 is	 shared	 for	use	by	Court	and	police	
staff.		Exhibit	One’s	quote	includes	a	five‐year	warranty/service	maintenance	agreement.			
	
If	 approved,	 funding	 for	 this	 purchase	will	 come	 from	a	 budgetary	 transfer	 from	General	 Fund,	
Contingency	 (1000‐11901‐510200)	 to	 General	 Fund,	 City	 Court,	 Equipment	 (1000‐10410‐
551400)	 in	 the	 amount	 of	 $36,883	 for	 the	 purchase.	 	 The	 remaining	 funding	 for	 this	 purchase	
totaling	 $40,000	 would	 come	 from	 identified	 salary	 savings	 transfers	 within	 the	 City	 Court	
operating	 budget.	 	 Transfers	 from	 General	 Fund	 Contingency,	 if	 approved,	 and	 from	 identified	
salary	savings,	are	consistent	with	the	transfer	policy	adopted	December	10,	2013.	

Capital	Expense?	Yes	 	No	 	

Budgeted?	Yes	 	No	 	

Requesting	Budget	or	Appropriation	Transfer?	Yes	 	No	 	

If	yes,	where	will	the	transfer	be	taken	from?		General	Fund,	Contingency	(1000‐11901‐510200)	

Attachments	

None	

Cost	 Fund‐Department‐Account	

$76,883	 General	Fund,	City	Court,	Equipment,	1000‐10410‐551400	
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Meeting Date:         1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: VOTING 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH QWEST 
COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY LLC FOR INTERNET, VOICE, VIDEO, AND 
DATA SERVICES 

Staff Contact: Chuck Murphy, Executive Director, Technology & Innovation 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new 5 year Qwest Communications Company LLC, 
d/b/a Century Link QCC (Century Link), agreement for Internet, Voice, Video and Data services at 
an annual cost of $24,000.   

Background 
 
Century Link provides Internet, Voice, Video and Data circuits to the City at a monthly cost based 
on the state contract.  In 2014, Century Link signed a new State contract (ADSPO11-000402) that 
lowered pricing for the services they provide.  In order for the city to take advantage of the lower 
pricing, a new Carrier Service Order (CSO) must be signed by the City.  The new CSO will replace 
current Century Link agreements C-7804 and C-7801. The new state contract provides for a lower 
monthly rate saving the city approximately $1,056 per month while providing the city higher 
bandwidth speeds.  

Analysis 
 
The higher bandwidth will improve services to the City by reducing Internet delays and providing 
growth for future needs.  The City will also benefit from the approximate annual cost savings of 
$12,672. The contract may be terminated by the City at any time with 30 days written notice to the 
provider. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
Funding for this item is available in the Telephone budget in the amount of $24,000 annually.  

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$24,000 1000-11520-514600, Telephone 
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Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?  

Attachments 

Agreement 
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Meeting Date:         1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE REPLACEMENT SERVERS AND  
ENTER INTO LINKING AGREEMENT WITH IBM CORPORATION 

Staff Contact: Chuck Murphy, Executive Director, Technology & Innovation 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the purchase of replacement servers in an amount 
not to exceed $80,387.19 and enter into a linking agreement with IBM Corporation.   

Background  
 
The servers in need of replacement comprise a virtualized computing cluster in the Main Data 
Center and will reach the end of their useful life in January 2014, when their extended warranties 
expire.  This purchase also includes a request for Council to approve a Linking Agreement between 
the City and IBM. The Linking Agreement ensures that rights, responsibilities and legal protections 
that benefit the State under the state’s contract with IBM are also afforded to the City.  This 
Linking Agreement will be in effect for the duration of the existing state contract and will apply to 
subsequent purchases from IBM under this contract.  
 
Server computers provide computing resources to a broad range of city departments. Currently 
the city utilizes virtual server technology which allows one physical server to perform the same 
functions as several physical servers. These servers are then grouped together in a cluster that 
works cooperatively to provide computing capability to the organization. If one server in the 
cluster should fail, the remaining servers in the cluster distribute the workload resulting in no 
down-time.  
 
Three of the four servers in the city’s virtual cluster were purchased in 2007 and will no longer be 
supported when their extended warranty expires in January, 2014. These servers are essential to 
city services as they replace more than 91 physical servers which support city-wide operations. 
Virtualization and clustering reduce costs associated with hardware acquisition, operation, and 
down-time. 
  
Analysis 
 
An analysis was performed for these replacements utilizing our IBM partner to ensure that the 
selected servers would meet current and future computing needs. Virtualized servers in a 
clustered hardware environment are considered to be an industry standard for modern data 
center environments. The city has utilized this technology for six years resulting in both cost 
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savings and cost avoidance. The virtual clustered environment discussed in this report provides 
services to every department in the City.  

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
Funding for this requested item is budgeted and available in the Technology Replacement Fund. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Agreement 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$80, 387.19 1140-11530-551400, Technology Replacement Fund 
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Meeting Date:         1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A MAIN EXTENSION AGREEMENT WITH 
EPCOR WATER ARIZONA, INC. TO SUPPLY WATER FOR LOOP 303  
LANDSCAPING 

Staff Contact: Cathy Colbath, Interim Assistant Executive Director, Transportation  
Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
Staff is requesting City Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance authorizing 
the City Manager to enter into a main extension agreement with EPCOR Water Arizona, Inc. 
(EPCOR) to supply water for Loop 303 landscaping.  This agreement will allow for construction of 
a waterline extension needed to deliver irrigation water to landscaping along Loop 303, and 
assignment of the waterline easement from the city to EPCOR.   

Background 
 
The Loop 303 Freeway is planned as a high-capacity, six-lane controlled access freeway 
connecting I-17 to I-10 in the West Valley.  Construction of additional travel lanes on Loop 303 is 
complete between Mountain View Boulevard and Glendale Avenue.  The last segment to be 
constructed in Glendale, from Glendale Avenue to Camelback Road, is currently underway and 
anticipated to be completed in the summer of 2014.  The entire Loop 303 corridor between I-10 
and Grand Avenue, including interchanges at Grand Avenue and I-10, will be completed by 2015.  
 
This proposed main extension agreement is necessary for EPCOR, the water utility company 
serving this area, to supply and deliver water for Loop 303 landscaping.  This will be an eight-inch 
waterline approximately 965 feet in length and located one-quarter mile south of Northern 
Avenue, extending one-quarter mile west of Loop 303.  It will extend an existing EPCOR waterline 
and deliver the water to Loop 303 landscaping.  The city designed the waterline extension and 
EPCOR will construct and install the waterline and, upon completion, EPCOR will own, operate and 
maintain it. 
 
In September 2011, the city acquired a permanent waterline easement from White Tanks Storage, 
Inc. to accommodate this proposed waterline extension to Loop 303.  In addition to approval of 
this main extension agreement, approval is needed for the city to assign the waterline easement to 
EPCOR for the purpose of installing, operating and maintaining the waterline extension.   
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Analysis 
 
Staff is recommending Council enter into a main extension agreement with EPCOR because EPCOR 
is the utility company authorized to provide water to this area.  Alternatives considered by staff 
included:  1) no landscaping and no waterline; 2) city constructs and operates its own waterline; 
and 3) city constructs the waterline and turns it over to EPCOR to own and operate.   
 
A landscaping option was selected because attractive landscaping on Loop 303 will help ensure an 
aesthetically pleasing roadway that will attract quality economic development to the city.  Staff 
considered using a Glendale-owned waterline as an alternative to conveying it to EPCOR; however, 
owning, operating and maintaining a waterline would not be cost-effective because there are no 
other city waterlines in this area.  Additionally, the agreement allows full recovery of the cost of 
the waterline based on the following: 

 
• The main extension agreement’s commitment to refund the city 10% of water fees for all 

waterline users for up to 10 years. 
• Ongoing costs that the city will not need to pay to operate and maintain this single, isolated 

waterline over its estimated 70-year life. 
 
Construction of improvements to Loop 303 within the City of Glendale is scheduled for completion 
by April 2014.  Irrigation installation and landscaping construction will begin at that time; 
therefore, the waterline must be completed by spring 2014.   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On January 10, 2012, Council approved two intergovernmental agreements with the Arizona 
Department of Transportation (ADOT) for installation of infrastructure as part of the Loop 303 
Freeway construction project.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The proposed infrastructure improvements on Loop 303 will help traffic congestion, provide 
irrigation for landscaping and include bridge design features to enhance regional mobility in the 
West Valley and attract quality development along Loop 303. 
 
On May 6, 2010, ADOT staff presented the proposed widening of Loop 303 and concept drawings 
for proposed landscaping and bridge design to the Citizen’s Transportation Oversight Commission 
for their review and input. 
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On April 14, 2010, and April 13, 2011, ADOT staff presented proposed improvements on Loop 303 
during the Annual GO Program meeting. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 

 
The total estimated cost for design and construction of this waterline is $213,962.  Of this total, 
EPCOR is owed $153,694.  The remaining costs include city expenses for property acquisition 
services, permits, engineering, design and administration services. 
 
This agreement allows for a portion of the cost to be refunded to the city by EPCOR over the 
course of the next 10 years.  All construction-related costs are eligible for refund, with the 
exception of an $82,000 meter hookup fee.  The anticipated refund is currently estimated at 
$131,962.  
 
Funding is available in the FY 2013-14 capital improvement plan.  The cost of the waterline will be 
charged to the Loop 303 Landscape and Design account, which is funded by the Transportation 
Sales Tax Fund.  
 
The ongoing cost of water for Loop 303 landscaping, from Camelback Road to Peoria Avenue, is 
estimated at $165,000 annually.  Transportation staff will submit a supplemental budget request 
during the Fiscal Year 2015-16 budget process for this expense, which will be paid from the 
Transportation Sales Tax Fund operating budget (CIP O&M Account, 1660-16590-513400). 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Ordinance  

Agreement 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$153,694 2210-65090-551200, L303 Landscape and Design 



ORDINANCE NO. 2873 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING THE PERMANENT ASSIGNMENT OF A WATERLINE 
EASEMENT AT APPROXIMATELY NORTHERN AVENUE 
AND STATE ROUTE 303, IN CONJUNCTION WITH AN 
AGREEMENT TO CONSTRUCT A WATER MAIN 
EXTENSION, TO EPCOR WATER ARIZONA INC.; AND 
DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD A CERTIFIED 
COPY OF THIS ORDINANCE. 

 
 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE as follows: 
 
 

SECTION 1.  That the City Council, upon completion of the water main construction, 
hereby approves the permanent Assignment of Waterline Easement at approximately Northern 
Avenue and State Route 303 and all the terms and conditions thereto, and directs that the City 
Manager for the City of Glendale to execute said Assignment granting EPCOR Water Arizona 
Inc., a permanent easement upon, across, over and under the surface of certain real property, in 
the form attached hereto as Exhibit A.  The legal description of said waterline easement is 
contained in the Assignment. 

 
 
SECTION 2.  That the City hereby reserves the right to use the easement premises in any 

manner that will not prevent or interfere with the exercise by EPCOR Water Arizona Inc. of the 
rights granted hereunder; provided, however, that the City shall not obstruct, or permit to be 
obstructed, the easement premises at any time whatsoever without the express prior written 
consent of EPCOR Water Arizona Inc. 

 
 
SECTION 3.  That the City Clerk be instructed and authorized to forward a certified copy 

of this ordinance for recording to the Maricopa County Recorder’s Office. 



 
PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
e_northern303 
 



WHEN RECORDED, RETURN TO: 

City Clerk, City of Glendale 
5850 West Glendale Avenue, Suite 455 
Glendale, Arizona 85301 

ASSIGNMENT OF WATERLINE EASEMENT 

THIS ASSIGNMENT OF A WATERLINE EASEMENT ("the assignment") is made 
this __ day of , 2013 by and between the CITY OF GLENDALE, an Arizona 
municipal corporation, as Assignor ("City"), and EPCOR Water Arizona Inc. An Arizona 
corporation, as Assignee (EPCOR") in order to complete all transactions and perform all acts 
necessary to install, construct, operate, maintain, inspect, repair, replace and add to water lines, 
attached facilities, including laterals and connections for the distribution of water, and 
appurtenant facilities (collectively, "Assignee's Facilities") upon, across, above and under the 
surface of the premises hereinafter described. 

WHEREAS The City of Glendale, for valuable consideration, acquired a certain Easement 
(Maricopa County Recorder's office document No. 2011 0893080) on or across specific tract of 
land, granting to Assignor the right-of-way upon and across (over and under, as appropriate) 
such real property, the particulars of such Easement being more specifically described in the 
attached EXHIBIT A and made a part hereof for all purposes; and 

WHEREAS, Assignor now desires to assign said Easement to the Assignee, and the Assignee 
desires to accept the assignments thereof under the following terms and conditions: 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the sum ofTEN AND NOll 00 DOLLARS ($1 0.00) 
and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby 
acknowledged, Assignor hereby assigns to the Assignee, its successors in interest and assigns, 
all of its right, title, and interest in and of the Easement described in the attached EXHIBIT A. 
Assignee accepts the assignment of said Easement and hereby assumes and agrees to perform 
and fulfill all of the terms, covenants, conditions, and obligations which arise after the date 
hereof required of the Assignor under the afore described Easements. 

This Agreement shall be binding on and inure to the benefit of the parties to this Agreement, 
their successors in interest and assigns. 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Assignor has executed this Easement as of the day and 
year first written below. 

City of GLENDALE 

By: ____________________________________ __ 
Its -----------------------------------

STATE OF ARIZONA ) 
)ss. 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA ) 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said County and 
State, on this _ _ day of 2013 personally appeared 
_________________________ , who acknowledged himself to be the ____________ __ 
of City of Glendale and that he as such officer, being authorized to do so, executed the 
foregoing Assignment of Waterline Easement and acknowledged to me that he executed the 
same for the purposes and consideration therein expressed. 

Name 

Title 

My Commission expires: 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

City Attorney 



·WHEN RECORDED, RETURN TO: 

City Cierk, City of Glendale 
5850 West Glendale Avenue, Suite 455 
Glendale, Arizona 85301 

WATERLINE EASEMENT 

~unofficial 
20:Document 
EA: 
Chi 

In consider~ion ofTen Dollars ($1 0.00) and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and adequacy of 
which is hereby acknowledged, WHITE TANKS STORAGE, INC., an Arizona corporation, also shown of record 
as WHITE TANK STORAGE, INC., an Arizona c:Orporatioa ("Grantor"), does hereby give, grant and convey to 
~ITY OF GLENDALE, an Arizona municipal corporation, and i~ SIJ.CCessors and assigns (collectively, "Grantee"), a 
perpetual ~ent and a free, uninterrupted arid unobstructed right of way to instal], construct, operate, maintain, 
inspect, repair, replace and add to water lines, attached facilities, including laterals and connections for the distribution of 
water, and appurtenant facilities (collectively, "Grairtee's Facilities") upon, across, above and under the surface of the 
premises hereinafter described. 

The Property of Grantor subjeCt to the easement and right of way granted herein is more particularly described 
in Instrument No, 10-0535961, Records of Maricopa County, Arizona. ("Grantor's Premises"). The easement and right 
of way granted herein encompass the premises described in Exhibits A, AI, Band Bl attached hereto and by this 
reference made a part hereof. 

Together with the right to Grantee, either using its own personnel or contractors, to (i) enter in and upon the 
easement and right of way granted herein with personnel and machinery, vehicl~ and material at any and aU times to 
install, operate, repair, replace, maintain, remove and add to Grantee's Facilities, (ii) ~ove trees, bushes, undergrowth 
and other obstructions interfering with Grantee's enjoyment of its rights granted herein, and (iii) do anything necessary, 
useful or conve.nient for the enjoyment of its rights granted herein, with ac:;ces.s to and egress from the e~ment granted 
herein to permit normal operations ofGrantee in corinection with Grantee's Facilities. Glantee wili .!lave unrestricted 
access to the easement g[-an~ herein for activities described above and formal notification of or approval by any entity 
or association prior to accessing the easement will not be requirCd. Grantor acknowledges that Grantee's Facilities are or 
will be above and below ground and that the installation. construction, maintenance, repair and replacement of, or 
addition to, Grantee's Facilities may require the use ofheavy equipment by Grantee. Additionally, these facilities may 
reqUire maintenance and/or repair anytime, day or night. 

The right of Grantor to freely use and enjoy its interest in the premises is reserved to Grantor, its successors and 
assigns insofur. as the exercise thereof does not endanger or interfere with Grantee's exercise of its rights under this 
Easement or with Grant~· s Facilities located withiJi the easement granted hereby. Without limiting the generality of the 
foregoing, Grantor shall have the right to construct and erect fences, to install landscaping, parking facilities and 
driveways, and to establish other uses which are not inconsistent with Grantee's uses within the limits of the easement 
granted herein and in a manner which will not unreasonably interfere with Grantee's rights granted under this Easement 
NotWithstanding the foregoing, (i) Grantor shall not erect or construct or permit to be erected or coostructed any building, 
structure or similar improvement within the limits of the easement granted herein, (ii) Grantor shall not, nor permit, the 
grade over Grantee's facilities to be substantially altered without, in each instance, the prior written consent of Grantee, 
and (iii) Grantor agrees that no other pipes or conduits shall be placed within the premises subject to the easement 
granted het:ein, except pipes crossing Grantee's Facilities at right angles, in which case, a minimum vertical distance of 
two {2) feet (as measured from the closest points on the outside edges) shall be maintained between Grantee's Facilities 
and such other pipes or conduits. Unless Grantee's expressly consents in writing otherwise, any and all sewer pipes 
crossing the easement granted herein shall be laid below Grantee' s Facilities. 



20110893080 

This Easement and the rights granted to Grantee herein constitute a covenant running with the Iand for the 
benefit of Grantee and shall be binding upon Grantor and its successors and assigns. Grantee shall have the full and 
unrestricted right to assign all or any of its rights hereunder to one or more third parties fur the uses herein permitted, 
individually ot jointly with Grantee. Grantor further warrants and covenants to Grantee that Grantor is the owner in fee 
simple ofGraritor' s Premises and has good title to convey the rights granted hereunder to Grantee and that Grantee shall 
quietly enjoy the easement and right of way granted herein. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Grantor bas executed this Easement as of the dll}' and year first written below. 

STATE OF ARIZONA 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

) 
)ss. 
) 

OFFICIAL SEAL 
CHRISTINE A. LEITCH 

NOTARY PUBliC· ARIZONA 
MARICOPA COUNTY 

0' _ .. j_ BEFORE ME, the undersigne ! ~:tf~tar;Y_Pu~~iG in,~~ fl~. r said County and State, on ~i~4ay of 
·. ,._X~f I · , 2011 personally appeared ) t'_l .,:elf I Cc~ whoacknowledgedhimselfto be the 

% :x/'.J(t.YVj ofWifiTE TANKS STOMGE, INC., als~ showu of record as WHITE TANK STORAGE, 
INC., and that lie as such officer, being authorized to do so, executed the foregoing Waterline Easement and 
acknowledged to me that he executed the same for the purposes and consideration ther~in expressed. 

,. · ' Ct ·1· { (. J!i J·~t,JlLtc (1 . W i! A ·tt ---
Name -· o 

Unotnd a1 COcumenl 

Title 

My Commission expires: 

•Jt,d~j 1~>. % 11-, 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

c~~. {£b 
raJg m l, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT,~,, 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR 
NEW WATERliNE EASEMENT 

That portion of a certain property described in Instrument No. 10-0535961, records of Maricopa 
County, Arizona, said property lying Within the Northwest quarter of Section 1, Township 2 
North, Range 2 West, of the Gila and Salt River Meridian, Maricopa County, Arizona, said 
portion being more particularly <iescribed as follows: 

CO~CING at the Northwest corner of said Section 1 (brass cap in handhole) from which 
the North quarter comer of said Section 1 (aluminum cap flush) bears South 89"48'26" East, 
2633.29 feet; 

thence South 89'"48'26" East. 1355.75 feet along the North line of said Northwest quarter of 
Section 1; 

thence departing said North line South 00011'3411 West, 65.00 feet to the South right of way of 
West .Northern Avenue and the Northeast comer of a 40.00 foot Ingress and Egress easement s~t 
forth as "PARCEL NO. 2" in InstrUDient No. 08-0848861, records of Maricopa County, Arizona; 

thence departing said South right of way South 00"54'20'' West, 731.96 feet along the East line 
of said 40.00 foot Ingress and Egress easeffie'l'l't"~~- POINT OF BEGINNING; 

thence departing said East line South 89°48'14" East, 960.91 feet to the proposed westerly right 
of way of State Route 303 (S.R. 303 ); 

thence South 06°55'15" East, 12.09 feet along said proposed westerly right of way to a southerly 
line of said certain property; 

thence departing said proposed right of way North 89"48'14" West, 962.56 feet along said 
southerly line to the Southeast eomer of said 40.00 foot Ingress and Egress easement; 

thence departing said southerly line North 00054'20" East, 12.00 feet along said East line of 
40.00 foot Ingress and Egress easement to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 

Said New Waterline Easement contains 11,541 square feet or 0.2649 acres more or less. 

1\Pbdilel\survey\LEOAL DESCRlPTIONroBMISC I J\Nonllem303_ WLl,dac 
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EXHIBIT Al 
NEW WATERLINE EASEMENT 

THAT PORTION OF A CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN /NSTR NO. 10-0535961 
RECORDS OF MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, LYING WITHIN THE NW4 OF 
SECTION 1, T2N, R2W, OF THE G&SRM, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

A. P. N. 
501-04-0090 T2N . R2W 

fWHfTE TANKS STORAGE, INC. J 

1"=200' 
MARICOPA CO. 

PROPOSED S.R. JOJ 
RIGHT OF WA)' 

11,541 SO. FT. . 
NEW W/L £SMT 

·.6 · A P N ·. ... . . . . 
501-04-009? 

(AMERCO REAL ESTATE CO. J 

DATA TABLE 
1 589°48'26"£ 
2 S00°ll'34nW 
3 500°54'20"W 
4 589°48' 14ft£ 
5 506°55 ' 15ft£ 
6 N89°48' 14"W 
7 N00°54'20"£ 

1355. 75' 
65. 00' 

7 31. 96' 
960. 91 I 

12. 09' 
962. 56' 

12. 00' 

50·' 

GLENDALE ONBOARD TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM 

NORTHERN AVE. & S.R. 303 

---~~---~---======-·-·--- ·--------- --- .... ...... -
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EXHIBIT"B" 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR 
NEW WATERUNE.EASBMENT 

That portion of a certain property described in Instrument No. 10-0535961, records of Maricopa 
County, Arizona, said property lying within the Northwest quarter of Section 1, Township 2 
North, Range 2 West, of the Gila and Salt River Meridian, Maricopa County, Arizona, said 
portion being more particularly described as follows: 

COMMENCING at the Northwest comer of said Section 1 (brass cap in handhole) from which 
the North quarter comer of said Section 1 (aluminum cap flush) bears South 89"48'26" East, 
2633.29 feet; 

thence South 89°48'26" East. 1355.75 feet along the North line of said Northwest quarter of 
Section 1; 

thence departing said North line South 00011'34" West. 65.00 feet to the South right of way of 
· West Northern A venue and the Northeast comer of a 40.00 foot Iilgress and Egress easement set 
forth as "PARCEL NO.2" in Instrument No. 08-0848861, records of Maricopa County, ~na; 

thence departing said South right of way~m'"VV54'20" West. 731.96 feet along the East line 
of said 40.00 foot Ingress and Egress easement to the POINT OF BEOINNlNG; 

thence con~nuing South 00"54'20'' West, 12.00 feet along said East line to the Southeast comer 
of said 40.00 foot Ingress and Egress easem~t and a southerly line of said certain property 
described in Instrument No. 10-0535961; 

thence North 89°48'14" West. 21.38 feet along the line common to said South line of a 40.00 foot 
lrigress and Egress easement and said southerly line of certain property; 

thence departing said common line North 00°14'40" East. 12.00 feet; 

thence South 89°48'14" East, 21.51 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 

Said New Waterline Easement contains 257 square feet or 0.0059 acres more or less. 

IO·It .r.nA.t , OF_'lr.J!IPTTON~\OBMISCJ I'Nort!ocm30LWL2.doc 
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·'WHEN RECORDED, RETURN TO: 

City cierk, City of Glendale 
5850 West Glendale Avenue, Suite 455 
Glendale, Arizona 85301 

WATERLINE EASEMENT 

~unofficial 
20:Document 
EA: 
ch; 

In consider~ion ofTen Dollars ($1 0.00) and other good and val~le consideration, the receipt and adequacy of 
which is hereby acknowledged, WHITE TANKS STORAGE, INC., an Arizona corporation, also shown of reeord 
as WHITE TANK STORAGE, INC., an Arizona c:Orporation ("Grantor"), dQeS hereby give, grant and convey to 
<;ITY OF GLENDALE, an Arizona municipal corporation, ail.d i~ s~,tccessors and assigns (collectively, "Grantee"), a 
perpetual ~t and a free, unintem,q>ted arid unobstructed right of way to install, construct, operate, maintain, 
inspect, repair, replace. and add to water lines, attached facilities, including laterals and ~ections for the distribution of 
water, and appurtenant facilities (collectively, "Grantee's Facilities") upon, across, above and under the surface of the 
premises hereinafter described. 

The property of Grantor subject to the easement and right of way granted herein is more particularly described 
in Instrument No, 10.0535961, Records of Maricopa County, Arizona, ("Grantor's Premises"). The easement and right 
of way granted herein encompass the premises described in Exhibits A, Al, B and Bl attached hereto and by this 
reference made a part hereof. 

Together with the right to Grantee, either using its own personnel or contractors, to (i) enter in and upon the 
easement and right of way granted herein with personnel and machinery, vehicles and material at any and aU times to 
install, operate, repair, replace, maintain, remove and add to Grantee's Facilities, (ii) remove trees, bushes, undergrowth 
and other obstructiom interfering with Grantee's enjoyment of its rights granted herein. and (iii) do anything necessary, 
useful or conve.nient for the enjoyment of its rights granted herein, with ac<:ess to and egress from the easement granted 
herein to permit normal .opeiations ofGrante~ in corinection with Grantee's Facilities. Grantee will -'tave unrestricted 
access to the easement gran~ herein for activities described above and formal notification of or approval by any entity 
or association prior to 'accessing the easement will not be requll'Cd. Orantor aclatowledges that Grantee's Facilities 8re or 
will be above and below ground and that the installation, constrUction, maintenance, repair and replacement of, or 
addition to, Grantee's Facilities may require the use of heavy equipment by Grantee. Additionally; these facilities may 
require maintenance andfor repair anytime, day or night. 

The right of Grantor to freely use and enjoy its interest in the premises is reserved to Grantor, its successors and 
assigns insofur as the exercise thereof does not endanger or interfere with Grantee's exercise of its rights under this 
Easement or with Grantee's Facilities located within the easement granted hereby. WithOut limiting the generality of the 
foregoing. Grantor shall have the right to construct and erect fences, to install landscaping, parking facilities and 
driveways, and to establish other uses which are not inconsistent with Grantee's uses within the limits of the easement 
granted herein and in a manner which will not unreasonably interfere with Grantee's rights granted under this Easement 
NotWithstanding the foregoing, (i) Grantor shall not erect or construct or pennitto be erected or constructed any building, 
structure or similar improvement within the limits o(the easement granted herein, (ii) Grantor shall not, nor pennit, the 
grade over Grantee's facilities to be substantially altered witho.ut, in each instance, the prior written consent of Grantee, 
and (iii) Grantor agrees that no other pipes or conduits shall be placed within the premises subject to the easement 
granted het:ein, except pipes crossing Grantee's Facilities at right angles, in which case, a minimum vertical distance of 
two {2) feet (as measured from the closest points on the outside edges) shall be maintained between Grantee's Facilities 
and such Other pipes or conduits. Unless Grantee's expressly consents in writing otherwise, any and all sewer pipes 
crossing the easement granted herein shall be laid below Grantee's Facilities. 
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20110893080 

This Easement and the rights granted to Grantee herein constitute a covenant running with the Iand for the 
benefit of Grantee and shall be binding upon Grantor and its successors and assigns. Grantee shall have the full and 
unrestricted right to assign all or any of its rights hereunder to one or more third parties fur the uses herein permitted, 
individually ot jointly with Grantee. Grantor further warrants and covenants to Grantee that Grantor is the owner in fee 
simple ofGraritor' s Premises and has good title to convey the rights granted hereunder to Grantee and that Grantee shall 
quietly enjoy the easement and right of way granted herein. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Grantor bas executed this Easement as of the dll}' and year first written below. 

STATE OF ARIZONA 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA 

) 
)ss. 
) 

OFFICIAL SEAL 
CHRISTINE A. LEITCH 

NOTARY PUBliC· ARIZONA 
MARICOPA COUNTY 

0' _ .. j_ BEFORE ME, the undersigne ! ~:tf~tar;Y_Pu~~iG in,~~ fl~. r said County and State, on ~i~4ay of 
·. ,._X~f I · , 2011 personally appeared ) t'_l .,:elf I Cc~ whoacknowledgedhimselfto be the 

% :x/'.J(t.YVj ofWifiTE TANKS STOMGE, INC., als~ showu of record as WHITE TANK STORAGE, 
INC., and that lie as such officer, being authorized to do so, executed the foregoing Waterline Easement and 
acknowledged to me that he executed the same for the purposes and consideration ther~in expressed. 

,. · ' Ct ·1· { (. J!i J·~t,JlLtc (1 . W i! A ·tt ---
Name -· o 

Unotnd a1 COcumenl 

Title 

My Commission expires: 

•Jt,d~j 1~>. % 11-, 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

c~~. {£b 
raJg m l, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT,~,, 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR 
NEW WATERliNE EASEMENT 

That portion of a certain property described in Instrument No. 10-0535961, records of Maricopa 
County, Arizona, said property lying Within the Northwest quarter of Section 1, Township 2 
North, Range 2 West, of the Gila and Salt River Meridian, Maricopa County, Arizona, said 
portion being more particularly <iescribed as follows: 

CO~CING at the Northwest corner of said Section 1 (brass cap in handhole) from which 
the North quarter comer of said Section 1 (aluminum cap flush) bears South 89"48'26" East, 
2633.29 feet; 

thence South 89'"48'26" East. 1355.75 feet along the North line of said Northwest quarter of 
Section 1; 

thence departing said North line South 00011'3411 West, 65.00 feet to the South right of way of 
West .Northern Avenue and the Northeast comer of a 40.00 foot Ingress and Egress easement s~t 
forth as "PARCEL NO. 2" in InstrUDient No. 08-0848861, records of Maricopa County, Arizona; 

thence departing said South right of way South 00"54'20'' West, 731.96 feet along the East line 
of said 40.00 foot Ingress and Egress easeffie'l'l't"~~- POINT OF BEGINNING; 

thence departing said East line South 89°48'14" East, 960.91 feet to the proposed westerly right 
of way of State Route 303 (S.R. 303 ); 

thence South 06°55'15" East, 12.09 feet along said proposed westerly right of way to a southerly 
line of said certain property; 

thence departing said proposed right of way North 89"48'14" West, 962.56 feet along said 
southerly line to the Southeast eomer of said 40.00 foot Ingress and Egress easement; 

thence departing said southerly line North 00054'20" East, 12.00 feet along said East line of 
40.00 foot Ingress and Egress easement to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 

Said New Waterline Easement contains 11,541 square feet or 0.2649 acres more or less. 

1\Pbdilel\survey\LEOAL DESCRlPTIONroBMISC I J\Nonllem303_ WLl,dac 
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EXHIBIT Al 
NEW WATERLINE EASEMENT 

THAT PORTION OF A CERTAIN PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN /NSTR NO. 10-0535961 
RECORDS OF MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, LYING WITHIN THE NW4 OF 
SECTION 1, T2N, R2W, OF THE G&SRM, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

A. P. N. 
501-04-0090 T2N . R2W 

fWHfTE TANKS STORAGE, INC. J 

1"=200' 
MARICOPA CO. 

PROPOSED S.R. JOJ 
RIGHT OF WA)' 

11,541 SO. FT. . 
NEW W/L £SMT 

·.6 · A P N ·. ... . . . . 
501-04-009? 

(AMERCO REAL ESTATE CO. J 

DATA TABLE 
1 589°48'26"£ 
2 S00°ll'34nW 
3 500°54'20"W 
4 589°48' 14ft£ 
5 506°55 ' 15ft£ 
6 N89°48' 14"W 
7 N00°54'20"£ 

1355. 75' 
65. 00' 

7 31. 96' 
960. 91 I 

12. 09' 
962. 56' 

12. 00' 

50·' 

GLENDALE ONBOARD TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM 

NORTHERN AVE. & S.R. 303 

---~~---~---======-·-·--- ·--------- --- .... ...... -
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EXHIBIT"B" 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR 
NEW WATERUNE.EASBMENT 

That portion of a certain property described in Instrument No. 10-0535961, records of Maricopa 
County, Arizona, said property lying within the Northwest quarter of Section 1, Township 2 
North, Range 2 West, of the Gila and Salt River Meridian, Maricopa County, Arizona, said 
portion being more particularly described as follows: 

COMMENCING at the Northwest comer of said Section 1 (brass cap in handhole) from which 
the North quarter comer of said Section 1 (aluminum cap flush) bears South 89"48'26" East, 
2633.29 feet; 

thence South 89°48'26" East. 1355.75 feet along the North line of said Northwest quarter of 
Section 1; 

thence departing said North line South 00011'34" West. 65.00 feet to the South right of way of 
· West Northern A venue and the Northeast comer of a 40.00 foot Iilgress and Egress easement set 
forth as "PARCEL NO.2" in Instrument No. 08-0848861, records of Maricopa County, ~na; 

thence departing said South right of way~m'"VV54'20" West. 731.96 feet along the East line 
of said 40.00 foot Ingress and Egress easement to the POINT OF BEOINNlNG; 

thence con~nuing South 00"54'20'' West, 12.00 feet along said East line to the Southeast comer 
of said 40.00 foot Ingress and Egress easem~t and a southerly line of said certain property 
described in Instrument No. 10-0535961; 

thence North 89°48'14" West. 21.38 feet along the line common to said South line of a 40.00 foot 
lrigress and Egress easement and said southerly line of certain property; 

thence departing said common line North 00°14'40" East. 12.00 feet; 

thence South 89°48'14" East, 21.51 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 

Said New Waterline Easement contains 257 square feet or 0.0059 acres more or less. 

IO·It .r.nA.t , OF_'lr.J!IPTTON~\OBMISCJ I'Nort!ocm30LWL2.doc 
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A. P. N. 
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'\I 
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EASEMENT 

lhlclllcia! Oo: umeot R f(;Hr OF WAY --... 

A. P. N. 
501 - 04- 009? 

tAMERCO REAL ESTATE CO, J 

~ 
v) 

I 

DATA TABLE 
} S89°48'26n£ 1355.75' 
2 $00°}1'34 MW 65.00' 
3 S00°54'20 ~ w 731.96' 
4 S00°54 ' 20"W 1~00' 
5 N89°48' 14"W 21.38' 
6 N00°14'40 "E 12.00' 
7 589°48' 14P£ 21.51' 
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Meeting Date:         1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AMENDING GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 26, 
ARTICLE II, SECTION 26-22 (OBSTRUCTING POLICE)  

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
amending Glendale City Code Chapter 26, Article II, Section 26-22, relating to Obstructing Police. 

Background 
 
The current City Ordinance for Obstructing Police is unenforceable and has not been used for 
many years.  It was brought to the City Prosecutors Office and Police Department's attention that 
cases involving currently-written Sec. 26-22 were being dismissed by the court in response to 
defense motions.  The ordinance needs to be amended and has not been used since this issue was 
brought to their attention.  
 
The manner in which the section is currently written does not specify that words alone cannot be 
considered obstruction.  Whereas, the amended version specifically outlines that a person cannot 
be in violation of the obstruction statute by the utterance of words alone, regardless of how 
offensive or obscene they may be. 

Analysis 
 
I will be recommending that City council adopt an ordinance amending Glendale City Code Chapter 
26 relating to Obstructing Police. 

Attachments 

Ordinance 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
[Additions are indicated by underline; deletions by strikeout.] 

ORDINANCE NO. 2874 NEW SERIES 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 
GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 26 (OFFENSES—
MISCELLANEOUS), ARTICLE II (OFFENSES AGAINST 
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE), SEC. 26-22 
(OBSTRUCTING POLICE); AND ESTABLISHING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE as follows: 
 
 
 SECTION 1.  That Glendale City Code, Chapter 26 (Offenses—Miscellaneous), Article II 
(Offenses Against Administration of Justice), Sec. 26-22 (Obstructing Police) is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 
 
 
Sec. 26-22.  Obstructing police. 
 
 Any person who shall knowingly or willfully obstruct, flee from, delay, resist or oppose 
any policeman authorized to make arrests, in serving or attempting to serve any lawful process or 
order of the city judge, performing or attempting to perform any official duty, or shall knowingly 
and willfully assault or beat any policeman when serving or attempting to serve any lawful 
process or order of the city judge, or when performing or attempting to perform any official duty, 
or because of having served or attempted to serve any lawful process or order of the city judge or 
because of having performed or attempted to perform any official duty, shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor. 
 
 Any person who shall knowingly or willfully obstruct by fleeing from, delaying, resisting 
or opposing any police officer in the performance or attempted performance of any official duty 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor.  One cannot be in violation of this section by the utterance of 
words alone regardless of how offensive or obscene they may be. 
 
 SECTION 2.  That the provisions of this ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days 
after passage of this ordinance by the Glendale City Council. 



 
[Additions are indicated by underline; deletions by strikeout.] 

 
PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
c_pd_interference.doc 
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Meeting Date:         1/28/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: ORDINANCE AMENDING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE GENERAL 
PLAN STEERING COMMITTEE 

Staff Contact: Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
amending the establishment of the General Plan Steering Committee.   
 
The city’s General Plan is required by state law to be periodically updated and the Planning 
Division is beginning this process.  As part of the General Plan update, the Planning Division 
desires to be assisted by a Steering Committee of interested citizens and stakeholders in the 
community. 

Background 
 
The General Plan is required by state law and serves as the official policy statement of the city to 
guide the public and private development of the community through new development and 
redevelopment initiatives.  Both content and character of the plan are largely proscribed by state 
statutes.  Elements of the General Plan, both those required by state law as well as elements 
specific to Glendale make up the plan, along with goals, objectives, and policies for each element. 
 
Preliminary work on the General Plan has begun and will continue through the rest of this year.  
Staff has developed the framework and a working title for the update to be known as “Glendale 
2035.”  A Steering Committee will play an important role in the formation and development of this 
planning endeavor. 
 
To assist with this endeavor, staff initially requested Council establish and appoint a Steering 
Committee to assist with the preparation of the General Plan.  The Steering Committee members 
shall serve without compensation.  The Mayor and each Councilmember may appoint no less than 
four members to serve on the Steering committee, with no less than seven members appointed by 
the Council as a whole.  The total membership of the Steering Committee shall consist of no less 
than 21 members with a quorum being twelve.  Staff will recommend an additional seven 
members for Council approval at large.  Each member recommended will be processed through 
the existing standard protocol for all board and commission members.  Current board or 
commission members will also be allowed to serve on this task force while serving their assigned 
appointment.  The Steering Committee will be provided with an educational program/process 
covering topic pertinent to the writing of the General Plan. 



     

  CITY COUNCIL REPORT  
 

 

2 
 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
At the January 14, 2014 Evening Meeting, Council adopted Ordinance 2872 New Series, relating to 
the establishment of the General Plan Steering Committee. 
 
At the December 17, 2013 City Council Workshop, Council provided guidance to staff to continue 
with the formation of a Steering Committee for the update of the General Plan. 
 
A presentation was made to the Government Services Committee on November 7, 2013 on the 
process for moving forward with the formation of the Steering Committee. 
 
During the 2001-2002 update of the General Plan, a Steering Committee of interested citizens, 
identified then as the General Plan Public Focus Group, was formed to assist staff and the 
consultant in the writing of the General Plan. 
 
Once the Focus Group completed its work in 2002, the City Council adopted the General Plan, 
Glendale 2025 The Next Step, on May 28, 2002, and the voters ratified the plan with 86% approval 
on the November 5, 2002 General Election. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
State law requires each municipality in Arizona to adopt written procedures to provide effective, 
early, and continuous public participation in the development of its General Plan, from all 
geographic, ethnic, and economic areas of the city.  The Steering Committee will represent those 
various stakeholder interests and will meet regularly with plan consultants to provide process 
oversight. 
 
The Steering Committee, among other public participation efforts, will provide citizens an 
opportunity to assist with the writing of the General Plan.  Increasing citizen involvement will 
assist the public in understanding, supporting, and implementing the General Plan. 
 

Attachments 

Ordinance 

 



 

ORDINANCE NO. 2875 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 
ORDINANCE 2872 NEW SERIES ESTABLISHING A 
GENERAL PLAN STEERING COMMITTEE TO WORK WITH 
STAFF TO CREATE A RECOMMENDED DRAFT REVISED 
GENERAL PLAN, PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF 
ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, TITLE 9, CHAPTER 4, 
ARTICLE 6, AND SETTING FORTH INSTRUCTIONS AND 
CHARGES.  

 
 WHEREAS, Arizona Revised Statutes §§ 9-461.05 through 9-461.06 set forth the 
requirements for adoption and amendment of a general plan; and 
 
 WHEREAS, at the December 17, 2013 City Council Workshop meeting, staff presented 
the preliminary framework for the establishment of a General Plan Steering Committee to assist 
staff to create and deliver a recommended draft revised General Plan; and  
 
 WHEREAS, in addition, a presentation was provided to the City Council Government 
Services Subcommittee to obtain guidance on establishing a General Plan Steering Committee; 
and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Glendale has determined that forming a General Plan Steering 
Committee to work with staff will assist in fulfilling the requirements of said statutes; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Glendale City Council wishes to amend Ordinance 2872 New Series, 
adopted on January 14, 2014, relating to the establishment of the General Plan Steering 
Committee. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE as follows:  
 
 SECTION 1.  That pursuant to Article V, Section 1 of the Glendale City Charter, the 
Council hereby amends Ordinance 2872 relating to the establishment of the General Plan 
Steering Committee (“Steering Committee”) to assist City staff to create and deliver a draft 
revised General Plan.   
 
 SECTION 2.  That the Mayor and each member of Council may appoint NO LESS 
THAN up to two FOUR members to serve on the Steering Committee, with NO LESS THAN 
seven members appointed by the Council as a whole.  The total membership of the Steering 
Committee shall not exceed CONSIST OF NO LESS THAN 21 members WITH A QUORUM 
BEING TWELVE.  All members of the Steering Committee shall serve without compensation 
AND SHALL BE CITIZENS OR BUSINESS PARTNERS OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE. 
 
 



 

 SECTION 3.  That the Steering Committee members will be provided with an 
educational program/process explaining the purpose and requirements of a General Plan, public 
participation, and other pertinent topics.  The Steering Committee will meet monthly or as 
needed.  The Steering Committee will: 
 

1. Provide recommendations to staff concerning the draft revised General Plan; and 
 

2. Work with the City’s Planning Department to host and/or attend community 
meetings for public input on the revised General Plan. 
 

 SECTION 4.  That the Steering Committee is established and appointed as a limited 
duration advisory committee.  The Steering Committee will meet monthly as needed.  UPON 
CONSIDERATION AND ACTION OF THE GENERAL PLAN BY THE QUALIFIED 
ELECTORS OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE THIS COMMITTEE SHALL 
AUTOMATICALLY DISSOLVE.  Steering Committee’s work will be completed and the 
Steering Committee shall dissolve upon adoption of the General Plan by the Glendale City 
Council.   

 
PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
c_general_plan_comm_amd 
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Meeting	Date:							 1/28/2014	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting	
Title:	 COUNCIL	SELECTION	OF	VICE	MAYOR		
Staff	Contact:	 Kristen	Krey,	Council	Services	Administrator		

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
In	 accordance	with	 the	 Charter	 and	 pursuant	 to	 City	 Council	 Guidelines,	 Council	will	 designate	
among	its	members	a	Vice	Mayor.	 	The	Mayor	will	accept	a	motion	or	motions,	call	for	a	second,	
and	conduct	a	vote	of	the	Council	that	shall,	by	virtue	of	assent	of	a	majority,	designate	one	of	its	
members	as	Vice	Mayor.	

Background	
	
Mayor	and	Council	adopted	the	City	Council	Guidelines	at	the	May	26,	2009	Council	meeting	and	
amended	Section	8	pertaining	to	selection	of	the	Vice	Mayor	on	August	13,	2013.	The	Guidelines	
regarding	the	appointment	of	a	Vice	Mayor,	Section	8,	state	as	follows:		

	
The	Vice	Mayor	is	selected	by	a	majority	vote	of	the	Council.	Effective	August	13,	2013,	at	the	first	
workshop	of	January	of	each	year	the	Council	will	consider	the	appointment	of	a	Vice	Mayor	for	
the	year,	with	the	Vice	Mayor	serving	a	calendar	year	term	(January	to	January).	At	that	workshop	
nominations	 for	 Vice‐Mayor	 will	 be	 discussed	 by	 the	 Council.	 If	 nominations	 are	 indicated	 by	
Councilmembers	at	the	workshop,	a	formal	nomination	and	selection	process	will	be	placed	on	the	
agenda	for	the	next	regular	voting	meeting	following	the	workshop.	If	the	Vice	Mayor	vacates	the	
position	 for	any	reason,	 the	selection	 for	replacement	will	proceed	 in	a	 timely	 fashion	following	
the	process	above	and	the	selected	Councilmember	will	serve	for	the	remainder	of	the	one‐year	
term.		
	
The	Glendale	City	Charter	provides	for	the	composition	of	the	Council.	The	Charter	states:	Art.	II,	
Sec.	7.	Vice	Mayor:	The	council	 shall	designate	one	 (1)	of	 its	members	as	vice	mayor,	who	shall	
serve	in	such	capacity	at	the	pleasure	of	the	council.	The	vice	mayor	shall	perform	the	duties	of	the	
mayor	during	the	mayor’s	absence	or	disability.		
	

Previous	Related	Council	Action	
	
At	the	January	21,	2014	Workshop,	nominations	for	Vice	Mayor	were	discussed	by	Council.	
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