
City of	Glendale
Council	Meeting	Agenda	

	
February	26,	2013	–	7:00	p.m.	

	
City	 Council	meetings	 are	 telecast	 live	 at	 7:00	 p.m.	 on	 the	 second	 and	 fourth	Tuesday	 of	 the	month.		 Repeat	 broadcasts	 are	 telecast	 the	
second	and	fourth	week	of	the	month	–	Wednesday	at	2:30	p.m.,	Thursday	at	8:00	a.m.,	Friday	at	8:00	a.m.,	Saturday	at	2:00	p.m.,	Sunday	at	
9:00	a.m.	and	Monday	at	1:30	p.m.	on	Glendale	Channel	11.	
	
	
Welcome!	
We	 are	 glad	 you	 have	 chosen	 to	 attend	 this	 City	 Council	
meeting.		We	welcome	your	interest	and	encourage	you	to	
attend	again.	
	
Form	of	Government	
The	 City	 of	 Glendale	 has	 a	 Council‐Manager	 form	 of	
government.	 	 Legislative	 policy	 is	 set	 by	 the	 elected	
Council	 and	 administered	 by	 the	 Council‐appointed	 City	
Manager.	
	
The	 City	 Council	 consists	 of	 a	 Mayor	 and	 six	
Councilmembers.		The	Mayor	is	elected	every	four	years	by	
voters	 city‐wide.	 	 Councilmembers	 hold	 four‐year	 terms	
with	three	seats	decided	every	two	years.	 	Each	of	the	six	
Councilmembers	 represent	 one	 of	 six	 electoral	 districts	
and	are	 elected	by	 the	 voters	 of	 their	 respective	districts	
(see	map	on	back).	
	
Council	Meeting	Schedule	
The	Mayor	and	City	Council	hold	Council	meetings	to	take	
official	action	two	times	each	month.	 	These	meetings	are	
held	 on	 the	 second	 and	 fourth	 Tuesday	 of	 the	 month	 at	
7:00	 p.m.	 	 Regular	 meetings	 are	 held	 in	 the	 Council	
Chambers,	 Glendale	 Municipal	 Office	 Complex,	 5850	 W.	
Glendale	Avenue.		
	
Agendas	 may	 be	 obtained	 after	 4:00	 p.m.	 on	 the	 Friday	
before	 a	 Council	meeting,	 at	 the	City	 Clerk's	Office	 in	 the	
Municipal	 Complex.	 The	 agenda	 and	 supporting	
documents	 are	 posted	 to	 the	 city’s	 Internet	 web	 site,	
www.glendaleaz.com	
	
Questions	or	Comments	
If	you	have	any	questions	about	the	agenda,	please	call	the	
City	 Manager's	 Office	 at	 (623)	 930‐2870.	 	 If	 you	 have	 a	
concern	 you	 would	 like	 to	 discuss	 with	 your	 District	
Councilmember,	 please	 call	 (623)	 930‐2249,	 Monday	 ‐	
Friday,	8:00	a.m.	–	5:00	p.m.	
	
	

Public	Rules	of	Conduct	
The	 presiding	 officer	 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	
presiding	officer	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	presiding	officer.	
	
How	to	Participate	
The	Glendale	City	Council	values	citizen	comments	and	input.		
If	 you	 wish	 to	 speak	 on	 a	 matter	 concerning	 Glendale	 city	
government	that	is	not	on	the	printed	agenda,	please	fill	out	a	
blue	Citizen	Comments	Card	located	at	the	back	of	the	Council	
Chambers	 and	 give	 it	 to	 the	 City	 Clerk	 before	 the	 meeting	
starts.	 	 The	 Mayor	 will	 call	 your	 name	 when	 the	 Citizen	
Comments	portion	of	 the	 agenda	 is	 reached.	 	 Because	 these	
matters	are	not	listed	on	the	posted	agenda,	the	City	Council	
may	not	act	on	 the	 information	during	 the	meeting	but	may	
refer	the	matter	to	the	City	Manager	for	follow‐up.	
	
Public	Hearings	are	also	held	on	certain	agenda	 items	such	
as	 zoning	 cases,	 liquor	 license	applications	and	use	permits.		
If	 you	wish	 to	 speak	 or	 provide	 written	 comments	 about	 a	
public	hearing	item	on	tonight's	agenda,	please	fill	out	a	gold	
Public	 Hearing	 Speakers	 Card	 located	 at	 the	 back	 of	 the	
Council	 Chambers	 and	 give	 it	 to	 the	 City	 Clerk	 before	 the	
meeting	 starts.	 	 The	 Mayor	 will	 call	 your	 name	 when	 the	
public	hearing	on	the	item	has	been	opened.	
	
When	speaking	at	the	Podium,	please	state	your	name	and	
the	 city	 in	 which	 you	 reside.	 	 If	 you	 reside	 in	 the	 City	 of	
Glendale,	 please	 state	 the	 Council	 District	 you	 live	 in	 and	
present	your	comments	in	five	minutes	or	less.			
	

	

**	For	special	accommodations	or	interpreter	assistance,	please	contact	the	City	Manager's	Office at	(623)	
930‐	2870	at	least	one	business	day	prior	to	this	meeting.		TDD	(623)	930‐2197.	

	
**	Para	acomodacion	especial	o	traductor	de	español,	por	favor	llame	a	la	oficina	del	adminsitrador	del	
ayuntamiento	de	Glendale,	al	(623)	930‐2870	un	día	hábil	antes	de	la	fecha	de	la	junta.	

	
Councilmembers	

	
Cactus	District	–	Ian	Hugh	
Cholla	District	–	Manuel	D.	Martinez	
Ocotillo	District	–	Norma	S.	Alvarez	
Sahuaro	District	–	Gary	D.	Sherwood	
Yucca	District	–	Samuel	U.	Chavira	

	
MAYOR	JERRY	P.	WEIERS	

Vice	Mayor	Yvonne	J.	Knaack	–	Barrel	District	
	

Appointed	City	Staff
	

Horatio	Skeete	–	Acting	City	Manager	
Craig	Tindall	–	City	Attorney	
Pamela	Hanna	–	City	Clerk	
Elizabeth	Finn	–	City	Judge	
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GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

Council Chambers 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 

February 12, 2013 
7:00 p.m. 

 
 
The meeting was called to order by Mayor Jerry P. Weiers and the following Councilmembers 
were present: Norma S. Alvarez, Samuel U. Chavira, Ian Hugh, Yvonne J. Knaack, Manuel D. 
Martinez and Gary D. Sherwood. 
 
Also present were Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager; Jamsheed Mehta, Interim Assistant City 
Manager; Nicholas DiPiazza, Deputy City Attorney; and Pamela Hanna, City Clerk. 
 
Mayor Weiers called for the Pledge of Allegiance and a moment of silence was observed. 
 
Compliance with Article VII, Section 6(c) of the Glendale Charter 
 
A statement was filed by the City Clerk that the 7 resolutions 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 January 15th and January 22nd,  2013 City Council Meeting 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Sherwood, and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, to 
dispense with the reading of the minutes of the January 15th , 2013 Installation Ceremony 
and January 22nd, 2013 a 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. 
 
Mayor Weiers asked to hear Agenda item #11 first. 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
11. COUNCIL SELECTION OF VICE MAYOR 

PRESENTED BY: Mayor and Council 
 
In accordance with the Charter and pursuant to City Council Guidelines, Council will designate 
among its members a Vice Mayor. 
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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. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Martinez, and seconded by Councilmember Hugh, to 
approve Councilmember Yvonne Knaack as Vice Mayor.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Items on the consent agenda are intended to be acted upon in one motion. 
 
Ms. Pamela Hanna, City Clerk, read consent agenda resolution item numbers 1 through 5 
by number and title. 
 
CONSENT RESOLUTIONS 
 
1. AMENDMENT NO. 8 TO INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR COMMUNITY 
ACTION PROGRAM FUNDING AND OPERATIONS 
PRESENTED BY: Rebecca H. Daniel, Community Action Program Administrator 
RESOLUTION: 4638 

 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into Amendment No. 8 to the intergovernmental 
agreement (IGA) with the Arizona Department of Economic Security (DES) for Community 
Action Program (CAP) funding and operations. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4638 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 AMENDMENT NO. 8 TO THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY 
FOR COMMUNITY ACTION PROGRAM FUNDING. 
 
2. MAIN EXTENSION AGREEMENT WITH VALLEY UTILITIES WATER 

COMPANY, INC. TO SUPPLY WATER FOR NORTHERN PARKWAY 
LANDSCAPING 
PRESENTED BY: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation 
Services 
RESOLUTION: 4639 

 
Staff is requesting City Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing 
the City Manager to enter into a main extension agreement with Valley Utilities Water 
Company, Inc. (VUWCO) to supply water for Northern Parkway landscaping.  This agreement 
will allow for construction of a waterline extension needed to deliver irrigation water to the 
landscaping along Northern Parkway, between 143rd Avenue and Dysart Road. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 4639 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 A MAIN EXTENSION AGREEMENT WITH VALLEY 
UTILITIES WATER COMPANY, INC. FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND 
SUBSEQUENT OWNERSHIP TRANSFER OF A WATERLINE EXTENSION NEEDED 
TO DELIVER IRRIGATION WATER TO THE LANDSCAPING ALONG NORTHERN 
PARKWAY. 
 
3. MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH MARICOPA COUNTY 

ATTORNEY’S OFFICE FOR THE EQUITABLE SHARING OF RACKETEERING 
INFLUENCED CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS ASSETS 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4640 

 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) with the Maricopa County Attorney’s Office (MCAO) for the equitable 
sharing of Racketeering Influenced Corrupt Organizations (RICO) assets.   

 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authoring the 
City Manager to enter into a MOU with MCAO for the equitable sharing of RICO assets. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4640 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 A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE 
MARICOPA COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE CONCERNING ASSET FORFEITURE 
SERVICES (RICO) FOR THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 
 
4. MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH MARICOPA COUNTY ADULT 

PROBATION DEPARTMENT FOR EXCHANGE OF PROBATION DATA AND 
LAW ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4641 

 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a memorandum of 
understanding (MOU) with the Maricopa County Adult Probation Department (MCAPD) for 
exchange of probation data and law enforcement information.   

 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authoring the 
City Manager to enter into a MOU with MCAPD for exchange of probation data and law 
enforcement information. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4641 NEW SERIES WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, 
IT BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
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MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE 
ENTERING INTO OF A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING FOR DATA 
EXCHANGE WITH THE MARICOPA COUNTY ADULT PROBATION 
DEPARTMENT. 
 
5. AMENDED AND RESTATED TRIBAL WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT AND 

LEASE AGREEMENT 
PRESENTED BY: Doug Kukino, Environmental Resources Director 
RESOLUTION: 4642 

 
This is a request for Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution approving 
and authorizing execution of the Amended and Restated White Mountain Apache Tribe Water 
Rights Quantification Agreement, dated November 1, 2012, and all exhibits to the agreement 
including the revised Lease Agreement for Central Arizona Project (CAP) Water.  Council is 
also requested to authorize the City Manager to execute all required documentation on behalf of 
the City of Glendale in this transaction. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4642 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 THE LEASE AGREEMENT FOR CENTRAL ARIZONA 
PROJECT WATER AMONG THE CITY OF GLENDALE, THE WHITE MOUNTAIN 
APACHE TRIBE AND THE UNITED STATES; AND THE AMENDED AND 
RESTATED WHITE MOUNTAIN APACHE TRIBE WATER RIGHTS 
QUANTIFICATION AGREEMENT AND ALL ASSOCIATED EXHIBITS THERETO. 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, to 
approve the recommended actions on Consent Agenda Item Nos. 1 through 5, including the 
approval and adoption of Resolution No. 4638 New Series, Resolution No. 4639 New Series, 
Resolution No. 4640 New Series, Resolution No. 4641 New Series, and Resolution No. 4642 
New Series.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
BIDS AND CONTRACTS 
 
6. AWARD OF PROPOSAL 13-07, LIBRARY BOOKS 

PRESENTED BY: Erik Strunk, Executive Director, Parks, Recreation & Library 
Services 

 
This is a request for City Council to award proposal 13-07 authorizing the City Manager to enter 
into an agreement for Library Print Materials with Baker & Taylor, Inc. for one year, with the 
option to extend the agreement for an additional four, one-year increments. 
 
Mr. Strunk said the award of this contract will ensure access to print materials to meet the needs 
of the community.  The final cost will not exceed $570,886.  Funding is available in the book 
replacement book budgets for this project. 
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Councilmember Martinez asked if there was going to be monies available to purchase new books 
and how long it would be before the new books are on the shelves.  Mr. Strunk said it will be 
about eight weeks.  Councilmember Martinez said we need to let the public know about the new 
books. Mr. Strunk said there will be advertising about this. 
 
Mayor Weiers asked if this was an ongoing program that would go on for the next 12 months.  
Mr. Strunk said yes it was and it was for books only. 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, to 
approve the Award Proposal 13-07 an agreement for Library print Materials with Baker & 
Taylor, Inc.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
7. PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH RITOCH–POWELL & 

ASSOCIATES CONSULTING ENGINEERS, INC. FOR THE 2012/2013 SLURRY 
SEAL PROGRAM 
PRESENTED BY: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 

 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional 
services agreement with Ritoch–Powell & Associates Consulting Engineers, Inc. in an amount 
not to exceed $95,698.57 for the purpose of providing engineering design services and 
developing project specifications and bid documents for the 2012/2013 Slurry Seal Program. 
 
Councilmember Sherwood asked Mr. Rodzenko how the engineering design services charges of 
$17,664 for a year fit into the 2 million program in the budget book.  
 
Mr. Rodzenko said the $95,698.57 was for the private vendor consulting design services. The 
$17,664 a year was for engineering chargebacks. This is the first year that they have had to go 
outside for consulting services for this type of project due to recent staff cutbacks. The dollars 
will come out of the $2M overall budget for maintenance funds.  
 
It was moved by Councilmember Martinez, and seconded by Councilmember Alvarez, to 
approve the Professional Services Agreement with Ritoch-Powell & Associates Consulting 
Engineers, Inc.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
8. MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT WITH TCS AMERICA AND IMPRESSION 

TECHNOLOGY INCORPORATED FOR TAX MANTRA 
PRESENTED BY: Diane Goke, Chief Financial Officer 

 
This is a request for City Council to approve maintenance support expenditures for the Tax 
Mantra System for one year. 
 
Ms. Goke said the cost for one year was $147,300. 
 
Councilmember Martinez asked if this company has been doing the maintenance for this 
software and Ms. Goke said yes.  She said she is satisfied with the service they are providing. 
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It was moved by Councilmember Sherwood, and seconded by Councilmember Chavira, to 
approve the maintenance support expenditures for the Tax Mantra System.  The motion 
carried unanimously. 
 
RESOLUTIONS 
 
9. EMPLOYEE DEFERRED COMPENSATION CONTRACT WITH GREAT WEST 

RETIREMENT SERVICES 
PRESENTED BY: Jim Brown, Interim Executive Director, Human Resources and 

Risk Management 
RESOLUTION: 4643 

 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into a contract with Great-West Retirement Services 
(Great-West) for Employee Deferred Compensation Services. 
 
Mr. Brown explained this plan is funded by employee contributions and allows them to make tax 
deferred contributions from their paychecks into funds set aside for retirement purposes.  Great-
West offered the strongest proposal, including their fund performance, recordkeeping, fees and 
administration costs.  Mr. Brown explained the documents submitted for approval. 
 
Councilmember Sherwood asked how long the process took.  Mr. Brown said it took 
approximately a year to go through it with the committee. 
 
Councilmember Alvarez asked which departments were represented by the employee committee.  
Mr. Brown explained it was across the organization, including union representation.  He said the 
majority of departments were represented and he would provide that information to the council. 
 
Vice Mayor Knaack commended the committee and said it was a good thing for the employees. 
 
Councilmember Chavira commented that this was a benefit and tool used by employees when 
they retire. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4643 NEW SERIES WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, 
IT BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, REPEALING RESOLUTION NO. 3527 NEW 
SERIES; ADOPTING AND AMENDING A RESTATED DEFERRED COMPENSATION 
PLAN DOCUMENT AS ADMINISTERED BY GREAT WEST LIFE & ANNUITY 
INSURANCE COMPANY; AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING THE DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO IMPLEMENT THE DEFERRED COMPENSATION PLAN; AND 
ESTABLISHING THE DEFERRED COMPENSATION GOVERNING COMMITTEE. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Martinez, and seconded by Vice Mayor Knaack, to pass, 
adopt and approve Resolution No. 4643 New Series.  The motion carried unanimously. 
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10. RETIREE HEALTH SAVINGS ACCOUNT CONTRACT WITH EDUCATORS 
BENEFIT CONSULTANTS, LLC 
PRESENTED BY: Jim Brown, Interim Executive Director, Human Resources and 

Risk Management 
RESOLUTION: 4644 

 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the 
City Manager to enter into a contract with Educators Benefit Consultants, LLC (EBC), a 
subsidiary of Great-West Retirement Services, to administer the Retiree Health Savings (RHS) 
accounts contract for the City of Glendale. 
 
Mr. Brown said with the selection of Great West, the current retiree health savings provider, 
ICMA, will terminate their contract to provide RHS accounts with the city, effective April 1, 
2013.  He went over the documents necessary to implement the new retiree health savings plan 
with Educators Benefit Consultants, LLC. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4644 NEW SERIES WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, 
IT BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ADOPTING AN AMENDED AND RESTATED 
RETIREE HEALTH SAVINGS ACCOUNT (RHSA) PLAN AS ADMINISTERED BY 
EDUCATORS BENEFIT CONSULTANTS, LLC; AND AUTHORIZING AND 
APPROVING THE DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO IMPLEMENT THE RETIREE 
HEALTH SAVINGS ACCOUNT PLAN. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Chavira, and seconded by Councilmember Hugh, to pass, 
adopt and approve Resolution No. 4644 New Series.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
REQUEST FOR FUTURE WORKSHOP AND EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, to hold a 
City Council Workshop at 1:30 p.m. in the City Council Chambers on Tuesday, February 
19th, 2013, to be followed by an Executive Session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03.  In 
addition a special city council workshop/retreat to be held on Thursday, February 21st, 
2013 at 8:00 a.m. in room B-3 of the City Council Chambers.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
There were no citizen comments. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
 
Councilmember Hugh thanked the council for taking him shopping. 
 
Vice Mayor Knaack said she was honored being voted Vice Mayor. 
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Mayor Weiers expressed concern over other Councilmembers being sick and said he was glad 
everyone was feeling better. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:38 p.m. 
 

 
________________________________ 

       Pamela Hanna - City Clerk 
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Meeting	Date:							 2/26/2013	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting		
Title:	 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.		
	
Aviation Advisory Commission   
Quentin Tolby Cactus Appointment  02/26/2013 11/24/2014 
Michael Hernandez Ocotillo  Appointment 02/26/2013 11/24/2014 
     
Citizens Bicycle Advisory Committee   
Erik Flodin Cholla Appointment 02/26/2013 01/16/2015 
     
Commission On Persons With Disabilities   
Laura Hirsch – Chair Mayoral Appointment 02/26/2013 02/26/2014 
John Fallucca – Vice Chair Cholla Appointment 02/26/2013 02/26/2014 
   
Community Development Advisory Committee   
Ronald Jauregui Barrel Appointment 02/26/2013 07/01/2014 
Gina Schmitz (GESD Rep.) Ocotillo Reappointment 03/22/2013 03/22/2015 
     
Judicial Selection Advisory Board   
Judge Randall Warner  Reappointment 04/23/2013 04/23/2016 
     
Library Advisory Board   
Karen Aborne Yucca Reappointment 04/13/2013 04/13/2015 
     
Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission    
David Moreno Yucca Appointment  02/26/2013 04/09/2015 
Alexa Salas – Teen  Yucca Appointment  02/26/2013 05/27/2013 
Robert Portillo – Chair Yucca Reappointment 04/09/2013 04/09/2014 
     
Personnel Board   
Stephen Gilman Yucca Appointment 02/26/2013 12/22/2014 
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Planning Commission    
Jamie Aldama Yucca Appointment 02/26/2013 03/25/2014 
Steve Johnston Cactus Appointment 02/26/2013 03/25/2015 
Al Lenox Barrel Appointment 02/26/2013 03/25/2014 
Rod Williams Ocotillo Reappointment 03/25/2013 03/25/2015 
Robert Petrone – Chair Cholla Appointment 02/26/2013 03/25/2014 
Bruce Larson – Vice Chair Mayoral Appointment 02/26/2013 03/25/2014 
     
Risk Management/Worker’s Compensation Trust Fund Board   
Diane Shoemake – Ex-Officio  Appointment 02/26/2013 07/24/2013 
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Meeting Date: 2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-8959, JUS' COUNTRY 
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a person-to-person transferable series 6 (Bar - All 
Liquor) license for Jus' Country located at 4346 West Olive Avenue.  The Arizona Department of 
Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 06070212) was submitted by Douglas Neal Perkins. 
 
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 19,760.  This series 6 license is 
being transferred from the previous owner at this location to the new owner.  However, since the 
license has been on inactive status, 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 9 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 2 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 5 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 6 
12 Restaurant 6 
 
 
 
 

Total 28 
 
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 
 

Staff Report 

Map 

Police Calls for Service Report 



    STAFF REPORT   

Meeting Date: 
2/26/2013 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-8959, JUS' COUNTRY 

General Information 
Request:  Person-to-Person Transferable 

License:  Series 6 (Bar - All Liquor) 

Location:  4346 West Olive Avenue 

District:  Cactus 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Douglas Neal Perkins 

Owner:  DNP, LLC 

Background 
 
1. The 60-day deadline for processing this license was February 26, 2013.  A letter requesting 

an extension was sent to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control on 
January 7, 2013. 

 
2. The population density is 19,760 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
3. The business is over 300 feet from any church or school. 
 
4. This series 6 license is being transferred from the previous owner at this location to the 

new owner.  However, since the license has been on inactive status, 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, January 7 through January 27, 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 person-to-person transferable series 6 
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:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: REQUEST TO PURCHASE SIDELOAD TRUCK FROM TRUCKS WEST OF  
PHOENIX, INC. FOR RESIDENTIAL SANITATION COLLECTION 

Staff Contact: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve the purchase of a sideload truck for residential 
sanitation from Trucks West of Phoenix, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $275,646.69. 

Background Summary 
 
The residential sanitation division services over 52,000 residential homes weekly with automated 
sideload collection trucks.  These trucks are placed on a vehicle replacement schedule to replace 
older pieces of equipment with new pieces of equipment to maintain service to residents and 
minimize vehicle maintenance costs.  The serviceable life of an automated sideloader is typically 
six to eight years, at which time will become a backup truck for several years until replaced.   
 
In an effort to reduce overall vehicle maintenance costs, the sanitation division will be replacing 
two older trucks with one new truck, thereby, reducing the residential sanitation fleet size from 
28 to 27 trucks.  One of the trucks has been in service for over 10 years and the other for over 11 
years, both exceeding the projected serviceable life.  The new replacement truck is essential 
towards maintaining a high level of customer service to Glendale residents.  
 
The vendor, Trucks West of Phoenix, Inc. was awarded this bid through a competitive bid process 
by the City of Tempe RFP #13-006.  The City of Tempe has allowed for a cooperative use of their 
contract. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
By leveraging the economies of scale of this cooperative contract, competitive prices and time 
savings are realized. 
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Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Agreement 

 

 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$275,646.69 2480-17830-78003, Sanitation 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Item Title: REQUEST TO PURCHASE SIDELOAD TRUCK FROM TRUCKS WEST OF  
PHOENIX, INC. FOR RESIDENTIAL SANITATION COLLECTION 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
The information provided in this report relates to a proposed purchase of a sideload truck for 
residential sanitation collection in an amount not to exceed $275,646.69.  The purpose of this 
report is to request the City Manager to forward this proposed contract with Trucks West of 
Phoenix, Inc. to the City Council for consideration and approval. 
 
BACKGROUND 

The residential sanitation division services over 52,000 residential homes weekly with automated 
sideload collection trucks.  These trucks are placed on a vehicle replacement schedule to replace 
older pieces of equipment with new pieces of equipment to maintain service to residents and 
minimize vehicle maintenance costs.  The serviceable life of an automated sideloader is typically 
six to eight years, at which time will become a backup truck for several years until replaced.  In an 
effort to reduce overall vehicle maintenance costs, the sanitation division will be replacing two 
older trucks with one new truck, thereby, reducing the residential sanitation fleet size from 28 to 
27 trucks.  One of the trucks has been in service for over 10 years and the other for over 11 years, 
both exceeding the projected serviceable life.  The new replacement truck is essential towards 
maintaining a high level of customer service to Glendale residents.  
 
The vendor, Trucks West of Phoenix, Inc. was awarded this bid through a competitive bid process 
by the City of Tempe RFP #13-006 on October 18, 2012, with a four-year contract extension.  The 
terms and conditions of the City of Tempe contract extend the use of the contract for use by the 
Strategic Alliance for Volume Expenditures (SAVE) cooperative members with the approval of the 
contractor.  The City of Glendale has received approval from Trucks West of Phoenix, Inc. to utilize 
the contract through the cooperative purchase agreement. 
 
Staff is recommending an award to Trucks West of Phoenix, Inc. in the amount of $275,646.69 for 
the purchase of an automated sideload truck for residential sanitation collection. 
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ANALYSIS 
 
Staff considered an alternative option to refurbish a sideload truck in lieu of replacing one.  A 
certified vendor assessed both trucks and advised against refurbishment due to heavy wear and 
tear shown on the chassis.  The cost to refurbish these trucks would outweigh the cost benefits 
associated with a refurbishment program and a greater return on investment would be realized 
through the purchase of a new truck.  

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Funds for this purchase are available in the FY 2012-13 capital improvement plan of the 
Sanitation Enterprise Fund. 
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: REQUEST TO PURCHASE HALOGEN VALVES AND PARTS FROM CHEMICAL 
FEEDING TECHNOLOGIES, INC. FOR CITY WELLS AND RESERVOIRS 

Staff Contact: Michael Weber, P.E., Deputy Director, Water Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the purchase of 10 halogen valves and parts for city 
wells and reservoirs from Chemical Feeding Technologies, Inc. in an amount not to exceed 
$96,089.80.  

Background Summary 
 
The purchase of the halogen valves will provide an automatic emergency shutoff system for 
chlorine gas used as a disinfectant to treat raw water.  Installing these valves will further enhance 
the city’s operating procedures which are in place for public and employee safety at the city’s well 
sites, reservoirs, and adjacent areas.   
 
Chemical Feeding Technologies, Inc. is the sole authorized provider to sell and service the halogen 
valves and parts in Arizona.  Materials Management has approved the purchase of halogen valves 
from Chemical Feeding Technologies, Inc. as a sole-source procurement.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The Halogen Gas Shutoff System will automatically shut off the chlorine feed valve during a 
chlorine event.   

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$96,089.80 2400-61048-550800, City Wide Well Rehab 
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Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Other 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Michael Weber, P.E., Deputy Director, Water Services 

Item Title: 
REQUEST TO PURCHASE HALOGEN VALVES AND PARTS FROM 
CHEMICAL FEEDING TECHNOLOGIES, INC. FOR CITY WELLS AND 
RESERVOIRS 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report provides information regarding the proposed purchase of 10 halogen valves and parts 
to enhance public and employee safety at, or near, city wells and reservoirs.  The 10 valves and 
associated parts are to be purchased from Chemical Feeding Technologies, Inc. in an amount not 
to exceed $96,089.80.  The City Manager is requested to forward this item to the City Council for 
consideration and approval.   

BACKGROUND 
 
In the process to produce high-quality drinking water, chlorine gas is used as a disinfectant to 
treat raw water.  Comprehensive operating procedures are currently in place to ensure public and 
staff safety.  The purchase of the halogen valves will further enhance safety by providing an 
automatic emergency shutoff system for chlorine cylinders.   
 
Chemical Feeding Technologies, Inc. is the sole source authorized provider to sell and service the 
halogen valves and parts in Arizona.  Materials Management has approved the sole-source 
procurement of halogen valves from Chemical Feeding Technologies, Inc.   

ANALYSIS 
 
Upgrading to the newest technology will further enhance public and employee safety at the city’s 
well sites and reservoirs and adjacent areas.  The Halogen Gas Shutoff System will automatically 
shut off the chlorine feed valve during a chlorine event.   

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Total cost for all 10 valves and associated parts is $96,089.80.  Funds are available in the FY 2012-
13 operating budget of the Water Services Department. 



 
 

February 5, 2013 

TO: Glendale Water 

     E-mail: klogan@glendaleaz.com 

 2 pages transmitted 

ATTN: Kerry Logan 

FROM: Richard Reed  

SUBJECT: Chlorine Emergency Shut-off System 

REF: Chemical Feeding Technologies, Inc. Quote # R020413A Rev. 1 

We are pleased to provide the following prices for emergency chlorination shut-off systems: 

Item  Qty Part Description     Each Ext. 

  Number  Cost Cost 

1. 10 8002.00 WALL MOUNTED MICROPROCESSOR 

   BASED NEMA 4X CONTROL PANEL  

   TO CONTROL TWO (2) 150# CL2 

   CYLINDER SHUT-OFF ACTUATORS 

   WITH STANDARD BATTERY BACK- 

  UP, 120VAC POWER $7,375.50 $73,755.00 

2. 10 4500.05 THREE (3) DPDT OUTPUT SELF 

  LATCHING RELAYS $779.40 $7,794.00 

3. 10 4500.06 RESET BUTTON FOR UNLATCHING 

   RELAYS $109.90 $1,099.00 

  TOTAL  $82,648.00 

4. 2 8500.00 SPARE TERMINATOR ACTUATORS 

   WITH CABLE $2,221.20 $4,442.40 

5. 1  9.3%  SALES TAX ON $82,648.00  $7,686.26 

6. 1  9.3% SALES TAX ON $4,442.40  $413.14 

7. 1  FREIGHT FROM FACTORY TO  

   JOB SITE.  $900.00 

Notes: 

1. The above prices include a 10% quantity discount from our July 20, 2012 pricing. 

2. The above pricing includes 

 2.1   Supervision of installation 

  2.2   Equipment start-up, check-out, and operator training 

 



Page 2 

Glendale Water – Halogen Gemini Shut-off System 

February 05, 2013 

3.  Estimate delivery time for up to ten (10) Halogen systems is 2 – 3 weeks after receipt of an 

     order. 

The above prices are FOB shipping point, subject to review after 30 days, and do not include any 

applicable sales or use taxes.  Our terms of sale, upon credit approval, are NET 30 days from date of 

invoice.   

Please feel free to call if you have any questions. Thank you for this opportunity to be of service.  

Chemical Feeding Technologies, Inc.  

Phone: 602/650-1557    Fax: 602/277-2270   E-mail: rick@chemfeedtech.com 
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE AMMUNITION FROM THE SAN DIEGO  
POLICE EQUIPMENT COMPANY, INCORPORATED 

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City council to authorize a purchase from the San Diego Police Equipment 
Company, Incorporated in an amount not to exceed $32,000 through the remainder of FY13.   

Background Summary 
 
This ammunition covers all of the training and qualifications for Glendale police officers.  The San 
Diego Police Equipment Company, Incorporated is on an Arizona State Contract and use of this 
contract has been approved by Materials Management.  The Police Department has $32,000 
remaining in their operating budget specifically for ammunition.  The department would like 
permission to spend that funding with the San Diego Police Equipment Company, Incorporated for 
any ammunition needs during the remainder of FY13.   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On October 9, 2012, Council approved an ammunition purchase in the amount of $72,412 from 
San Diego Police Equipment Company, Incorporated.   
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$32,000 1700-12310-521400,   Range Supplies 
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If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 

Item Title: AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE AMMUNITION FROM THE SAN DIEGO  
POLICE EQUIPMENT COMPANY, INCORPORATED 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on proposed purchases from the San Diego Police Equipment 
Company, Incorporated in an amount not to exceed $32,000 through the remainder of FY13.  The 
purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item to the City Council for their 
consideration and approval. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
This is a request to purchase ammunition for the Glendale Police Department.  This ammunition 
covers all of the training and qualifications for Glendale police officers.  The San Diego Police 
Equipment Company, Incorporated is on an Arizona State Contract and use of this contract has 
been approved by Materials Management.  The Glendale Police Department has been using this 
company for several years.  The department will utilize an Arizona Department of Public Safety 
(DPS) contract, in order to receive a very competitive rate.  This contract was last bid in March 
2009 in accordance with the State procurement process.  On October 9, 2012, Council approved an 
ammunition purchase in the amount of $72,412 from San Diego Police Equipment Company, 
Incorporated.   

ANALYSIS 
 
This purchase of ammunition from the San Diego Police Equipment Company, Incorporated is to 
provide ammunition officers for their training and qualifications, as well as for use on duty.  The 
ammunition is important for training and for each officer to complete annual qualification 
required by Arizona Peace Officer Standards and Training.  It is important for this purchase to go 
forward at this meeting so that officers will have ammunition for training and qualifications, and 
to carry in their weapon.   
 
I will be recommending that City Council approve purchases from the San Diego Police Equipment 
Company, Incorporated in an amount not to exceed $32,000 through the remainder of FY13.   
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Utilizing the State DPS contract ensures the best pricing based on the amount of ammunition 
purchased. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The funding is available in the Police Department’s operating budget.    
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE EQUIPMENT AND EXTENSION TO 
MAINTENANCE AND SUPPORT AGREEMENT FROM MORPHOTRAK, 
INCORPORATED  

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize a purchase from MorphoTrak, Incorporated for 
replacement of equipment and authorize an extension to a maintenance and support agreement.   

Background Summary 
 
The Glendale Police Department needs to replace three pieces of fingerprinting equipment and 
extend their annual maintenance and service agreement for the existing fingerprinting equipment.  
The equipment is an integral part of fingerprinting and photo identification of arrestees and it 
gives police the ability to ensure the arrestees are properly identified.  The equipment provides 
automated fingerprint search capabilities, latent searching capability, electronic image storage, 
and electronic exchange of fingerprints and responses.   
 
The extension to the current maintenance and support agreement occurs on an annual basis from 
July 1st through June 30th of each year.  All other AFIS components that belong to the Glendale 
Police Department and the Court are covered under this agreement.  These components include 
additional fingerprinting devices, printers, and other workstation equipment. 
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$77,071.85 1860-32030-518200,  State RICO 
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If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 

Item Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE EQUIPMENT AND EXTENSION TO 
MAINTENANCE AND SUPPORT AGREEMENT FROM MORPHOTRAK, 
INCORPORATED 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed purchase from MorphoTrak, Incorporated for 
replacement of equipment and an extension to a maintenance and support agreement.  The 
purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item to the City Council for their 
consideration and approval. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
The Glendale Police Department needs to replace three pieces of fingerprinting equipment and 
extend their annual maintenance and service agreement for the existing fingerprinting equipment.  
Glendale Police Department was notified by MorphoTrak, Incorporated that three components of 
their current Automated Fingerprint Information System (AFIS) equipment are reaching their end 
of useful life and will no longer be supported at an acceptable level of service due to the limited 
availability of parts.  The first piece of equipment being replaced allows officers to take electronic 
fingerprints of index fingers to quickly verify the identity of the person; the second piece of 
equipment allows officers to take all 10 fingerprints; and the third piece of equipment is a printer 
that allows officers to print the fingerprint cards and other documentation that is required to be 
sent to the court.  
 
The equipment is an integral part of fingerprinting and photo identification of arrestees and it 
gives police the ability to ensure the arrestees are properly identified.  The equipment provides 
automated fingerprint search capabilities, latent searching capability, electronic image storage, 
and electronic exchange of fingerprints and responses.  All police agencies in the state use this 
equipment and MorphoTrak, Incorporated is the only authorized vendor in the state.  One year of 
maintenance and support is included in the purchase price. 
 
The extension to the current maintenance and support agreement occurs on an annual basis from 
July 1st through June 30th of each year.  All other AFIS components that belong to the Glendale 
Police Department and the Court are covered under this agreement.  These components include 
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additional fingerprinting devices, printers, and other workstation equipment. The rest of the AFIS 
components are in good working condition and do not need replacement at this time.   

ANALYSIS 
 
The amount of the equipment is $38,978, and the amount of the maintenance agreement is 
$38,093.85, for a total purchase amount of $77,071.85.  Racketeering Influenced Corrupt 
Organization (RICO) funds will be used for this purchase.  The purchase price is based off of an 
Arizona state contract, which has been reviewed and approved by the City Attorney’s Office. 
 
The systems being replaced are integral to identifying arrestees, and are used to send information 
to Maricopa County Jail for bookings, therefore; the only viable option is to replace the equipment.  
Although our current maintenance and support agreement is still valid for a few more months, the 
outdated equipment is no longer serviceable, so it is important to move forward soon.   

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
RICO will be used to fund both the equipment and the maintenance and support agreement. 
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: 
ACCEPTANCE OF NON-DEDICATED 2010 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY GRANTS AND REMOTEC PURCHASE FOR BOMB  
ROBOT REFURBISHMENT 

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to accept non-dedicated 2010 grant funding from the Arizona 
Department of Homeland Security (AZDOHS) in the amount of $65,000 and authorize a purchase 
from Remotec for refurbishment of a bomb robot in the amount of $68,022.29.   
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and authorize the City Manager to accept 
non-dedicated 2010 grant funding from the AZDOHS in the amount of $65,000 and authorize a 
purchase from Remotec for refurbishment of a bomb robot in the amount of $68,022.29.   

Background Summary 
 
Glendale Police Department was notified that AZDOHS had undedicated grant funding from their 
2010 grants.  Glendale Police Department applied for $65,000 in funding for the specific purpose 
of refurbishing a bomb robot and was awarded the full amount of their request.  The robot 
conducts observation, diagnostic, x-ray, hazmat monitoring and renders safe procedures for 
dangerous explosive device related calls for service.   
 
The refurbishment will be done by Remotec in the amount of $68,022.29.  The robot is a 
proprietary item to Remotec, who is the sole manufacturer and distributor of the robot’s platform.  
Materials Management has approved the purchase of the refurbishment as a sole source. The 
proposed refurbishment includes a complete software upgrade, replacement of the lighting and 
camera systems, and overhaul maintenance of the chassis, gear and joint motors.   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On November 9, 2010, Glendale Police Department received 2010 grant funding from AZDOHS in 
the amount of $164,000.   
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Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

 

 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Resolution 

Agreement 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$1,496.00 1700-12310-523400, EOD Robot Maintenance 

$1,526.29 1700-12310-525400,  EOD Main Account 

$65,000 1840-33192-551400, 2010 AZDOHS Grant 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 

Item Title: 
ACCEPTANCE OF NON-DEDICATED 2010 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY GRANTS AND REMOTEC PURCHASE FOR BOMB  
ROBOT REFURBISHMENT 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed non-dedicated 2010 grant funding from the 
Arizona Department of Homeland Security (AZDOHS) in the amount of $65,000 and a purchase 
from Remotec for refurbishment of a bomb robot in the amount of $68,022.29.  The purpose of 
this report is to request the City Manager forward this item to the City Council for their 
consideration and approval. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
Since 1999, AZDOHS has been distributing grant funding to enhance efforts to prepare, prevent, 
and respond to terrorist attacks and other disasters.  The Glendale Police Department has been 
receiving the grant funds to purchase safety equipment to protect first responders, specialized 
equipment for technical operations, and equipment to enhance communication efforts, as well as 
to develop preparedness training and to enhance prevention and intervention programs. 
 
On November 9, 2010, Glendale Police Department received 2010 grant funding from AZDOHS in 
the amount of $164,000.  Glendale Police Department was then notified that AZDOHS had 
undedicated grant funding from their 2010 grants.  Glendale Police Department applied for 
$65,000 in funding for the specific purpose of refurbishing a bomb robot and was awarded the full 
amount of their request.  The robot was originally purchased in 2003 using grant funding.  The 
robot conducts observation, diagnostic, x-ray, hazmat monitoring and renders safe procedures for 
dangerous explosive device related calls for service.   
 
The refurbishment will be done by Remotec in the amount of $68,022.29.  The robot is a 
proprietary item to Remotec, who is the sole manufacturer and distributor of the robot’s platform.  
Materials Management has approved the purchase of the refurbishment as a sole source. The 
proposed refurbishment includes a complete software upgrade, replacement of the lighting and 
camera systems, and overhaul maintenance of the chassis, gear and joint motors.   
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ANALYSIS 
 
Having a robotic system is a requirement in order to have an FBI accredited bomb squad.  The 
robot has experienced robust wear and tear during the course of its normal bomb squad 
operations over the past 10 years.  It is routinely used on the majority of bomb calls, as well as 
Special Weapons and Tactics (SWAT) barricade operations.  The refurbishment ensures that the 
robot will be functional for another 10 years.  Future repairs or needed equipment is budgeted for 
each year.  Repairs that may be needed in the future are the replacement of tires, tracks, and 
gearing maintenance.  
 
The grant funding must be used by May 31, 2013, so it is important that this item go forward at 
this meeting.  I will be recommending that Council approve the acceptance of non-dedicated 2010 
grant funding from the Arizona Department of Homeland Security and authorize the purchase 
from Remotec to refurbishment the bomb robot in the amount of $68,022.29.   

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
There is no match required for this grant funding.  The 2010 AZDOHS grant funding will be used to 
fund a majority of the refurbishment.  The remaining $3,022.29 is available in the Police 
Department’s operating budget. 
 



RESOLUTION NO. 4645 NEW SERIES 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING 
THE ACCEPTANCE OF GRANT AGREEMENT NUMBER 
777810-04, STATE OF ARIZONA 2010 HOMELAND SECURITY 
GRANT PROGRAM, URBAN AREA SECURITY INITIATIVE, 
FOR THE BOMB SQUAD ROBOT REFURBISHMENT PROJECT 
IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF $65,000 FOR THE 
GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 
 

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 
that the documents accepting Grant Agreement Number 777810-04, State of Arizona 2010 
Homeland Security Grant Program, Urban Area Security Initiative, for the Bomb Squad Robot 
Refurbishment project, be entered into in the approximate amount of $65,000 on behalf of the 
Glendale Police Department. 

 
SECTION 2.  That the City Manager, or his designee, is authorized to execute and deliver 

any and all necessary documents on behalf of the Glendale Police Department.   
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of Glendale, 
Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2013. 
 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
Acting City Manager 
 
g_pd_AZDOHS_2010g.doc 
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT 
OF TRANSPORTATION FOR THE NEW RIVER PATHWAY 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
Staff is requesting City Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing 
the City Manager to enter into an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the Arizona 
Department of Transportation (ADOT) for construction of a multiuse pathway along the east bank 
of New River, from the Bethany Home Road alignment to Northern Avenue.   

Background Summary 
 
This IGA with ADOT will provide funding for construction of a 10-foot-wide, concrete, multiuse 
pathway along the east bank of New River, from the Bethany Home Road alignment to Northern 
Avenue.  The pathway improvements include underpasses at Glendale and Northern avenues, 
benches, bike racks, landscaping and pedestrian lighting below the bridges.   
 
This pathway along New River provides an important connection within the regional multiuse 
pathway system and, in particular, will provide a continuous connection from the Grand Canal 
Pathway in Glendale to the segment of the New River Pathway currently under construction by 
the City of Peoria at Northern Avenue.  This segment of the New River Pathway will provide 
bicycle and pedestrian access to Westgate City Center, Jobing.com Arena and University of Phoenix 
Stadium.  Federal funds have been identified in the Maricopa Association of Governments’ 
Transportation Improvement Plan, and construction is anticipated to be completed by December 
2013. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On September 25, 2012, City Council approved an IGA with ADOT for this project.  However, that 
IGA was never fully executed when it was sent to ADOT for final signatures.  At that time, the State 
Engineer changed the agreement by adding verbiage stating that the city:  1) will provide eligible 
inspection services; 2) will be reimbursed for these services; and 3) will invoice ADOT monthly for 
these inspection services.  Not only is it beneficial for the city to be reimbursed for inspection 
services, allowing city staff to inspect the project will ensure that construction meets city 
standards. 
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On October 13, 2009, City Council approved a professional services agreement with CH2M Hill, 
Inc. for design of multiuse pathways along Grand Canal and New River, as well as Maryland 
Avenue bike lane improvements.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
This pathway will support an alternative mode of travel and provide users with a safer option 
than traveling along busy arterial streets.   
 
In 2001, voters approved a half-cent transportation sales tax for the multiuse pathways along the 
New River and Grand Canal.  The New River Pathway has received public input over the past five 
years from citizen attendance at Annual GO Program open houses and from presentations to the 
Bicycle Task Force and the Citizens’ Transportation Oversight Commission.  Annual GO Program 
newsletters have included updates on the objectives and status of this project.  
 
On January 6, 2011, to update the neighborhood on the project and provide an additional 
opportunity for input or comments, 487 neighborhood newsletters specifically for this project 
were mailed to businesses, property owners and residents within one-half mile of the project site.  
In addition, a project webpage was developed on the City of Glendale website for the New River 
Multiuse Pathway Project.  The website can be accessed by visiting: 
http://www.glendaleaz.com/improvements/NewRiver.cfm.  
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

 
The total project cost is estimated at $3,134,114.  Funding for construction will be provided by 
ADOT using federal funds in the amount of $2,946,039 for construction.  Local matching funds are 
available in the FY 2012-13 capital improvement plan in the estimated amount of $188,075.  If 
actual costs exceed the estimate, the city will be responsible for any additional project costs.   
 
The operating and maintenance costs associated with this project are estimated at $17,087 
annually, and will be absorbed by the current GO Program operating budget (1660-16590-
524400). 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$188,075 2210-65063-551200 - New River Multiuse Pathway 

http://www.glendaleaz.com/improvements/NewRiver.cfm


     

   CITY COUNCIL REPORT   
 

 

3 
 

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Resolution 

Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation Services 

Item Title: 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA  
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR THE NEW RIVER  
PATHWAY  

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the 
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) for construction of a 10-foot-wide, multiuse 
pathway along New River, from the Bethany Home Road alignment to Northern Avenue.  The 
purpose of this report is to request that the City Manager place this item on an agenda for City 
Council action. 

BACKGROUND 
 
The city of Glendale has secured federal funds through the Maricopa Association of Governments 
(MAG) for construction of the New River Multiuse Pathway along the east bank of New River from 
the Bethany Home Road alignment to Northern Avenue.  An alternative on the west bank was 
considered but the east bank location was favored because it provides better access for Glendale 
users.   
 
This project is an important element in a regional system of off-street pathways.  It is part of 
MAG’s off-street plans and is included in the “Alternate Modes” section of the Glendale 
Transportation Plan.   
 
The IGA calls for construction of a 10-foot-wide, concrete pathway for a distance of 2.3 miles.  The 
pathway will have underpasses at Glendale and Northern avenues, and amenities will include 
landscaping, benches, bike racks and pedestrian lighting below the bridges.  The city will maintain 
these pathway amenities and provide electrical power and water for landscaping. 

This pathway will connect to a planned New River Pathway segment to be completed in 2013 by 
the City of Peoria, and will also connect to the Grand Canal Pathway in Glendale.  The project will 
provide access to nearby professional football, baseball and hockey facilities. 

On September 25, 2012, City Council approved an IGA with ADOT for this project.  However, that 
IGA was never fully executed when it was sent to ADOT for final signatures.  At that time, the State 
Engineer changed the agreement by adding verbiage stating that the city:  1) will provide eligible 
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inspection services; 2) will be reimbursed for these services; and 3) will invoice ADOT monthly for 
these inspection services.  Not only is it beneficial for the city to be reimbursed for inspection 
services, allowing city staff to inspect the project will ensure that construction meets city 
standards.  
 
Additionally, on January 30, 2013, as part of the MAG closeout funds process, the MAG Regional 
Council awarded this project an additional $1,396,039 in federal Congestion Mitigation and Air 
Quality Improvement (CMAQ) funds, which necessitated additional changes to the IGA, requiring 
City Council approval.   

ANALYSIS 
 
This pathway is included in the Regional Transportation Plan and the Glendale Transportation 
Plan, and is a benefit to the community, as it will provide a direct connection to a regional system 
of pathways as part of a regional off-streets plan, as well as a connection to the proposed Glendale 
Grand Canal Pathway as part of the city’s multiuse bicycle/pedestrian system.  

Federal funding has been secured and committed toward design and construction, with 
construction estimated to be completed by December 2013.  Funds are available in the FY 2012-
13 capital improvement plan.   
 
In 2001, voters approved a half-cent transportation sales tax for the multiuse pathways along the 
New River and Grand Canal.  The New River Pathway project has received public input over the 
past five years from citizen attendance at annual GO Program open houses and from presentations 
to the Bicycle Task Force and the Citizens’ Transportation Oversight Commission.  Annual GO 
Program newsletters have included updates on the objectives and status of this project.  
 
On January 6, 2011, to update the neighborhood on the project and provide an additional 
opportunity for input or comments, a neighborhood newsletter, specifically for this project, was 
mailed to all 487 property owners within one-half mile of the project site.  This mailing included 
businesses, property owners and residents in the project area.   
 
In addition, a project webpage was developed and linked to the City of Glendale website so that 
those looking for upcoming projects would also be able to find information about the New River 
Multiuse Pathway Project.  http://www.glendaleaz.com/improvements/NewRiver.cfm  

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The total project cost is estimated at $3,134,114.  Funding will be provided by ADOT using federal 
funds in the amount of $2,946,039 for construction.  Local matching funds in the amount of 
$188,075 are available in the FY 2012-13 capital improvement plan.  The city match for this 

http://www.glendaleaz.com/improvements/NewRiver.cfm


 

    STAFF REPORT   

 

3 
 

project includes a $10,000 ADOT review fee, which will be due to ADOT shortly after execution of 
this IGA. 
 
The operating and maintenance costs associated with this project are estimated at $17,087 
annually, and will be absorbed by the current GO Program operating budget (1660-16590-
524400).   



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4646 NEW SERIES 
 

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 
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TO 
CONSTRUCT A BRIDGE OVER THE ADOT OUTFALL 
CHANNEL AND A 10-FOOT WIDE CONCRETE PATHWAY 
AND AMENITIES FROM THE BETHANY HOME ROAD 
ALIGNMENT TO NORTHERN AVENUE. 

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

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

citizens thereof that the Intergovernmental Agreement between the City of Glendale and the 
Arizona Department of Transportation (IGA/JPA 10-055-I) to construct a bridge over the ADOT 
Outfall Channel and a 10-foot wide concrete pathway and amenities from the Bethany Home 
Road Alignment to Northern Avenue be entered into, which agreement is now on file in the 
office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale. 

 
SECTION 2.  That the Mayor or City Manager and the City Clerk be authorized and 

directed to execute and deliver said agreement on behalf of the City of Glendale. 
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2013. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
Acting City Manager 
 
iga_transp_az dot.doc 



ADOT File No.:  IGA/JPA 10-055-I 
AG Contract No.: P001 2012-003062 
ADOT No.: SS846 01C  
Project No.: GLNN13-902 & GLN11-702 
Project:   New River Multi-Use Pathway 
Section:  Bethany Home Road 
alignment to Northern Avenue. 

 
 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 
 

BETWEEN 
THE STATE OF ARIZONA 

AND 
CITY OF GLENDALE 

  
THIS AGREEMENT is entered into this date _______________________ pursuant to the Arizona 
Revised Statutes § 11-951 through § 11-954, as amended, between the STATE OF ARIZONA, acting by 
and through its DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (the “State”) and the CITY OF GLENDALE, 
acting by and through its MAYOR and CITY COUNCIL (the “City”).  The State and the City collectively are 
referred to as “Parties”. 
 
I. RECITALS 
 

1. The State is empowered by Arizona Revised Statutes § 28-401 to enter into this Agreement and 
has delegated to the undersigned the authority to execute this Agreement on behalf of the State. 

 
 2. The City is empowered by Arizona Revised Statutes § 48-572 to enter into this Agreement and 
has by resolution, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof, resolved to enter into this 
Agreement on behalf of the City.  
 
 3. The work proposed under this Agreement, hereinafter referred to as the “Project”, is to construct 
a 10-foot wide concrete pathway from Bethany Home Road alignment north to Northern Avenue. The 
pathway includes trail under crossings at Glendale Avenue, Northern Avenue and the ADOT drainage 
channel bridge located a quarter mile south of Northern Avenue.  Amenities include landscaping and 
irrigation with pedestrian lighting, benches and trash receptacles for pathway users.  Pedestrian level 
lighting will be installed below the bridge at Glendale Avenue at the Glendale Avenue underpass and 
amenities such as benches and trash receptacles along the pathway.  New railings will be added where 
needed and existing rails increased in height to meet AASHTO guidelines.  Construct a bridge 
approximately 70 feet long and 14 feet wide over the ADOT Outfall Channel located approximately ¼ mile 
south of Northern Avenue. The bridge will accommodate light-weight maintenance vehicles and will have 
removable bollards with locks. The City shall maintain the pathway and provide electrical power and 
water required for the irrigation. 

 
 4. Such Project lies within the boundary of the City and has been selected by the City; the survey of 
the project has been completed; and the plans and estimates will be prepared and, as required, submitted 
to the State and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) for its approval. 
 
 5. The interest of the State in this Project is the acquisition of Federal funds for the use and benefit 
of the City and to authorize such Federal funds for the project pursuant to Federal law and regulations. 
 
 6. The City, in order to obtain Federal funds for the construction of the Project is willing to provide 
City funds to match Federal funds in the ratio required or as finally fixed and determined by the City and 
FHWA.   
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 7. The Parties shall perform their responsibilities consistent with this Agreement and any change or 
modification to the Project will only occur with the mutual written consent of both Parties. 
 

8. The Project cost breakdown is as follows: 
 
 ADOT Project No. SS846 01C 
 Construction Federal Aid CMAQ @ 94.3% (MAG TIP GLN 13-902)     $ 1,388,096.00 
 Construction Federal Aid CMAQ @ 94.3% (MAG TIP GLN 11-702)     $ 1,557,943.00 
 
 City Match @ 5.7%   $    178,075.00 
  
 Estimated Construction Cost   $ 3,124,114.00 

 
ADOT design review fee (SS939 01D)*   $      10,000.00     
 
Total Estimated City’s Funds   $    188,075.00             

 Total Federal Funds   $ 2,946,039.00           
  

**TOTAL Project Costs              $ 3,134,114.00 
   
 * (Included in the City Estimated Funds) 
     ** (Includes CE and Project contingencies)  

 
The Parties acknowledge that the eventual actual cost may exceed the construction estimate, and in such 
case, the City is responsible for any and all costs exceeding the estimate.  Actual costs may be less than 
the estimate and not needed for the Project, at which time any excess Federal funding will be de-
obligated from the Project. 
 
Federal funding is subject to de-obligation and removal from the Project twelve (12) months after the date 
of initial authorization unless the deadlines in this subsection are met or sufficient justification regarding 
the delay and expected construction start date are provided to the State and FHWA in writing.  
 
THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants expressed herein, it is agreed as follows: 
 
II. SCOPE OF WORK 
 
 1. The State will: 

 
a. Prior to performing or authorizing any work, invoice the City for ADOT’s review fee.  

 
b. Upon receipt of the review fee and on behalf of the City, act as the City’s designated agent. 

 
  c. Upon execution of this Agreement, invoice the City for the City’s estimated share of the 
Project, currently estimated at $188,075.00. 
 
  d. Submit a program to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) containing the above-
mentioned Project with the recommendation that it be approved for construction and funding. The Project 
will be performed, completed, accepted and paid for in accordance with the requirements of the Project 
Plans, Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction of the Arizona Department of 
Transportation. 
 
  e. Upon receipt of the City’s estimated share of the Project and approval and authorization by 
FHWA, the State shall proceed to advertise for, receive and open bids subject to the concurrence of the 
FHWA and the City, to whom the award is made for and enter into a contract(s) with a firms(s) for the 
construction of the project.  Request the maximum Federal funds available, including construction 
engineering and administration costs. Should costs exceed the maximum Federal funds available, it is 
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understood and agreed that the City will be responsible for any overage and for any costs not eligible for 
Federal funding. 
 
  f. Be granted, without cost requirements, the right to enter City right-of-way as required to 
conduct any and all construction and pre-construction related activities for said Project, including without 
limitation, temporary construction easements or temporary rights-of-entry on to and over said rights-of-
way of the City. 

 
  g. Not be obligated to maintain said Project, should the City fail to budget or provide for proper 
and perpetual maintenance as set for in this Agreement.   

 
  h.  Once the Project costs have been finalized, the State will either invoice or reimburse the City 
for the difference between estimated and actual costs. 
 
2. The City will: 

 
  a. Upon execution of this Agreement, designate the State as authorized agent for the City.    

 
  b. Remit to the State within thirty (30) days of receipt of an invoice from the State, for ADOT’s 
review costs. 
 
  c. Provide to the State design documents required for State review comments as appropriate. 
 
  d. Upon receipt of an invoice from the State and prior to bid advertisement and within thirty (30) 
days of receipt of invoice from the State, remit to the State the City’s share of the construction costs 
currently estimated at $188,075.00. Once the Project costs have been finalized, the State will either 
invoice or reimburse the City for the difference between estimated and actual costs.  Final adjustments to 
the City’s funds for construction of the project may be required based on the final contract award amount. 
 
  e. Certify that all necessary rights-of-way have been or will be acquired prior to advertisement 
for bid and also certify that all obstructions or unauthorized encroachments of whatever nature, either 
above or below the surface of the Project area, shall be removed from the proposed right-of-way, or will 
be removed prior to the start of construction in accordance with The Uniform Relocation Assistance and 
Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 as amended; 49 CFR 24, 102 Basic Acquisition Policies; 
49 CFR 24.4 Assurances, Monitoring and Corrective Action, parts (a) & (b) and ADOT right-of-way 
manual; sections 8.02, Responsibilities, 8.03 Prime Functions, 9.07, Monitoring Process and 9.08 
Certification of Compliance. Coordinate with the appropriate State’s Right-of-Way personnel during any 
right-of-way process performed by the City if applicable.  
  
  f. Not permit or allow any encroachments upon or private use of the right-of-way, except those 
authorized by permit. In the event of any unauthorized encroachment or improper use, the City shall take 
all necessary steps to remove or prevent any such encroachment or use. 
  
  g. Be responsible for any costs exceeding the maximum Federal funds available for the Project 
or those costs deemed ineligible for federal aid.  Agree that the cost of the construction activities covered 
by this Agreement is to be borne by FHWA and the City, each in the proportion prescribed and 
determined by FHWA. 
 
  h. Require their Design Consultant to provide services as required and requested throughout 
the construction phase for the Project.  
 
  i. Grant the State, its agents and/or contractors, without cost, the right to enter Rights-of-Way, 
as required, to conduct any and all construction and preconstruction related activities, including without 
limitation, temporary construction easements or temporary Rights-of-Entry to accomplish among other 
things, soil and foundation investigations. 
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j. Enter into an agreement with the design consultant which states that the design consultant 
shall provide professional post-design services as required and requested throughout and upon 
completion of the construction phase of the Project. 

k. The (City) will provide eligible inspection services, and be reimbursed for these services.  All 
ADOT policies and procedures will be applicable as coordinated with the Phoenix Construction District 
(District) and the ADOT Construction Group.  The City, District and Construction Group must agree on the 
City Inspector.  The City Engineering Director must provide the ADOT Construction Group (for pre-
approval) all required and current certifications and chargeable rates (labor and equipment).  The City 
Inspector will report to the ADOT Resident Engineer and must comply with all ADOT hardware/software 
computer requirements; this includes keeping the computer and any information in a secure location.  The 
City Inspector must also utilize ADOT’s automated system to complete the required weekly timesheet.  
The City Inspector will remain an employee of the City and will not be considered an employee of the 
Arizona Department of Transportation during the term of this Agreement.  The City will invoice monthly for 
reimbursement, all charges must be kept current for both payment and federal reporting purposes.  The 
City will be notified of all approvals by the ADOT Construction Group. 

 
  l. Additionally provide a set of as-built plans upon completion of the construction phase of the 
Project.  An electronic version of the as-built plans shall be forwarded to Arizona Department of 
Transportation Local Government Section. 
 
  m. Upon completion of construction, the City shall provide for, at its own cost and as an annual 
item in its budget, perpetual and proper maintenance of all pathway and landscape improvements.  
Maintenance of all landscaping shall be in accordance with accepted horticultural practices including but 
not limited to keeping all areas free of weeds, undesirable grasses and litter, applying irrigation water, 
furnishing and applying insecticide/herbicide sprays and dust to combat diseases and other pests, 
pruning, and replanting as required to maintain the landscaping as it was designed and established at the 
completion of the Project and performing sidewalk repairs as required to keep the sidewalk compliant with 
the Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines. 
 
  n. Upon completion of construction, be responsible for the furnishing of electrical power and 
water necessary and to maintain and operate the landscaping and irrigation system including but not 
limited to all testing, adjustments, and repairs necessary to keep system in proper working order.  
 
  o. Upon completion of the Project, agree to accept, maintain and assume full responsibility of 
said Project in writing. 
 
III. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
 

1. The terms, conditions and provisions of this Agreement shall remain in full force and effect until 
completion of said project and related deposits or reimbursement. Further, this Agreement may be 
cancelled at any time upon thirty days (30) written notice to the other party.  Should the City terminate the 
Agreement, the City will reimburse the State for any costs incurred by the State as a result of the 
termination. 

 
2. The State assumes no financial obligation or liability under this Agreement, or for any resulting 

construction project. The City, in regard to the City’s relationship with the State only, assumes full 
responsibility for the design, plans, specifications, reports, the engineering in connection therewith and 
any construction of the improvements contemplated, cost over-runs and construction claims. It is 
understood and agreed that the State's participation is confined to securing federal aid on behalf of the 
City and the fulfillment of any other responsibilities of the State as specifically set forth herein; that any 
damages arising from carrying out, in any respect, the terms of this Agreement or any modification thereof 
shall be solely the liability of the City and that to the extent permitted by law, the City hereby agrees to 
save and hold harmless, defend and indemnify from loss the State, any of its departments, agencies, 
officers or employees from any and all costs and/or damage incurred by any of the above and from any 
other damage to any person or property whatsoever, which is caused by any activity, condition, 
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misrepresentation, directives, instruction or event arising out of the performance or non performance of 
any provisions of this Agreement by the State, any of its departments, agencies, officers and employees, 
or its independent contractors, the City, any of its agents, officers and employees, or its independent 
contractors. Costs incurred by the State, any of its departments, agencies, officers or employees shall 
include in the event of any action, court costs, and expenses of litigation and attorneys’ fees. 
 

3. The cost of design and construction covered by this Agreement is to be borne by FHWA and the 
City, each in the proportion prescribed or as fixed and determined by FHWA as stipulated in this 
Agreement. Therefore, the City agrees to furnish and provide the difference between the total cost of the 
work provided for in this Agreement and the amount of Federal Aid received. 
 

4. This Agreement shall become effective upon signing and dating of the Determination Letter by 
the State’s Attorney General. 
 

5. The cost of the Project under this Agreement includes applicable indirect costs approved by the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).  “Applicable indirect costs” means costs incurred by ADOT and 
approved by FHWA under ADOT’s indirect cost allocation proposal, pursuant to 2 CFR 225 and (OMB 
Circular A-87).  
 

6. Agreement may be cancelled in accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes § 38-511. 
 

7. To the extent applicable under law, the provisions set forth in Arizona Revised Statutes § 35-214 
and § 35-215 shall apply to this Agreement. 
 

8. In the event of any controversy which may arise out of this Agreement, the Parties hereto agree 
to abide by required arbitration as is set forth for public works contracts in Arizona Revised Statutes § 12-
1518. 
 

9. All notices or demands upon any party to this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be delivered 
in person or sent by mail, addressed as follows: 
 

Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) 
Joint Project Administration 
205 S. 17th Avenue, Mail Drop 637E 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
(602) 712-7124 
(602) 712-3132 Fax 
 
ADOT Financial Management Services 
Attn:  Project Accounting 
206 S. 17th Avenue, Mail Drop 204B 
Phoenix, Arizona  85007 
(602) 712-8471 Fax 

City of Glendale 
Transportation Department 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 
Glendale, Arizona  85301-2599 
(623) 920-2000 
(623) 847-1399 
 
City of Glendale 
City Attorney’s Office 
City Attorney 
Craig Tindall 
5850 West Glendale Avenue, Suite 450 
Glendale, Arizona 85301-2599 
 
Glendale Finance Director 
Diane Goke 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 
Glendale, Arizona 85301-2599 
dgoke@glendaleaz.com 

 
10. This Agreement is subject to all applicable provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act 

(Public Law 101-336, 42 U.S.C. 12101-12213) and all applicable Federal regulations under the Act, 
including 28 CFR Parts 35 and 36. The parties to this Agreement shall comply with Executive Order 
Number 2009-09 issued by the Governor of the State of Arizona and incorporated herein by reference 
regarding “Non-Discrimination”. 

mailto:dgoke@glendaleaz.com
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11. Non-Availability of Funds: Every payment obligation of the State under this Agreement is 

conditioned upon the availability of funds appropriated or allocated for the payment of such obligations. If 
funds are not allocated and available for the continuance of this Agreement, this Agreement may be 
terminated by the State at the end of the period for which the funds are available. No liability shall accrue 
to the State in the event this provision is exercised, and the State shall not be obligated or liable for any 
future payments as a result of termination under this paragraph. 
 

12. If the federal funding related to this Project is terminated or reduced by the federal government, or 
if the federal government rescinds, fails to renew, or otherwise reduces apportionments or obligation 
authority, the State shall in no way be obligated for funding or liable for any past, current or future 
expenses under this Agreement 
 
 13. Compliance requirements for Arizona Revised Statutes § 41-4401—immigration laws and          
E-Verify requirement: 
  

a.   The City warrants compliance with all Federal immigration laws and regulations relating to 
employees and warrants its compliance with Arizona Revised Statutes § 23-214, Subsection A.   
 
 b.    A breach of a warranty regarding compliance with immigration laws and regulations shall be 
deemed a material breach of the contract, and the City may be subject to penalties up to and including 
termination of the Agreement. 
 
  c.   The State retains the legal right to inspect the papers of any employee who works on the 
Project to ensure that the City or subcontractor is complying with the warranty under paragraph (a). 
 
 14. The City warrants compliance with the Federal Funding Accountability and Transparency Act of 
2006 and associated 2008 amendments and with Arizona Revised Statutes § 41-725. 
 
 15. Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 35-391.06 and § 35-393.06, each Party certifies that it 
does not have a scrutinized business operation in Sudan or Iran.  For the purpose of this Section the term 
“scrutinized business operations” shall have the meanings set forth in Arizona Revised Statutes § 35-391 
and/or § 35-393, as applicable.  If any Party determines that another Party submitted a false certification, 
that Party may impose remedies as provided by law including terminating this Agreement.  
 
 16. In accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes § 11-952 (D) attached hereto and incorporated 
herein is the written determination of each party’s legal counsel and that the Parties are authorized under 
the laws of this State to enter into this Agreement and that the Agreement is in proper form. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement the day and year first above written. 
 
 
CITY OF GLENDALE 
 
 
 
By _____________________________________ 
        HORATIO SKEETE 
        Acting City Manager for the City of Glendale 

     STATE OF ARIZONA 
     Department of Transportation 
 
 
     By ___________________________________ 
       DALLAS HAMMIT, P.E. 
       Senior Deputy State Engineer, Development 

  
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
By _____________________________________ 
        PAMELA HANNA 
        City Clerk 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
G: 2010 JPA 055-I  
Final February 12th, 2013-ly 

 
 
 
 
 
                                                                           
 
                                                                
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
   

 
 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

IGA/JPA 10-055-I 
 

ATTORNEY APPROVAL FORM FOR THE CITY OF GLENDALE  
 

 I have reviewed the above referenced Intergovernmental Agreement between the State of 

Arizona, acting by and through its DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, and the CITY OF 

GLENDALE, an Agreement between public agencies which has been reviewed pursuant to Arizona 

Revised Statutes § 11-951 through § 11-954, and declare this Agreement to be in proper form and within 

the powers and authority granted to the City under the laws of the State of Arizona. 

 

 No opinion is expressed as to the authority of the State to enter into this Agreement. 

 

  DATED this __________________ day of __________________2013. 

 

 

___________________________ 

           City Attorney 
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT AND CONTRACT FOR LEGAL 
SERVICES RELATING TO SETTLEMENT OF THE WHITE MOUNTAIN APACHE 
TRIBE WATER RIGHTS CLAIMS 

Staff Contact: Craig Tindall, City Attorney  

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
approving an Intergovernmental Agreement and the Contract for Legal Services with the cities of 
Avondale, Chandler, and Scottsdale relating to the joint representation in settlement efforts 
relating to water right claims of the White Mountain Apache Tribe. 

Background Summary 
 
On February 12, 2013 the City Council approved the Amended and Restated White Mountain 
Apache Tribe Water Rights Quantification Agreement and Lease Agreement with the White 
Mountain Apache Tribe’s (WMAT) CAP water by Glendale.  Final enforceability of the Settlement 
will not occur until a number of additional actions have been completed, including National 
Environmental Policy Act and Environmental Protection Act compliance, and approval of 
appropriate forms of judgments and decrees in the Gila River and Little Colorado River 
Adjudication trial courts.   
 
Since 2008, the cities of Avondale, Chandler, Glendale and Scottsdale have jointly retained the 
services of William H. Anger with the firm of Engelman Berger, P.C., as their lead counsel in 
representing their respective interests in the negotiations to resolve the WMAT’s Salt River 
watershed claims.  The four cities’ common positions in the settlement activities have benefited 
from this joint representation by outside counsel.  Over the past few years, Mr. Anger has been 
successful in meeting with other municipalities in order to present a uniform settlement approach, 
as well as draft settlement documents consistent with the cities’ respective interests.  It is 
anticipated that the four cities will again benefit from this continued joint representation by Mr. 
Anger in taking all actions required for the Settlement to become enforceable and in order to 
ensure renewable, long-term water supplies for the City of Glendale.   
 
In addition to Mr. Anger’s representation on the WMAT water matters, he also represents the 
City’s interest in the larger water case known as the Gila River General Stream Adjudication, which 
litigation has been ongoing since 1979.  In the recent past, the Little Colorado water rights have 
been added to the General Stream Adjudications along with claims from the Hopi Tribe. 
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Previous Related Council Action 
 
On February 12, 2013, the Council adopted Resolution No. 4642 New Series, approving and 
authorizing execution of the Amended and Restated Tribal Water Rights Settlement and Lease 
Agreement.  
 
At the February 5, 2013 Workshop, a presentation was made to Council for their information and 
study on updates and the status of minor revisions to the Agreement. 
 
On February 24, 2009, Council adopted Resolution No. 4235 New Series, authorizing the entering 
into of an Intergovernmental Agreement and Contract for Legal Services relating to the joint 
representation in the settlement efforts relating to the water right claims of the White Mountain 
Apache Tribe. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
As in any litigation with many parties, a large group of similarly situated parties with common 
representation can have a much greater effect and see reduced costs than those same parties 
would have individually. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
The cost of representation in the WMAT water rights issues is equally shared by the four cities.  
Glendale is responsible for 25%, an amount not to exceed $19,125 per year for the services 
rendered under this contract, and fees not to exceed $4,000 per year for expert services. 
 
For all other Glendale water matters and the Gila River General Stream Adjudication issues, Mr. 
Anger’s hourly rate is $305.00. 

 

 

 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$23,125 2360-17110-518200, Utilities 
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Attachments 

Resolution  

Agreement 

Agreement 



RESOLUTION NO. 4647 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING 
AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF THE 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT AMONG THE CITIES 
OF AVONDALE, CHANDLER, GLENDALE AND SCOTTSDALE 
RELATING TO JOINT REPRESENTATION IN SETTLEMENT 
EFFORTS RELATING TO THE WATER RIGHTS CLAIMS OF 
THE WHITE MOUNTAIN APACHE TRIBE. 

 
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 Intergovernmental Agreement among the Cities of Avondale, Chandler, Glendale and 
Scottsdale Relating to the Joint Representation in Settlement Efforts Relating to the Water Rights 
Claims of the White Mountain Apache Tribe be entered into, which agreement is now on file in the 
office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale. 
 

SECTION 2.  That the Mayor or City Manager and the City Clerk be authorized and directed 
to execute and deliver any and all necessary documents on behalf of the City of Glendale. 
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of Glendale, 
Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2013. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
Acting City Manager 
 
iga_WhiteMtnApacheTribe2013.doc 
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AWARD OF BID TO PIERSON CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION FOR 
CONSTRUCTION OF SARIVAL WATERLINE FOR NORTHERN PARKWAY 
LANDSCAPING  

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
Staff is requesting City Council award the bid and authorize the City Manager to enter into a 
construction agreement with Pierson Construction Corporation, in an amount not to exceed 
$475,681, to construct a waterline extension to deliver irrigation water to the landscaping along 
Northern Parkway, between Sarival and 143rd Avenues.  

Background Summary 
 
This proposed construction agreement is necessary for EPCOR, the water utility company serving 
this area, to supply and deliver water for Northern Parkway landscaping.  This approximately one-
mile-long, 12-inch waterline will run from one-half mile south of Peoria Avenue to Northern 
Parkway.  It will extend the existing EPCOR waterline and will deliver the water to the Northern 
Parkway landscaping between Sarival and 143rd Avenues.   
 
The city has designed and will construct and install the waterline.  Construction costs will be fully 
recovered as per the agreement with EPCOR approved by Council on October 23, 2012.  Upon 
completion, it will be conveyed to EPCOR who will own, operate and maintain it.  Construction of 
the segment of Northern Parkway between 143rd Avenue and Dysart Road will be addressed 
under a separate agreement, which staff will bring forward at a later date. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On October 23, 2012, Council approved a main extension agreement with EPCOR Water Arizona, 
Inc. to supply and deliver water for Northern Parkway landscaping.   
 
On April 26, 2011, Council approved two intergovernmental agreements (IGAs) with Maricopa 
County.  The first is an agreement for drainage improvements along Northern Parkway, and the 
second is an agreement for operation and maintenance of Northern Parkway, from Sarival Avenue 
to Dysart Road. 
 
On September 23, 2008, Council approved an IGA with Maricopa County, the City of El Mirage and 
the City of Peoria to construct Northern Parkway. 
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Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Construction of the waterline is needed to provide irrigation for landscaping along Northern 
Parkway that will improve the appearance of this roadway, which, in turn, will enhance economic 
development opportunities in the area.   
 
The public has not been directly involved in this waterline construction agreement; however, 
public input on Northern Parkway has been received at public hearings and GO Program open 
houses over the past eight years.  Public meetings specifically addressing Northern Parkway were 
held in February and July 2003, and in June and December 2005.  Seven meetings with individual 
neighborhoods were held in January through March 2006.  Input received was used to develop 
and analyze alternatives considered in the design of the project.  A final public hearing on the 
environmental assessment for this project was held on October 14, 2009, and was attended by 95 
citizens.  Official federal approval (Finding of No Significant Impact) was received on May 11, 
2010. 
 
More information on the Northern Parkway project can be found by visiting: 
http://www.mcdot.maricopa.gov/NorthernParkway/home.htm.  
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

The cost to construct this waterline is estimated at $475,681.  Funding is available in the FY 2012-
13 capital improvement plan.  The cost of the waterline will be charged to the Northern Parkway 
Project account, which is GO-funded.  A portion of this expenditure will be applied to the city’s 
local match contribution to the Northern Parkway Project. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$475,681 2210-65016-550800, Northern Ave. Super Street 

http://www.mcdot.maricopa.gov/NorthernParkway/home.htm
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation Services 

Item Title: 
AWARD OF BID TO PIERSON CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION FOR 
CONSTRUCTION OF SARIVAL WATERLINE FOR NORTHERN PARKWAY 
LANDSCAPING 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report describes the need for the City of Glendale to enter into a construction agreement with 
Pierson Construction Corporation in an amount not to exceed $475,681 for construction of a 
waterline extension to deliver irrigation water to the landscaping along Northern Parkway, 
between Sarival and 143rd avenues.  The purpose of this report is to request that this item be 
placed on an agenda for City Council action.  

BACKGROUND 
 
Northern Parkway is planned to be a 12.5-mile, high-capacity, six-lane expressway connecting 
Grand Avenue (US 60) to Loop 303.  Northern Parkway will provide regional connectivity, 
enhance east-west mobility, serve expected population and employment growth, reduce travel 
time and enhance flood protection.  Construction of the first phase of Northern Parkway is 
currently underway and is scheduled for completion in spring 2013.  Phase I comprises a four-
mile segment from Sarival Avenue to Dysart Road.  Construction of a waterline is needed to 
provide irrigation for landscaping along Northern Parkway that will improve the appearance of 
this roadway, which, in turn, will enhance economic development opportunities. 
 
On September 23, 2008, Council approved an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with Maricopa 
County and the cities of El Mirage, Glendale and Peoria, which stated that each jurisdiction would 
be responsible for maintenance of their portion of Northern Parkway.  On April 26, 2011, Glendale 
entered into another IGA with Maricopa County, the lead agency on this project, in which the 
county agreed to install landscaping on this portion of Northern Parkway and the city agreed to 
supply the water and maintain the landscaping. 
 
On October 23, 2012, Council approved a main extension agreement with EPCOR Water Arizona, 
Inc. to supply and deliver water for Northern Parkway landscaping.  This approximately one-mile-
long, 12-inch waterline will run from one-half mile south of Peoria Avenue to Northern Parkway.  
It will extend the existing EPCOR waterline and will deliver the water to Northern Parkway 
landscaping between Sarival and 143rd avenues.   
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This proposed agreement is for construction and installation of the waterline approved by Council 
on October 23, 2012.  This project was designed completely in house by the Engineering 
Department.  Upon completion, the city will convey the waterline to EPCOR who will own, operate 
and maintain it.  Construction of the waterline will take approximately 50 days and be completed 
in early May 2013.  Construction of the waterline for landscaping and irrigation of the segment of 
Northern Parkway between 143rd Avenue and Dysart Road will be addressed under a separate 
agreement, which staff will bring forward at a later date. 
 
On January 28, 2013, 10 bids were received for this project, with Pierson Construction 
Corporation submitting the lowest responsive bid in the amount of $475,681. 

ANALYSIS 
 
Staff is recommending Council enter into an agreement with Pierson Construction Corporation for 
construction of the Sarival waterline.  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 Glendale staff believes attractive landscaping on 
Northern Parkway 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. 
 
Construction of the first phase of Northern Parkway is scheduled for completion in April 2013.  
Irrigation installation and landscaping construction will begin in the summer of 2013.  Delays in 
approving this agreement could prevent the timely construction of the waterline and cost the city 
an extra $300,000 for interim erosion control.  

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The cost of this waterline is estimated at $475,681.  Staff has concluded that it will be cost-
effective to turn the ownership of this waterline over to EPCOR to operate and maintain.  URS 
Corporation, a private engineering consulting firm, analyzed the payback period for this waterline 
in their report entitled, “Sarival Waterline for Northern Parkway Landscape Irrigation:  Refund 
and Cost Savings Documentation.”  This analysis was based on city-approved land use plans and 
the latest Maricopa Association of Governments socioeconomic projections for the timing of these 
plans.  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. 
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• The main extension agreement’s commitment to refund the city up to 50% of all hookup 
fees for new waterline users for up to 20 years (the agreement limits EPCOR refunds to not 
more than the cost of the line). 

• Ongoing costs that the city will not need to pay to operate and maintain this single, isolated 
waterline over its estimated 70-year life. 

 
This analysis estimates the city will be repaid for the cost of this line in approximately nine years.  
Should development proceed more slowly than reflected in this analysis, repayment will be 
slowed, but as indicated above, has a very high probability of ultimately being repaid in full.   
 
Funding is available in the FY 2012-13 capital improvement plan.  The cost of the waterline will be 
charged to the Northern Parkway Project account (2210-65016-550800), which is GO-funded.  A 
portion of this expenditure will be applied to the city’s required local match contribution to the 
Northern Parkway Project. 
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: AWARD OF CONTRACT 13-05 TO ARIZONA BUS SALES FOR PURCHASE OF 
TRANSIT BUSES 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to award the bid and authorize the City Manager to enter into an 
agreement with Arizona Bus Sales in an amount not to exceed $2,800,000 over the life of the five-
year contract for the purchase of transit buses.  These buses will be purchased using regional and 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) grant funding in compliance with federal purchasing 
guidelines.  No city funds will be used for this purchase. 

Background Summary 
 
The city’s previous bus purchase contract expired in 2009.  Since that time, the city has purchased 
buses using an existing Regional Public Transit Authority (RPTA) contract.  However, the number 
of buses required by the city was not available within the limitations of the RPTA contract.  The 
inability to continue to use this cooperative agreement has delayed the bus replacement program, 
resulting in a larger number of vehicles being procured at one time. 
 
Staff issued Request for Proposal (RFP) 13-05 for the purchase of transit buses.  Four proposals 
were received and evaluated, with Arizona Bus Sales’ proposal selected as the most responsive 
and responsible.  The resulting contract is for an initial one-year period with the option of four 
annual renewals, subject to agreement by both parties.   
 
The approval of this contract will allow for the purchase of replacement buses, and allow buses 
that have exceeded their life expectancy and usefulness to be auctioned through the city’s surplus 
procedure.  The newly purchased buses will replace the older vehicles and existing service levels 
will remain unchanged. 
 
In the first year of this contract, staff plans to purchase 15 buses totaling approximately $1.6 
million.  These include ten 12-passenger Dial-a-Ride buses, three 15-passenger GUS buses and two 
large, 33-passenger GUS buses.  After the initial year of the contract, staff anticipates purchasing 
12 replacement buses over the next four years, per the replacement plan. 
 
Transit staff is also exploring the feasibility of converting a portion of the bus fleet to an 
alternative fuel mode, specifically propane.  This type of conversion would be a retrofit, as this 
type of bus is not yet manufactured with that option.  It costs approximately $15,000 per bus to 
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convert to a propane fuel system.  Staff will continue to pursue this and other alternative fuel 
modes as technology and funding become available.  

Previous Related Council Action 
 
In July 2002, Council approved a contract with Arizona Bus Sales for the purchase of transit buses. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Transportation Services operates the city’s Dial-a-Ride and Glendale Urban Shuttle (GUS) 
circulator service, providing service to approximately 210,000 passengers per year.  To provide 
these services, transit utilizes a fleet of 30 buses.  All of the Dial-a-Ride fleet and the majority of the 
GUS bus fleet have a five-year life expectancy.  In order to continue to provide the level of service 
the citizens of Glendale have come to expect, it is imperative that the fleet is replaced on schedule 
to avoid bus shortages due to worn out vehicles or vehicles down for extended service, and to 
comply with federal guidelines regarding replacement timelines. 
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

 

 

 
No city funds are required for this purchase.  The purchase cost for 15 buses within the first year 
of this contract is estimated at $1.6 million.  The available grant funding listed above totals 
$948,313.  Additional funding will come from two FTA grants that staff will bring forward for 
Council acceptance in the coming months.  Account numbers for the new grants will be established 
at the time the grants are received.  This new grant funding will total approximately $700,000.  
There will be no additional impact to the operating budget. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$340,048 1650-67529-551400 (FTA Grant AZ -90-X096) 

$257,013 1650-67536-551400 (FTA Grant AZ-90-X103) 

$351,252 1650-67541-551400 (FTA Grant AZ-90-X109) 
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Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation Services 

Item Title: AWARD OF CONTRACT 13-05 TO ARIZONA BUS SALES FOR PURCHASE  
OF TRANSIT BUSES 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report explains the proposed contract for the purchase of transit buses to be used for Dial-a-
Ride and Glendale Urban Shuttle (GUS) circulator service.  The purpose of this report is to request 
that the City Manager place this item on an agenda for City Council action. 

BACKGROUND 
 
Transportation Services operates the city’s Dial-a-Ride and GUS circulator service, serving 
approximately 210,000 passengers per year.  In total, transit utilizes a fleet of 30 buses to provide 
these services.  The current model buses used for Dial-a-Ride and GUS have a five-year life 
expectancy.  There is a fleet replacement plan in place through 2035.   
 
The current transit fleet includes 15 buses that are either overdue or eligible for replacement this 
year.  Providing excellent customer service requires the entire fleet be available to meet the needs 
of residents who depend on Dial-a-Ride and GUS for transportation to medical appointments, 
work and school. 

ANALYSIS 
 
The city’s previous contract to purchase buses expired in 2009.  Several options were explored for 
the purchase of replacement bus equipment, including a cooperative purchase using the Regional 
Public Transit Authority (RPTA) contract.  The equipment met city specifications; however, the 
number of vehicles required by the city was not available within the limitations of the RPTA 
contract.   
 
Additionally, staff researched purchasing buses using a cooperative agreement through a 
Minnesota transit agency.  Upon detailed investigation, it was deemed that was not a viable option 
due to differing specifications and types of buses used by that agency.  The inability to continue to 
use a cooperative purchase agreement has delayed the bus replacement program, resulting in a 
larger number of vehicles being procured at one time. 
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Staff issued Request for Proposal (RFP) 13-05 for the purchase of transit buses.  Four proposals 
were received and evaluated by a three-person panel including staff from Transportation Services 
and Field Operations.  Arizona Bus Sales was selected as the most responsive, responsible 
proposer.  Staff recommends entering into a purchase agreement with Arizona Bus Sales in an 
amount not to exceed $2,800,000 over the five-year life of the contract for the purchase of transit 
buses.  The contract is for one year with the option of four annual renewals, subject to agreement 
by both parties. 
 
In the first year of this contract, staff plans to purchase 15 buses totaling approximately $1.6 
million.  These include ten 12-passenger Dial-a-Ride buses, three 15-passenger GUS buses and two 
large, 33-passenger GUS buses.  After the initial year of the contract, staff anticipates purchasing 
12 replacement buses over the next four years, per the replacement plan. 
 
Transit staff is also exploring the feasibility of converting a portion of the bus fleet to an 
alternative fuel mode, specifically propane.  This type of conversion would be a retrofit, as this 
type of bus is not yet manufactured with that option.  It costs approximately $15,000 per bus to 
convert to a propane fuel system.  Staff will continue to pursue this and other alternative fuel 
modes as technology and funding become available.  

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
No city funds are required for this purchase.  The purchase cost for 15 buses within the first year 
of this contract is estimated at $1.6 million.  Funding is available through three Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) grants previously approved by Council.  The local match is available using 
regional dedicated sales tax funds approved by voters through Proposition 400.  The specific 
funds and associated grants are: 
 

• 1650-67529-551400 ($340,048) - Grant AZ-90-X096 - approved by Council in February 
2010, and extended in October 2012;   

• 1650-67529-551400 ($257,013) - Grant AZ-90-X103 - approved by Council in June 2011; 
and  

• 1650-67529-551400 ($351,252) - Grant AZ-90-X109 - approved by Council in February 
2012. 

 
The available grant funding totals $948,313.  Additional funding will come from two FTA grants 
that staff will bring forward for Council acceptance in the coming months.  Account numbers for 
the new grants will be established when the grants are received.  This new grant funding will total 
approximately $700,000.  There will be no additional impact to the operating budget.   
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C-      

AGREEMENT FOR 

the PURCHASE of BUSES from ARIZONA BUS SALES 

City of Glendale Solicitation No. 13-05 

This Agreement for Bus Purchases ("Agreement") is effective and entered into between CITY OF GLENDALE, 
an Arizona municipal corporation ("City"), and Creative Bus Sales, Inc., DBA Arizona Bus Sales, a California 
corporation, authorized to do business in Arizona, (the "Contractor"), as of the _____ day of ____________, 2013. 

RECITALS 

A. City intends to undertake a project for the benefit of the public and with public funds that is more fully set 
forth in Exhibit A, pursuant to Solicitation No. 13-05 (the "Project"); 

B. City desires to retain the services of Contractor to perform those specific duties and produce the specific 
work as set forth in the Project attached hereto; 

C. City and Contractor desire to memorialize their agreement with this document. 

AGREEMENT 

In consideration of the Recitals, which are confirmed as true and correct and incorporated by this reference, the 
mutual promises and covenants contained in this Agreement, and other good and valuable consideration, City and 
Contractor agree as follows: 

1. Key Personnel; Sub-contractors. 

1.1 Services.  Contractor will provide all services necessary to assure the Project is completed timely 
and efficiently consistent with Project requirements, including, but not limited to, working in close 
interaction and interfacing with City and its designated employees, and working closely with others, 
including other contractors or consultants, retained by City. 

1.2 Project Team. 

a. Project Manager. 

(1) Contractor will designate an employee as Project Manager with sufficient training, 
knowledge, and experience to, in the City's option, complete the Project and 
handle all aspects of the Project such that the work produced by Contractor is 
consistent with applicable standards as detailed in this Agreement; 

(2) The City must approve the designated Project Manager; and 

(3) To assure the Project schedule is met, Project Manager may be required to devote 
no less than a specific amount of time as set out in Exhibit A. 

b. Project Team. 

(1) The Project manager and all other employees assigned to the project by 
Contractor will comprise the "Project Team." 

(2) Project Manager will have responsibility for and will supervise all other employees 
assigned to the project by Contractor. 

c. Discharge, Reassign, Replacement. 

(1) Contractor acknowledges the Project Team is comprised of the same persons and 
roles for each as may have been identified in the response to the Project's 
solicitation. 
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(2) Contractor will not discharge, reassign or replace or diminish the responsibilities 
of any of the employees assigned to the Project who have been approved by City 
without City's prior written consent unless that person leaves the employment of 
Contractor, in which event the substitute must first be approved in writing by City. 

(3) Contractor will change any of the members of the Project Team at the City's 
request if an employee's performance does not equal or exceed the level of 
competence that the City may reasonably expect of a person performing those 
duties or if the acts or omissions of that person are detrimental to the 
development of the Project. 

d. Sub-contractors. 

(1) Contractor may engage specific technical contractor (each a "Sub-contractor") to 
furnish certain service functions. 

(2) Contractor will remain fully responsible for Sub-contractor's services. 

(3) Sub-contractors must be approved by the City, unless the Sub-contractor was 
previously mentioned in the response to the solicitation. 

(4) Contractor shall certify by letter that contracts with Sub-contractors have been 
executed incorporating requirements and standards as set forth in this Agreement. 

2. Schedule.  The services will be undertaken in a manner that ensures the Project is completed timely and 
efficiently in accordance with the Project. 

3. Contractor’s Work. 

3.1 Standard.  Contractor must perform services in accordance with the standards of due diligence, 
care, and quality prevailing among contractors having substantial experience with the successful 
furnishing of services for projects that are equivalent in size, scope, quality, and other criteria under 
the Project and identified in this Agreement. 

3.2 Licensing.  Contractor warrants that: 

a. Contractor and Sub-contractors will hold all appropriate and required licenses, registrations 
and other approvals necessary for the lawful furnishing of services ("Approvals"); and 

b. Neither Contractor nor any Sub-contractor has been debarred or otherwise legally 
excluded from contracting with any federal, state, or local governmental entity 
("Debarment"). 

(1) City is under no obligation to ascertain or confirm the existence or issuance of any 
Approvals or Debarments or to examine Contractor's contracting ability. 

(2) Contractor must notify City immediately if any Approvals or Debarment changes 
during the Agreement's duration and the failure of the Contractor to notify City as 
required will constitute a material default under the Agreement. 

3.3 Compliance.  Services will be furnished in compliance with applicable federal, state, county and 
local statutes, rules, regulations, ordinances, building codes, life safety codes, and other standards 
and criteria designated by City. 

3.4 Coordination; Interaction. 

a. For projects that the City believes requires the coordination of various professional 
services, Contractor will work in close consultation with City to proactively interact with 
any other professionals retained by City on the Project ("Coordinating Project 
Professionals"). 

b. Subject to any limitations expressly stated in the Project Budget, Contractor will meet to 
review the Project, Schedule, Project Budget, and in-progress work with Coordinating 
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Project Professionals and City as often and for durations as City reasonably considers 
necessary in order to ensure the timely work delivery and Project completion. 

c. For projects not involving Coordinating Project Professionals, Contractor will proactively 
interact with any other contractors when directed by City to obtain or disseminate timely 
information for the proper execution of the Project. 

3.5 Work Product. 

a. Ownership.  Upon receipt of payment for services furnished, Contractor grants to City, 
and will cause its Sub-contractors to grant to the City, the exclusive ownership of and all 
copyrights, if any, to evaluations, reports, drawings, specifications, project manuals, 
surveys, estimates, reviews, minutes, all "architectural work" as defined in the United States 
Copyright Act, 17 U.S.C § 101, et seq., and other intellectual work product as may be 
applicable ("Work Product"). 

(1) This grant is effective whether the Work Product is on paper (e.g., a "hard copy"), 
in electronic format, or in some other form. 

(2) Contractor warrants, and agrees to indemnify, hold harmless and defend City for, 
from and against any claim that any Work Product infringes on third-party 
proprietary interests. 

b. Delivery.  Contractor will deliver to City copies of the preliminary and completed Work 
Product promptly as they are prepared. 

c. City Use. 

(1) City may reuse the Work Product at its sole discretion. 

(2) In the event the Work Product is used for another project without further 
consultations with Contractor, the City agrees to indemnify and hold Contractor 
harmless from any claim arising out of the Work Product. 

(3) In such case, City shall also remove any seal and title block from the Work 
Product. 

4. Compensation for the Project. 

4.1 Compensation.  Contractor's compensation for the Project, including those furnished by its Sub-
contractors will not exceed $2,800,000 over the life of the contract, as specifically detailed in 
Exhibit B (the "Compensation"). 

4.2 Change in Scope of Project.  The Compensation may be equitably adjusted if the originally 
contemplated scope of services as outlined in the Project is significantly modified. 

a. Adjustments to the Compensation require a written amendment to this Agreement and 
may require City Council approval. 

b. Additional services which are outside the scope of the Project contained in this Agreement 
may not be performed by the Contractor without prior written authorization from the City. 

5. Billings and Payment. 

5.1 Applications. 

a. Contractor will submit monthly invoices (each, a "Payment Application") to City's Project 
Manager and City will remit payments based upon the Payment Application as stated 
below. 

b. The period covered by each Payment Application will be one calendar month ending on 
the last day of the month or as specified in the solicitation. 
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5.2 Payment. 

a. After a full and complete Payment Application is received, City will process and remit 
payment within 30 days. 

b. Payment may be subject to or conditioned upon City's receipt of: 

(1) Completed work generated by Contractor and its Sub-contractors; and 

(2) Unconditional waivers and releases on final payment from Sub-contractors as City 
may reasonably request to assure the Project will be free of claims arising from 
required performances under this Agreement. 

5.3 Review and Withholding.  City's Project Manager will timely review and certify Payment 
Applications. 

a. If the Payment Application is rejected, the Project Manager will issue a written listing of 
the items not approved for payment. 

b. City may withhold an amount sufficient to pay expenses that City reasonably expects to 
incur in correcting the deficiency or deficiencies rejected for payment. 

6. Termination. 

6.1 For Convenience.  City may terminate this Agreement for convenience, without cause, by 
delivering a written termination notice stating the effective termination date, which may not be less 
than 30 days following the date of delivery. 

a. Contractor will be equitably compensated for Service and Repair furnished prior to receipt 
of the termination notice and for reasonable costs incurred. 

b. Contractor will also be similarly compensated for any approved effort expended and 
approved costs incurred that are directly associated with project closeout and delivery of 
the required items to the City. 

6.2 For Cause.  City may terminate this Agreement for cause if Contractor fails to cure any breach of 
this Agreement within seven days after receipt of written notice specifying the breach. 

a. Contractor will not be entitled to further payment until after City has determined its 
damages.  If City's damages resulting from the breach, as determined by City, are less than 
the equitable amount due but not paid Contractor for Service and Repair furnished, City 
will pay the amount due to Contractor, less City's damages, in accordance with the 
provision of § 5. 

b. If City's direct damages exceed amounts otherwise due to Contractor, Contractor must pay 
the difference to City immediately upon demand; however, Contractor will not be subject 
to consequential damages of more than $1,000,000 or the amount of this Agreement, 
whichever is greater. 

7. Conflict.  Contractor acknowledges this Agreement is subject to A.R.S. § 38-511, which allows for 
cancellation of this Agreement in the event any person who is significantly involved in initiating, 
negotiating, securing, drafting, or creating the Agreement on City's behalf is also an employee, agent, or 
consultant of any other party to this Agreement. 

8. Insurance. 

8.1 Requirements.  Contractor must obtain and maintain the following insurance ("Required 
Insurance"): 

a. Contractor and Sub-contractors.  Contractor, and each Sub-contractor performing work or 
providing materials related to this Agreement must procure and maintain the insurance 
coverages described below (collectively referred to herein as the "Contractor's Policies"), 
until each Party's obligations under this Agreement are completed. 
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b. General Liability. 

(1) Contractor must at all times relevant hereto carry a commercial general liability 
policy with a combined single limit of at least $1,000,000.00 per occurrence and 
$2,000,000.00 annual aggregate for each property damage and contractual property 
damage. 

(2) Sub-contactors must at all times relevant hereto carry a general commercial liability 
policy with a combined single limit of at least $1,000,000.00 per occurrence. 

(3) This commercial general liability insurance must include independent contractors' 
liability, contractual liability, broad form property coverage, XCU hazards if 
requested by the City, and a separation of insurance provision. 

(4) These limits may be met through a combination of primary and excess liability 
coverage. 

c. Auto.  A business auto policy providing a liability limit of at least $2,000,000.00 per 
accident for Contractor and $2,000,000.00 per accident for Sub-contractors and covering 
owned, non-owned and hired automobiles. 

d. Workers' Compensation and Employer's Liability.  A workers' compensation and 
employer's liability policy providing at least the minimum benefits required by Arizona law. 

e. Notice of Changes.  Contractor's Policies must provide for not less than 30 days' advance 
written notice to City Representative of: 

(1) Cancellation or termination of Contractor or Sub-contractor's Policies; 

(2) Reduction of the coverage limits of any of Contractor or and Sub-contractor's 
Policies; and 

(3) Any other material modification of Contractor or Sub-contractor's Policies related 
to this Agreement. 

f. Certificates of Insurance. 

(1) Within 10 business days after the execution of the Agreement, Contractor must 
deliver to City Representative certificates of insurance for each of Contractor and 
Sub-contractor's Policies, which will confirm the existence or issuance of 
Contractor and Sub-contractor's Policies in accordance with the provisions of this 
section, and copies of the endorsements of Contractor and Sub-contractor's 
Policies in accordance with the provisions of this section. 

(2) City is and will be under no obligation either to ascertain or confirm the existence 
or issuance of Contractor and Sub-contractor's Policies, or to examine Contractor 
and Sub-contractor’s Policies, or to inform Contractor or Sub-contractor in the 
event that any coverage does not comply with the requirements of this section. 

(3) Contractor's failure to secure and maintain Contractor Policies and to assure Sub-
contractor policies as required will constitute a material default under the 
Agreement. 

g. Other Contractors or Vendors. 

(1) Other contractors or vendors that may be contracted with in connection with the 
Project must procure and maintain insurance coverage as is appropriate to their 
particular contract. 

(2) This insurance coverage must comply with the requirements set forth above for 
Contractor's Policies (e.g., the requirements pertaining to endorsements to name 
the parties as additional insured parties and certificates of insurance). 
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h. Policies.  Except with respect to workers' compensation and employer's liability coverages, 
City must be named and properly endorsed as additional insureds on all liability policies 
required by this section. 

(1) The coverage extended to additional insureds must be primary and must not 
contribute with any insurance or self insurance policies or programs maintained by 
the additional insureds. 

(2) All insurance policies obtained pursuant to this section must be with companies 
legally authorized to do business in the State of Arizona and reasonably acceptable 
to all parties. 

8.2 Sub-contractors. 

a. Contractor must also cause its Sub-contractors to obtain and maintain the Required 
Insurance. 

b. City may consider waiving these insurance requirements for a specific Sub-contractor if 
City is satisfied the amounts required are not commercially available to the Sub-contractor 
and the insurance the Sub-contractor does have is appropriate for the Sub-contractor's 
work under this Agreement. 

c. Contractor and Sub-contractors must provide to the City proof of the Required Insurance 
whenever requested. 

8.3 Indemnification. 

a. To the fullest extent permitted by law, Contractor must defend, indemnify, and hold 
harmless City and its elected officials, officers, employees and agents (each, an 
"Indemnified Party," collectively, the "Indemnified Parties"), for, from, and against any and 
all claims, demands, actions, damages, judgments, settlements, personal injury (including 
sickness, disease, death, and bodily harm), property damage (including loss of use), 
infringement, governmental action and all other losses and expenses, including attorneys' 
fees and litigation expenses (each, a "Demand or Expense"; collectively, "Demands or 
Expenses") asserted by a third-party (i.e. a person or entity other than City or Contractor) 
and that arises out of or results from the breach of this Agreement by the Contractor or 
the Contractor’s negligent actions, errors or omissions (including any Sub-contractor or 
other person or firm employed by Contractor), whether sustained before or after 
completion of the Project. 

b. This indemnity and hold harmless provision applies even if a Demand or Expense is in 
part due to the Indemnified Party's negligence or breach of a responsibility under this 
Agreement, but in that event, Contractor shall be liable only to the extent the Demand or 
Expense results from the negligence or breach of a responsibility of Contractor or of any 
person or entity for whom Contractor is responsible. 

c. Contractor is not required to indemnify any Indemnified Parties for, from, or against any 
Demand or Expense resulting from the Indemnified Party's sole negligence or other fault 
solely attributable to the Indemnified Party. 

9. Immigration Law Compliance. 

9.1 Contractor, and on behalf of any subcontractor, warrants, to the extent applicable under A.R.S. § 
41-4401, compliance with all federal immigration laws and regulations that relate to their employees 
as well as compliance with A.R.S. § 23-214(A) which requires registration and participation with the 
E-Verify Program. 

9.2 Any breach of warranty under subsection 9.1 above is considered a material breach of this 
Agreement and is subject to penalties up to and including termination of this Agreement. 
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9.3 City retains the legal right to inspect the papers of any Contractor or subcontractor employee who 
performs work under this Agreement to ensure that the Contractor or any subcontractor is 
compliant with the warranty under subsection 9.1 above.  

9.4  City may conduct random inspections, and upon request of City, Contractor shall provide copies 
of papers and records of Contractor demonstrating continued compliance with the warranty under 
subsection 9.1 above.  Contractor agrees to keep papers and records available for inspection by the 
City during normal business hours and will cooperate with City in exercise of its statutory duties 
and not deny access to its business premises or applicable papers or records for the purposes of 
enforcement of this section. 

9.5 Contractor agrees to incorporate into any subcontracts under this Agreement the same obligations 
imposed upon Contractor and expressly accrue those obligations directly to the benefit of the City.  
Contractor also agrees to require any subcontractor to incorporate into each of its own 
subcontracts under this Agreement the same obligations above and expressly accrue those 
obligations to the benefit of the City. 

9.6 Contractor’s warranty and obligations under this section to the City is continuing throughout the 
term of this Agreement or until such time as the City determines, in its sole discretion, that Arizona 
law has been modified in that compliance with this section is no longer a requirement. 

9.7 The “E-Verify Program” above means the employment verification program administered by the 
United States Department of Homeland Security, the Social Security Administration, or any 
successor program. 

10. Foreign Prohibitions.  Contractor certifies under A.R.S. §§ 35-391 et seq. and 35-393 et seq., that it does not 
have, and during the term of this Agreement will not have, “scrutinized” business operations, as defined in 
the preceding statutes, in the countries of Sudan or Iran. 

11. Notices. 

11.1 A notice, request or other communication that is required or permitted under this Agreement (each 
a "Notice") will be effective only if: 

a. The Notice is in writing; and 

b. Delivered in person or by overnight courier service (delivery charges prepaid), certified or 
registered mail (return receipt requested); and 

c. Notice will be deemed to have been delivered to the person to whom it is addressed as of 
the date of receipt, if: 

(1) Received on a business day, or before 5:00 p.m., at the address for Notices 
identified for the Party in this Agreement by U.S. Mail, hand delivery, or overnight 
courier service on or before 5:00 p.m.; or 

(2) As of the next business day after receipt, if received after 5:00 p.m. 

d. The burden of proof of the place and time of delivery is upon the Party giving the Notice; 
and 

e. Digitalized signatures and copies of signatures will have the same effect as original 
signatures. 
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11.2 Representatives. 

a. Contractor.  Contractor's representative (the "Contractor's Representative") authorized to 
act on Contractor's behalf with respect to the Project, and his or her address for Notice 
delivery is: 

Arizona Bus Sales 
c/o  Dale Couturier, General Manager 
P.O. Box 60038 
3615 South 28th Street 
Phoenix, Az 85040 
      

b. City.  City's representative ("City's Representative") authorized to act on City's behalf, and 
his or her address for Notice delivery is: 

City of Glendale 
c/o  Jeff Henry, Transit Supervisor 
6210 West Myrtle Avenue, Bldg S 
Glendale, Arizona  85301 
623-930-3501 
 
With required copy to: 

 
City Manager    City Attorney 
City of Glendale    City of Glendale 
5850 West Glendale Avenue  5850 West Glendale Avenue 
Glendale, Arizona  85301  Glendale, Arizona  85301 

c. Concurrent Notices. 

(1) All notices to City's representative must be given concurrently to City Manager 
and City Attorney. 

(2) A notice will not be deemed to have been received by City's representative until 
the time that it has also been received by City Manager and City Attorney. 

(3) City may appoint one or more designees for the purpose of receiving notice by 
delivery of a written notice to Contractor identifying the designee(s) and their 
respective addresses for notices. 

d. Changes.  Contractor or City may change its representative or information on Notice, by 
giving Notice of the change in accordance with this section at least ten days prior to the 
change. 

12. Financing Assignment.  City may assign this Agreement to any City-affiliated entity, including a non-
profit corporation or other entity whose primary purpose is to own or manage the Project. 

13. Entire Agreement; Survival; Counterparts; Signatures. 

13.1 Integration.  This Agreement contains, except as stated below, the entire agreement between City 
and Contractor and supersedes all prior conversations and negotiations between the parties 
regarding the Project or this Agreement. 

a. Neither Party has made any representations, warranties or agreements as to any matters 
concerning the Agreement's subject matter. 

b. Representations, statements, conditions, or warranties not contained in this Agreement will 
not be binding on the parties. 
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c. The solicitation, any addendums and the response submitted by the Contractor are 
incorporated into this Agreement as if attached hereto.  Any Contractor response modifies 
the original solicitation as stated.  Inconsistencies between the solicitation, any addendums 
and the response or any excerpts attached as Exhibit A and this Agreement will be 
resolved by the terms and conditions stated in this Agreement. 

13.2 Interpretation. 

a. The parties fairly negotiated the Agreement's provisions to the extent they believed 
necessary and with the legal representation they deemed appropriate. 

b. The parties are of equal bargaining position and this Agreement must be construed equally 
between the parties without consideration of which of the parties may have drafted this 
Agreement. 

c. The Agreement will be interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Arizona. 

13.3 Survival.  Except as specifically provided otherwise in this Agreement, each warranty, 
representation, indemnification and hold harmless provision, insurance requirement, and every 
other right, remedy and responsibility of a Party, will survive completion of the Project, or the 
earlier termination of this Agreement. 

13.4 Amendment.  No amendment to this Agreement will be binding unless in writing and executed by 
the parties.  Any amendment may be subject to City Council approval.  Electronic signature blocks 
do not constitute execution. 

13.5 Remedies.  All rights and remedies provided in this Agreement are cumulative and the exercise of 
any one or more right or remedy will not affect any other rights or remedies under this Agreement 
or applicable law. 

13.6 Severability.  If any provision of this Agreement is voided or found unenforceable, that 
determination will not affect the validity of the other provisions, and the voided or unenforceable 
provision will be deemed reformed to conform to applicable law. 

13.7 Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, and all counterparts will together 
comprise one instrument. 

14. Term.  The term of this Agreement commences upon the effective date and continues for a one-year initial 
period.  The City may, at its sole option, extend the term of this Agreement for four additional one (1) year 
periods, renewable on an annual basis.  Contractor will be notified in writing by the City of its intent to 
extend the Agreement period at least 30 calendar days prior to the expiration of the original or any renewal 
Agreement period.  Price adjustments will only be reviewed during the Agreement renewal period and may 
be a factor in the City’s decision to terminate the Agreement.  There are no automatic renewals of this 
Agreement. 

15. Dispute Resolution.  Each claim, controversy and dispute (each a “Dispute”) between Contractor and 
City will be resolved in accordance with Exhibit C.  The final determination will be made by the City. 

16. Exhibits.  The following exhibits, with reference to the term in which they are first referenced, are 
incorporated by this reference. 

Exhibit A Project 

Exhibit B Compensation 

Exhibit C Dispute Resolution 

 

(Signatures appear on the following page.) 
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The parties enter into this Agreement as of the effective date shown above. 

City of Glendale, 
an Arizona municipal corporation 

_____________________________________ 
By:  Horatio Skeete      
Its:  Acting City Manager 

ATTEST: 

      
City Clerk   (SEAL) 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

      
City Attorney 

Creative Bus Sales, Inc., DBA Arizona Bus Sales, 
a California corporation,  

_________________________________________ 
By:        
Its:        



EXHIBIT A 

RFP 13-05 TRANSIT BUSES 

PROJECT 

In accordance with the terms and conditions set forth in the solicitation, the Bus chassis and drive-
trains will be Ford, GM and International with El Dorado coaches. The coaches will range from the 
Para-Transit 22’ to 24’ Mini Buses (Medium size, light duty) and 30’ to 35’ Medium size (Medium 
duty), to the Medium size, heavy duty and Large heavy duty buses.   



EXHIBIT B 

RFP 13-05 TRANSIT BUSES 

COMPENSATION 

 

METHOD AND AMOUNT OF COMPENSATION 

Compensation for services performed will be paid in accordance with section 4.9,  4.28, 4.33, 4.34, 4.37, 4.38, 4.49, 
4.42, 4.43, 4.44, 4.45, section 8 and addendum number 14 of RFP 13-05, the Addendum, and the responses thereto. 

NOT-TO-EXCEED AMOUNT 

The total amount of compensation paid to Contractor for full completion of all work required by the Project during 
the entire term of the Project must not exceed $2,800,000 over the life of the Agreement.     

DETAILED PROJECT COMPENSATION 

Contractor shall submit a complete invoice for each bus. 

Payment shall be after receipt of invoice or final acceptance “Post Delivery Test” of each bus, whichever is later. 

The City shall have 30 calendar days after the bus has been delivered to perform a “Post-Delivery Test” before 
completing payment. If the bus fails the City “Post Delivery Test” the contract shall repair the bus and the City shall 
have 30 additional calendars days to perform a “Post Delivery Test”. No payments for the bus will be made until it 
has been accepted by the City. 

Specific details of each bus and coach purchased and delivered shall be in accordance with the City of Glendale RFP 
13-05 and the terms of this Agreement. 

 



EXHIBIT C 

RFP 13-05 TRANSIT BUSES 

DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

 

1. Disputes. 

1.1 Commitment.  The parties commit to resolving all disputes promptly, equitably, and in a good-
faith, cost-effective manner. 

1.2 Application.  The provisions of this Exhibit will be used by the parties to resolve all controversies, 
claims, or disputes ("Dispute") arising out of or related to this Agreement-including Disputes 
regarding any alleged breaches of this Agreement. 

1.3 Initiation.  A party may initiate a Dispute by delivery of written notice of the Dispute, including the 
specifics of the Dispute, to the Representative of the other party as required in this Agreement. 

1.4 Informal Resolution.  When a Dispute notice is given, the parties will designate a member of their 
senior management who will be authorized to expeditiously resolve the Dispute. 

a. The parties will provide each other with reasonable access during normal business hours to 
any and all non-privileged records, information and data pertaining to any Dispute in order 
to assist in resolving the Dispute as expeditiously and cost effectively as possible; 

b. The parties' senior managers will meet within 10 business days to discuss and attempt to 
resolve the Dispute promptly, equitably, and in a good faith manner, and 

c. The Senior Managers will agree to subsequent meetings if both parties agree that further 
meetings are necessary to reach a resolution of the Dispute. 

2. Arbitration. 

2.1 Rules.  If the parties are unable to resolve the Dispute by negotiation within 30 days from the 
Dispute notice, and unless otherwise informal discussions are extended by the mutual agreement, 
the parties may agree, in writing, that the Dispute will be decided by binding arbitration in 
accordance with Commercial Rules of the AAA, as amended herein.  Although the arbitration will 
be conducted in accordance with AAA Rules, it will not be administered by the AAA, but will be 
heard independently. 

a. The parties will exercise best efforts to select an arbitrator within 5 business days after 
agreement for arbitration.  If the parties have not agreed upon an arbitrator within this 
period, the parties will submit the selection of the arbitrator to one of the principals of the 
mediation firm of Scott & Skelly, LLC, who will then select the arbitrator.  The parties will 
equally share the fees and costs incurred in the selection of the arbitrator. 

b. The arbitrator selected must be an attorney with at least 10 years experience, be 
independent, impartial, and not have engaged in any business for or adverse to either Party 
for at least 10 years. 

2.2 Discovery.  The extent and the time set for discovery will be as determined by the arbitrator.  Each 
Party must, however, within ten (10) days of selection of an arbitrator deliver to the other Party 
copies of all documents in the delivering party's possession that are relevant to the dispute. 

2.3 Hearing.  The arbitration hearing will be held within 90 days of the appointment of the arbitrator.  
The arbitration hearing, all proceedings, and all discovery will be conducted in Glendale, Arizona 
unless otherwise agreed by the parties or required as a result of witness location.  Telephonic 
hearings and other reasonable arrangements may be used to minimize costs.



2.4 Award.  At the arbitration hearing, each Party will submit its position to the arbitrator, evidence to 
support that position, and the exact award sought in this matter with specificity.  The arbitrator 
must select the award sought by one of the parties as the final judgment and may not independently 
alter or modify the awards sought by the parties, fashion any remedy, or make any equitable order.  
The arbitrator has no authority to consider or award punitive damages. 

2.5 Final Decision.  The Arbitrator's decision should be rendered within 15 days after the arbitration 
hearing is concluded.  This decision will be final and binding on the Parties. 

2.6 Costs.  The prevailing party may enter the arbitration in any court having jurisdiction in order to 
convert it to a judgment.  The non-prevailing party shall pay all of the prevailing party's arbitration 
costs and expenses, including reasonable attorney's fees and costs. 

3. Services to Continue Pending Dispute.  Unless otherwise agreed to in writing, Contractor must continue 
to perform and maintain progress of required services during any Dispute resolution or arbitration 
proceedings, and City will continue to make payment to Contractor in accordance with this Agreement. 

4. Exceptions. 

4.1 Third Party Claims.  City and Contractor are not required to arbitrate any third-party claim, cross-
claim, counter claim, or other claim or defense of a third-party who is not obligated by contract to 
arbitrate disputes with City and Contractor. 

4.2 Liens.  City or Contractor may commence and prosecute a civil action to contest a lien or stop 
notice, or enforce any lien or stop notice, but only to the extent the lien or stop notice the Party 
seeks to enforce is enforceable under Arizona Law, including, without limitation, an action under 
A.R.S. § 33-420, without the necessity of initiating or exhausting the procedures of this Exhibit. 

4.3 Governmental Actions.  This Exhibit does not apply to, and must not be construed to require 
arbitration of, any claims, actions or other process filed or issued by City of Glendale Building 
Safety Department or any other agency of City acting in its governmental permitting or other 
regulatory capacity. 
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH BOB MURRAY AND 
ASSOCIATES FOR THE CITY MANAGER RECRUITMENT 

Staff Contact: Jim Brown, Interim Executive Director of Human Resources & Risk 
Management 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Council enter into a Professional Services 
Agreement with Bob Murray and Associates for the recruitment of the City Manager position. 

Background Summary 
 
At the February 5, 2013 Workshop, Council was presented with three executive search firms 
recommended by Human Resources to conduct the City Manager recruitment.  After reviewing the 
three proposals, Council gave direction to move forward with Bob Murray and Associates. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
At the November 27, 2012 voting meeting, Council adopted Ordinance No. 2825 New Series to 
establish an Ad-Hoc City Manager recruitment committee.  The committee was composed of seven 
members including the Mayor-elect, Councilmembers and Councilmembers-elect who began 
serving after the installation in January 2013.   
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$28,000 
A specific account will be established once the agreement is 
awarded and formally executed.  
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If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?  To be determined 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 

From: Jim Brown, Interim Executive Directors, Human Resources & Risk 
Management  

Item Title: PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH BOB MURRAY AND 
ASSOCIATES FOR THE CITY MANAGER RECRUITMENT 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Council enter into a Professional Services 
Agreement with Bob Murray and Associates for the recruitment of the City Manager position. 

BACKGROUND 
 
At the February 5, 2013 Workshop, Council was presented with three executive search firms 
recommended by Human Resources to conduct the City Manager recruitment.  After reviewing the 
three proposals, Council gave direction to move forward with Bob Murray and Associates. 

ANALYSIS 
 
The Professional Services Agreement with Bob Murray and Associates (Consultant) will enable the 
Consultant to begin the process for the City Manager recruitment which will include: 
 

- Development of the Candidate Profile 
- Development of an Advertising Campaign and Recruitment Brochure 
- Recruitment of Candidates 
- Screening of Candidates 
- Conducting Personal Interviews 
- Conducting Public Record Search 
- Providing Recommendations 
- Assisting with the Final Interviews 
- Conducting Detailed Reference Checks 
- Assisting with Negotiations 
- Providing Complete Administrative Assistance 

 
Upon Council approval of the Professional Services Agreement, the Consultant will begin the City 
Manager Recruitment Process. 
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FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The consulting fee and expenses for utilizing Bob Murray and Associates to conduct the City 
Manager recruitment on behalf of the City of Glendale will not exceed $28,000. 
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: AMENDMENT TO GLENDALE CITY CODE CHAPTER 2 - ADMINISTRATION 
Staff Contact: Diane Goke, Chief Financial Officer 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
Staff is requesting Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance amending 
Chapter 2 – Administration of the Glendale City Code that establishes a consistent, citywide policy 
for the collection of delinquent funds with an effective date of April 8, 2013. 

Background Summary 
 
The city is owed monies by businesses and citizens for services rendered, taxes, and other fees.  
Amending Chapter 2 - Administration of the Glendale City Code will enable the city to establish a 
consistent, citywide policy holding any person who has a delinquent account with the city 
responsible for all costs incurred by the city in collecting those delinquent funds.  
 
Staff is currently attempting to establish a uniform approach for recovering our cost for collecting 
bad debt by amending Chapter 2 - Administration of the Glendale City Code.  This amendment 
would hold the person who has a delinquent account responsible for all costs incurred by the city 
in collecting those delinquent funds.    

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On September 25, 2012, Council approved a contract with a Progressive Financial Services, 
Incorporated to pursue the collection of delinquent utility (water, sewer, and sanitation) accounts, 
miscellaneous accounts receivables, and transaction privilege and use tax accounts.    
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
A notice of this upcoming Council consideration was posted on the city’s web site on December 13, 
2012.   
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
The city will receive 100% of the debt owed to the city when debt is recovered by the third party 
collection agency.     



     

   CITY COUNCIL REPORT   
 

 

2 
 

 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Ordinance 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Diane Goke, Chief Financial Officer  
Item Title: AMENDMENT TO GLENDALE CITY CODE CHAPTER 2 - ADMINISTRATION 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item to the City Council for 
their consideration and approval authorizing collection charges related to delinquent accounts 
maintained by the city. 

BACKGROUND 
 
The city is owed monies by businesses and citizens for services rendered, taxes, and other fees.  
Amending Chapter 2 - Administration of the Glendale City Code will enable the city to establish a 
consistent, citywide policy holding any person who has a delinquent account with the city 
responsible for all costs incurred by the city in collecting those delinquent funds.    
 
On September 25, 2012, Council approved a contract with a Progressive Financial Services, 
Incorporated to pursue the collection of delinquent utility (water, sewer, and sanitation) accounts, 
miscellaneous accounts receivables, and transaction privilege and use tax accounts.   Progressive 
Financial Services, Incorporated retains 15% if the debt it collects as its fee.  Prior to outsourcing 
collection services to a third party agency, the city handled all debt collections internally and 
absorbed a majority of all costs associated with the collection process.   
 
There is not a consistent way to recover debt, for example, for delinquent utilities accounts a flat 
rate is added, per city code, in an attempt to offset some of the costs; however, even with that rate 
it is not sufficient enough to recover all costs.  Further, for delinquent transaction privilege and 
use tax accounts and the other miscellaneous accounts receivables the city has no provisions to 
recover costs. 
 
Staff is currently attempting to establish a uniform approach for recovering our cost for collecting 
bad debt by amending Chapter 2 - Administration of the Glendale City Code.  This amendment 
would hold the person who has a delinquent account responsible for all costs incurred by the city 
in collecting those delinquent funds.    
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ANALYSIS 
 
Currently, the city sends delinquent utility (water, sewer, and sanitation) accounts to a third party 
collection agency.  The average uncollected delinquent account totals $269.  The city adds $16.44 
to this total before sending it to Progressive Financial Services, Incorporated.  Once the agency 
collects the debt and retains their 15% service fee, the remaining balance sent to the city equates 
to $242.62.  Amending the City Code to pass on the total cost associated with collecting the debt 
will ensure full cost recovery to the city.   

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
This will enable the city to recover 100% of the monies recovered by the city’s third party 
collection agency.   
 



ORDINANCE NO. 2838 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 
GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 2, ARTICLE I, SECTION 
2.4 BY AUTHORIZING COLLECTION CHARGES RELATING 
TO DELINQUENT ACCOUNTS MAINTAINED BY THE CITY; 
AND SETTING FORTH AN EFFECTIVE DATE OF APRIL 8, 
2013. 
 
 

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

SECTION 1.  That Glendale City Code Chapter 2, Article I (In General), Sec. 2.4 is 
hereby amended as follows: 

 
Sec. 2.4.  Reserved.  Collection Charges. 
 
Any person who has a delinquent account maintained by the city will be responsible for 

all costs incurred by the city in collecting those delinquent funds.  This includes any direct costs 
incurred, including the cost of a third-party collection agency. 

 
SECTION 2.  That the provisions of this ordinance shall become effective on and after 

April 8, 2013. 
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2013. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk               (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
Acting City Manager 
c_collection charges.doc 
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: AMENDMENT TO LEASE WITH LEFT SEAT WEST AT GLENDALE, INC. FOR 
GLENDALE AIRPORT RESTAURANT 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance authorizing the 
City Manager to amend the Glendale Airport Restaurant Lease with Left Seat West at Glendale, Inc. 
(Left Seat West). 

Background Summary 
 
The Glendale Municipal Airport’s terminal building was designed and constructed to include a full-
service restaurant.  Since 1988, several operators have leased the restaurant space; however, 
retaining a stable, long-term tenant has proved challenging.  Glendale’s airport restaurant attracts 
recreational pilots, provides a meeting place during airport events, offers convenient mealtime 
access for airport tenants and nearby businesses, and appeals to the general public interested in 
enjoying a good meal in a general aviation airport setting.   
 
In 2011, the city conducted a Request for Proposals (RFP) to operate a restaurant at Glendale 
Municipal Airport.  Left Seat West was the only entity that expressed an interest in leasing and 
operating the restaurant.  Having operated a successful restaurant at Sky Harbor Airport for 
several years, the owners were confident they could prosper at this location.  On November 22, 
2011, the City of Glendale and Left Seat West entered into a lease agreement, known as the 
Glendale Airport Restaurant Lease.  The restaurant opened for business on January 1, 2012.  
 
The lease agreement terms with the owners of Left Seat West were negotiated in good faith with 
the anticipation of a gradual increase in business at the restaurant.  Since the opening of Left Seat 
West, the owners have conducted advertising efforts through their website, distributed flyers and 
made personal contact with businesses and schools in the area.  The restaurant’s menu, pricing, 
service and quality of food have often been praised by customers commenting to airport staff.  
Unfortunately, restaurant revenue has not met expected volumes of sales.  Due to the escalating 
base rent, the restaurant owners requested a change in the rent terms of the lease.   
 
With the approval of this lease amendment, the city will collect less revenue than originally 
anticipated when the lease was signed; however, without the amendment, Left Seat West will 
likely close, and no revenue will be collected.  Transportation Services staff recommends that the 
lease with Left Seat West be amended to reduce the restaurant’s monthly base rent to $300 or 
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three percent of gross sales, whichever is higher, and modify the monthly utility charges for the 
remainder of the term of the lease, until December 31, 2016.  The city will fully recover costs for 
Utilities and the change assures the city of some revenue above the cost of base utilities.  In 
addition, the lease will be amended to prohibit the assignment of the lease to any other company.  
Staff recommends these changes be retroactive to December 1, 2012. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
Council approved the Glendale Airport Restaurant Lease with Left Seat West on November 22, 
2011. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The airport restaurant provides quality food services for the Glendale Municipal Airport’s aviation 
community, airport visitors, surrounding businesses and Glendale citizens.   
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

Revenue generated from the restaurant lease is deposited into the Airport’s Lease Revenue 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 

Staff Report 

Ordinance 

Amendment to Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation Services 

Item Title: AMENDMENT TO LEASE WITH LEFT SEAT WEST AT GLENDALE, INC. 
FOR GLENDALE AIRPORT RESTAURANT  

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on a proposed amendment to the lease with Left Seat West at 
Glendale, Inc. (Left Seat West), the restaurant operating at Glendale Municipal Airport.  The 
purpose of this report is to request that the City Manager place this item on an agenda for City 
Council action. 

BACKGROUND 
 
The Glendale Municipal Airport’s terminal building was designed and constructed to include a full-
service restaurant.  Since 1988, several operators have leased the restaurant space; however, 
retaining a stable, long-term tenant has proved challenging.  Glendale’s airport restaurant attracts 
recreational pilots, provides a meeting place during airport events, offers convenient mealtime 
access for airport tenants and nearby businesses, and appeals to the general public interested in 
enjoying a good meal in a general aviation airport setting.   
 
In 2011, the city conducted a Request for Proposals (RFP) to operate a restaurant at Glendale 
Municipal Airport.  Left Seat West was the only entity that expressed an interest in leasing and 
operating the restaurant.  Having operated a successful restaurant at Sky Harbor Airport for 
several years, the owners were confident they could prosper at this location.  On November 22, 
2011, the City of Glendale and Left Seat West entered into a lease agreement, known as the 
Glendale Airport Restaurant Lease.  The restaurant opened for business on January 1, 2012. 
 
The term of the existing restaurant lease is for five years, renewable for an additional nine years, 
in three-year increments.  The lease required Left Seat West to pay one percent of the gross 
receipts the first month, increasing by one percent each month until the sixth month.  Effective 
with the seventh month, Left Seat West was required to pay a base rent of $800 per month, or six 
percent of the gross receipts, whichever was greater, until the completion of the first year of the 
lease.  For the second year, the present time period, the base rent is $1,000 per month, or six 
percent of the gross receipts, whichever is greater.  For the third through fifth year of the lease, the 
base rent is set at $1,200 per month, or six percent of the gross receipts, whichever is greater.  
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This proposed amendment to the lease will adjust the minimum base rent to $300 per month, or 
three percent of gross receipts, whichever is greater.  Additionally, the proposed lease amendment 
will adjust utility fees and prohibit assignment of the new lease terms.   

ANALYSIS 
 
The lease agreement terms with the owners of Left Seat West were negotiated in good faith with 
the anticipation of a gradual increase in business at the restaurant.  Since the opening of Left Seat 
West, the owners have conducted advertising efforts through their website, distributed flyers and 
made personal contact with businesses and schools in the area.  The restaurant’s menu, pricing, 
service and quality of food have often been praised by customers commenting to airport staff.  
However, in July 2012, the owners requested the restaurant be closed on Mondays through 
September, in order to reduce staffing and utility costs.  They also requested a change in the rent 
terms of the lease, due to the restaurant’s low volume of sales and the escalating base rent.   
 
The original base rent requirement of $800, increasing to a maximum of $1,200 per month, 
assumed an expectation of escalating revenues.  In reality, the current economic climate does not 
support the original concept on which the lease was structured.  The proposed rent of $300 per 
month or three percent of gross receipts, whichever is greater, is structured to retain a restaurant 
at the airport.  Previous restaurant operators were unable to sustain their businesses for various 
reasons; however, city staff believes this lease amendment will benefit both the restaurant and the 
city, and will help keep Left Seat West operating at the airport for years to come. 
 
In addition to the revised rent, this lease amendment also proposes to restructure utility costs.  
The current lease requires the owners to pay for electricity and natural gas.  However, the airport 
incurs some costs for utilities even if the restaurant space is not occupied.  An analysis was 
conducted to determine the utility cost to the airport and the difference in cost created by a tenant 
in the restaurant space.  Using this analysis, a base utility rate of $615 a month will be charged for 
calendar year 2013.  Utility rates for subsequent years will be reassessed at the end of each 
calendar year.   
 
A study of other airport restaurants in the Valley indicates that while other locations have higher 
lease rates, they also have higher gross sales and higher volumes of customers than currently exist 
at the Glendale Municipal Airport.  The study also revealed some local airport restaurants do not 
pay utilities. 
 
Transportation Services staff recommends that the lease with Left Seat West be amended to 
reduce the restaurant’s monthly base rent to $300 or three percent of gross sales, whichever is 
higher, and modify the monthly utility charges for the remainder of the term of the lease, until 
December 31, 2016.  The city will fully recover costs for Utilities and the change assures the city of 
some revenue above the cost of base utilities.  In addition, the lease will be amended to prohibit 
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the assignment of the lease to any other company.  Staff recommends these changes be retroactive 
to December 1, 2012.  

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
While at a reduced level than originally anticipated, the lease agreement with Left Seat West will 
continue to generate revenue to the Airport’s Lease Revenue Fund.   



ORDINANCE NO. 2839 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER AND CITY 
CLERK TO EXECUTE AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO THE 
GLENDALE AIRPORT RESTAURANT LEASE WITH LEFT 
SEAT WEST AT GLENDALE, INC. FOR OPERATING A 
RESTAURANT IN THE TERMINAL BUILDING AT THE 
GLENDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT. 

 
 WHEREAS, the City is the owner of the Glendale Municipal Airport and the Terminal 
Building located thereon; 
 
 WHEREAS, the City and Left Seat West at Glendale, Inc. previously entered into a 
Glendale Airport Restaurant Lease (C-7846) effective November 22, 2011; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City and Left Seat West at Glendale, Inc. wish to modify and amend the 
lease. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE as follows: 
 
 SECTION 1.  That the City Manager and City Clerk are hereby authorized and directed to 
execute Amendment No. 1 to Glendale Airport Restaurant Lease with Left Seat West at 
Glendale, Inc., a copy of which is on file with the Clerk of the City of Glendale. 
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2013. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
Acting City Manager 
 
l_airport_restaurant_Amend1.doc 
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: REAPPOINTMENT OF PRESIDING CITY JUDGE ELIZABETH FINN 

Staff Contact: 
Jim Brown, Interim Executive Director, Human Resources & Risk  
Management  

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for the City Council to reappoint Presiding City Judge Elizabeth Finn to a two-year 
term.  Her current term expires March 25, 2013. 

Background Summary 
 
Judge Elizabeth Finn has served as Presiding City Judge in Glendale since 2003 and is eligible for 
reappointment to a two-year term.  The Judicial Selection Advisory Board unanimously 
recommends Judge Finn’s reappointment based on the results of her reappointment interview, 
letters of recommendation received on her behalf, confidential survey results conducted by a 
private research firm, and other reappointment materials. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The confidential survey and questionnaire on reappointment was mailed to 201 recipients.  Public 
input on reappointment was sought through advertisement in The Arizona Republic, The Glendale 
Star and Maricopa Lawyer (published by the Maricopa County Bar Association).  The survey 
results and all letters of input have been provided to the Mayor and Council, along with letters of 
recommendation.  
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Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: APPOINTMENT OF CITY JUDGE 

Staff Contact: 
Jim Brown, Interim Executive Director, Human Resources & Risk  
Management  

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for the City Council to appoint a City Judge to a two-year term due to the 
retirement of a current City Judge (Jean Baxter) effective February 8, 2013. 
 

Background Summary 
 
In December 2012 Presiding City Judge Elizabeth Finn received direction from Council to proceed 
with a recruitment for City Judge due to Judge Baxter’s impending retirement.  The Judicial 
Selection Advisory Board (JSAB) in conjunction with city staff conducted a recruitment process to 
solicit interested candidates for the upcoming City Judge vacancy.   
 
Following an extensive review process, the JSAB recommends that Council consider the following 
four candidates and select one finalist to be appointed to the position of City Judge for a two-year 
term. 

 
Maria Brewer 

Manuel Delgado, Jr. 
Carolyn Macias 
Anne Phillips 

 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Public input on the candidates being interviewed by the JSAB for potential appointment to the City 
Judge position was sought through advertisement in The Glendale Star and West Valley News.  All 
letters of recommendation have been provided to the Mayor and Council. 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 

From: Jim Brown, Interim Executive Director, Human Resources & Risk 
Management 

Item Title: APPOINTMENT OF CITY JUDGE 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         2/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This is a request for the City Council to appoint a City Judge to a two-year term due to the 
retirement of a current City Judge (Jean Baxter) effective February 8, 2013. 

BACKGROUND 
 
One of the purposes of the Judicial Selection Advisory Board (JSAB) is to recommend to the Mayor 
and City Council the best qualified applicants for the office of City Judge.  In accordance with JSAB 
by-laws, the Board must recommend at least three finalists for consideration by the Council. 
 
In determining the best qualified applicants, the Board shall select applicants who have 
outstanding professional competence and reputation and who reflect, to the extent possible, the 
ethnic, racial, and gender diversity of the community in order to enhance fairness and public 
confidence in judicial proceedings. 
 
In December 2012, Presiding City Judge Elizabeth Finn received direction from Council to proceed 
with recruitment for a City Judge due to Judge Baxter’s impending retirement.  The JSAB in 
conjunction with city staff conducted a recruitment process to solicit interested candidates for the 
upcoming City Judge vacancy.  All applicants were required to submit an extensive judicial 
application outlining their experience and qualifications for this position.  The JSAB received a 
total of 48 applications, and after review and discussion, determined that interviews would be 
scheduled with the top eight candidates.  
 
An extensive due diligence review was also conducted by the JSAB on the eight candidates prior to 
the interviews.  This included contacting individuals and institutions to obtain as much relevant 
background information as possible.  The JSAB interviewed the eight candidates on January 28 
and January 29, 2013.   
 
Following the interviews, the JSAB identified four finalists to present to the Council for 
consideration.  Informational packets including pertinent information on each finalist such as 
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applications, resumes, reference letters, State Bar of Arizona member status and disciplinary 
history, and video-taped interviews was provided to Council for review. 

ANALYSIS 
 
The JSAB recommends that Council, after reviewing all relevant materials provided, consider the 
following four candidates and select one finalist to be appointed to the position of City Judge for a 
two-year term: 
 

Maria Brewer 
Manuel Delgado, Jr. 

Carolyn Macias 
Anne Phillips 

 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
This is a budgeted position.  Traditionally the city judges are reappointed prior to the expiration of 
their current terms to ensure consistency in ongoing court operations and activities.  A delay in 
filling the vacant position would create a hardship on the court and result in the need to use scarce 
resources to continue to fund pro-tem judges to manage the workload until a new City Judge is 
appointed. 
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