
City of	Glendale
Council	Meeting	Agenda	

	
March	26,	2013	–	7:00	p.m.	

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.	 	 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	and	Workshop	Schedule	
Council	meetings	to	take	official	action	are	held	two	times	
each	month.	 	These	meetings	are	held	on	 the	 second	and	
fourth	 Tuesday	 of	 each	 month	 at	 7:00	 p.m.	 	 Council	
workshops	 are	 generally	 held	 two	 times	 each	 month.		
Workshops	provide	Council	with	an	opportunity	to	hear	a	
presentation	 by	 staff	 on	 topics	 that	 may	 come	 before	
Council	for	official	action.		These	meetings	are	held	on	the	
first	 and	 third	 Tuesday	 of	 each	month	 at	 1:30	 p.m.	 	 The	
City	Council	does	not	take	official	action	during	workshop	
sessions.	 	 All	meetings	 are	held	 in	 the	Council	 Chambers,	
Glendale	 Municipal	 Office	 Complex,	 5850	 W.	 Glendale	
Avenue.		
	
Executive	Session	Schedule	
Council	 may	 convene	 in	 “Executive	 Session”	 to	 receive	
legal	 advice	 and	 discuss	 land	 acquisitions,	 personnel	
issues,	 and	 appointments	 to	 boards	 and	 commissions.		
Executive	Sessions	will	be	held	in	Room	B3	of	the	Council	
Chambers.	 	 As	 provided	 by	 state	 statute,	 this	 session	 is	
closed	to	the	public.	
	
	
Regular	City	Council	meetings	are	telecast	live.		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.			

Meeting	Agendas	
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	
	
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	
Council	Meeting	 ‐	 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.		
Public	hearings	are	also	held	on	certain	agenda	items.		If	you	
wish	 to	 speak	 on	 a	 particular	 item	 listed	 on	 the	 agenda,	
please	 fill	 out	 a	 gold	 Public	 Hearing	 Speakers	 Card.	 	 Your	
name	will	be	called	when	the	Public	Hearing	on	the	item	has	
been	 opened	 or	 Citizen	 Comments	 portion	 of	 the	 agenda	 is	
reached.	 	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.			
	
Workshop	Meeting	 ‐	There	is	no	Citizen	Comments	portion	
on	the	workshop	agenda.	
	
Regular	Workshop	meetings	are	 telecast	 live.		Repeat	broadcasts	are	
telecast	 the	 first	and	 third	week	of	 the	month	–	Wednesday	at	3:00	
p.m.,	Thursday	at	1:00	p.m.,	Friday	at	8:30	a.m.,	Saturday	at	2:00	p.m.,	
Sunday	at	9:00	a.m.	and	Monday	at	2:00	p.m.	on	Glendale	Channel	11.	

	
	
	

	

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	 the	City	Council	
Office	at	(623)930‐2249	
	
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	

	



Council District Boundaries

±

43
rd 

Av
e

51
st 

Av
e

59
th 

Av
e

67
th 

Av
e

75
th 

Av
e

83
rd 

Av
e

91
st 

Av
e

99
th 

Av
e

10
7th

 Av
e

11
5th

 Av
e

El 
Mi

rag
e R

d

Dy
sa

rt R
d

Lit
ch

fie
ld 

Rd

Bu
lla

rd 
Av

e

Re
em

s R
d

Sa
riv

al 
Av

e

Co
tto

n L
n

Cit
rus

 R
d

Pe
rry

vil
le 

Rd

Camelback Rd

Bethany Home Rd

Glendale Ave

Northern Ave

Olive Ave

Peoria Ave

Cactus Rd

Thunderbird Rd

Greenway Rd

Bell Rd

Union Hills Dr

Beardsley Rd

Deer Valley Rd

Pinnacle Peak Rd

CHOLLA

YUCCA

YUCCA OCOTILLO

SAHUARO

BARREL
CA

CT
US

YUCCA

G:\Mapping and Records\Mapping\Projects\Council Districts\Council_Map.MXD

Manuel D. Martinez
Cholla District

Samuel U. Chavira
Yucca District

Yvonne J. Knaack
Barrel District

Gary D. Sherwood
Sahuaro District

Norma S. Alvarez
Ocotillo District

!

!

!

!

!

Ian Hugh
Cactus District

!

Jerry P. Weiers
Mayor



 

 

 

	
One	or	

	
	
CALL	TO
	
PLEDGE
	
APPROV
MEETIN
	
BOARDS
	
BOARDS
PRESEN
	
PROCLA
	
PLANNIN
PRESEN
ACCEPT
	
DISTING
PRESEN

ACCEPT
	
CONSEN
	

Ite
you
the

	

 

 
 

more	mem
person	and

O	ORDER	

E	OF	ALLEG

VAL	OF	THE
NGS	AND	TH

S,	COMMISS

S,	COMMISS
TED	BY:	

AMATIONS	

NG	COMMIS
TED	BY:	
ED	BY:	

GUISHED	BU
TED	BY:	

ED	BY:	

NT	AGENDA

ms	on	 the	
u	would	 lik
e	podium	a

 

 

GLE

bers	of	the	
d	may	partic

IANCE	AND

E	MINUTES
HE	MARCH	

SIONS	AND

IONS	AND	O
Councilm

AND	AWAR

SSION	RECO
Office	of	t
Councilm

UDGET	AWA
Sherry	M.
Departme
Mayor	an

A	

consent	ag
ke	 to	comm
nd	state	yo

ENDALE	CIT
Counc

5850	West
Marc

7

City	Counci
cipate	telep

D	MOMENT

S	OF	THE	FE
5,	2013	SP

D	OTHER	BO

OTHER	BOD
ember	Man

RDS	

OGNITION	O
the	Mayor	
ember	Gary

ARD	FOR	FY
	Schurhamm
ent	
d	Council	

genda	are	
ment	on	an
our	name,	a

1 

TY	COUNCIL
cil	Chambe
t	Glendale	A
ch	26,	2013
7:00	p.m.	

l	may	be	un
honically,	p

T	OF	SILENC

EBRUARY	2
PECIAL	MEE

ODIES	

DIES	
uel	D.	Marti

OF	COUNCIL

y	D.	Sherwo

Y	2012‐13	B
mer,	Execut

intended	 t
n	 item	on	 t
address	an

L	MEETING
ers	
Avenue	
3	

nable	to	atte
pursuant	to	

CE	

26,	2013	SP
ETING	

inez	

LMEMBER	G

od	

BUDGET	DO
tive	Directo

to	be	acted
the	consen
d	item	you

G	

end	the	Cou
A.R.S.	§	38‐

PECIAL	AND

GARY	D.	SHE

CUMENT	
r,	Financial	

d	upon	 in	
nt	agenda,	p
u	wish	to	di

uncil	Meetin
431(4).	

D	REGULAR

ERWOOD	

Services	

one	motion
please	com
scuss.	

g	in	

R	

n.	 	 If	
me	 to	



2 
 

1. SPECIAL	EVENT	LIQUOR	LICENSES,	CHOIR	BOYS	SOCIAL	CLUB	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Susan	Matousek,	Revenue	Administrator	
	
2. SPECIAL	EVENT	LIQUOR	LICENSE,	ST.	JOSEPH	ASSEMBLY	#2126	KNIGHTS	OF	

COLUMBUS	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Susan	Matousek,	Revenue	Administrator	
	
3. LIQUOR	LICENSE	NO.	5‐8405,	GLEN	LAKES	GOLF	COURSE	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Susan	Matousek,	Revenue	Administrator	
	
4. LIQUOR	LICENSE	NO.	5‐9323,	SUSHI	CATCHER	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Susan	Matousek,	Revenue	Administrator	
	
5. LIQUOR	LICENSE	NO.	5‐9354,	5030	LOUNGE	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Susan	Matousek,	Revenue	Administrator	
	
6. REQUEST	TO	PURCHASE	REPLACEMENT	POLICE	PATROL	MOTORCYCLES	FROM	

COYOTE	HONDA	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Stuart	Kent,	Executive	Director,	Public	Works	
	
7. REQUEST	TO	PURCHASE	REPLACEMENT	POLICE	PATROL	VEHICLES	FROM	MIDWAY	

CHEVROLET	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Stuart	Kent,	Executive	Director,	Public	Works	
	
CONSENT	RESOLUTIONS	
	
8. GILA	RIVER	INDIAN	COMMUNITY	GRANT	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Debora	Black,	Interim	Police	Chief	

Stuart	Kent,	Executive	Director,	Public	Works	
RESOLUTION:	 4648	
	
9. AMENDMENT	TO	THE	WASTE	SUPPLY	AGREEMENT	WITH	VIESTE	FOR	THE	

GLENDALE	MUNICIPAL	LANDFILL	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Stuart	Kent,	Executive	Director,	Public	Works	
RESOLUTION:	 4649	
	
10. SECOND	AMENDMENT	TO	LICENSE	AGREEMENT	FOR	VERIZON	WIRELESS	LLC	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Gregory	Rodzenko,	P.E.,	Acting	City	Engineer	
RESOLUTION:	 4650	
	
11. LICENSE	AGREEMENT	FOR	T‐MOBILE	WEST	LLC	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Gregory	Rodzenko,	P.E.,	Acting	City	Engineer	
RESOLUTION:	 4651	
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12. AMENDMENT	NUMBER	ONE	TO	AN	INTERGOVERNMENTAL	AGREEMENT	WITH	THE	

ARIZONA	DEPARTMENT	OF	TRANSPORTATION	FOR	VIDEO	EQUIPMENT	
REPLACEMENT	

PRESENTED	BY:	 Cathy	Colbath,	Interim	Executive	Director,	Transportation	Services	 	
RESOLUTION:	 4652	
	
13. INTERNET	CRIMES	AGAINST	CHILDREN	SUB‐GRANT	ACCEPTANCE	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Debora	Black,	Interim	Police	Chief	
RESOLUTION:	 4653	
	
14. PROPOSED	2013	AGENCY	PLAN	FOR	CITY	OF	GLENDALE	COMMUNITY	HOUSING	

DIVISION	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Elaine	Adamczyk,	Housing	Services	Administrator	
RESOLUTION:	 4654	
	
15. PURCHASE	AND	SALES	AGREEMENT	WITH	GLENDALE	ELEMENTARY	SCHOOL	

DISTRICT	FOR	A	MULTI‐USE	PATHWAY	EASEMENT	AT	DISCOVERY	PARK	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Cathy	Colbath,	Interim	Executive	Director,	Transportation	Services	 	
RESOLUTION:	 4655	 	
	
PUBLIC	HEARING	‐	LAND	DEVELOPMENT	ACTIONS	
	
16. ANNEXATION	APPLICATION	AN‐189:	LITCHFIELD	ROAD	AND	BETHANY	HOME	ROAD	

(PUBLIC	HEARING	REQUIRED)	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Jon	M.	Froke,	AICP,	Planning	Director	
	
BIDS	AND	CONTRACTS	
	
17. AGREEMENT	OF	RETENTION	WITH	HARALSON,	MILLER,	PITT,	FELDMAN	&	

MCANALLY,	P.L.C.	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Brent	Stoddard,	Intergovernmental	Programs	Director	
	
18. AWARD	OF	BID	TO	SOUTHWEST	SLURRY	SEAL,	INC.	FOR	CONSTRUCTION	OF	THE	

2012/2013	SLURRY	SEAL	PROGRAM	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Gregory	Rodzenko,	P.E.,	Acting	City	Engineer	
	
19. CONTRACT	WITH	JAMES,	COOKE	&	HOBSON	INC.	FOR	PURCHASE	OF	REPAIRS	AND	

MAINTENANCE	AT	WATER	SERVICES	SITES	
	PRESENTED	BY:	 Michael	Weber,	P.E.,	Deputy	Director,	Water	Services	
	
20. AGREEMENT	WITH	ARIZONA	REFUSE	SALES,	LLC	FOR	CERTIFIED	REBUILD	OF	

SIDELOAD	TRUCKS	FOR	RESIDENTIAL	SANITATION	COLLECTION	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Stuart	Kent,	Executive	Director,	Public	Works	
	



4 
 

21. REPRESENTATION	AGREEMENT	WITH	BEACON	SPORTS	CAPITAL	PARTNERS,	LLC	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Jamsheed	Mehta,	Interim	Assistant	City	Manager	
	
ORDINANCES	
	
22. DEEDS	AND	EASEMENTS	ORDINANCE	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Pamela	Hanna,	City	Clerk	
ORDINANCE:	 	 2840	
	
PUBLIC	HEARING	‐	RESOLUTIONS	
	
23. THE	SECOND	SUBSTANTIAL	AMENDMENT	TO	FY	2010‐11	ANNUAL	ACTION	PLAN	TO	

THE	NEIGHBORHOOD	STABILIZATION	PROGRAM	3	(RESOLUTION)(PUBLIC	HEARING	
REQUIRED)	

PRESENTED	BY:	 Gilbert	Lopez,	Revitalization	Administrator	
RESOLUTION:	 4656	
	
RESOLUTIONS	
	
24. LICENSE	AGREEMENT	WITH	THE	NEW	WESTGATE,	LLC	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Brian	Friedman,	Executive	Director,	Community	&	Economic	

Development	
RESOLUTION:	 4657	
	
25. THE	NEW	WESTGATE,	LLC	TEMPORARY	PARKING	AGREEMENT	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Brian	Friedman,	Executive	Director,	Community	&	Economic	

Development	
RESOLUTION:	 4658	
	
NEW	BUSINESS	
	
26. DISCUSS	AND	TAKE	ACTION	WITH	RESPECT	TO	THE	ASSIGNMENT	OF	THE	CURRENT	

ACTING	CITY	MANAGER	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Mayor	and	Council	 	
	
27. COUNCIL	APPOINTMENT	OF	ACTING	CITY	MANAGER	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Mayor	and	Council	
	
28. DISCUSS	AND	TAKE	POSSIBLE	ACTION	WITH	RESPECT	TO	THE	APPOINTMENT	AND	

EMPLOYMENT	OF	THE	CURRENT	CITY	ATTORNEY	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Mayor	and	Council	
	
29. COUNCIL	APPOINTMENT	OF	ACTING	CITY	ATTORNEY	
PRESENTED	BY:	 Mayor	and	Council	
	
REQUEST	FOR	FUTURE	WORKSHOP	AND	EXECUTIVE	SESSION	





 

 
MINUTES OF THE 

GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL  
SPECIAL MEETING AND EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Council Chambers 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 

February 26, 2013 
5:00 p.m. 

 
PRESENT: Mayor Jerry P. Weiers, Vice Mayor Yvonne J. Knaack and Councilmembers 
Norma S. Alvarez, Samuel U. Chavira, Ian Hugh, Manuel D. Martinez, and Gary D. Sherwood  
 
ALSO PRESENT: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager; Deborah Robberson, Deputy City 
Attorney; and Darcie McCracken, Deputy City Clerk 
 
Craig Tindall, City Attorney, is present and requested to be heard in Executive Session. 
 
Councilmember Hugh moved to go into Executive Session.  The motion was seconded by 
Councilmember Chavira.   
 
Council entered Executive Session at 5:07 p.m.  
 
The meeting was called back to regular session to adjourn at 6:05 p.m. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 6:05 p.m.  
 

 
________________________________ 

      Darcie McCracken - Deputy City Clerk 
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MINUTES OF THE 

GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
Council Chambers 

5850 West Glendale Avenue 
February 26, 2013 

7:00 p.m. 
 
The meeting was called to order by Mayor Jerry P. Weiers. Vice Mayor Yvonne J. Knaack and the 
following Councilmembers were present: Norma S. Alvarez, Samuel U. Chavira, Ian Hugh, 
Manuel D. Martinez and Gary D. Sherwood. 
 
Also present were Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager; Jamsheed Mehta, Interim Assistant City 
Manager; Deborah Robberson, 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 3 resolutions and 2 ordinances to be considered at 
the meeting were available for public examination and the title posted at City Hall more than 72 
hours in advance of the meeting. 
 
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF February 12, 2013 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, to 
dispense with the reading of the minutes of the February 12th, 2013 Regular City Council 
meeting, as each member of the Council had been provided copies in advance, and approve 
them as written.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND OTHER BODIES 
 
BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND OTHER BODIES 
PRESENTED BY: Councilmember Manuel D. Martinez 
 
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 
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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 
     
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 

 
It was moved by Councilmember Martinez, and seconded by Vice Mayor Knaack, to appoint 
Quentin Tolby and Michael Hernandez to the Aviation Advisory Commission; Erik Flodin 
to the Citizens Bicycle Advisory Committee; Laura Hirsch and John Fallucca to the 
Commission on Persons with Disabilities; Ronald Jauregui and Gina Schmitz to the 
Community Development Advisory Committee; Judge Randall Warner to the Judicial 
Selection Advisory Board; Karen Aborne to the Library Advisory Board; David Moreno, 
Alexa Salas and Robert Portillo to the Parks & Recreation Advisory Commission; Stephen 
Gilman to the Personnel Board; Jamie Aldama, Steve Johnston, Al Lenox, Rod Williams, 
Robert Petrone and Bruce Larson to the Planning Commission; and Diane Shoemake to the 
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Risk Management/Worker’s Compensation Trust Fund Board for the terms listed above.  
The motion carried unanimously. 
 
Mayor Weiers called those new members present forward and administered the oath of office.  
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Items on the consent agenda are intended to be acted upon in one motion.  
 
Mr. Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager, read agenda item numbers 1 through 5.  
 
1. LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-8959, JUS' COUNTRY 

PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
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. 
 
2. REQUEST TO PURCHASE SIDELOAD TRUCK FROM TRUCKS WEST OF 

PHOENIX, INC. FOR RESIDENTIAL SANITATION COLLECTION 
PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

 
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. 
 
3. REQUEST TO PURCHASE HALOGEN VALVES AND PARTS FROM CHEMICAL 

FEEDING TECHNOLOGIES, INC. FOR CITY WELLS AND RESERVOIRS 
PRESENTED BY: Michael Weber, P.E., Deputy Director, Water Services 

 
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. 
 
4. AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE AMMUNITION FROM THE SAN DIEGO 

POLICE EQUIPMENT COMPANY, INCORPORATED 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
 

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. 
 
 
5. AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE EQUIPMENT AND EXTENSION TO 

MAINTENANCE AND SUPPORT AGREEMENT FROM MORPHOTRAK, 
INCORPORATED 
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PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
 

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. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Martinez and seconded by Councilmember Hugh, to 
approve the recommended actions on Consent Agenda Item Nos. 1 through 5 and to forward 
a Liquor License Application (No. 06070212) for Jus’ Country for a person-to-person 
transferable series 6 (Bar - All Liquor) license located at 4346 West Olive Avenue to the 
State of Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control, with the recommendation for 
approval.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
 CONSENT RESOLUTIONS 
 
Ms. Pamela Hanna, City Clerk, read consent agenda resolution item numbers 6 through 8 by 
number and title. 
 
6. ACCEPTANCE OF NON-DEDICATED 2010 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 

SECURITY GRANTS AND REMOTEC PURCHASE FOR BOMB ROBOT 
REFURBISHMENT 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 

RESOLUTION: 4645 
 
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. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4645 NEW SERIES WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, 
IT BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE 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. 
 
7. INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 

TRANSPORTATION FOR THE NEW RIVER PATHWAY 
PRESENTED BY: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation Services 
RESOLUTION: 4646  

 
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 
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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. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4646 NEW SERIES WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, 
IT BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE 
ENTERING INTO OF AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE 
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. 
  
8. INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT AND CONTRACT FOR LEGAL SERVICES 

RELATING TO SETTLEMENT OF THE WHITE MOUNTAIN APACHE TRIBE WATER 
RIGHTS CLAIMS 
PRESENTED BY: Deborah Robberson 
RESOLUTION: 4647 

 
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. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4647 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 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. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Martinez and seconded by Vice Mayor Knaack, to approve 
the recommended actions on Consent Agenda Item Nos. 6 through 8, including the approval 
and adoption of Resolution No. 4645 New Series, Resolution No. 4646 New Series, Resolution 
No., and Resolution No. 4647 New Series. The motion carried unanimously. 
  
BIDS AND CONTRACTS 
 
9. AWARD OF BID TO PIERSON CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION FOR 

CONSTRUCTION OF SARIVAL WATERLINE FOR NORTHERN PARKWAY 
LANDSCAPING 
PRESENTED BY: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation Services 

 
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. 
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Ms. Colbath said the project is current under construction and is scheduled for completion in 
Spring 2013.  The waterline is going to be used to provide water for landscaping along the 
parkway.  The agreement to provide water to the area was approved by council in 2012.  Once the 
waterline is completed, it will be turned over to Epcor to operate and maintain.  The city would be 
repaid the cost of this waterline in approximately 9 years. The cost recovery is achieved by refund 
to the city of 10 percent of the water fees for all water users for 10 years and a refund of up to 50 
percent of all hookup fees for all waterlines for users up to 20 years.  There will be no cost to the 
city to operate or maintain the waterline. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Martinez, and seconded by Councilmember Hugh, to 
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.  The motion 
carried unanimously. 
 
10. AWARD OF CONTRACT 13-05 TO ARIZONA BUS SALES FOR PURCHASE OF 

TRANSIT BUSES 
PRESENTED BY: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation Services 

 
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. 
 
Ms. Colbath said Transportation operates Dial A Ride and the Gus service and has a fleet of 30 
busses to operate this service.  This contract is to purchase replacement busses for that service.  
The smaller busses have a 5 year life expectancy and the larger busses have a 7 year life 
expectancy.  The contract is for 1 year with the option of 4 one year renewals.  The city expects to 
purchase 15 busses in the first year, 10 Dial A Ride busses, 3 small Gus busses and 2 large Gus 
busses.  The purchase will be made using federal and regional funds, and no city funds will be 
used for this purchase. 
 
Councilmember Chavira asked if any city money would be used in the purchase.  Ms. Colbath said 
80 percent federal dollars and 20 percent regional funds would be used, no city money would be 
used. 
 
Councilmember Martinez asked about converting the bus fleet to an alternative fuel mode, and 
asked if this would be cost efficient.  Ms. Colbath said they have used propane in the past, but they 
have to comply with strict federal requirements.  There were no busses available that used the 
propane alternative in the size they needed that met the federal requirements.  She said the retrofit 
alternative was appropriate. 
 
Mayor Weiers said propane can be purchased for less than $1 per gallon, so retrofitting the busses 
would be a substantial savings for the city.  In addition it sends a positive message about the city.  
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It was moved by Councilmember Hugh, and seconded by Vice Mayor Knaack, 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.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
11. PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH BOB MURRAY AND 

ASSOCIATES FOR THE CITY MANAGER RECRUITMENT 
PRESENTED BY: Jim Brown, Interim Executive Director, Human Resources & Risk 
Management 
 

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. 
 
Mr. Brown said council approved Bob Murray and Associates at a prior meeting.   He said the fees 
and expenses for services provided by Bob Murray and Associates will not exceed $28,000. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Chavira, and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, to 
approve a Professional Services Agreement with Bob Murray and Associates for the 
recruitment of the City Manager position.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
ORDINANCES 
 
12. AMENDMENT TO GLENDALE CITY CODE CHAPTER 2 - ADMINISTRATION 

PRESENTED BY: Diane Goke, Chief Financial Officer 
ORDINANCE:  2838 

 
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. 
 
Ms. Goke said the third party collection agency will retain a portion of the amount collected as 
their fee.  With adoption of this ordinance, the city would collect 100 percent of the amount 
collected. 
 
Councilmember Martinez asked what was the current process being followed to collect bad debt.  
Ms. Goke explained the process and said the collection agency retains 15 percent of the amount 
collected for their fee and send the city 85 percent of the amount collected. 
 
Councilmember Alvarez asked about $90,000 owed by Mr. Ellman in water bills and asked Ms. 
Goke if his account would be sent to collection.  Ms. Goke said they were not able to find the 
$90,000 bill Councilmember Alvarez was referring to.  Councilmember Alvarez said she had a 
copy of the bill.  Ms. Goke asked that she provide her a copy of the bill so she could follow up.  
Mayor Weiers said this wasn’t the proper time to discuss this particular billing issue.  Mr. Skeete 
said this ordinance would allow the city to collect fees for every outstanding account they had.  He 
said if they were able to locate that outstanding account, this process would apply to every 
delinquent account.  Mayor Weiers suggested if Councilmember Alvarez had a copy of the bill 
that she give a copy to the city. Councilmember Alvarez said she wanted it to be fair for everyone. 
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Mayor Weiers agreed but noted that the item under consideration would allow the city to pursue 
all delinquencies. 
 
ORDINANCE NO. 2838 NEW SERIES, WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, IT 
BEING 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. 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Sherwood, to 
approve Ordinance No. 2838 New Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the 
following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Alvarez, Chavira, Hugh, Knaack, Martinez, 
Sherwood, and Weiers.  Members voting “nay”: none. 
 
13. AMENDMENT TO LEASE WITH LEFT SEAT WEST AT GLENDALE, INC. FOR 

GLENDALE AIRPORT RESTAURANT 
PRESENTED BY: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation Services 
ORDINANCE:  2839 

 
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). 
 
Ms. Colbath said the airport terminal was designed to have a restaurant.  She said Left Seat West 
opened their restaurant in January of 2012.  The proposed amendment will restructure the lease 
from rent of $1,000 per month or 6 percent of gross revenues, to $300 per month or 3 percent of 
gross revenues, whichever is higher.  Utility charges will also be restructured and the city will 
fully recover its utility costs.  The amended lease will provide the airport to continue to enjoy the 
benefit of having a restaurant at this location while still collecting revenue. 
 
Vice Mayor Knaack said this is a good move for the city to try and retain this business.  She 
encouraged everyone to go there. 
 
Councilmember Chavira asked if the city would be able to cover all the past utilities with the new 
lease agreement.  Ms. Colbath said that was correct. 
 
Mayor Weiers called Mr. Andrew Marwick, a member of the public, forward to speak. 
 
Mr. Andrew Marwick, Phoenix, reiterated the comments of Vice Mayor Knaack and 
Councilmember Chavira.  He said the city has a multi-million dollar investment in this airport and 
keep the restaurant open is a smart move. 
 
Mayor Weiers commented that he was a pilot and does fly out of Glendale Airport frequently.  He 
said with the cost of gas, it is very expensive to fly.  Without a restaurant at Glendale Airport, it is 
difficult to get pilots to come to the airport.  With planes not flying out of the airport and people 
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not coming to the restaurant to see the planes flying, it takes a long time to turn the business 
around. 
 
ORDINANCE NO. 2839 NEW SERIES, WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, IT 
BEING AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING 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. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Sherwood, and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, to 
approve Ordinance No. 2839 New Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the 
following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Chavira, Hugh, Vice Mayor Knaack, Martinez, 
Sherwood, and Weiers.  Members voting “nay”: Councilmember Alvarez.  
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
14. REAPPOINTMENT OF PRESIDING CITY JUDGE ELIZABETH FINN 

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

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. 
 
Mr. Brown said Judge Finn has served as presiding judge since 2003 and is eligible for 
reappointment to a two year term.  Judge Finn was unanimously recommended reappointment by 
the Judicial Selection Advisory Board. 
 
Councilmember Alvarez said she had no problem with reappointment, but she did have a problem 
with an increase in salary for Judge Finn.  She said although she did deserve a pay increase, all the 
other employees deserved a raise as well.  She also mentioned that the other judges’ pay would 
increase as well and said the city does not have the money to do that. 
 
Councilmember Martinez asked the last time Judge Finn received a raise and how that compared 
to other judges in the Valley.  Mr. Brown said Judge Finn has not had a pay increase at least in the 
last five years.  He said as far as base salary, she is not number 1 in the rankings.  Councilmember 
Martinez expressed concern over not giving her and the other judges a raise, as the city could lose 
valuable employees.  He said an increase is warranted. 
 
Councilmember Alvarez asked when the last time the other employees received a raise.  Mr. 
Brown said non-represented employees last received a raise in 2008.  Councilmember Alvarez 
asked if they approve the raise for Judge Finn, would they still be laying off employees.  Mayor 
Weiers said the layoffs would be approved by council, and Mr. Brown would not be making that 
decision.  Mr. Skeete said no layoffs are planned to happen. He said they are in process of 
gathering information for next year’s budget and until they have all the information, no 
recommendations can be made.  Councilmember Alvarez said the employees deserved an 
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explanation on whether or not there would be layoffs.  Mayor Weiers said there was a point of 
order.  Councilmember Alvarez withdrew her question. 
 
Councilmember Martinez said the ratings that came in for Judge Finn, from her peers, attorneys, 
other judges and even individuals who had appeared in her court, were outstanding.  He said she 
has done an excellent job for the city, turning the court around. 
 
Councilmember Alvarez said she is not questioning the job Judge Finn is doing.  She wants to 
make a point that she thinks everyone deserves a raise. 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Chavira, to approve 
to reappoint Presiding City Judge Elizabeth Finn to a two-year term.  Motion carried on a 
roll call vote, with the following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Chavira, Hugh, Knaack, 
Martinez, Sherwood, and Weiers.  Members voting “nay”: Councilmember Alvarez. 
 
15. APPOINTMENT OF CITY JUDGE 

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

 
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. 
 
Mr. Brown said the Judicial Selection Advisory Board approved four candidates to be considered 
by the council for selection as a new City Judge.   
 
Councilmember Sherwood asked that Mr. Mead provide an overview of the process to select the 
new City Judge as there were originally 48 applicants. Mr. Mead provided an overview of the 
judicial selection process. 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Chavira, to appoint 
Manuel Delgado as City Judge to a two-year term.  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, March, 5th, 
2013, to be followed by an Executive Session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03.  Secondly, that 
the regularly scheduled city council meeting on Tuesday, March 12, 2013 be vacated due to 
the National League of Cities Congressional City Conference.   Lastly, hold a City Council 
Workshop on Tuesday, March 19, 2013 at 1:30 p.m. in the City Council Chambers to be 
followed by an Executive Session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
Ken Jones, Ocotillo District, welcomed the new Councilmembers.  He spoke about the DARE 
program being cancelled.  He said the Police Chief said it costs $100,000 to pay for a DARE 
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officer including all equipment. Previously, there were two DARE officers in the schools.  He 
compared this cost to the $25 million cost the council is willing to pay to the NHL.  He also spoke 
about the money paid to attorneys and consultants to fight the casino project. 
 
Leonard Escudero, Ocotillo District, spoke about the 2015 Super Bowl.  He commented on the 
flyovers they had at the last Super Bowl.  He said the Apache Attack Helicopter that was 
manufactured in Arizona is the symbol of the American war fighter.  He was trying to solicit 
support for a flyover of the Apache Helicopter at the halftime show during the 2015 Super Bowl.  
He was trying to obtain an endorsement from the council and other city councils to have the 
Apache Helicopter featured during the Super Bowl. 
 
Andrew Marwick, Phoenix, spoke regarding the restaurant at the airport, as well as, the Coyotes 
and commented about stores already closing at Westgate.  He said the new council has gotten 
down to business and is dealing with a lot of issues that should have been dealt with a long time 
ago.  He talked about the transportation priorities of the city into the future. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
 
Councilmember Alvarez expressed disappointment with the answers she received to the issue of 
the outstanding water bill.  She said the residents of Glendale deserve to know everything that is 
going on with their money.  She is going to speak up on the things she sees that are wrong. 
 
Mayor Weiers said there were five events held in Glendale this weekend.  He said traffic was 
backed up at Glendale Avenue and Loop 101 and that was great because it meant revenue for the 
city.  Some of the events were Boy Scouts Jamboree, the RV show, the Sportsman’s Expo and the 
ADCO manufacturing show.  The last event was spring training and there were many wonderful 
events going on in the city. 
 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:17 p.m.  

 
________________________________ 

       Pamela Hanna - City Clerk 
 
 



 
 

 
 
 

 
MINUTES OF THE 

GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL 
SPECIAL MEETING AND EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Council Chambers 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 

March 5, 2013 
4:00 p.m. 

 
 

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Jerry P. Weiers. Vice Mayor Yvonne J. Knaack and 
the following Councilmembers were present: Norma S. Alvarez, Samuel U. Chavira, Ian Hugh, 
Manuel D. Martinez and Gary D. Sherwood. 
 
Also present were Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager; Jamsheed Mehta, Interim Assistant City 
Manager; Deborah Robberson, Deputy City Attorney; and Pamela Hanna, City Clerk. 
 
Mayor Weiers called for the Pledge of Allegiance and a moment of silence was observed. 
 
It was moved by Knaack and seconded by Martinez to move to Executive Session in B-3 on 
the Acting City Manager Performance Evaluation. 
 
A short discussion occurred regarding including the City Clerk Performance Review in the 
motion. 
 
It was moved by Knaack and seconded by Martinez to move to Executive Session in B-3 on 
both agenda items nos. 1 and 2. 
 
The motion passed unanimously. 
 
1.   ACTING CITY MANAGER PERFORMANCE EVALUATION. 

Discuss, consider, and take possible action regarding the employment, assignment, 
appointment, promotion, demotion, dismissal, compensation and benefits, disciplining or 
resignation of the Acting City Manager. 

 
2.  CITY CLERK PERFORMANCE EVALUATION. 

Discuss, consider, and take possible action regarding the employment, assignment, 
appointment, promotion, demotion, dismissal, compensation and benefits, disciplining or 
resignation of the City Clerk. 

 
 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 



 
 
CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
No comments 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
 
No comments 
 
ADJOURNMENT:  7:28 p.m. 
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Meeting	Date:							 3/26/2013	
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.		
	
Citizens Bicycle Advisory Committee   
Michael Wood – Vice Chair Barrel  Appointment  03/26/2013 03/05/2014 
     
Citizens Transportation Oversight Commission    
James Grose Cholla Appointment 03/26/2013 03/25/2015 
Vincent Abeyta – Chair Cholla Reappointment 03/26/2013 03/25/2014 
     
Community Development Advisory Committee   
Arthur Swander Jr. - Chair Ocotillo Appointment  03/26/2013 04/26/2014 
Cherie Hudson – Vice Chair Yucca Appointment  03/26/2013 04/26/2014 
     
Historic Preservation Commission    
Marlene Versluis Barrel Reappointment  04/13/2013 04/13/2015 
Sharon Wixon Cactus Appointment  04/13/2013 04/13/2015 
Jacoba Worsdell – Chair Ocotillo Reappointment 04/13/2013 04/13/2014 
Nancy Lenox – Vice Chair  Barrel  Reappointment 04/13/2013 04/13/2014 
     
Judicial Selection Advisory Board   
Judge Ann Scott Timmer  Reappointment 04/23/2013 04/23/2016 
     
Library Advisory Board   
Bernadette Bolognini Ocotillo Reappointment 04/13/2013 04/13/2015 
Paula Wilson  Mayoral Appointment  03/26/2013 04/13/2014 
     
Parks & Recreation Advisory Commission    
Mike Buettner – Vice Chair Cholla Appointment 03/26/2013 04/09/2014 
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Meeting	Date:							 3/26/2013	

Meeting	Type:	 Voting	

Title:	
PLANNING	COMMISSION	RECOGNITION	OF	COUNCILMEMBER		
GARY	D.	SHERWOOD	

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

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	 is	 a	 request	 by	 the	 Government	 Services	 Committee	 for	 City	 Council	 to	 recognize	
Councilmember	Gary	D.	Sherwood	for	his	service	on	the	Planning	Commission.			
	
Councilmember	Sherwood	will	be	present	to	accept	the	Certificate	of	Recognition.			

Background	Summary	
	
Councilmember	Sherwood	served	on	the	Planning	Commission	from	2009	to	2013.		From	March	
27,	 2012	 through	 January	 15,	 2013,	 he	 served	 as	 Chair.	 	 Over	 the	 course	 of	 his	 term,	
Councilmember	 Sherwood	 provided	 leadership	 over	 many	 land	 use	 applications.	 	 Significant	
accomplishments	 include	 the	approval	of	new	projects	 in	 the	Sports	and	Entertainment	District	
and	several	Zoning	Text	Amendments.	
	
The	Planning	Commission	was	instrumental	in	guiding	new	development	at	key	locations	over	the	
past	four	years.			
	
Issuance	 of	 a	 Certificate	 of	 Recognition	 will	 acknowledge	 the	 achievements	 of	 Councilmember	
Sherwood	for	his	years	of	service	on	the	Planning	Commission.			
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Meeting	Date:							 3/26/2013	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting	

Title:	 DISTINGUISHED	BUDGET	AWARD	FOR	FY	2012‐13	BUDGET		
DOCUMENT		

Staff	Contact:	 Sherry	M.	Schurhammer,	Executive	Director,	Financial	Services	
Department	

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	 is	a	 request	 for	City	Council	 to	accept	 the	Distinguished	Budget	Award	 for	 the	FY	2012‐13	
Budget	Book.			
	
Ms.	 Sherry	Schurhammer,	 Executive	Director	 of	 the	Financial	 Services	Department,	will	 present	
the	award.		

Background	Summary	
	
Each	year	the	annual	budget	book	is	prepared	to	provide	complete,	readily	available	information	
for	 Council,	 citizens,	 media,	 bond‐rating	 agencies,	 and	 other	 public	 entities.	 Preparation	 of	 the	
annual	budget	book	reflects	positively	on	a	local	government’s	financial	management	by	providing	
complete	public	disclosure	of	its	financial	condition.		It	provides	valuable	information	on	topics	as	
diverse	 as	 revenue	 and	 expenditure	 plans	 for	 the	 current	 fiscal	 year’s	 operating	 and	 capital	
budgets,	 the	 10‐year	 capital	 improvement	 plan,	 current	 and	 future	 debt	 service	 obligations	 for	
existing	operating	and	capital	debt,	and	performance	measures.	
	
The	Government	Finance	Officers	Association	of	the	United	States	and	Canada	recently	awarded	
the	 city	 with	 its	 Distinguished	 Budget	 Award	 for	 the	 FY	 2012‐13	 budget	 book.	 	 This	 award	 is	
presented	to	the	city	for	the	25th	consecutive	year.	
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Meeting Date: 3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSES, CHOIR BOYS SOCIAL CLUB 
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve two special event liquor licenses for the Choir Boys 
Social Club.  The events will be held at University of Phoenix Stadium located at 1 North Cardinals 
Drive on April 6, 25, 26, 27 and 28, 2013.  The purpose of these special event liquor licenses is for 
fundraising. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward these applications to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
If these applications are approved, the total number of days expended by this applicant will be five 
of the allowed 10 days per calendar year.  Under the provisions of A.R.S. § 4-203.02, the Arizona 
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control may issue a special event liquor license only if the 
Council recommends approval of such license. 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed these applications and determined that they meet all technical requirements. 
 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Liquor License Attachments 

Police Calls for Service Report 

 

 



    STAFF REPORT   

Meeting Date: 3/26/2013 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title:  SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSES, CHOIR BOYS SOCIAL CLUB 

General Information 
Request:  Special Event Liquor Licenses 

Location:  1 North Cardinals Drive 

District:   Yucca 

Zoned:  PAD (Planned Area Development) 

Applicant:  Jesse Jerry Martinez 

Owner:  Choir Boys Social Club 

Background 
 
1. The events will be held on Saturday, April 6, from 11 a.m. to 5 p.m.; Thursday, April 25, 

from 4 p.m. to 9 p.m.; Friday, April 26, from 4 p.m. to 11 p.m.; Saturday, April 27, from 11 
a.m. to 11 p.m.; and Sunday, April 28, 2013, from noon to 6 p.m. 
 

2. The total number of days expended by this applicant will be five out of the allowed 10 days 
per calendar year. 
 

3. The purpose of these events is for fundraising at the Super Trucks Pit Party on April 6th and 
the Big Red Rib and Music Festival to be held April 25th - 28th. 
 

4. Proceeds from these special events go to the Choir Boys LEMC, Arizona Cardinals Football 
Club, and Rojo Hospitality Group, LLC. 

Review/Analysis 

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



 

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

Staff Recommendation 

It is staff’s recommendation to forward these applications to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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Meeting Date: 3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. JOSEPH ASSEMBLY #2126 
KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS 

Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for St. Joseph Assembly 
#2126 Knights of Columbus.  The event will be held inside St. Helen's Social Center located at 5510 
West Cholla Street on Saturday, April 20, 2013, from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m.  The purpose of this special 
event liquor license is for a fundraiser. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

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

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Liquor License Attachments 

Police Calls for Service Report 
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Meeting Date: 3/26/2013 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Title:  
SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. JOSEPH ASSEMBLY #2126  
KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS 

General Information 
Request:  Special Event Liquor License 

Location:  5510 West Cholla Street 

District:   Barrel 

Zoned:  R1-7 (Single Family Residential) 

Applicant:  Donald J. Gorny 

Owner:  St. Joseph Assembly #2126 Knights of Columbus 

Background 
 
1. The event will be held on Saturday, April 20, 2013, from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m. 

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

per calendar year. 
 

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

4. Proceeds from this special event go to the St. Joseph Assembly #2126 Charitable Activities. 

Review/Analysis 

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

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



 

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

Staff Recommendation 

It is staff’s recommendation to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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Meeting Date: 3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-8405, GLEN LAKES GOLF COURSE 
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 7 (Bar - Beer 
and Wine) license for Glen Lakes Golf Course located at 5450 West Northern Avenue.  The Arizona 
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 07070431) was submitted by Thomas 
Warren Harrison, Jr. 
 
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 Barrel District.  The property is zoned A-1 (Agricultural 
District).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 19,605.  Glen Lakes Golf Course is 
currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of this license will not increase 
the number of liquor licenses in the area.  The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile 
radius is as listed below. 
 

Series Type Quantity 
06 Bar - All Liquor 3 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 3 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 1 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 3 
12 Restaurant 3 
14 Private Club 2 
 
 
 
 

Total 15 
 
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:  3/26/2013 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-8405, GLEN LAKES GOLF COURSE  

General Information 
Request:  Person-to-Person Transferable 

License:  Series 7 (Bar - Beer and Wine) 

Location:  5450 West Northern Avenue 

District:  Barrel 

Zoned:  A-1 (Agricultural District) 

Applicant:  Thomas Warren Harrison, Jr. 

Owner:  Arizona Golf Ventures, LLC 

Background 
 
1. The 60-day deadline for processing this license was March 23, 2013.  A letter requesting an 

extension was sent to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control on January 
28, 2013. 

 
2. The population density is 19,605 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
3. The business is over 300 feet from any church or school. 
 
4. Glen Lakes Golf Course is currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the 

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

Citizen Participation to Date 

No protests were received during the 20-day posting period, January 29 through February 18, 
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 7 
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: 3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-9323, SUSHI CATCHER 
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 12 (Restaurant) license 
for Sushi Catcher located at 6334 West Bell Road.  The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and 
Control application (No. 12079409) was submitted by Young Ho Kim. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
The location of the establishment is in the Sahuaro District.  The property is zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 11,296.  Sushi Catcher is 
currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of this license will not increase 
the number of liquor licenses in the area.  The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile 
radius is as listed below. 
 

Series Type Quantity 
06 Bar - All Liquor 6 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 3 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 5 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 4 
12 Restaurant 19 
 
 
 
 

Total 37 
 
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 
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Meeting Date:  3/26/2013 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-9323, SUSHI CATCHER 

General Information 
Request:  New, Non-Transferable 

License:  Series 12 (Restaurant) 

Location:  6334 West Bell Road 

District:  Sahuaro 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Young Ho Kim 

Owner:  Sushi Catcher, LLC 

Background 
 
1. The population density is 11,296 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
2. The 300 feet from any church or school rule does not apply to this series license. 
 
3. Sushi Catcher is currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of this 

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

Citizen Participation to Date 

No protests were received during the 20-day posting period, February 12 through March 4, 2013. 

Review/Analysis 

In accordance with A.R.S. § 4-201(G), the applicant bears the burden of showing City Council that 
public convenience requires that the best interest of the community will be substantially served 
by the issuance of a license.  Council, when considering a new, non-transferable series 12 license, 
may take into consideration the 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: 3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-9354, 5030 LOUNGE 
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 5030 Lounge located at 5030 West Peoria Avenue, Suite 101.  The Arizona 
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 06070022) was submitted by Theresa 
June Morse. 
 
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 Barrel District.  The property is zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 19,365.  5030 Lounge is 
currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of this license will not increase 
the number of liquor licenses in the area.  The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile 
radius is as listed below. 
 

Series Type Quantity 
06 Bar - All Liquor 5 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 2 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 5 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 4 
12 Restaurant 1 
 
 
 
 

Total 17 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements.  

 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 

 
No public protests were received during the 20-day posting period. 
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Staff Report 

Map 

Police Calls for Service Report 
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Meeting Date:  3/26/2013 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-9354, 5030 LOUNGE  

General Information 
Request:  Person-to-Person Transferable 

License:  Series 6 (Bar - All Liquor) 

Location:  5030 West Peoria Avenue, Suite 101 

District:  Barrel 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Theresa June Morse 

Owner:  Brickrow, LLC 

Background 
 
1. The population density is 19,365 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
2. The business is over 300 feet from any church or school. 
 
3. 5030 Lounge is currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of this 

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

Citizen Participation to Date 

No protests were received during the 20-day posting period, February 7 through February 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:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: REQUEST TO PURCHASE REPLACEMENT POLICE PATROL MOTORCYCLES 
FROM COYOTE HONDA 

Staff Contact: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to award Invitation for Bid (IFB) 13-33 and authorize the 
purchase of three new police patrol motorcycles from Coyote Honda in an amount not to exceed 
$72,352. 

Background Summary 
 
This is a request to purchase three new police patrol motorcycles for the Police Department.  The 
Police Department maintains a total of 22 police patrol motorcycles in its fleet.  The vehicle 
replacement schedule for police motorcycles is set at 75,000 miles or seven to eight years of age.  
These three units will replace two motorcycles that were damaged in accidents and one 
replacement of a motorcycle that has been in service for eight years.  Insurance payments from the 
damaged motorcycles were deposited into the Vehicle Replacement Fund. 
 
Four bids were received in response to IFB 13-33.  Coyote Honda submitted the lowest 
responsive, responsible offer. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Replacement of these motorcycles will ensure the continued reliability of the police motorcycle 
fleet, and to keep police officers on the street in safe equipment. 
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$72,352 1120-13610-551400, Vehicle Replacement Fund 
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Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Item Title: REQUEST TO PURCHASE REPLACEMENT POLICE PATROL MOTORCYCLES 
FROM COYOTE HONDA 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed purchase of three replacement police patrol 
motorcycles from Coyote Honda in an amount not to exceed $72,352.  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 three new police patrol motorcycles for the Police Department.  The 
Police Department maintains a total of 22 police patrol motorcycles in its fleet.  The vehicle 
replacement schedule for police motorcycles is set at 75,000 miles or seven to eight years of age.  
These three units will replace two motorcycles that were damaged in accidents and one 
replacement of a motorcycle that has been in service for eight years.  Insurance payments from the 
damaged motorcycles were deposited into the Vehicle Replacement Fund. 

ANALYSIS 
 
Replacement of these vehicles will ensure the continued reliability of the police motorcycle fleet, 
and to keep police officers on the street in safe equipment.  
  
Four bids were received in response to Invitation for Bid (IFB) 13-33.  Coyote Honda submitted 
the lowest responsive, responsible offer. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Funds for this purchase are available in the Fiscal Year 2012-13 Vehicle Replacement Fund. 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: REQUEST TO PURCHASE REPLACEMENT POLICE PATROL VEHICLES  
FROM MIDWAY CHEVROLET 

Staff Contact: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve the purchase of 18 police patrol vehicles for the Police 
Department from Midway Chevrolet in an amount not to exceed $505,273.32. 

Background Summary 
 
The purchase of the Chevrolet Tahoe Police SUV is the most cost effective option for patrol 
vehicles at this time, as the Ford Crown Victoria Police Interceptor has been discontinued by Ford.  
With the discontinuation of the Crown Victoria, Equipment Management and the Police 
Department have considered several makes and models of potential police patrol vehicles that 
would best meet the Police Department’s needs.  After considering price, design, availability, and 
service requirements, it was determined the Chevrolet Tahoe Police SUV was the best choice in 
vehicle.   
 
The vendor, Midway Chevrolet, was awarded this bid through a competitive bid process by the 
State of Arizona Contract #ADSPO13-038803.  The State of Arizona has allowed for cooperative 
use of their contract, and this contract provides the best pricing available for these vehicles. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
This item was scheduled for consideration at the January 8, 2013 Council meeting and was 
administratively pulled so that staff could research alternative fuel options for the police vehicles.  
It has been determined that the patrol vehicles cannot be purchased from the factory with the 
alternative fuel setup and must be retro-fitted after delivery to operate on bio-fuels.  Staff is 
bringing this item back for Council consideration because the vehicles are critical for the Police 
Department to be able to carry out its mission in the community.  After the vehicles have been 
delivered, staff will explore alternatives for converting the vehicles to run on bio-fuel.  Further, 
staff is in the process of applying for a grant in the amount of the purchase price to reimburse the 
city for the cost of the patrol vehicles.      
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Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Replacement of these vehicles will ensure the continued reliability of the police patrol fleet for the 
citizens and residents of Glendale. 

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 

$505,273.32 1120-13610-551400, Vehicle Replacement Fund 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Item Title: REQUEST TO PURCHASE REPLACEMENT POLICE PATROL  
VEHICLES FROM MIDWAY CHEVROLET 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed purchase of 18 police patrol vehicles for the 
Police Department through the Vehicle Replacement Fund.  The purpose of this report is to 
request the City Manager to forward this item to the City Council for their consideration and 
approval. 

BACKGROUND 
 
The Equipment Management Division is responsible for the management of the Vehicle 
Replacement Fund (VRF) replacement schedule.  Currently, there are 744 vehicles included in the 
VRF.  The average age of vehicles in the fund is six years, and the average replacement life is 12 
years.  Annually, Equipment Management reviews the vehicles projected for replacement in the 
next two fiscal years.  Vehicles that have lower than expected utilization and are in good condition, 
have their life cycle extended in the VRF.    
 
The vendor, Midway Chevrolet, was awarded this bid through a competitive bid process by the 
State of Arizona on January 4, 2013, with four one-year renewal extension options.  The Special 
Terms and Conditions of the State of Arizona bid extend the use of the contract to political 
subdivisions that have entered into a Cooperative Purchasing Agreement with the State of Arizona 
Procurement Office and with the approval by the vendor.  The City of Glendale is a cooperative 
member and has received approval from the vendor. 
 
This item was scheduled for consideration at the January 8, 2013 Council meeting and was 
administratively pulled so that staff could research alternative fuel options for the police vehicles.  
It has been determined that the patrol vehicles cannot be purchased from the factory with the 
alternative fuel setup and must be retro-fitted after delivery to operate on bio-fuels.  Staff is 
bringing this item back for Council consideration because the vehicles are critical for the Police 
Department to be able to carry out its mission in the community.  After the vehicles have been 
delivered, staff will explore alternatives for converting the vehicles to run on bio-fuel.  Further, 
staff is in the process of applying for a grant in the amount of the purchase price to reimburse the 
city for the cost of the patrol vehicles.      
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Staff is recommending an award to Midway Chevrolet in an amount not to exceed $505,273.32 for 
the purchase of 18 Chevrolet Tahoe Police Sport Utility Vehicle (SUV) patrol vehicles. 

ANALYSIS 
 
The purchase of the Chevrolet Tahoe Police SUV is the most cost effective option for patrol 
vehicles at this time, as the Ford Crown Victoria Police Interceptor has been discontinued by Ford.  
With the discontinuation of the Crown Victoria, Equipment Management and the Police 
Department have considered several makes and models of potential police patrol vehicles that 
would best meet the Police Department’s needs.  After considering price, design, availability, and 
service requirements, it was determined by Equipment Management and the Police Department 
that the Chevrolet Tahoe Police SUV was the best vehicle choice.  The use of the State of Arizona 
bid provides the best pricing available for these vehicles. 
 
This purchase will replace 18 patrol cars that average over 90,000 miles and 5.2 years of age.  The 
vehicle replacement schedule for patrol cars is currently set at four years or 100,000 miles.  
Replacement of these vehicles will ensure the continued reliability of the police patrol fleet.   

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Funds for this purchase are available in the Fiscal Year 2012-13 Vehicle Replacement Fund.   
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  
Title: GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY GRANT 

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to apply for and accept approximately $505,273.32 in grant funding 
from the Gila River Indian Community. 

Background Summary 
 
The Glendale Police Department would like to apply for grant funding from the Gila River Indian 
Community, which has been made available pursuant to Proposition 202.  The Police Department 
would like permission from City Council to apply for and accept approximately $505,273.32 in 
grant funding.  If Council approves this request and the Police Department is awarded the grant 
funding, the funding will be used to reimburse the city for a purchase of 18 replacement police 
patrol vehicles.   

Budget and Financial Impacts 
If awarded, the grant funding in the approximate amount of $505,273.32 will be reimbursed to the 
city’s Vehicle Replacement Fund.   

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Resolution 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 

From: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Item Title: GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY GRANT 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed grant from Gila River Indian Community in the 
approximate amount of $505,273.32.  The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager 
forward this item to the City Council for their consideration and approval. 

BACKGROUND 
 
In 2002, a coalition of Indian tribes successfully obtained passage of Proposition 202, whereby the 
State was authorized to enter into gaming compacts with individual tribes. The new compacts 
allowed for expanded tribal gaming devices, additional games and pari-mutuel wagering. In 
exchange, tribes agreed to share a portion of gaming revenues with the State and its counties, 
cities and towns.   
 
The Glendale Police Department would like to apply for grant funding from the Gila River Indian 
Community, which has been made available pursuant to Proposition 202.  The Police Department 
would like permission from City Council to apply for and accept approximately $505,273.32 in 
grant funding.  If Council approves this request and the Police Department is awarded the grant 
funding, the funding will be used to reimburse the city for a purchase of 18 replacement police 
patrol vehicles.   

ANALYSIS 
 
A resolution from Council authorizing the application and acceptance of grant funding is required 
by the Gila River Indian Community, so it is important that this item go forward on this agenda.  
The 18 patrol vehicles are going to be purchased using the Vehicle Replacement Fund.  The cost of 
these vehicles will be reimbursed using this grant, if it is awarded.  
 
We will be recommending that Council authorize the City Manager to apply for and accept 
approximately $505,273.32 in grant funding from the Gila River Indian Community.  
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FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
There are no matching funds required for this grant. 



RESOLUTION NO. 4648 NEW SERIES 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING 
THE SUBMISSION OF A GRANT APPLICATION AND, IF 
AWARDED, AUTHORIZING THE ACCEPTANCE OF A GRANT 
FROM THE GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY STATE-
SHARED REVENUE PROGRAM IN THE APPROXIMATE 
AMOUNT OF $505,273.32 FOR REIMBURSEMENT OF FUNDS 
FOR THE PURCHASE AND REPLACEMENT OF 18 POLICE 
PATROL VEHICLES. 

 
 
 WHEREAS, the Gila River Indian Community, through their state-shared revenue program, 
provides funds to cities, towns and counties for government services that benefit the general public 
concentrating on the areas of public safety, transportation, health care, economic development and 
education; and 
 
 WHEREAS, grantees of the Gila River Indian Community State-Shared Revenue Program 
funds are required to comply with the program process and procedures as set forth by the Gila River 
Indian Community. 
 

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

SECTION 1.  That the City of Glendale hereby authorizes the submission of a grant 
application and, if awarded, authorizes the acceptance of a grant from the Gila River Indian 
Community State-Shared Revenue Program in the amount of $505,273.32 for reimbursement of 
funds for the purchase and replacement of 18 police patrol vehicles. 

 
SECTION 2.  That the City of Glendale agrees to comply with all appropriate procedures, 

guidelines and requirements established by the Gila River Indian Community for said funding. 
 
SECTION 3.  That the City Manager is hereby authorized to execute all necessary documents 

to support this grant application, and acceptance of said grant on behalf of the City of Glendale, if 
awarded. 



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_gric.doc 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: AMENDMENT TO THE WASTE SUPPLY AGREEMENT WITH VIESTE FOR 
THE GLENDALE MUNICIPAL LANDFILL 

Staff Contact: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into an amendment to the Waste Supply Agreement 
between the City of Glendale and Vieste SPE, LLC and Vieste Energy, LLC (Vieste). 

Background Summary 
 
Under the current Waste Supply Agreement, the city would direct a portion of its waste to the 
Vieste facility where recyclable materials would be sorted and baled for sale.  The city would then 
sell those materials (newspaper, cardboard, plastic containers, aluminum and steel cans) through 
its Materials Recovery Facility and then share those proceeds with Vieste consistent with the 
agreement.   The facility will be financed and constructed by Vieste at no cost to the city. 
 
Vieste is preparing to sell bonds to finance the project, and in reviewing all the documents, it was 
identified that under the current Waste Supply Agreement the city has no legal obligation to sell 
the recyclables, and could, in fact, landfill all the recyclables to the detriment of both the city and 
Vieste.  This issue was never contemplated by either the city or Vieste at the time the agreement 
was finalized; however, Vieste is requesting that the proposed amendment be approved by the 
city.   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On October 9, 2012, Council approved two agreements with Vieste regarding the development of a 
waste to energy facility at the Glendale Municipal Landfill.  One agreement is a Ground Lease with 
Vieste, and the other a Waste Supply Agreement.   
 
At the October 2, 2012 Council Workshop, staff updated Council on the opportunity to phase the 
project, with the first phase being a mixed waste processing facility.  Council directed staff to bring 
forward an agreement for their consideration at a Voting Meeting.   
 
At the May 1, 2012 Council Workshop, staff received direction from Council to move forward with 
solidifying an agreement with Vieste for the implementation of a waste-to-energy facility. 
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Budget and Financial Impacts 

There are no financial impacts to the city due to this action. 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Resolution 

Amendment to Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Item Title: AMENDMENT TO THE WASTE SUPPLY AGREEMENT WITH VIESTE FOR 
THE GLENDALE MUNICIPAL LANDFILL  

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This is a request for the City Manager to forward an amendment to the Waste Supply Agreement 
between the City of Glendale and Vieste SPE, LLC, and Vieste Energy, LLC (Vieste) to the City 
Council for their consideration and approval.   

BACKGROUND 
 
On October 9, 2012, City Council approved by resolution two agreements with Vieste regarding 
the development of a waste to energy facility at the Glendale Municipal Landfill.  One agreement 
was a Ground Lease with Vieste, and the other was a Waste Supply Agreement.  Under the current 
Waste Supply Agreement, the city would direct a portion of its waste to the Vieste facility where 
recyclable materials would be sorted and baled for sale.  The city would then sell those materials 
(newspaper, cardboard, plastic containers, aluminum and steel cans) through its Materials 
Recovery Facility (MRF) and then share those proceeds with Vieste consistent with the agreement.    
 
Vieste is preparing to sell bonds to finance the project, and in reviewing all the documents, it was 
identified that under the current Waste Supply Agreement the city has no legal obligation to sell 
the recyclables, and could, in fact, landfill all the recyclables to the detriment of both the city and 
Vieste.   This issue was never contemplated by either the city or Vieste at the time the agreement 
was finalized; however, Vieste is requesting that the proposed amendment be approved by the 
city.   
 
ANALYSIS 
 
The amendment proposes three modifications to the existing agreement.  First, it provides 
language that the city agrees to accept for resale all of the recovered recyclables in accordance 
with the terms and conditions outlined in the agreement.  This clarification is acceptable to city 
staff and puts no additional burden on the city.   
 
Second, the agreement would be clarified by adding language that requires the city to pay Vieste 
average floor rate for recyclable materials if materials are not sold within 90 days.  The city is 
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already required to pay a floor rate as a minimum price, so this section only requires that the city 
sell the material within 90 days of delivery.  In the 12 years the MRF has been in operation, staff 
could not identify an instance where the material was held longer than 30 days due to market 
conditions.  Based on this, staff is very confident that the 90 day requirement outlined in the 
amendment will not be exceeded.  Furthermore from a practical matter, due to Arizona’s climate, 
storing recyclables that are ready for sale beyond 90 days is not recommended as extended 
exposure to intense sunlight will cause material to decay and decrease the value of the material.    
 
Third, the amendment would require the city to comply with a continuing disclosure agreement, 
in accordance with the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, to the underwriters of the proposed bond 
sale of the Industrial Development Authority of Phoenix.  The city would also agree to provide a 
copy of the 2012 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR).  Any costs associated with 
providing such documents would be paid by Vieste.  The provision of such documents is routine in 
these types of transactions and does not increase city liability or responsibility in any way to 
provide such documents.       

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The amendment language requested by Vieste does not create a risk to the city, either in the 
selling of the materials or in the proposed language related to the proposed bond sale; therefore, 
there are no negative fiscal impacts identified.  Should the amendment not be approved by 
Council, Vieste has indicated that the bond financing as currently outlined would be abandoned 
and the project would be financed in the private market at a significantly higher cost.      



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4649 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE THE 
“AMENDMENT TO WASTE SUPPLY AGREEMENT” WITH 
VIESTE SPE, LLC, AND VIESTE ENERGY, LLC, FOR THE 
OPERATION OF A MIXED WASTE PROCESSING FACILITY 
LOCATED AT THE GLENDALE LANDFILL, 11480 WEST 
GLENDALE AVENUE. 
 
 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE as follows: 
 
SECTION 1.  That the City Manager or his designee is hereby authorized to execute and 

deliver the “Amendment to Waste Supply Agreement” with Vieste SPE, LLC and Vieste Energy, 
LLC, for the operation of a mixed waste processing facility located at the Glendale Landfill, 
11480 West Glendale Avenue, Glendale, Arizona.  A copy of said agreement is currently on file 
with the City Clerk. 
 

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 
 
a_vieste amdmt.doc 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: SECOND AMENDMENT TO LICENSE AGREEMENT FOR VERIZON WIRELESS  
LLC 

Staff Contact: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to amend a 
license agreement.  Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a 
resolution authorizing to amend the license agreement between the City of Glendale and Verizon 
Wireless LLC (Verizon), for an expansion of facilities on a wireless communication site within 
Sahuaro Ranch Park located at 9802 North 59th Avenue. 

Background Summary 
 
Verizon contacted the city requesting permission to expand its facilities at Sahuaro Ranch Park to 
include an additional 50 square feet of space for the placement of a generator and related 
equipment.  This expansion will have no impact on the parks patrons or the surrounding 
neighborhood.  This license agreement is for a five year term, with no more than four consecutive 
five year renewals.  

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On April 13, 2007, the city approved amendment number one to the license agreement with 
Verizon Wireless LLC, as successor to Qwest Wireless, LLC. 
 
On September 22, 1998, the city approved a license agreement with Qwest Wireless, LLC for a 
wireless communication site within Sahuaro Ranch Park. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Verizon’s infrastructure investment in the West Valley allows them to meet their current and 
future clients’ connection needs and the growing demand for cellular service.   
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Budget and Financial Impacts 
The terms of this amendment include a $10,000 increase to the current $25,000 annual fee.  The 
revenue generated from this amended agreement during the first five years of the associated 
license, including the existing five percent annual increase, is projected at $192,000.  All revenue 
shall be deposited into the General Fund. 
 

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Resolution 

Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 

Item Title: SECOND AMENDMENT TO LICENSE AGREEMENT FOR VERIZON WIRELESS 
LLC 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item for City Council 
consideration and approval.  This item consists of the documents necessary to amend the license 
agreement between the City of Glendale and Verizon Wireless LLC (Verizon), for an expansion of 
facilities on a wireless communication site within Sahuaro Ranch Park located at 9802 North 59th 
Avenue.  Staff plans to request the City Council to adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager 
to amend said license agreement. 

BACKGROUND 
 
Verizon currently has two sites within the city: one is located within a city-owned retention area 
at 91st Avenue and Rose Lane; the other is located within Sahuaro Ranch Park and is the subject of 
this report.  Verizon contacted the city requesting permission to expand its facilities at this site to 
include an additional 50 square feet of additional space for the placement of a generator and 
related equipment.  This expansion will have no impact on the parks patrons or the surrounding 
neighborhood.  Verizon’s infrastructure investment in the West Valley allows them to meet their 
current and future clients’ connection needs and the growing demand for cellular service.   
 
On April 13, 2007, the city approved amendment number one to the license agreement with 
Verizon Wireless LLC, as successor to Qwest Wireless, LLC. 
 
On September 22, 1998, the city approved a license agreement with Qwest Wireless, LLC for a 
wireless communication site within Sahuaro Ranch Park. 
 
The information in the table below outlines the pricing guidelines staff uses for new license 
agreements as well as renewals and amendments.  
 

CATEGORY DESCRIPTION FEE RANGE 

A Utility company owned transmission poles 
(i.e. SRP, APS) within public right-of-way 
and require minimal space for additional 

$10,000-$15,000 
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facilities or enclosures. There are 
currently nine sites within this category. 

B City-owned traffic signal poles within 
public right-of-way and require minimal 
space for additional facilities or 
enclosures. There are currently two sites 
within this category. 

$13,000-$18,000 

C City parks; wireless facilities are placed on 
existing field light poles, mono poles, or 
mono palm trees.  Additional space 
required for equipment and enclosures.  
There are currently three sites within this 
category. 

$35,000-$40,000 

D Other city owned property; wireless 
facilities are placed on existing flag poles, 
mono poles, or mono palm trees. 
Additional space required for equipment 
and enclosures.  There are currently three 
sites within this category. 

$25,000-$30,000 

ANALYSIS 
 
• This license agreement falls in Category C of the guidelines and is being charged accordingly.   
• The Parks, Recreation and Library Services and Planning departments have reviewed and 

approved this request. 
• There will be no impact to any city departments, staff, or service levels. 
• There are no costs incurred as a result of this action.  
• There will be additional construction needed to expand the existing block wall enclosure as a 

result of this action. 
• The current license agreement is not due for renewal. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The terms of this second amendment include a $10,000 increase to the current $25,000 annual 
fee.  The revenue generated from this amended agreement during the first five years of the 
associated license, including the existing five percent annual increase, is projected at $192,000.  All 
revenue shall be deposited into the General Fund. 



 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 4650 NEW SERIES 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A 
SECOND AMENDMENT TO LICENSE AGREEMENT FOR 
WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS SITE IN SAHUARO RANCH 
PARK LOCATED AT 9802 NORTH 59TH AVENUE IN 
GLENDALE, ARIZONA WITH VERIZON WIRELESS. 

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

 
SECTION 1.  That the City Manager or his designee is hereby authorized to execute and 

deliver a Second Amendment to License Agreement for Wireless Communications Site in 
Sahuaro Ranch Park located at 9802 North 59th Avenue in Glendale, Arizona with Verizon 
Wireless.  Said license agreement is on file with the City Clerk. 
 

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_verizon_sahuaroranch_2013.doc 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LICENSE AGREEMENT FOR T-MOBILE WEST LLC 
Staff Contact: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute a 
license agreement.  Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a 
resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute a license agreement between the between the 
City of Glendale and T-Mobile West LLC (T-Mobile).   

Background Summary 
 
T-Mobile contacted the city to request permission to install a new wireless communication site 
within public right-of-way located at 17260 North 59th Avenue to operate wireless antennas and 
related equipment.  This license agreement is for a five year term, with no more than four 
consecutive five year renewals.  
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
T-Mobile’s infrastructure investment in the West Valley allows them to meet their current and 
future clients’ connection needs and the growing demand for cellular service.  

Budget and Financial Impacts 

The revenue generated from this agreement during the first five years of the associated license, 
including the three percent annual increase is projected at $77,500.  All revenue shall be deposited 
into the General Fund. 

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Resolution 

Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 
Item Title: LICENSE AGREEMENT FOR T-MOBILE WEST LLC  
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item for City Council 
consideration and approval.  This item consists of the documents necessary to execute a license 
agreement between the City of Glendale and T-Mobile West LLC (T-Mobile), for the use of an area 
located within public right-of-way to operate wireless antennas and related equipment.  Staff 
plans to request the City Council to adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute 
said license agreement. 

BACKGROUND 
 
T-Mobile contacted the city to request permission to install new wireless antennas and related 
equipment on an existing utility transmission pole within the Arizona Public Service Company 
substation located at 17260 North 59th Avenue (Greenbriar Substation).  Currently, T-Mobile has 
facilities within public right-of-way at the following locations: 7978 North 53rd Avenue, 6510 
West Cactus, and 5402 West Union Hills.  T-Mobile’s infrastructure investment in the West Valley 
allows them to meet their current and future clients’ connection needs and the growing demand 
for cellular service.  
 
Staff has developed guidelines to standardize the fee charges for wireless cell site license 
agreements.  These guidelines are also followed in negotiating the renewal of licenses for the 
various wireless companies as they expire.  The fees are consistent for each site and are based 
upon industry standard, geographical location and comparable rates being charged to competitive 
wireless carriers by other municipalities both locally and nationally. 
 
The information in the table below outlines the pricing guidelines staff uses for new license 
agreements as well as renewals and amendments.  
 

CATEGORY DESCRIPTION FEE RANGE 

A Utility company owned transmission poles 
(i.e. SRP, APS) within public right-of-way 
and require minimal space for additional 

$10,000-$15,000 
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facilities or enclosures. There are 
currently nine sites within this category. 

B City-owned traffic signal poles within 
public right-of-way and require minimal 
space for additional facilities or 
enclosures. There are currently two sites 
within this category. 

$13,000-$18,000 

C City parks; wireless facilities are placed on 
existing field light poles, mono poles, or 
mono palm trees.  Additional space 
required for equipment and enclosures.  
There are currently three sites within this 
category. 

$35,000-$40,000 

D Other city-owned property; wireless 
facilities are placed on existing flag poles, 
mono poles, or mono palm trees. 
Additional space required for equipment 
and enclosures.  There are currently three 
sites within this category. 

$25,000-$30,000 

ANALYSIS 
 
• This license agreement falls in Category A of the guidelines and is being charged accordingly.   
• There will be no impact to any city departments, staff, or service levels. 
• There are no costs incurred as a result of this action.  
• There will be no additional construction needed as a result of this action. 
• This license agreement is for a five year term, with no more than four consecutive five year 

renewals.  

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The revenue generated from this agreement during the first five years of the associated license, 
including the three percent annual increase is projected at $77,500.  All revenue shall be deposited 
into the General Fund. 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4651 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A LICENSE 
AGREEMENT FOR T-MOBILE WEST CORPORATION IN 
CITY RIGHT-OF-WAY LOCATED AT 17260 NORTH 59TH 
AVENUE, GLENDALE, ARIZONA. 

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

 
SECTION 1.  That the City Manager or his designee is hereby authorized to execute and 

deliver a License Agreement for T-Mobile West Corporation in City Right-of-Way located at 
17260 North 59th Avenue, Glendale, Arizona.  Said license agreement is on file with the City 
Clerk. 
 

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_T-Mobile_17260 59.doc 





































KMitchell
Text Box





















     

   CITY COUNCIL REPORT   
 

 

1 
 

Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AMENDMENT NUMBER ONE TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL  
AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION  
FOR VIDEO EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into an amendment to an intergovernmental agreement 
(IGA) with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) for the purchase and installation of 
replacement video equipment at the city’s Traffic Management Center (TMC).   

Background Summary 
 
The city’s TMC was opened in 2004, as the hub for managing day-to-day and event traffic.  From 
this central location, staff can monitor real-time traffic conditions at nearly 100 intersections, 
provide en-route traffic information to drivers via dynamic message signs (DMS) and manage 
traffic signal timing on approximately 140 of the city’s 195 intersections.   
 
This amendment to the IGA is necessary to define that ADOT will provide construction 
administration services for the purchase and installation of the replacement equipment.  
Additionally, city staff will provide inspection services for this project. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On September 14, 2010, Council approved an IGA with ADOT for the purchase and installation of 
replacement video equipment.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Technology and software upgrades will allow staff to continue to provide safe and efficient traffic 
management, enhancing the Intelligent Transportation Systems capabilities of the city.     
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Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 
 

The cost for the purchase and installation of equipment for this project is estimated to be 
$400,000.  Funding is available in the Capital Improvement Plan through a federal Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) grant.  There is no city match required for this project; 
however, if the actual cost exceeds the estimate, the city will be required to either cover the 
difference or scale back the project.  

Any additional operating and maintenance costs associated with this project will be absorbed by 
the current GO Program operating budget (1660-16570-524400 - Intelligent Transportation 
Systems).   

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 

Amendment to Agreement 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$400,000 1650-67533-518200, Replacement Video Equipment 



 

    STAFF REPORT   

 

1 
 

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

Item Title: 
AMENDMENT NUMBER ONE TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL  
AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
FOR VIDEO EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed amendment to an intergovernmental agreement 
(IGA) with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) for the purchase and installation of 
replacement video equipment at the city’s Traffic Management Center (TMC).  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’s TMC was opened in 2004, as the hub for managing day-to-day and event traffic.  From 
this central location, staff can monitor real-time traffic conditions at nearly 100 intersections, 
provide en-route traffic information to drivers via dynamic message signs (DMS) and manage 
traffic signal timing on approximately 140 of the city’s 195 intersections.   
 
Glendale secured federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds through the 
Maricopa Association of Governments for replacement of video equipment at the city’s TMC in 
2009.  These funds are being used to replace the equipment installed in 2004. 
 
In 2010, the city entered into an IGA with ADOT for this project to allow the city to purchase and 
have the equipment installed using a statewide cooperative procurement contract.  Since the IGA 
was executed, new policies within ADOT and the Federal Highway Administration require that 
ADOT oversee the procurement and installation.  Additionally, staff has worked with ADOT to 
allow city employees to provide inspection services for city projects, resulting in a savings to the 
city.  This amendment reflects these changes. 
 
The existing equipment, including video wall monitors, video processors, computer workstations, 
and servers, has exceeded its design life, and many of the components are beginning to fail.  The 
equipment needs to be replaced to maintain the TMC’s effectiveness, as the video equipment is 
used on a daily basis by Transportation Services staff to monitor traffic conditions on roadways 
with Intelligent Transportation Systems infrastructure.  
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ANALYSIS 
 
Staff reviewed several options for maintaining the operational effectiveness of the TMC.  The first 
option was to do nothing.  This option was not selected because some of the video wall monitors 
are no longer functioning and this negatively impacts staff’s ability to observe traffic conditions 
and identify issues with traffic flow.   
 
The second option considered was to effect repairs on the nonfunctioning equipment.  However, 
due to the age of the equipment and advances in technology, some of the components are no 
longer supported by the vendors and replacement parts are not available.  Additionally, in some 
cases, it is more cost-effective to purchase new equipment because the new and old technology 
might not be compatible.  The final alternative explored was to replace the video wall and 
computer equipment.  This was selected as the preferred option based on the technology needs 
and availability of equipment. 
 
This amendment to the IGA is necessary to define that ADOT will provide construction 
administration services for the purchase and installation of the replacement equipment.  
Additionally, city staff will provide inspection services for this project. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The cost for the purchase and installation of equipment for this project is estimated to be 
$400,000.  Funding is available in the Capital Improvement Plan (1650-67533-518200 – 
Replacement Video Equipment) through a federal CMAQ grant.  There is no city match required 
for this project; however, if the actual cost exceeds the estimate, the city will be required to either 
cover the difference or scale back the project.  
 
Any additional operating and maintenance costs associated with this project will be absorbed by 
the current GO Program operating budget (1660-16570-524400 - Intelligent Transportation 
Systems).   
 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4652 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF AN 
AMENDMENT NO. ONE TO INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION (IGA/JPA 09-208I) FOR THE 
REPLACEMENT VIDEO EQUIPMENT PROJECT IN THE 
CITY OF GLENDALE. 

 
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 Amendment No. One to Intergovernmental Agreement between the Arizona 
Department of Transportation and City of Glendale for the Replacement Video Equipment 
Project (IGA/JPA 09-208I) be entered into, which amended 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_adot_09-208I_13.doc 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  
Title: INTERNET CRIMES AGAINST CHILDREN SUB-GRANT ACCEPTANCE 
Staff Contact: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to accept the Internet Crimes 
Against Children (ICAC) sub-grant in the amount of $5,000 for training on forensic tools. 
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the 
City Manager to accept the ICAC sub-grant in the amount of $5,000. 

Background Summary 
 
The Police Department recently purchased a Forensic Tool Kit (FTK), which is a court-approved 
digital investigations platform recognized as the standard in computer forensics software for 
forensic examiners.  This grant will pay for an “All Access Pass” for the department’s forensic 
examiner for training on the FTK applications.  The “All Access Pass” allows the forensic examiner 
to take unlimited On Demand/Online training courses for a one-year period.   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On December 13, 2011, Council accepted an ICAC grant in the amount of $4,744. 
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
The grant award totals $5,000.  There is no financial match required for this grant.  A specific 
account will be established in Fund 1840, the city’s grant fund, once the grant is accepted.  

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Resolution 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
Item Title: INTERNET CRIMES AGAINST CHILDREN SUB-GRANT ACCEPTANCE 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the acceptance of a proposed Internet Crimes Against 
Children (ICAC) sub-grant in the approximate amount of $5,000 for training on forensic tools.  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 Police Department recently purchased a Forensic Tool Kit (FTK), which is a court-approved 
digital investigations platform recognized as the standard in computer forensics software for 
forensic examiners.  This FTK is designed to conduct examinations of data in a forensic manner 
from different devices that hold electronic evidence, such as: hard drives, thumb drives, and disks.  
The FTK is used to obtain evidence in cases ranging from child crimes and homicides, to property 
crimes and identity theft.   
 
Technology is constantly changing, so the need for additional and advanced training on this tool is 
needed to keep the Police Department’s Certified Forensic Computer Examiner adequately 
trained.  This grant will pay for an “All Access Pass” for the department’s forensic examiner.  The 
“All Access Pass” allows the forensic examiner to take unlimited On Demand/Online training 
courses for a one-year period.   
 
The ICAC sub-grant is managed by the Phoenix Police Department, which is the primary ICAC 
grantee.  The Glendale Police Department has been receiving this grant for years to enhance the 
ability of the police to investigate and prosecute offenders of internet crimes against children.  
This ICAC sub-grant will cover the cost of the “All Access Pass.”  

ANALYSIS 
 
This grant must be spent by March 31, 2013, so it is important for this item to go forward at this 
meeting.  
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I will be recommending that City Council authorize the City Manager to accept the ICAC sub-grant 
in the amount of $5,000. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
There is no financial match required for this grant funding. 



RESOLUTION NO. 4653 NEW SERIES 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ACCEPTING 
THE FY2012-13 INTERNET CRIMES AGAINST CHILDREN 
SUB-GRANT FUNDED BY THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT. 

 
 

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

SECTION 1.  That the City of Glendale hereby accepts the FY2012-13 Internet Crimes 
Against Children sub-grant in the approximate amount of $5,000 funded by the U.S. Department of 
Justice through the Phoenix Police Department. 
 
 SECTION 2.  That the City Manager or his designee is hereby authorized to execute any and 
all documents necessary for the acceptance of said sub-grant. 
 

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

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
Acting City Manager 
 
g_pd_ICAC.doc 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: PROPOSED 2013 AGENCY PLAN FOR CITY OF GLENDALE COMMUNITY  
HOUSING DIVISION 

Staff Contact: Elaine Adamczyk, Housing Services Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
approving the City of Glendale’s 2013 Agency Plan administered by the city’s Community Housing 
Division, and authorize the submission of the Agency Plan to the U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) no later than April 17, 2013.   

Background Summary 
 
Federal regulation requires that all housing authorities have an Agency Plan (hereafter, the 
“Plan”), and that the Plan be updated and submitted to HUD annually.  The Plan includes the Public 
Housing Authority (PHA) Five-Year and Annual Plan, Public Housing Five Year Capital Fund Action 
Plan for the years 2013-2017, Public Housing Admissions and Occupancy Policy, Section 8 
Administrative Plan, and Violence Against Women Act Addendum.   
 
Changes to the Plan include those that are generally routine in nature and dictated by federal 
regulation, or involve local discretion.  All changes have been reviewed and approved by the City 
Attorney’s Office, and the Community Development Advisory Committee unanimously 
recommended approval of the proposed 2013 Plan.   
 
The receipt of the city’s annual federal capital fund money is contingent upon the timely submittal 
and HUD’s approval of the 2013 Plan.  The capital funds are used for repair, replacement and 
improvements at the city’s three public housing communities.  

Previous Related Council Action 
 
At the February 19, 2013 Council Workshop, staff provided an overview of the programs 
administered by the Glendale Community Housing Division and the Agency Plan process.  
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The Glendale Housing Division’s mission is to provide families with safe, secure, and affordable 
housing.  The federal capital fund money makes it possible for the Glendale Community Housing 
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Division to continue the ongoing repair and improvements to the city’s public housing units, and 
to ensure that 155 of Glendale’s most needy families are able to live in safe, secure, and affordable 
housing.   
 
For the Section 8 Program, during fiscal year 2013, the Glendale Community Housing Division will 
distribute more than $12 million in federal funds that will provide affordable housing for 1,436 
very low income Glendale families.   
 
The Glendale Community Housing Division solicits input from staff, program participants, and the 
general public on any proposed revisions or modifications to the Plan during a 45-day public 
comment period.  On January 8, 2013, the Plan, in its entirety, was posted on the city’s website to 
solicit public comments.   
 
On February 21, 2013, the Glendale Community Housing Division presented the Plan to the 
Community Development Advisory Committee, and a public hearing was conducted.  The Plan was 
unanimously recommended for approval by City Council with no suggested changes to the 
proposed Plan.  No members of the public attended the public hearing.  
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

The city’s Conventional Public Housing program has held “High-Performer” status for 19 
consecutive years, and is also rated through a HUD physical inspection of the properties’ interior 
and exterior, including grounds and the administrative office building.  The last physical 
inspection conducted in 2011, resulted in an overall score of 99.6%.  Without the federal capital 
funds, the city would be required to maintain the public housing units in accordance with HUD’s 
housing quality standards.  Failure to maintain these units in accordance with these standards 
would negatively impact the city’s performance status with HUD and the amount of eligible capital 
funding for future years.  This federal funding makes it possible for the Glendale Community 
Housing Division to continue the ongoing repair and improvements to the city’s public housing 
units, and to ensure that 155 of Glendale’s most needy families are able to live in safe, secure, and 
affordable housing. 

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Resolution 

PHA 5-Year and Annual Plan  
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Elaine Adamczyk, Housing Services Administrator 

Item Title: PROPOSED 2013 AGENCY PLAN FOR CITY OF GLENDALE COMMUNITY 
HOUSING DIVISION 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward the Glendale Community 
Housing Division’s proposed 2013 Agency Plan (hereafter, the “Plan”) to the City Council so they 
may adopt a resolution approving the execution and submission of the Plan to the United States 
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD).  The Agency Plan submittal is due to HUD 
no later than April 17, 2013.   

BACKGROUND 
 
Federal regulation requires that housing authorities have an Agency Plan, and that the Plan be 
updated and submitted to HUD annually.  The Plan provides basic information regarding both 
federally-funded rental assistance programs administered by the Community Housing Division, 
which provides rental assistance for low and very low-income families who may otherwise live in 
substandard housing in the private market, or would be homeless.  The rental assistance is 
provided through two federally funded programs; the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher and 
Conventional Public Housing Programs.     
 
The Agency Plan includes the following documents: 

1. Public Housing Authority (PHA) Five-Year and Annual Plan;  
2. Public Housing Five Year Capital Fund Action Plan for the years 2013-2017;  
3. The Public Housing Admissions and Occupancy Policy (policy document); 
4. The Section 8 Administrative Plan (policy document); 
5. Violence Against Women Act Addendum. 
 
The revisions to the policy documents are submitted to HUD on the template form HUD-50075, 
titled, “The PHA 5-Year and Annual Plan”.  This form is used for the updates to both the Five-Year 
and Annual Plans.  The Agency Plan for 2013 is an annual plan submission.   
 
Changes to the Plan include those that are generally routine in nature and dictated by federal 
regulation, or involve local discretion.  All changes have been reviewed and approved by the City 
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Attorney’s Office, and the Community Development Advisory Committee unanimously 
recommended approval of the proposed 2013 Plan.   

ANALYSIS 
 
The Glendale Community Housing Division solicits input from staff, program participants, and the 
general public on any proposed revisions or modifications to the Plan during a 45-day public 
comment period.  On January 8, 2013, the Plan, in its entirety, was posted on the city’s website to 
solicit public comments.  The public comment period ended on February 21, 2013.   
 
On January 8 2013, a Notice of Public Hearing was published in The Glendale Star and posted on 
the city’s website advising of the public hearing on the Plan before the Community Development 
Advisory Committee, scheduled for February 21, 2013. 
 
At the February 19, 2013 Council Workshop, staff provided an overview of the programs 
administered by the Glendale Community Housing Division and the Agency Plan process.   
 
On February 21, 2013, the Glendale Community Housing Division presented the Plan to the 
Community Development Advisory Committee, and a public hearing was conducted.  The Plan was 
unanimously recommended for approval by City Council with no suggested changes to the 
proposed Plan.  No members of the public attended the public hearing.   
 
Receipt of the city’s annual federal capital fund money is contingent upon the city’s timely 
submittal and HUD’s approval of the Plan.  The capital funds are used for repair and improvements 
to the city’s public housing communities.  
 
The 2013 Plan is due to HUD on or before April 17, 2013.   

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The city owns and operates three public housing communities that house 155 low-income 
families.  Federal capital funds are utilized for repairs and capital improvements to the city-owned 
properties.   
 
The Glendale Housing Division’s mission is to provide families with safe, secure, and affordable 
housing.  The city’s Conventional Public Housing program has held “High-Performer” status for 19 
consecutive years, and is also rated through a HUD physical inspection of the properties’ interior 
and exterior, including grounds and the administrative office building.  The last physical 
inspection conducted in 2011, resulted in an overall score of 99.6%.  Without the federal capital 
funds, the city would be required to maintain the public housing units in accordance with HUD’s 
housing quality standards.  Failure to maintain these units in accordance with these standards 
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would negatively impact the city’s performance status with HUD and the amount of eligible capital 
funding for future years.  This federal funding makes it possible for the Glendale Community 
Housing Division to continue the ongoing repair and improvements to the city’s public housing 
units, and to ensure that 155 of Glendale’s most needy families are able to live in safe, secure, and 
affordable housing.   
 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4654 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, APROVING 
THE EXECUTION AND SUBMISSION OF THE 2013 AGENCY 
PLAN TO THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GLENDALE as follows: 
 

SECTION 1.  That the City Council hereby approves the execution and submission of the 
City’s 2013 Agency Plan to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development.  The 2013 
Agency Plan is on file in the office of the City. 
 
 SECTION 2.  That the City Manager or his designee is hereby authorized and directed to 
execute any and all agreements and documents necessary as long as the action is consistent with 
the approved 2013 Agency Plan. 
 

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 
 
hud_2013_annual_agency_plan.doc 
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PHA 5-Year and 
Annual Plan 

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development 
Office of Public and Indian Housing 

OMB No. 2577-0226 
Expires 4/30/2011  

 
1.0 
 

PHA Information 
PHA Name: _City of Glendale, Arizona Community Housing Division______________________________________ PHA Code: 
___AZ003____________ 
PHA Type:       Small                   High Performing                         Standard                      HCV (Section 8) 
PHA Fiscal Year Beginning: (MM/YYYY): ___07/01/2013____  
 

2.0 
 

Inventory (based on ACC units at time of FY beginning in 1.0 above) 
Number of PH units: _____155____________                                  Number of HCV units: ____1054_________ 
  

3.0 
 

Submission Type 
 5-Year and Annual Plan                   Annual Plan Only                 5-Year Plan Only   

4.0 
 

PHA Consortia                                      PHA Consortia: (Check box if submitting a joint Plan and complete table below.) 

 

Participating PHAs  
PHA  
Code 

Program(s) Included in the 
Consortia 

Programs Not in the 
Consortia 

No. of Units in Each 
Program 
PH HCV 

PHA 1:       
PHA 2:      
PHA 3:      

5.0 
 

5-Year Plan. Complete items 5.1 and 5.2 only at 5-Year Plan update. 
 

5.1 Mission.  State the PHA’s Mission for serving the needs of low-income, very low-income, and extremely low income families in the PHA’s 
jurisdiction for the next five years:   
 
 
 

5.2 
 

Goals and Objectives.  Identify the PHA’s quantifiable goals and objectives that will enable the PHA to serve the needs of low-income and very 
low-income, and extremely low-income families for the next five years.  Include a report on the progress the PHA has made in meeting the goals 
and objectives described in the previous 5-Year Plan.   
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6.0 

 
PHA PLAN UPDATE 

 
See the Memorandum detailing the modifications attached as Attachment A.  

 
(a) Identify all  PHA Plan elements that have been revised by the PHA since its last Annual Plan submission:   

 
Modifications to the 2013 Agency Plan affect the following Plan elements: 
 
Eligibility, Selection and Admissions Policy, including Deconcentration and Wait List Procedures 
Rent Determination 
Operations and Management 
Pet Policy 
Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) Plan 
Financial Resources 
Fiscal Year Audit 

 
Financial Resources 
 

Sources  Dollar Amount  Comments 
Federal Grants  Estimated – 2013-14 

   - Public Housing Operating Funds $570,285  
  - Public Housing Capital Fund $190,672  See Five Year CFP 

 - Annual Contrib. for Sec. 8 Tenant-Based Assist. 0.00 
     a) Housing Assistance Payment $8,105,425  
     b) Administrative Funding $856,265  Admin Fee & Portability AF 

 Public Housing Dwelling Rental Income $301,764 
Public Housing Improvements & 
Administrative Costs 

Other Income - City of Glendale $267,800  
Public Housing Improvements & 
Administrative Costs 

Other Income $47,000 Administrative Costs - other 
Portability Income $3,997,000 Administering port-in vouchers 
Total Resources $14,336,211 

  
The Fiscal Year Audit:  There were no findings.   

OTHER 

Declaration of Trust (DOT).  The DOT is not a required part of the Plan template.  Glendale Housing (AZ003) certifies compliance with 
federal DOT requirements to execute and record a current DOT.   

(b)  Identify the specific location(s) where the public may obtain copies of the 5-Year and Annual PHA Plan.  For a complete list of 
PHA Plan elements, see Section 6.0 of the instructions.  
 
The Annual PHA Plan may be obtained on the City of Glendale, Arizona website at www.glendaleaz.com, and at the Glendale Community 
Housing Administrative Offices located at 6842 N.61st Avenue, Glendale, Arizona. 

 
 

7.0 
 
 

Hope VI, Mixed Finance Modernization or Development, Demolition and/or Disposition, Conversion of Public Housing, Homeownership 
Programs, and Project-based Vouchers.  Include statements related to these programs as applicable. 
 

8.0 
 

Capital Improvements.  Please complete Parts 8.1 through 8.3, as applicable. 
 

8.1 
 

 

Capital Fund Program Annual Statement/Performance and Evaluation Report.  As part of the PHA 5-Year and Annual Plan, annually 
complete and submit the Capital Fund Program Annual Statement/Performance and Evaluation Report, form HUD-50075.1, for each current and 
open CFP grant and CFFP financing. 
 

8.2 
 
 

Capital Fund Program Five-Year Action Plan.  As part of the submission of the Annual Plan, PHAs must complete and submit the Capital Fund 
Program Five-Year Action Plan, form HUD-50075.2, and subsequent annual updates (on a rolling basis, e.g., drop current year, and add latest year 
for a five year period).  Large capital items must be included in the Five-Year Action Plan.  
 

8.3 
 
 

Capital Fund Financing Program (CFFP).   
 Check if the PHA proposes to use any portion of its Capital Fund Program (CFP)/Replacement Housing Factor (RHF) to repay debt incurred to 

finance capital improvements. 
 

9.0 
 
 
 
 
 

Housing Needs.  Based on information provided by the applicable Consolidated Plan, information provided by HUD, and other generally available 
data, make a reasonable effort to identify the housing needs of the low-income, very low-income, and extremely low-income families who reside in 
the jurisdiction served by the PHA, including elderly families, families with disabilities, and households of various races and ethnic groups, and 
other families who are on the public housing and Section 8 tenant-based assistance waiting lists. The identification of housing needs must address 
issues of affordability, supply, quality, accessibility, size of units, and location.  
 
 

 

http://www.glendaleaz.com/


 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

                                                                                                        Page 3 of 2                                                      form HUD-50075 (4/2008) 

 

9.1  
 
 
 

Strategy for Addressing Housing Needs.  Provide a brief description of the PHA’s strategy for addressing the housing needs of families in the 
jurisdiction and on the waiting list in the upcoming year.  Note:  Small, Section 8 only, and High Performing PHAs complete only for Annual 
Plan submission with the 5-Year Plan. 
 

10.0 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Additional Information.  Describe the following, as well as any additional information HUD has requested.   
 
(a)  Progress in Meeting Mission and Goals.  Provide a brief statement of the PHA’s progress in meeting the mission and goals described in 
the 5- Year Plan.   
 
 (b)  Significant Substantial Deviation from the 5-Year Plan 
Shall be defined as a collective change in the Glendale Community Housing Division’s 5-Year Plan including Capital Fund use that would impact 
the Division’s ability to meet the goals and objectives outlined in the 5-Year Plan or its ability to provide decent, safe and sanitary housing. 
-Any cost savings measures outlined in the Section 8 Administrative Plan are not considered a significant substantial deviation from the 5-Year 
Plan.   
 -Significant Amendment or Modification to the Annual Plan 
Shall be defined as a change of a significant nature to the rent, admissions policy, or waiting list, not set forth by federal regulatory requirements, 
which would result in a change to the Annual Plan.  Additional or continued funding that requires an ACC is not considered a significant 
amendment to the program, if the funding increase is automatic and/or for a program or grant already in place. 
-Any cost saving measures outlined in the Section Administrative Plan are not considered significant amendments or modification to the Annual 
Plan.   

 
  

 
11.0 
 
 
 
 
 

Required Submission for HUD Field Office Review.   In addition to the PHA Plan template (HUD-50075), PHAs must submit the following 
documents.  Items (a) through (g) may be submitted with signature by mail or electronically with scanned signatures, but electronic submission is 
encouraged.  Items (h) through (i) must be attached electronically with the PHA Plan.  Note:  Faxed copies of these documents will not be accepted 
by the Field Office. 
 
(a)  Form HUD-50077, PHA Certifications of Compliance with the PHA Plans and Related Regulations (which includes all  certifications relating 

to Civil Rights) 
(b)  Form HUD-50070, Certification for a Drug-Free Workplace (PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 
(c)  Form HUD-50071, Certification of Payments to Influence Federal Transactions (PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 
(d)  Form SF-LLL, Disclosure of Lobbying Activities (PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 
(e)  Form SF-LLL-A, Disclosure of Lobbying Activities Continuation Sheet (PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 
(f)  Resident Advisory Board (RAB) comments.  Comments received from the RAB must be submitted by the PHA as an attachment to the PHA 

Plan.  PHAs must also include a narrative describing their analysis of the recommendations and the decisions made on these recommendations. 
(g)  Challenged Elements 
(h)  Form HUD-50075.1, Capital Fund Program Annual Statement/Performance and Evaluation Report (PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 
(i)  Form HUD-50075.2, Capital Fund Program Five-Year Action Plan (PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 
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_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
This information collection is authorized by Section 511 of the Quality Housing and Work Responsibility Act, which added a new section 5A to the U.S. Housing Act 
of 1937, as amended, which introduced 5-Year and Annual PHA Plans. The 5-Year and Annual PHA plans provide a ready source for interested parties to locate basic 
PHA policies, rules, and requirements concerning the PHA’s operations, programs, and services, and informs HUD, families served by the PHA, and members of the 
public of the PHA’s mission and strategies for serving the needs of low-income and very low-income families.  This form is to be used by all PHA types for submission 
of the 5-Year and Annual Plans to HUD.  Public reporting burden for this information collection is estimated to average 12.68 hours per response, including the time for 
reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. HUD 
may not collect this information, and respondents are not required to complete this form, unless it displays a currently valid OMB Control Number. 
 
Privacy Act Notice.  The United States Department of Housing and Urban Development is authorized to solicit the information requested in this form by virtue of Title 
12, U.S. Code, Section 1701 et seq., and regulations promulgated thereunder at Title 12, Code of Federal Regulations.  Responses to the collection of information are 
required to obtain a benefit or to retain a benefit.  The information requested does not lend itself to confidentiality 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Instructions form HUD-50075 
 
Applicability.  This form is to be used by all Public Housing Agencies 
(PHAs) with Fiscal Year beginning April 1, 2008 for the submission of their 
5-Year and Annual Plan in accordance with 24 CFR Part 903.  The previous 
version may be used only through April 30, 2008. 
 
1.0 PHA Information 
Include the full PHA name, PHA code, PHA type, and PHA Fiscal Year 
Beginning (MM/YYYY). 

 
2.0 Inventory 
Under each program, enter the number of Annual Contributions Contract 
(ACC) Public Housing (PH) and Section 8 units (HCV). 

 
3.0 Submission Type 
Indicate whether this submission is for an Annual and Five Year Plan, Annual 
Plan only, or 5-Year Plan only. 

 
4.0 PHA Consortia  
Check box if submitting a Joint PHA Plan and complete the table. 

 
5.0 Five-Year Plan  
Identify the PHA’s Mission, Goals and/or Objectives (24 CFR 903.6).  
Complete only at 5-Year update. 
 

5.1  Mission. A statement of the mission of the public housing agency 
for serving the needs of low-income, very low-income, and extremely 
low-income families in the jurisdiction of the PHA during the years 
covered under the plan. 

 
5.2  Goals and Objectives. Identify quantifiable goals and objectives 
that will enable the PHA to serve the needs of low income, very low-
income, and extremely low-income families.  

 
6.0 PHA Plan Update.  In addition to the items captured in the Plan 

template, PHAs must have the elements listed below readily available to 
the public.  Additionally, a PHA must: 

 
(a)  Identify specifically which plan elements have been revised 

since the PHA’s prior plan submission. 
 

(b) Identify where the 5-Year and Annual Plan may be obtained by 
the public.  At a minimum, PHAs must post PHA Plans, 
including updates, at each Asset Management Project (AMP) 
and main office or central off ice of the PHA.  PHAs are 
strongly encouraged to post complete PHA Plans on its official 
website.  PHAs are also encouraged to provide each resident 
council a copy of its 5-Year and Annual Plan. 

 
 PHA Plan Elements. (24 CFR 903.7) 
 

1. Eligibility, Selection and Admissions Policies, including 
Deconcentration and Wait List Procedures.  Describe 
the PHA’s policies that govern resident or tenant 
eligibility, selection and admission including admission 
preferences for both public housing and HCV and unit 
assignment policies for public housing; and procedures for 
maintaining waiting lists for admission to public housing 
and address any site-based waiting lists. 

 

2. Financial Resources.  A statement of financial resources, 
including a listing by general categories, of the PHA’s 
anticipated resources, such as PHA Operating, Capital and 
other anticipated Federal resources available to the PHA, 
as well as tenant rents and other income available to 
support public housing or tenant-based assistance.  The 
statement also should include the non-Federal sources of 
funds supporting each Federal program, and state the 
planned use for the resources. 

 
3. Rent Determination.  A statement of the policies of the 

PHA governing rents charged for public housing and HCV 
dwelling units.  

 
4. Operation and Management.  A statement of the rules, 

standards, and policies of the PHA governing maintenance  
management of housing owned, assisted, or operated by 
the public housing agency (which shall include measures 
necessary for the prevention or eradication of pest 
infestation, including cockroaches), and management of 
the PHA and programs of the PHA. 

 
5. Grievance Procedures.  A description of the grievance 

and informal hearing and review procedures that the PHA 
makes available to its residents and applicants. 

 
6. Designated Housing for Elderly and Disabled Families.  

With respect to public housing projects owned, assisted, or 
operated by the PHA, describe any projects (or portions 
thereof), in the upcoming fiscal year, that the PHA has 
designated or will apply for designation for occupancy by 
elderly and disabled families.  The description shall 
include the following information:  1) development name 
and number; 2) designation type; 3) application status; 4) 
date the designation was approved, submitted, or planned 
for submission, and; 5) the number of units affected. 

 
7. Community Service and Self-Sufficiency.  A description 

of:  (1) Any programs relating to services and amenities 
provided or offered to assisted families; (2) Any policies 
or programs of the PHA for the enhancement of the 
economic and social self-sufficiency of assisted families, 
including programs under Section 3 and FSS; (3) How the 
PHA will comply with the requirements of community 
service and treatment of income changes resulting from 
welfare program requirements.  (Note:  applies to only 
public housing).   

 
8.   Safety and Crime Prevention.  For public housing only, 

describe the PHA’s plan for safety and crime prevention to 
ensure the safety of the public housing residents.  The 
statement must include:  (i) A description of the need for 
measures to ensure the safety of public housing residents; 
(ii) A description of any crime prevention activities 
conducted or to be conducted by the PHA; and (iii) A 
description of the coordination between the PHA and the 
appropriate police precincts for carrying out crime 
prevention measures and activities. 
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9. Pets.  A statement describing the PHAs policies and 
requirements pertaining to the ownership of pets in public 
housing. 

 
10. Civil Rights Certification.  A PHA will be considered in 

compliance with the Civil Rights and AFFH Certification 
if: it can document that it examines its programs and 
proposed programs to identify any impediments to fair 
housing choice within those programs; addresses those 
impediments in a reasonable fashion in view of the 
resources available; works with the local jurisdiction to 
implement any of the jurisdiction’s initiatives to 
affirmatively further fair housing; and assures that the 
annual plan is consistent with any applicable Consolidated 
Plan for its jurisdiction. 

 
11. Fiscal Year Audit.  The results of the most recent fiscal 

year audit for the PHA. 
 
12. Asset Management.  A statement of how the agency will 

carry out its asset management functions with respect to 
the public housing inventory of the agency, including how 
the agency will plan for the long-term operating, capital 
investment, rehabilitation, modernization, disposition, and 
other needs for such inventory. 

 
13. Violence Against Women Act (VAWA).  A description 

of:  1) Any activities, services, or programs provided or 
offered by an agency, either directly or in partnership with 
other service providers, to child or adult victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking; 2) Any activities, services, or programs provided 
or offered by a PHA that helps child and adult victims of 
domestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault, or 
stalking, to obtain or maintain housing; and 3) Any 
activities, services, or programs provided or offered by a 
public housing agency to prevent domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, and stalking, or to enhance 
victim safety in assisted families. 

 
7.0 Hope VI, Mixed Finance Modernization or Development, 

Demolition and/or Disposition, Conversion of Public Housing, 
Homeownership Programs, and Project-based Vouchers 

 
(a) Hope VI or Mixed Finance Modernization or Development.  

1) A description of any housing (including project number (if 
known) and unit count) for which the PHA will apply for HOPE 
VI or Mixed Finance Modernization or Development; and 2) A 
timetable for the submission of applications or proposals. The 
application and approval process for Hope VI, Mixed Finance 
Modernization or Development, is a separate process. See 
guidance on HUD’s website at: 
http://www.hud.gov/offices/pih/programs/ph/hope6/index.cfm 

 
(b) Demolition and/or Disposition.  With respect to public housing 

projects owned by the PHA and subject to ACCs under the Act: 
(1) A description of any housing (including project number and 
unit numbers [or addresses]), and the number of affected units 
along with their sizes and accessibility features) for which the 
PHA will apply or is currently pending for demolition or 
disposition; and (2) A timetable for the demolition or 
disposition. The application and approval process for demolition 
and/or disposition is a separate process. See guidance on HUD’s 
website at: 
http://www.hud.gov/offices/pih/centers/sac/demo_dispo/index.c
fm 
Note: This statement must be submitted to the extent that 
approved and/or pending demolition and/or disposition has 
changed. 

    
(c) Conversion of Public Housing.  With respect to public 

housing owned by a PHA:  1) A description of any building 
or buildings (including project number and unit count) that 
the PHA is required to convert to tenant-based assistance or 

that the public housing agency plans to voluntarily convert; 
2) An analysis of the projects or buildings required to be 
converted; and 3) A statement of the amount of assistance 
received under this chapter to be used for rental assistance or 
other housing assistance in connection with such conversion.  
See guidance on HUD’s website at: 
http://www.hud.gov/offices/pih/centers/sac/conversion.cfm 

 
(d) Homeownership.  A description of any homeownership 

(including project number and unit count) administered by 
the agency or for which the PHA has applied or will apply 
for approval. 

 
(e) Project-based Vouchers. If the PHA wishes to use the 

project-based voucher program, a statement of the projected 
number of project-based units and general locations and how 
project basing would be consistent with its PHA Plan.  

 
8.0 Capital Improvements.  This section provides information on a PHA’s 

Capital Fund Program.  With respect to public housing projects owned, 
assisted, or operated by the public housing agency, a plan describing the 
capital improvements necessary to ensure long-term physical and social 
viability of the projects must be completed along with the required 
forms.  Items identified in 8.1 through 8.3, must be signed where 
directed and transmitted electronically along with the PHA’s Annual 
Plan submission. 

 
8.1 Capital Fund Program Annual Statement/Performance and 

Evaluation Report.  PHAs must complete the Capital Fund 
Program Annual Statement/Performance and Evaluation Report 
(form HUD-50075.1), for each Capital Fund Program (CFP) to be 
undertaken with the current year’s CFP funds or with CFFP 
proceeds.  Additionally, the form shall be used for the following 
purposes: 

 
(a) To submit the initial budget for a new grant or CFFP;  
 
(b) To report on the Performance and Evaluation Report progress 

on any open grants previously funded or CFFP; and  
 
(c) To record a budget revision on a previously approved open 

grant or CFFP, e.g., additions or deletions of work items, 
modification of budgeted amounts that have been undertaken 
since the submission of the last Annual Plan.  The Capital 
Fund Program Annual Statement/Performance and 
Evaluation Report must be submitted annually.  

 
Additionally, PHAs shall complete the Performance and 
Evaluation Report section (see footnote 2) of the Capital Fund 
Program Annual Statement/Performance and Evaluation (form 
HUD-50075.1), at the following times: 
 

1. At the end of the program year; until the program is 
completed or all funds are expended; 

 
2. When revisions to the Annual Statement are made, 

which do not require prior HUD approval, (e.g., 
expenditures for emergency work, revisions resulting 
from the PHAs application of fungibility); and  

 
3. Upon completion or termination of the activities funded 

in a specific capital fund program year. 
 

 8.2 Capital Fund Program Five-Year Action Plan 
 

PHAs must submit the Capital Fund Program Five-Year Action 
Plan (form HUD-50075.2) for the entire PHA portfolio for the first 
year of participation in the CFP and annual update thereafter to 
eliminate the previous year and to add a new fifth year (rolling 
basis) so that the form always covers the present five-year period 
beginning with the current year.   

 
8.3 Capital Fund Financing Program (CFFP).  Separate, written 

HUD approval is required if the PHA proposes to pledge any 

http://www.hud.gov/offices/pih/programs/ph/hope6/index.cfm
http://www.hud.gov/offices/pih/centers/sac/demo_dispo/index.cfm
http://www.hud.gov/offices/pih/centers/sac/demo_dispo/index.cfm
http://www.hud.gov/offices/pih/centers/sac/conversion.cfm
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portion of its CFP/RHF funds to repay debt incurred to finance 
capital improvements.  The PHA must identify in its Annual and 5-
year capital plans the amount of the annual payments required to 
service the debt.  The PHA must also submit an annual statement 
detailing the use of the CFFP proceeds.  See guidance on HUD’s 
website at: 
http://www.hud.gov/offices/pih/programs/ph/capfund/cffp.cfm 

 
9.0 Housing Needs.  Provide a statement of the housing needs of families 

residing in the jurisdiction served by the PHA and the means by which 
the PHA intends, to the maximum extent practicable, to address those 
needs. (Note:  Standard and Troubled PHAs complete annually; Small 
and High Performers complete only for Annual Plan submitted with the 
5-Year Plan). 

 
9.1   Strategy for Addressing Housing Needs.  Provide a description of 

the PHA’s strategy for addressing the housing needs of families in 
the jurisdiction and on the waiting list in the upcoming year.  
(Note:  Standard and Troubled PHAs complete annually; Small 
and High Performers complete only for Annual Plan submitted 
with the 5-Year Plan). 

 
10.0  Additional Information.  Describe the following, as well as any 

additional information requested by HUD: 
 

(a) Progress in Meeting Mission and Goals.  PHAs must 
include (i) a statement of the PHAs progress in meeting the 
mission and goals described in the 5-Year Plan; (ii) the basic 
criteria the PHA will use for determining a significant 
amendment from its 5-year Plan; and a significant 
amendment or modification to its 5-Year Plan and Annual 
Plan.  (Note:  Standard and Troubled PHAs complete 
annually; Small and High Performers complete only for 
Annual Plan submitted with the 5-Year Plan). 

 
(b) Significant Amendment and Substantial 

Deviation/Modification.  PHA must provide the definition 
of “significant amendment” and “substantial 
deviation/modification”.  (Note:  Standard and Troubled 
PHAs complete annually; Small and High Performers 
complete only for Annual Plan submitted with the 5-Year 
Plan.) 

 
 (c)  PHAs must include or reference any applicable memorandum 

of agreement with HUD or any plan to improve performance.  
(Note:  Standard and Troubled PHAs complete annually). 

 
11.0  Required Submission for HUD Field Office Review.  In order to be a 

complete package, PHAs must submit items (a) through (g), with 
signature by mail or electronically with scanned signatures.  Items (h) 
and (i) shall be submitted electronically as an attachment to the PHA 
Plan. 

 
(a) Form HUD-50077, PHA Certifications of Compliance with 

the PHA Plans and Related Regulations 
 

(b) Form HUD-50070, Certification for a Drug-Free Workplace 
(PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 

 
(c) Form HUD-50071, Certification of Payments to Influence 

Federal Transactions (PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 
 
(d) Form SF-LLL, Disclosure of Lobbying Activities (PHAs 

receiving CFP grants only) 
 

(e) Form SF-LLL-A, Disclosure of Lobbying Activities 
Continuation Sheet (PHAs receiving CFP grants only) 
 

(f)  Resident Advisory Board (RAB) comments. 
 
(g) Challenged Elements. Include any element(s) of the PHA 

Plan that is challenged. 
 
(h) Form HUD-50075.1, Capital Fund Program Annual 

Statement/Performance and Evaluation Report (Must be 
attached electronically for PHAs receiving CFP grants 
only).  See instructions in 8.1. 

 
(i)  Form HUD-50075.2, Capital Fund Program Five-Year 

Action Plan (Must be attached electronically for PHAs 
receiving CFP grants only).  See instructions in 8.2. 

 

 
  

http://www.hud.gov/offices/pih/programs/ph/capfund/cffp.cfm
http://www.hud.gov/offices/pih/programs/ph/capfund/cffp.cfm


 

 

 
 

 
 

ATTACHMENT A 
DETAIL OF SECTION 6 

 
 
 

City of Glendale, Arizona 
Community Housing Division 

(AZ003) 
 

Agency Plan 
 

PHA 5-Year and Annual Plan, HUD-50075 form 
 

Annual Plan for Fiscal Year 2013 
 
The following PHA Plan (Agency Plan) elements have been revised by the City of Glendale, Arizona 
Community Housing Division (PHA) since the last Agency Plan submission: 

ELEMENT #1 ELIGIBILITY, SELECTION AND ADMISSIONS POLICIES, INCLUDING 
DECONCENTRATION AND WAIT LIST PROCEDURES  

1) Taking Applications 

- Conventional Public Housing Continued Admissions and Occupancy Policy –  
− Section 7.0, Taking Applications 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 4.2, Taking Applications 

Summary 

This policy has been modified from accepting applications from “all families” to “families 
meeting the criteria defined in the public notice.”  The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) program rules allow housing authorities to open the application process for 
families meeting specific criteria. 

2) Extending Period of Prohibition of Assistance  

- Conventional Public Housing Continued Admissions and Occupancy Policy –  
− Section 8.3.B., Suitability  

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 4.9., Grounds for Denial 

Summary 

PHA prohibits admission for five years after a disqualifying behavior or event.  This policy change 
includes extended prohibitions if HUD determines that a longer period of time is appropriate.  For 



 

 

example, if a family is terminated for owing money, HUD set the prohibition for 10 years, and only if 
the debt is paid. 

 
ELEMENT #2 FINANCIAL RESOURCES 
 

Sources 
 Dollar 
Amount  Comments 

Federal Grants  Estimated – 2013-14 
   - Public Housing Operating Funds $570,285  

  - Public Housing Capital Fund $190,672  See Five Year CFP 
 - Annual Contrib. for Sec. 8 Tenant-

Based Assist. 0 
     a) Housing Assistance Payment $8,105,425  
 

    b) Administrative Funding $856,265  
Administrative Fee & 

Portability AF 

 Public Housing Dwelling Rental Income $301,764 

Public Housing 
Improvements & 

Administrative Costs 

Other Income - City of Glendale $267,800  

Public Housing 
Improvements & 

Administrative Costs 
Other Income $47,000 Administrative Costs - other 

Portability Income $3,997,000 
Administering port-in 

vouchers 
Total Resources $14,336,211 

  

ELEMENT #3 RENT DETERMINATION 

1) Income Exclusions 

- Conventional Public Housing Continued Admissions and Occupancy Policy –  
− Section 11.2, Income Exclusions 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 9.3, Income Exclusions 

Summary 

Program regulations dictate what will and will not be included in household annual income for 
purposes of calculating the monthly rental assistance payment.  HUD has modified the list of sources 
of household income that will not be included in the calculation of the rental assistance payment. 

Program regulations also dictate that PHA will not provide exclusions from income in addition to 
those already provided for by HUD.  Modifications are as follows: 

Included in Exclusions: 

 Major disaster and emergency assistance received by individuals and families under the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act comparable disaster assistance provided 
by States, local governments, and disaster assistance organizations shall not be considered as 
income or a resource when determining eligibility or in the calculation of monthly rental 
assistance. 



 

 

 The value of benefits to children under the Richard B. Russell National School Lunch Act and the 
Child Nutrition Act of 1996 shall not be considered income or resources for any purpose under 
any Federal or state laws 

 Payments, funds or distributions authorized, established, or directed by the Seneca Nation 
Settlement Act of 1990, and none of the income derived therefrom, shall be used as a basis for 
denying, or reducing funds under any Federal program.   

 Payments from any deferred Department of Veterans Affairs disability benefits that are received in 
a lump sum amount or in prospective monthly amounts. 

 Compensation received by or on behalf of a veteran for service-connected disability, death, 
dependency, or indemnity compensation as provided by an amendment by the Indian Veterans 
Housing Opportunity Act of 2010  

 A lump sum or a periodic payment received by an individual Indian pursuant to the Class Action 
Settlement Agreement in the United States District Court case entitled Elouise Cobell et al. v. Ken 
Salazar et al., 816 F.Supp.2d 10 (Oct. 5, 2011 D.D.C.), or for any household member during the 
one-year period beginning on the date of receipt, shall not be treated as income for the month 
during which the amounts were received, or as a resource. 

Removed from exclusions: 

 Any allowance paid to a child suffering from spina bifida, who is the child of a Vietnam veteran. 

 Any low-income subsidy received to assist low-income persons in paying for their Medicare 
prescription drug program. 

 Income payments from the U. S. Census Bureau defined as employment lasting no longer than 180 
days and not culminating in permanent employment. 

 One-time recovery payments generated by the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act. 

 Payments received under programs funded in whole or in part under the Job Training Partnership 
Act.  (The Job Training Partnership Act was replaced by the Workforce Investment Act, which is 
included in the exclusions.) 

ELEMENT #4 OPERATIONS AND MANAGEMENT  

1) Records Retention - HUD Verification Data 

- Conventional Public Housing Continued Admissions and Occupancy Policy –  
− 12.1.C., Records Retention 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− 10.1.C, Records Retention 

Summary 

HUD requires all participant records accessed through the HUD Enterprise Income Verification 
(EIV) system to be maintained for a period of at least three years from the effective date of the 
action.  Once the data has served its purpose, it must be destroyed by either burning or shredding 
the data.  In order to be consistent with CHD policy to maintain four years of participant file data 
after the close/termination date, EIV records for participant family actions will be maintained and 
destroyed according to the same schedule. 

  



 

 

2) Adding Persons to an Assisted Household 

- Conventional Public Housing Continued Admissions and Occupancy Policy –  
− Section 15.6.A., Family Composition Changes 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 14.4.A., Family Composition Changes 

Summary 

PHA will not approve the addition of new family or household members other than by birth, adoption, 
court-awarded custody, or marriage (reasonable accommodation excepted). 

3) Denial of Request to Lease a Single-Family House with a Hot Tub or Spa 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 6.6.D., Approval to Lease a Unit 
− Section 6.9.L., Eligible/Ineligible Housing 

Summary 

The previous year’s change was related to swimming pools.  This change will include properties with 
hot tubs or spas.  PHA will not approve a lease and will not pay assistance for a family to rent a unit 
with a hot tub or spa, operable or not, that is not a community hot tub or spa.  Any hot tub or spa, in-
ground or above-ground on the property, must be removed or permanently filled in with dirt or rock 
and brought up to ground level with the surrounding area, in a manner that would prevent any hazards, 
and meet all local codes or ordinances. 

4) Late Fees to Landlord 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan – 
− Section 11.7.D., Distribution of Housing Assistance Payments 
− Section 12.9.D., Abatement 

Summary 

PHA will not pay late fees or any other charges when payment is suspended due to the 
landlord/owner/manager’s failure to comply with a PHA request within the specified timeframe. 

PHA will not pay late fees, or any other charges, resulting from late payments due to failed 
housing quality standards (HQS) inspections. 

5) New Owner/Landlord/Manager Program Briefing 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 11.10., New Owner Information 

Summary 

Expands the obligations and responsibilities for new Section 8 property owners/landlords/managers to 
attend in person, a landlord briefing, during which time the program obligations and responsibilities 
will be reviewed.  Failure to comply with the briefing requirement or with any obligations or 
responsibilities will be cause to terminate the contract and offer the family a voucher to move. 

6) Inspection Scheduling; Tenant Notice by Landlord 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 12.0. H-I, Inspection Policies, Housing Quality Standards, and Damages 
− Section 12.2.A. 5., Owner and Family Responsibility 



 

 

Summary 

Section 12.0. H. - The failing party is ultimately responsible for the repairs and to ensure PHA can 
access the unit for the reinspection.  

Section 12.0. I & When a unit fails an annual or special inspection resulting from HQS 
Section 12.2 A.5 deficiencies, it is up to the party responsible for correcting the deficiencies to 

ensure that PHA can access the unit for a reinspection.  For landlord fails and 
repairs, it is the landlord’s responsibility to schedule the reinspection and give 
proper notice to the tenant once the reinspection date has been scheduled.  For 
landlord fails, if, for any reason, PHA is unable to access the unit to conduct the 
reinspection, PHA will fail the unit and will proceed with the abatement/contract 
termination, and the tenant will be given a voucher to move. 

7) Annual and Special Failed Inspections 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 12.0. J, Inspection Policies, Housing Quality Standards, and Damages 

Summary 

If a landlord fails to appear for a scheduled reinspection, PHA will abate the HAP payment, and only 
schedule one more inspection.  If the landlord fails to appear a second time, PHA will terminate the 
contract and the family will be given a voucher to move.   

If the family fails to appear for a scheduled inspection, PHA will only schedule one more inspection.  
If the family fails to appear a second time, PHA will consider the family to have violated a Family 
Obligation, and their assistance will be terminated. 

8) Annual and Special Failed Inspections 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 12.0. K, Inspection Policies, Housing Quality Standards, and Damages 

Summary 

If a unit fails two consecutive inspections due to HQS violations, PHA will proceed with abatement 
and cancelling the contract for landlord deficiencies, or the termination of assistance for family 
deficiencies. 

9) Annual and Special Inspections- Time Allowed for Correction of Landlord Fails 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 12.2.A.3., Owner Responsibility or HQS 
− Section 12.7.C.3., Timeframes for Corrections 

Summary 

Non-emergency repairs by the landlord must be completed within 30 calendar days of the failed 
inspection.  This is consistent with the time allowed families for non-emergency repairs.  Prior policy 
was 14 calendar days. (Initial inspections remain at 14 days.) 

  



 

 

10) Annual and Special Inspections - Time Allowed for Correction of Landlord Fails - Extensions 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 12.7.D, Extensions 

Summary 

At the sole discretion of PHA, extensions of up to no more than 30 calendar days may be granted to 
permit a landlord to complete repairs if the landlord has made a good faith effort to repair.  The prior 
policy was 45 days. 

11) Utilities at Initial Inspection - Landlord Responsibilities 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 12.2.C, Initial Inspection Unit Condition and Utilities 

Summary 

Unless the tenant is leasing in place, the unit must be vacant at time of the initial inspection.  If the 
unit is not vacant, the inspection will not be conducted and the unit will fail. 

12) Initial Inspections – Landlord Timeframe for Corrections 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 12.7.A, Correcting Initial HQS Fail Items 

Summary 

If the unit fails the initial inspection twice (a no-show is a failed inspection), PHA will direct the 
family to select another unit.  For initial fails, the time to repair remains at 14 days. 

13) Contract Termination for Failure to Comply 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 18.2.C.6.f., Termination of Contract 

Summary 

If the owner fails to provide all documents required, PHA will suspend the monthly rent subsidy 
payment, followed by contract cancellation.  PHA will provide a 10-day notice prior to the 
suspension, which will include the contract termination date.  (The landlord/manager/owner was 
previously notified during the inspection process of the required documentation and due date.)  PHA 
will include that date of contract termination in the suspension notice. 

14) Final Payment to Owner 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 18.2.D., Final HAP to Owner 

Summary 

When a family is evicted, the Section 8 contract with the landlord terminates.  If the family is evicted, 
yet refuses to leave causing the landlord to commence legal proceedings, PHA will continue to pay 
the monthly assistance, if the action is not caused by landlord failure to act. 

  



 

 

ELEMENT #9 PETS 

1) Pet “Sitting” and Visiting Pets on the Property 

- Conventional Public Housing Continued Admissions and Occupancy Policy 
− Section 18.10, Visiting Pets 

Summary 

Pets may visit for up to two (2) weeks without PHA approval per lease period. 

“Pet sitting” is prohibited for a period longer than two (2) weeks per lease period.  Tenant 
understands that the Pet Addendum applies to any visiting pet. Tenants and guests must act as a 
responsible, humane owner/caretaker of an animal. 

ELEMENT #11 FISCAL YEAR AUDIT 

There were no audit findings.    

ELEMENT #13  VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT (VAWA) 

1) Domestic Violence, Dating Violence, Sexual Assault, or Stalking, 24-Hour Notice 

- Conventional Public Housing Continued Admissions and Occupancy Policy –  
− Section 21.3.F. 

- Section 8 Administrative Plan –  
− Section 16.3.F. 

- Violence Against Women Act Addendum to FY 2013 PHA Plan 

Summary 

To act in accordance with the VAWA, PHA will review and take into consideration all 
circumstances to remove a person from the household.  If warranted, PHA will issue a 24-hour 
notice of removal/trespassing (trespassing is Public Housing only), if allowed by court action or 
upon law enforcement advice/guidance. 

 
OTHER  

1) Public Housing Capital Fund Five-Year Plan 

Summary 

The Capital Fund Program Five-Year Action Plan sets out the plan for public housing capital 
improvement expenditures for the next five years.  The list is a compilation of planned Capital 
Fund projects along with the funding amounts allocated to each project.  These allocations can 
change based on project need, as long as the total expended does not exceed the total Capital 
Fund for that year.  This 5-Year Plan uses an estimate of funding for the fiscal years starting July 
1, 2013 through June 30, 2017, as these amounts are not known at the time of preparation.  

  



 

 

2) Declaration of Trust (DOT) 
 
The DOT is not a required part of the Plan template.  PHA certifies compliance with federal DOT 
requirements to execute and record a current DOT. 

Summary 

All public housing acquired, developed, maintained, or assisted with funds under the U.S. Housing 
Act of 1937 must have a HUD Declaration of Trust recorded against the property with the local 
Recorder’s Office.  The Declaration of Trust is a legal instrument that grants HUD an interest in 
public housing properties for 20 years.  It automatically extends HUD’s financial interest in the 
properties by one year, every year that the city accepts federal capital funds.  It also provides public 
notice that the property must be operated in accordance with federal public housing rules and 
requirements, including the requirement not to convey or otherwise encumber the property unless 
expressly authorized by federal law and/or HUD.  The filing of the Declaration of Trust will ensure 
that the city is in compliance with the Conventional Public Housing program federal regulations, and 
enables the city to remain eligible to receive federal funds for capital improvements, making it 
possible to maintain the city-owned public housing rental communities. 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: 
PURCHASE AND SALES AGREEMENT WITH GLENDALE ELEMENTARY  
SCHOOL DISTRICT FOR A MULTI-USE PATHWAY EASEMENT AT  
DISCOVERY PARK 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to execute a purchase and sales agreement to acquire an easement 
from Glendale Elementary School District for a multi-use pathway connecting Discovery Avenue to 
existing pathways in Discovery Park.  

Background Summary 
 
The City of Glendale will construct a short segment of multi-use pathway connecting existing 
pathways in Discovery Park to Discovery Avenue near 79th Drive as part of the Maryland Avenue 
Bike Route Spot Improvements Project.  Before construction can begin, an easement is needed 
from the Glendale Elementary School District. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On September 11, 2012, Council authorized the City Manager to enter into an intergovernmental 
agreement with the Arizona Department of Transportation for design and construction of 
improvements to an existing bicycle route along Maryland Avenue where gaps in the route 
currently exist.   
 
On October 13, 2009, Council authorized the City Manager to enter into a professional services 
agreement with CH2M-Hill, Inc. for design services for New River and Grand Canal multi-use 
pathways, and the Maryland Avenue Bike Route Spot Improvements Project. 

On August 14, 2007, Council adopted Resolution No. 4082 authorizing the submission of a 2007 
Transportation Enhancement grant application for the Maryland Avenue Bike Route Spot 
Improvements project and authorized acceptance of the grant if awarded. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
These Maryland Avenue Bike Route spot improvements will provide for more convenient bicycle 
travel along the Maryland Avenue Bike Route that reaches all the way from 91st Avenue in 
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Glendale to 20th Street in Phoenix, a distance of 12.75 miles.  The Maryland Avenue Bike Route 
intersects with the 47th Avenue and 63rd Avenue bike routes in Glendale and is an integral part of 
the overall Glendale bicycle system of on-street bikeways and off-street pathways. 
 
The design phase of the Maryland Avenue Spot Improvements Project included public 
involvement of adjacent businesses and citizens.  A newsletter outlining the project was mailed on 
January 10, 2011, to residents and businesses within a quarter-mile of the project.  The newsletter 
requested feedback, and five comments were received—all positive. 
 
On April 25, 2012, design plans were presented at the Glendale Onboard Transportation Program 
Open House held at the Civic Center.  

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 
As agreed to in the purchase and sales agreement, the city will pay an amount not to exceed 
$8,073 for the cost to acquire the multi-use pathway easement.   
 
This easement acquisition is being paid for with GO Program funds.  Funding is available in the FY 
2012-13 capital improvement plan.  The acquisition of this easement will not result in any new 
operating costs.  

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 

Map 

Agreement 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$8,073 2210-65092-550400, Maryland Ave Bike Route Spot Improvements 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation Services 

Item Title: 
PURCHASE AND SALES AGREEMENT WITH GLENDALE ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL DISTRICT FOR A MULTI-USE PATHWAY EASEMENT AT 
DISCOVERY PARK 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report provides information to support a request for City Council to adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to execute a purchase and sales agreement to acquire an easement 
from the Glendale Elementary School District for a multi-use pathway connecting Discovery 
Avenue to existing pathways in Discovery Park. 

BACKGROUND 
 
The City of Glendale will construct a short segment of multi-use pathway connecting existing 
pathways in Discovery Park to Discovery Avenue near 79th Drive as part of the Maryland Avenue 
Bike Route Spot Improvements Project.   
 
On October 13, 2009, Council authorized the City Manager to enter into a professional services 
agreement with CH2M Hill, Inc., for design services for New River and Grand Canal multi-use 
pathways, and the Maryland Avenue Bike Route Spot Improvements Project. 
 
On September 11, 2012, Council authorized the City Manager to enter into an intergovernmental 
agreement (IGA) with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) for design and 
construction of improvements to an existing bicycle route along Maryland Avenue where gaps in 
the route currently exist.   

ANALYSIS 
 
An IGA with ADOT was approved by Council to provide funding for two spot improvements to 
widen Maryland Avenue, from 67th to 69th avenues, for the addition of bike lanes and to add 
connecting pathways at Discovery Park for continuity of the Maryland Avenue Bike Route.  
Construction of these pathway improvements is estimated to begin this summer.  Before 
construction can begin, a 7,725-square-foot easement is needed from the Glendale Elementary 
School District.  This easement is adjacent to both Discovery Park and Discovery Elementary 
School. 



 

    STAFF REPORT   

 

2 
 

 
The Maryland Avenue Bike Route spot improvements will provide for more convenient bicycle 
travel along the Maryland Avenue Bike Route that reaches all the way from 91st Avenue in 
Glendale to 20th Street in Phoenix, a distance of 12.75 miles.  The Maryland Avenue Bike Route 
intersects with the 47th Avenue and 63rd Avenue bike routes in Glendale and is an integral part of 
the overall Glendale bicycle system of on-street bikeways and off-street pathways. 
 
The design phase of the Maryland Avenue Spot Improvements Project included public 
involvement of adjacent businesses and citizens.  A newsletter outlining the project was mailed on 
January 10, 2011, to residents and businesses within a quarter-mile of the project.  The newsletter 
requested feedback, and five comments were received—all positive. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
As agreed to in the purchase and sales agreement, the city will pay an amount not to exceed 
$8,073 for the cost to acquire the multi-use pathway easement.   
 
This easement acquisition is being paid for with GO Program funds.  Funding is available in the FY 
2012-13 capital improvement plan (2210-65092-550400 - Maryland Avenue Bike Route Spot 
Improvements).  The acquisition of this easement will not result in any new operating costs.  
 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4655 NEW SERIES 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF 
A MULTI-USE PATHWAY EASEMENT AGREEMENT WITH 
THE GLENDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 40 
FOR THE PURCHASE OF AN EASEMENT LOCATED 
WITHIN THAT CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY AT 79TH 
AVENUE AND DISCOVERY DRIVE IN GLENDALE, 
ARIZONA, FOR THE PURPOSE OF A MULTI-USE 
PATHWAY. 

 
 

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 a Multi-Use Pathway Easement Agreement with the Glendale Elementary 
School District No. 40 for the purchase of an easement located within that certain real property at 
79th Avenue and Discovery Drive, Glendale, Arizona, consisting of approximately 0.177 acres 
for the purpose of a multi-use pathway, 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 City Manager and the City Clerk be, and they hereby are, 

authorized and directed to execute and deliver a Multi-Use Pathway Easement Agreement, 
escrow instructions and any and all other documents necessary to acquire said easement on 
behalf of the City of Glendale.  This purchase is subject to a purchase price of $8,073 plus 
interest and closing costs per customary local practice. 

 
 
SECTION 3.  That the duly authorized disbursing officers of the City of Glendale be, and 

they hereby are, authorized and directed to pay all sums necessary to acquire said real property 
easement in accordance with the easement agreement, as well as all recording fees and other 
costs necessary for the acquisition of said real property. 
 



 

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 
 
p_easement_gesd.doc 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: ANNEXATION APPLICATION AN-189: LITCHFIELD ROAD AND 
BETHANY HOME ROAD (PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED) 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to conduct a public hearing on the blank annexation petition for 
Annexation Area No. 189 (AN-189) as required by state statute.  The annexation is approximately 
167 acres in size located at the northwest and southwest corners of Litchfield Road and Bethany 
Home Road. 

Background Summary 
 
This annexation will implement Council direction as adopted in the Annexation Policy to consider 
annexation requests anywhere within the Municipal Planning Area. 
 
This annexation involves property owned by a single owner.  To encourage the development of 
this property and the creation of jobs, two parcels which are completely surrounded by the 
proposed annexation but which have different property owners, are excluded from this 
annexation request. 
 
A small portion of the annexation request is within the Luke Air Force Base 65 ldn noise contour 
lines developed by the application of day/night average sound level of sound methodology (ldn).  
Development of the property for industrial and warehouse uses, both within and outside of the 65 
ldn, will be compatible with the mission of Luke Air Force Base. 
 
This represents an opportunity for Glendale to continue to protect Luke Air Force Base by 
controlling the land uses and the type of development that will take place in the area and ensure 
that one of Arizona’s most important economic engines is surrounded by compatible land uses in 
the future. 
 
There are currently no constructed buildings on the annexation area.  The property will be 
developed as an industrial park in the future, and the developer will be responsible for ensuring 
that all required noise mitigation measures are installed as part of the development of the 
property. 
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The area is designated Light Industrial (LI) and Luke Compatible Land Use (LCLU) on the General 
Plan.  The zoning district which implements the Light Industrial and Luke Compatible Land Use 
designations is M-1 (Light Industrial). 
 
Currently, the immediate northwest and southwest corners of Litchfield Road and Bethany Home 
Road are zoned C-3 (Heavy Commercial) and the remainder of the property is zoned RU-43 (Rural 
Residential) in Maricopa County.  After annexation, the city applies the most compatible Glendale 
zoning district to a newly annexed property compared to the existing county zoning.  The most 
compatible Glendale zoning districts are C-3 (Heavy Commercial) and A-1 (Agricultural).  This 
process will occur simultaneously with the annexation. 
 
Simultaneous with this annexation request, staff is processing a rezoning request which will 
rezone the property to M-1 (Light Industrial).  This rezoning request will be brought forward to 
Council immediately after the annexation request. 
 
Per past Council direction, Glendale will not provide water and sewer service west of 115th 
Avenue.  In keeping with the adopted Annexation Policy, viable private companies will provide 
water and sewer service for any annexed area located beyond the city’s existing service area 
including this property.  The property is presently within the water service area of Liberty 
Utilities, and will be served with water provided by this private provider. 
 
The property is not within the certificated service area of any sewer provider at present; however, 
the property is adjacent to the certificated sewer service area of Liberty Utilities.  The applicant 
and Liberty Utilities are working together to expand Liberty’s certificated sewer service area, 
including the approval of a MAG 208 amendment to establish Liberty Utilities as the designated 
sewer provider, so that sewer service to this area can be established at time of development.  
Thus, the provision of water and wastewater service to this area will be the responsibility of a 
viable private provider, and not the City of Glendale municipal utility system. 
 
The provision of providing water and sewer service in the area by viable private providers 
benefits the city in that the city’s 100 year assured water supply will not be used to serve the area; 
there will be no city capital expenditures for water and sewer infrastructure.  The land owner will 
need to obtain an assured water supply from the Arizona Department of Water Resources (ADWR) 
as part of the preliminary plat application to ensure that there are adequate water resources.  The 
city will not utilize its water resources to serve the area. 
 
The property is not in a floodway.  As part of the development of the property, all drainage and 
retention requirements of the city will be met. 
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Previous Related Council Action 
 
City Council completed the “strip annexation” in 1978.  As a result of this and previous annexation 
actions further east, the city limits of Glendale generally surround an unincorporated area located 
between Peoria Avenue, Dysart Road, Camelback Road and Perryville Road. 
 
In 1992, City Council approved the annexation of a 10 foot strip on the south side of this 
annexation request.  This action preserved the integrity of the City of Glendale’s strip annexation 
area and allowed for the subsequent deannexation of property to the south from the City of 
Glendale to the City of Litchfield Park, which facilitated the development of residential, multi-
family, health care, and office uses north of Camelback Road in the City of Litchfield Park. 
 
In 1995, the City of Glendale annexed Luke Air Force Base.  As part of that annexation, the City of 
Glendale annexed the alignment of Bethany Home Road through this property, dividing the 
property into two unincorporated parts, and also as a part of that annexation, the right-of-way of 
Litchfield Road to the east of this property was brought within the Glendale city limits. 
 
The City Council adopted an annexation policy in 2003, and adopted an amended annexation 
policy in 2005.  Under the present annexation policy, consideration will be given to annexation 
requests submitted from any location within the Glendale Municipal Planning Area. 
 
At Council Workshop on June 3, 2008, there was discussion on the entire strip annexation area.  
Council provided direction that provision of water and sewer services to the geographic area 
located west of 115th Avenue would be paid for by property owners in this area with no impact on 
existing Glendale water and sewer customers elsewhere in the city.  This position was reaffirmed 
at Council Workshop on August 21, 2012. 
 
At Council Workshop on February 5, 2013, Council provided guidance to continue with the 
annexation process for AN-189. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Glendale 2025, the City of Glendale’s General Plan, includes specific goals addressing the need for 
growth management.  Annexation is a tool that can be used by the city to direct and manage 
growth.  This is an opportunity to develop an employment base in this portion of Glendale.  This 
annexation will bring a large area for future industrial development into the corporate limits of 
the city, rather than having new development under Maricopa County jurisdiction. 
 
The annexation of the area will require that any future development meet the Glendale General 
Plan requirements as well as all other development standards for the city, rather than Maricopa 
County.  These improvements may include improvements to Litchfield Road and a traffic signal at 
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the intersection of Litchfield Road and Bethany Home Road as determined by the City of Glendale 
Transportation Department. 
 
Once annexed, the development of the site will require the city to provide services.  Since the 
property has no buildings, the city has the opportunity to work with the applicant at the time of 
zoning to best plan for the provision of city services.  The applicant completed a fiscal analysis 
which demonstrated the costs for the city will be substantially less than the direct revenues to the 
city once the project is developed.  The fiscal impacts include the general fund, streets, 
transportation sales tax, and police and fire special revenue funds. 
 
The fiscal analysis found that the long term net impacts for the development are projected to be 
positive at $184,000 per year.  In the short term, the impacts fluctuate depending on the projected 
level of construction activity, but remain positive throughout the period.  Job creation, 
employment opportunities, and private sector investment will be realized in the short and long 
term in this area as it develops for industrial uses. 
 
This is an opportunity to develop an employment base in this portion of Glendale, and this 
annexation will bring a large area for future industrial development into the corporate limits of 
the city, rather than having new development under Maricopa County jurisdiction.  
 
A public notice for the City Council public hearing was posted in The Glendale Star on March 7, 
2013, and the property was posted on March 5, 2013.  No comments have been received. 

Attachments 

Staff Report Annexation Petition 

Fiscal Impacts Aerial Photo 
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To: Jamsheed Mehta, Acting City Manager 
From: Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director 

Item Title: ANNEXATION APPLICATION AN-189: LITCHFIELD ROAD AND  
BETHANY HOME ROAD (PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED) 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed annexation request for approximately 167 acres 
of privately owned land located at the northwest and southwest corners of Litchfield Road and 
Bethany Home Road.  The purpose of this report is to provide a summary of the staff study and 
analysis of this annexation request and to recommend moving it forward with the annexation 
process in accordance with the procedure outlined in state statutes. 

BACKGROUND 
 
The Arizona League of Cities and Towns defines annexation as the process by which a city or town 
may assume jurisdiction over unincorporated territory adjacent to its boundaries.  The reasons a 
city or town typically annex are: 
 

• Businesses receive a higher level of municipal services 
• Orderly development occurs along municipalities’ boundaries 
• Development is subject to municipal codes, subdivision requirements, and zoning 

ordinances 
• Increased revenue to the municipality 

 
This annexation will implement Council direction as adopted in the Annexation Policy to consider 
annexation requests anywhere within the Municipal Planning Area. 
 
This represents an opportunity for Glendale to continue to protect Luke Air Force Base by 
controlling the land uses and the type of development that will take place in the area and ensure 
one of Arizona’s most important economic engines is surrounded by compatible land uses in the 
future. 
 
City Council completed the “strip annexation” in 1978.  As a result of this and previous annexation 
actions further east, the city limits of Glendale generally surround an unincorporated area located 
between Peoria Avenue, Dysart Road, Camelback Road and Perryville Road. 
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In 1992, City Council approved the annexation of a 10 foot strip on the south side of this 
annexation request.  In 1995, the City of Glendale annexed Luke Air Force Base.  As part of that 
annexation, the City of Glendale annexed the alignment of Bethany Home Road through this 
property, dividing the property into two unincorporated parts, and also as a part of that 
annexation, the right-of-way of Litchfield Road to the east of this property was brought within the 
Glendale city limits. 
 
The City Council adopted an annexation policy in 2003, and adopted an amended annexation 
policy in 2005.  Under the present annexation policy, consideration will be given to annexation 
requests submitted from any location within the Glendale Municipal Planning Area. 
 
At Council Workshop on June 3, 2008, there was discussion on the entire strip annexation area.  
Council provided direction that provision of water and sewer services to the geographic area 
located west of 115th Avenue would be paid for by property owners in this area with no impact on 
existing Glendale water and sewer customers elsewhere in the city.  This position was reaffirmed 
at Council Workshop on August 21, 2012. 
 
Per past Council direction, Glendale will not provide water and sewer service west of 115th 
Avenue.  In keeping with the adopted Annexation Policy, viable private companies will provide 
water and sewer service for any annexed area located beyond the city’s existing service area 
including this property.  The property is presently within the water service area of Liberty 
Utilities, and will be served with water provided by this private provider. 
 
The property is not within the certificated service area of any sewer provider at present; however, 
the property is adjacent to the certificated sewer service area of Liberty Utilities.  The applicant 
and Liberty Utilities are working together to expand the Liberty’s certificated sewer service area, 
including the approval of a MAG 208 amendment to establish Liberty Utilities as the designated 
sewer provider, so sewer service to this area can be established at time of development.  Thus, the 
provision of water and wastewater service to this area will be the responsibility of a viable private 
provider, and not the City of Glendale municipal utility system. 

ANALYSIS 
 
Staff recommends that this area be annexed to allow future growth and employment 
opportunities for Glendale while also protecting Luke Air Force Base operations into the future.   
 
This annexation involves property owned by a single owner.  To encourage the development of 
this property and the creation of jobs, two parcels which are completely surrounded by the 
proposed annexation but which have different property owners, are excluded from this 
annexation request. 
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This is an opportunity to develop an employment base in this portion of Glendale, and this 
annexation will bring a large area for future industrial development into the corporate limits of 
the city, rather than having new development under Maricopa County jurisdiction. 
 
The area is designated Light Industrial (LI) and Luke Compatible Land Use (LCLU) on the General 
Plan.  The zoning district which implements the Light Industrial and Luke Compatible Land Use 
designations is M-1 (Light Industrial).   
 
Currently, the immediate northwest and southwest corners of Litchfield Road and Bethany Home 
Road are zoned C-3 (Heavy Commercial) and the remainder of the property is zoned RU-43 (Rural 
Residential) in Maricopa County.   After annexation, the city applies the most compatible Glendale 
zoning district to a newly annexed property compared to the existing county zoning.  The most 
comparable Glendale zoning districts are C-3 (Heavy Commercial) and A-1 (Agricultural).  This 
process will occur simultaneously with the annexation. 
 
Staff is also processing a rezoning request which will rezone the property to M-1 (Light 
Industrial).  The M-1 zoning is consistent with the Glendale General Plan.  It is the intent of staff 
and the applicant to bring forward this rezoning request immediately after the annexation 
request.  
 
Once annexed, the development of the site will require the city to provide police, fire, and may 
provide sanitation services.  Since the property currently has no buildings, the city has an 
opportunity to work with the applicant at the time of zoning to best plan for the emergency 
response and sanitation needs.  The applicant completed a fiscal analysis which demonstrated the 
costs for the city to service this area will be substantially less than the direct revenue to the city 
once the project is developed.  The fiscal impacts include the general fund, streets, transportation, 
sales tax and police and fire special revenue funds.  The fiscal analysis found that the long term net 
impacts for the development are projected to be positive at $184,000 per year.  In the short term, 
the impacts fluctuate depending on the projected level of construction activity, but remaining 
positive throughout the period.  
 
The annexation of the area will require that any future development meet the Glendale General 
Plan requirements as well as all other development standards for the city, rather than Maricopa 
County.  These improvements may include improvements to Litchfield Road and a traffic signal at 
the intersection of Litchfield Road and Bethany Home Road as determined by the City of Glendale 
Transportation Department. 
 
A small portion of the annexation request is within the Luke Air Force Base 65 ldn noise contour 
lines developed by the application of day/night average sound level of sound methodology (ldn).  
Development of the property for industrial and warehouse uses, both within and outside of the 65 
ldn, will be compatible with the mission of Luke Air Force Base.   
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Staff recommends this area be annexed to allow future growth and employment opportunities for 
Glendale while simultaneously protecting Luke Air Force Base operations.  The annexation of the 
area would ensure city review of all development for compatibility with the mission of Luke Air 
Force Base. 
 
The property will be developed as an industrial park in the future, and the developer will be 
responsible for ensuring that all required noise mitigation measures are installed as part of the 
development of the property. 
 
Annexation of this area allows Glendale to control the land uses and development patterns in and 
around Luke Air Force Base.  By doing so, Glendale will no longer rely on Maricopa County for land 
use decisions in this area.  Job creation, employment opportunities, and private sector investment 
will be realized in the short and long term in this area as it develops for industrial uses. 
 
The provision of providing water and sewer services in the area by viable private providers 
benefits the city in that the city’s 100 year assured water supply will not be used to serve the area; 
there will be no city capital expenditures for water and sewer infrastructure. 
 
The land owner will need to obtain an assured water supply from the Arizona Department of 
Water Resources (ADWR) as part of the preliminary plat application to ensure that there are 
adequate water resources.  The city will not utilize its water resources to serve the area. 
 
The property is not in a floodway.  As part of the development of the property, all drainage and 
retention requirements of the city will be met. 
 
At Council Workshop on February 5, 2013, Council provided guidance to continue with the 
annexation process for AN-189. 
 
A public notice for the City Council public hearing was posted in the Glendale Star on March 7, 
2013, and the property was posted on March 5, 2013.  No comments have been received. 
 
The next step in the process, once the public hearing is held by Council, is to release the blank 
petition to the property owner for their signature as required by state statute. 
 
As required by state statute, the blank petition was filed with the Maricopa County Recorder on 
March 1, 2013.  State statute requires that the City Council public hearing on the blank petition be 
held within the last 10 days of the 30 day waiting period after the blank petition is filed, thus the 
public hearing must occur during this 10 day window. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 
This analysis demonstrates the potential socioeconomic and fiscal impacts of the Luke Land Industrial Park 
annexation area on the City of Glendale. The annexation area, which includes 170.7 acres, is located southeast of 
Luke Air Force Base on the west side of Litchfield Road at Bethany Home Road.  The majority of the site is 
located outside the Luke Air Force Base noise contours.  The proposed future land use for the area would be light 
industrial (M-1), which would allow for a mix of industrial, warehouse and business park development.  Kodiak 
Fresh Produce is currently under contract to purchase a 40 acre site within the annexation area for warehousing 
and distribution. 
 
The following is a summary of the net fiscal impacts of this proposed annexation area on the City of Glendale.  
The fiscal impacts include the General Fund, Streets, Transportation Sales Tax and Police and Fire Special 
Revenue Funds.  This study focuses on operations and maintenance revenues and expenditures.  However, if 
annexed, this area may require other infrastructure improvements to bring it up to current city standards.  The cost 
of these improvements is not included in the fiscal impacts. 
 
The analysis includes annual impacts over a ten year period, during which time the industrial park would likely be 
built out.    The long term net impacts for Luke Land Industrial Park are projected to be positive at $184,000 per 
year (Figure 1).  In the interim years, the impacts fluctuate depending on the projected level of construction 
activity, but remain positive throughout the period.   
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1.0 INTRODUCTION  
 
This analysis demonstrates the potential socioeconomic and fiscal impacts of the Luke Land Industrial Park 
annexation area on the City of Glendale.  This 170.7 acre area, shown in Figure 2, is located west of Litchfield 
Road, north and south of the Bethany Home Road alignment.  It abuts Luke Air Force Base to the west and north. 
 The property is currently undeveloped but is projected to include a mix of industrial and warehouse space under 
an M-1 light industrial zoning.  Only a small corner of the site is located within the Luke Compatible Land Use 
area.  The mix of development that is projected for the Luke Land Industrial Park could result in an estimated 
2.01 million square feet of built space and total employment of about 1,900 by build out. 
 
The information and observations contained in this report are based on our present knowledge of the components 
of development, and of the current physical, socioeconomic and fiscal conditions of the affected areas.  
Projections made in this report are based on hypothetical assumptions and current public finance policies.  
However, even if the assumptions outlined in this report were to occur, there will usually be differences between 
the projections and the actual results because events and circumstances frequently do not occur as expected.  This 
analysis is based on the best available information and is intended to aid the City of Glendale in making decisions 
relative to the proposed development.  All dollar figures should be interpreted as order of magnitude estimates 
only.   
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FIGURE 2 
STUDY AREA 
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 1.1 General Approach 
 
The impact assessment includes revenues and expenditures associated with future development in the annexation 
area.  It does not specifically include capital costs for new or replacement infrastructure, but does include relevant 
maintenance costs for items such as new streets.  The analysis includes the General Fund, Streets, Transportation 
Sales Tax and Police and Fire Special Revenue Funds.   
 
The basic approach for the analysis is to determine the level and character of future development (measured in 
building square footage, employment, road miles, etc.), and then to model the revenues and expenditures likely to 
be associated with that development.  Current and historical budgets for the city were reviewed to identify 
revenue and expenditure line items that would be impacted by the annexation.  Once identified, each line item was 
analyzed to identify a socioeconomic factor that could be used to predict a corresponding impact for the 
annexation area.  For example, road miles are a good indicator of the cost of street maintenance.  Therefore, by 
knowing the number of new road miles in the annexation area at any point in time, one could estimate the related 
costs in transportation and field operations departments.  Many of the services provided by the city are utilized by 
both residents and businesses, thus population and employment are drivers for a number of revenue and 
expenditure items.   
 
 1.2 Report Organization 
 
The balance of this report is divided into two sections.  Section 2.0 details the methodology and assumptions used 
in calculating the development characteristics and the fiscal assumptions used to develop the model.  Section 3.0 
describes the results of the fiscal impact analysis for the annexation area.   
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2.0 METHODOLOGY  
 
 
 2.1 Development Characteristics 
 
This chapter describes the methodology used in developing the fiscal impact model and development 
assumptions. In order to analyze the fiscal impacts of annexation, it was necessary to create assumptions about the 
Luke Land Industrial Park so that it could be compared to the existing city in terms of projected service demands. 
 The socioeconomic impacts of nonresidential development in the Luke Land Industrial Park can be described in 
terms of employment, nonresidential square footage, assessed value, taxable sales and street miles, based on 
assumptions about the type of development that could be expected to occur in this area.   
 
In total, the annexation area will include 170.7 acres of light industrial development resulting in 2.01 million 
square feet of built space.  Projected employment is expected to reach 1,900 by build out based on the number of 
acres by land use, standard assumptions for floor-area ratios (the ratio of building area to land area), occupancy 
rates and per employee square footage requirements (Figure 3).   
 
This analysis also assumes that a portion of the annexation area could be developed as a business park with for-
lease space.  The remainder of the area would be build-to-suit, owner-occupied buildings.  Lots 2 and 3, which are 
more likely to develop with leased space, make up about 18 percent of the total projected square footage.  The 
model also assumes a low level of taxable sales per square foot ($10 per square foot), which represents both sales 
taxes on utility usage by building owners as well as potential taxable direct sales from manufacturing companies 
such as machine shops. 
 

Taxable
Sq Ft per Value per Sales Annual Percent

Land Use FAR Employee Occupancy Sq Ft/Unit Per SF Lease Leased
Nonresidential
Light Industrial/Warehouse 0.28 1,000 95% $65 $10 $4.80 18%

Vacant
Vacant na 0 na $10,066 na na na
Value of vacant land is based on existing assessed value of parcels in the annexation area.

FIGURE 3
DEVELOPMENT ASSUMPTIONS

 
 
The projected timing of development is shown in Figure 4.  The 40 acres that will be purchased by Kodiak Fresh 
Produce will develop in Phase I in late 2013.  Kodiak is expected to add a second phase in 2016.  Between 2014 
and 2018, Phases II and III are likely to develop with a mix of owner-occupied and leased space.  The final phase, 
which represents the southern portion of the property, is projected to develop by 2020. 
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Timing Gross Acres Sq Ft

Phase I - Kodiak Fresh Produce 2013 20.00 90,000
Phase IA - Kodiak Fresh Produce 2016 20.00 150,000
Phase 2 2014-2015 68.70 1,150,000
Phase 3 2016-2018 22.30 300,000
Phase 4 2020 39.70 320,000

Total NA 170.70 2,010,000

FIGURE 4 
PROJECTED ABSORPTION

LUKE LAND INDUSTRIAL PARK

 
 
 2.2 Fiscal Assumptions 
 
The fiscal model created to assess the impacts of the Luke Land Industrial Park annexation area was based on 
current and historical budgets for the City of Glendale.  Historical trends were analyzed for eight previous fiscal 
years.  The model reflects a long term sales tax rate of 2.2 percent.  Revenue and expenditure line items in the 
General Fund, Streets, Transportation Sales Tax, Police and Fire Special Revenue Funds were included since 
these funds will be most impacted by the annexation.  The model does not include any construction costs for new 
infrastructure, but does include relevant maintenance costs for the new street miles that would be added as the 
property develops.  Based on the mix of land uses and the miles of existing streets, the model assumes 1.23 new 
street miles including the extension of Bethany Home Road through the development and an internal collector 
street. 
 
Various drivers were tested for each of the revenue and expenditure items in the model.  In this way, consistent 
rates were developed that could be applied to the socioeconomic data for the proposed annexation area.  In many 
cases an average of rates over the past several years was used.  It is important to note that current expenditures are 
below historic levels due to the recession and reduced revenues.  In most cases, an average of current and 
previous years was used in the model to better reflect long term conditions.  However, some revenue and 
expenditure items increased at rates that were less consistent over time, or experienced permanent increases or 
decreases due to operational or other changes.  In these cases, rates from more current budget years were used to 
accurately reflect current conditions.  The rates and basis for all revenue and expenditure line items are shown in 
Figure 5. 
 
Many of the revenue and expenditure line items are driven by population, or by “service population”, which 
includes both population and employment.  This is because many of the services provided by the City, as well as 
the various types of revenues that local governments depend on, are proportional to the number of people living 
and working there.  In some cases, population may be weighted more heavily than employment since some 
services are used proportionally more by residents.  Since this proposed annexation area does not include any 
residential development, only the portion of expenditures that is attributed to new employment is included. 
 
Major line items that are not driven by employment or population include property tax which is a function of 
current and future assessed value; sales tax which is a function of taxable sales and leases, and a variety of permits 
and service charges that are a function of construction costs.  On the expenditure side, planning is a function of 
construction value and population, and engineering and building safety are a function of annual construction.  
Transportation is a function of street miles and population, and the HURF funded portion of Field Operations is a 
function of street miles.  Street maintenance is based on a projected cost of $229,100 per year to maintain a one 
mile segment of 5-lane road using costs provided by the city field operations department.  This figure is adjusted 
to reflect the fact that the internal collector street would likely only be a 2-lane road.  Police expenditures are a 
function of calls for service by type of land use and implied staffing at that call level based on police department 
standards in Glendale.  Fire costs are based on call volumes and costs for similar areas within the existing city.   
 
It is important to note that market conditions over the next 10 years could significantly affect the projected land 
use and hence property and sales tax revenues resulting from the annexation area.  The assumptions used in this 
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analysis are fairly conservative and thus differences between the assumptions and actual conditions are likely to 
result in higher assessed values rather than lower.  Although the exact timing for build out of this property is not 
known, the fiscal results (both revenues and expenditures) are inflated at a rate of 2 percent per year. 
 

FIGURE 5
FISCAL IMPACT MODEL DRIVERS AND RATES 

GENERAL FUND, STREETS, TRANSPORTATION SALES TAX AND POLICE AND FIRE SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS

Revenue/Expenditure Item Driver Rate/Basis for Calculation
GENERAL FUND
Taxes and Fees
   Property Tax assessed value 0.002252 * ((16% * vacant land value) + (10% * residential value) 

+ (20% * comm/ind value))
   City Sales Tax taxable sales per square foot, retail share sales per square foot * square footage by type * retail share * 2.2%) +

(lease rate * square footage by type * lease share * 2.2%) + (2.2% * 
65% * construction value) + (7.2% * hotel/motel sales)

   Utility Franchise Fees service population $7.794 * (population + employment)
   Cable Franchise Fees service population $4.675 * (population + employment)
Intergovernmental
   State Income Tax Census population (will be 0 except for res. projects) $135.81 per capita, no impact until after Census
   State Sales Tax Census population (will be 0 except for res. projects) $86.87 per capita, no impact until after Census
   Auto Lieu population $39.11 * population
   Highway User Fees population $56.42 * population
   LTAF population $4.16 * population
   Grants (Transportation) population $2.26 * population
Licenses and Permits
   Sales Tax Licenses retail employment $12.03 * retail employment
   Liquor License Fees retail employment $3.64 * retail employment
   Business License employment $0.774 * employment
   Bus./Prof License office employment $5.42 * office employment
   Building Permits construction value (80%), service population (20%) ($0.0041 * construction value) + ($0.573 * (population + employment)
   Traffic Engineering Plan building permits 3.47% * building permit revenues
   Right of Way Permits building permits 29.04% * building permit revenues
Charges for Servcies
   Plan Check Fees building permits 79.53% * building permit revenues
   Engineering Plan Check construction value $0.0016 * construction value
   Misc CD Fees building permits 10.93% * building permit revenues
   Planning/Zoning Fees building permits 22.57% * building permit revenues
   Library Fines/Fees population $1.24 * population
   Staff & Admin Chargebacks service population $13.297 * (population *2 + employment)
   Fire Department Fees service population $6.429 * (population *2 + employment)
   Arena Fees not modeled
   Recreation Fees population $7.312 * population
   Rental Income service population $1.907 * (population + employment)
Fines and Forfeitures
   Court Revenues service population $4.037 * (population * 3 + employment)
Other Revenues
   Misc. Revenue service population, % of HURFs $1.714 * (population *2 + employment) + (0.21% * HURF revenues)
   Transit Revenue population $0.534 * population
   Investment Income previous year ending balance 1.5% * previous year ending balance

Administrative Services
   Administration other admin svcs 3.41% * other administrative services
   Finance tax revenues 3.55% * tax revenues
   Information Technology City FTEs @ 0.0036 per (population*2 + employment) $1655.39 * City FTEs
   Management & Budget City FTEs @ 0.0036 per (population*2 + employment) $353.49 * City FTEs
   Human Resources FTE growth $1197.86 * City FTE growth
   Lease Pmts/Other Fees City FTEs @ 0.0036 per (population*2 + employment) $1231.36 * City FTEs
Internal Services
   City Manager svc population (pop*2) $1.99 * (population*2 + employment)
   City Auditor Finance 10.89% * finance expenditures
   Intergovernmental Programs current levels inflated, only impacted for whole city
Facilities and Financial Management
   Marketing & Communications service population $4.78 * (population*2 + employment)
   Economic Development new jobs created $67.55 * job growth
Community Development
   CD Administration other community development expenditures 3.46% * development services expenditures
   Building Safety const. value $0.0063 * construction value
   Planning const. value (80%), svc pop (20%) ($0.0037 * construction value) + $0.9195 * (population + employment)  
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FIGURE 5 (continued)
FISCAL IMPACT MODEL DRIVERS AND RATES 

GENERAL FUND, STREETS, TRANSPORTATION SALES TAX AND POLICE AND FIRE SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS

Revenue/Expenditure Item Driver Rate/Basis for Calculation
Mayor/Council
   Mayor & Council population growth $21.60 * population growth
   City Clerk service population $1.138 * (population*2 + employment)
   City Court service population $4.84 * (population*3 + employment)
   City Attorney population $12.12 * population
Public Safety
   Police and Support Services calls for service based on land use, 1 officer per 965 calls $148,259 *  police staff
   Fire calls for service for comparable area information provided by fire department
   Homeland Security population $3.86 * population
Community Services
   Community Services Administration other community services expenditures 1.12% * community services expenditures
   Code Compliance service population $4.45 * (population + employment)
   Parks & Recreation population $25.29 * population
   Park Maintenance park acres $2293.05 * park acres
   Community Partnerships population $3.97 * population
   Library & Arts population $32.51 * population
Public Works
   Public Works Administration other public works expenditures 0.59% * public works expenditures
   Field Operations street miles, City FTEs ($25,659 * street centerline miles) + ($2629.32 * City FTEs)
   HazMat Incidence Response service population $0.0553 * (population*2 + employment)
   Engineering const. value (70%), svc pop (30%) ($0.0049 * construction value) + $2.86 * (population*2 + employment)
   Transportation street miles (80%), service population (20%) ($54,526 * street centerline miles) + $1.89 * (population*2 + employment)
Non-Departmental City FTEs @ 0.0036 per (population*2 + employment) $491.58 * City FTEs
Transfer to Airport GF revenues 0.003% * general fund revenues
Transfer to Civic Center Fund GF revenues 0.29% * general fund revenues
Transfer to Housing GF revenues 0.29% * general fund revenues
Transfer to Transportation GF revenues 0.43% * general fund revenues

Note:  service population = population + employment.  
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3.0 IMPACT RESULTS   
 
 
 3.1 Impact Results 
 
At build out, Luke Land Industrial Park would result in a moderate positive net fiscal impact to the City of 
$184,000 per year, with expenditures exceeding revenues by 28 percent. Detailed impact results are shown in 
Appendix A.  The property would generate some sales taxes from leases and direct sales and a moderate amount 
of property taxes that are sufficient to meet the expenditure requirements.   
 

 In terms of sales tax, this analysis assumes a total of about 360,000 square feet of leased space that could 
generate an estimated $43,000 per year in sales tax revenues.  There would also be a small amount of 
taxable sales from the light industrial space resulting in a total of about $442,000 per year in sales tax 
revenues by 2020.  Sales tax revenues, while relatively small given that this annexation area does not 
include any retail, make up 74 percent of on-going revenues generated by this annexation area by 2023.  
In the preceding years there would be an estimated $1.9 million in construction sales tax, which although 
non-recurring is a significant revenue source during the development period.   

 
 With the addition of a total of 2.01 million square feet of industrial space, the increase in assessed value is 

estimated at $137.8 million, resulting in a total of about $71,000 per year in property tax revenues to the 
General Fund (Figure 6).   
 

 Other major revenues in the General Fund include construction related fee revenues during the first seven 
years, as well as on-going utility and cable franchise fees. 
 

 The largest on-going general fund expenditures for this area would be street maintenance (shown in the 
transportation and field operations line items), police and fire.  Annual police and fire costs at build out 
are estimated at $151,000 to serve the industrial park.  Public safety costs make up about one third of on-
going expenditures.  There would also be non-recurring expenditures in the planning, building safety and 
economic development departments during the construction period.   

 
 Luke Land Industrial Park would include an estimated 1.23 centerline miles of additional streets (or an 

estimated 4.17 lane miles), resulting in about $191,000 in annual maintenance expenditures in the streets 
and transportation sales tax funds at build out, as shown in the impact results.  This is based on an 
estimated average maintenance cost of $229,100 per 5-lane mile of street (or $45,820 per lane mile) 
provided by the city field operations department.  Street maintenance costs are the largest on-going 
expenditures for this area. 

 

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
Employment 608       992        1,216     1,341     1,465     1,465     1,910     1,910     1,910     1,910     
Total Noresidential Sq Ft 639,974 1,044,446 1,279,947 1,411,239 1,542,531 1,542,531 2,010,000 2,010,000 2,010,000 2,010,000

Police Staff 0.14 0.23 0.28 0.31 0.33 0.33 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44

Taxable Sales (millions) $8.27 $13.76 $17.21 $19.35 $21.57 $22.00 $29.25 $29.83 $30.43 $31.04
Taxable Construction (millions) $27.04 $17.09 $9.95 $5.55 $5.55 $0.00 $19.75 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Assessed Value (millions) $1.72 $1.72 $39.38 $64.43 $80.12 $89.92 $100.07 $102.07 $135.07 $137.77

City Maintained Road Miles 0.15 0.70 0.78 1.04 1.04 1.04 1.23 1.23 1.23 1.23

SOCIOECONOMIC IMPACTS

LUKE LAND INDUSTRIAL PARK

FIGURE 6
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3.2 Summary 
 
Over the long term, the Luke Land Industrial Park Annexation would generate a positive net fiscal impact to the 
City of Glendale given that projected development includes exclusively lower density nonresidential land uses 
and the potential for a modest amount of sales tax on leases and direct sales.  The cost of city services is generally 
less for nonresidential development than for residential development, and in this case the amount of property and 
sales tax revenues generated by the future development in the proposed annexation area are more than enough to 
cover the cost of municipal services.   Should future development plans or market conditions change significantly, 
the projected impact results could be quite different.  However, based on the assumptions used here this area is 
fiscally sustainable and would be a positive addition to the city in terms of the net impacts. 
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APPENDIX A 



Revenues/Expenditures 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
REVENUES $1,225,591 $949,687 $742,714 $632,823 $680,147 $470,296 $1,397,042 $617,015 $641,888 $654,902
Taxes and Fees
   Property Tax $619 $619 $20,210 $33,235 $41,396 $46,486 $51,763 $52,799 $69,960 $71,359
   Sales Tax (2.2%) $712,559 $591,763 $484,083 $435,766 $468,178 $353,065 $891,463 $466,090 $475,412 $484,920
   Utility Franchise Fees $4,739 $7,888 $9,860 $11,089 $12,363 $12,610 $16,760 $17,095 $17,437 $17,786
   Cable Franchise Fees $2,842 $4,732 $5,914 $6,652 $7,416 $7,564 $10,054 $10,255 $10,460 $10,669
Intergovernmental
   State Income Tax $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   State Sales Tax $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   Auto Lieu Tax $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   Highway Users Revenue $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   LTAF (Lottery) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   Grants (Transportation) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Licenses and Permits
   Sales Tax Licenses $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   Liquor License Fees $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   Business License $471 $784 $979 $1,102 $1,228 $1,253 $1,665 $1,698 $1,732 $1,767
   Bus./Prof License $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   Building Permits $172,343 $109,283 $64,017 $36,100 $36,194 $927 $126,866 $1,257 $1,282 $1,308
   Traffic Engineering Plan $5,986 $3,796 $2,224 $1,254 $1,257 $32 $4,407 $44 $45 $45
   Right of Way Permits $50,046 $31,734 $18,589 $10,483 $10,510 $269 $36,840 $365 $372 $380
Charges for Servcies
   Plan Check Fees $137,069 $86,916 $50,914 $28,712 $28,786 $738 $100,900 $1,000 $1,020 $1,040
   Engineering Plan Check $64,548 $41,611 $24,712 $14,053 $14,334 $0 $53,098 $0 $0 $0
   Misc CD Fees $18,829 $11,940 $6,994 $3,944 $3,954 $101 $13,861 $137 $140 $143
   Planning/Zoning Fees $38,891 $24,661 $14,446 $8,147 $8,168 $209 $28,629 $284 $289 $295
   Library Fines/Fees $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   Staff & Admin Chargebacks $8,084 $13,457 $16,822 $18,918 $21,092 $21,514 $28,594 $29,166 $29,749 $30,344
   Fire Department Fees $3,909 $6,507 $8,133 $9,147 $10,198 $10,402 $13,825 $14,102 $14,384 $14,672
   Recreation Fees $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   Rental Income $1,159 $1,930 $2,412 $2,713 $3,025 $3,085 $4,101 $4,183 $4,266 $4,352
Fines and Forfeitures
   Court Revenues $2,454 $4,086 $5,107 $5,744 $6,404 $6,532 $8,681 $8,855 $9,032 $9,213
Other Revenues
   Misc. Revenue $1,042 $1,735 $2,169 $2,439 $2,719 $2,774 $3,687 $3,760 $3,836 $3,912
   Transit Revenue $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   Investment Income $0 $6,245 $5,128 $3,326 $2,925 $2,734 $1,849 $5,926 $2,471 $2,697

EXPENDITURES $796,537 $598,006 $513,271 $431,268 $490,811 $342,157 $987,517 $445,886 $455,457 $464,566
Administrative Services
   Administration $1,200 $1,277 $1,311 $1,355 $1,495 $1,379 $2,332 $1,842 $1,898 $1,936
   Finance $25,600 $21,489 $18,472 $17,288 $18,802 $14,908 $34,454 $19,401 $20,361 $20,769
   Information Technology $3,577 $5,955 $7,443 $8,371 $9,333 $9,519 $12,652 $12,906 $13,164 $13,427
   Management & Budget $764 $1,272 $1,589 $1,788 $1,993 $2,033 $2,702 $2,756 $2,811 $2,867
   Human Resources $2,588 $4,309 $5,386 $6,057 $6,753 $6,888 $9,155 $9,339 $9,525 $9,716
   Lease Pmts/Other Fees $2,661 $4,429 $5,537 $6,227 $6,942 $7,081 $9,412 $9,600 $9,792 $9,988
Internal Services
   City Manager $1,210 $2,014 $2,518 $2,832 $3,157 $3,220 $4,280 $4,366 $4,453 $4,542
   City Auditor $2,787 $2,339 $2,011 $1,882 $2,047 $1,623 $3,750 $2,112 $2,216 $2,261
   Intergovernmental Programs $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Facilities and Financial Mgmt
   Marketing & Communications $2,905 $4,836 $6,045 $6,798 $7,579 $7,731 $10,275 $10,481 $10,690 $10,904
   Economic Development $41,067 $26,474 $15,723 $8,941 $9,119 $0 $33,782 $0 $0 $0
Community Development
   CD Administration $14,411 $9,310 $5,550 $3,179 $3,246 $52 $11,907 $70 $71 $73
   Building Safety $262,129 $168,983 $100,357 $57,068 $58,209 $0 $215,629 $0 $0 $0
   Planning $153,961 $99,822 $59,893 $34,705 $35,523 $1,488 $128,167 $2,017 $2,057 $2,098
Mayor/Council
   Mayor & Council $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   City Clerk $689 $1,147 $1,434 $1,612 $1,798 $1,833 $2,437 $2,486 $2,535 $2,586
   City Court $2,943 $4,899 $6,124 $6,887 $7,678 $7,832 $10,409 $10,618 $10,830 $11,047
   City Attorney $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Public Safety
   Police $20,541 $33,524 $41,083 $48,069 $53,592 $54,664 $72,655 $74,108 $75,590 $77,102
   Fire $19,616 $32,654 $40,817 $45,904 $51,178 $52,202 $69,382 $70,770 $72,185 $73,629
   Homeland Security $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Community Services
   Community Services Admin $30 $50 $63 $71 $79 $80 $107 $109 $111 $113
   Code Compliance $2,702 $4,499 $5,623 $6,324 $7,051 $7,192 $9,559 $9,750 $9,945 $10,144
   Parks & Recreation $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   Park Maintenance $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   Community Partnerships $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
   Library & Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

APPENDIX A
CITY OF GLENDALE ANNUAL NET IMPACT

GENERAL, STREETS, TRANSPORTATION SALES TAX, POLICE AND FIRE SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS
LUKE LAND INDUSTRIAL PARK



Revenues/Expenditures 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

APPENDIX A
CITY OF GLENDALE ANNUAL NET IMPACT

GENERAL, STREETS, TRANSPORTATION SALES TAX, POLICE AND FIRE SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS
LUKE LAND INDUSTRIAL PARK

Public Works
   Public Works Administration $1,384 $987 $1,088 $966 $1,197 $944 $2,014 $1,178 $1,202 $1,226
   Field Operations $11,347 $15,237 $39,082 $44,106 $56,981 $58,121 $63,957 $73,370 $74,838 $76,335
   HazMat Incidence Response $34 $56 $70 $79 $88 $90 $119 $121 $124 $126
   Engineering $207,616 $135,613 $82,436 $48,887 $50,251 $4,623 $175,502 $6,268 $6,393 $6,521
   Transportation $13,711 $15,063 $61,406 $69,386 $93,949 $95,828 $99,120 $118,388 $120,756 $123,171
Non-Departmental $1,062 $1,768 $2,210 $2,486 $2,771 $2,827 $3,757 $3,832 $3,909 $3,987
Transfers
Transfer to Airport -$320 -$248 -$194 -$165 -$178 -$123 -$365 -$161 -$168 -$171
Transfer to Civic Center Fund -$3,502 -$2,713 -$2,122 -$1,808 -$1,943 -$1,344 -$3,991 -$1,763 -$1,834 -$1,871
Transfer to Housing -$3,571 -$2,767 -$2,164 -$1,844 -$1,982 -$1,370 -$4,071 -$1,798 -$1,870 -$1,908
Transfer to Transportation -$5,296 -$4,104 -$3,210 -$2,735 -$2,939 -$2,032 -$6,037 -$2,666 -$2,774 -$2,830

OVERALL NET IMPACT $416,365 $341,848 $221,753 $195,003 $182,293 $123,270 $395,061 $164,741 $179,785 $183,555
   as percent of revenue 34% 36% 30% 31% 27% 26% 28% 27% 28% 28%
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When recorded, mail to: 
City Clerk, City of Glendale 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 
Glendale, Arizona 85301 
 
 

 
_________________________________________________________________ 

 
 

ANNEXATION PETITION 
OF 

THE CITY OF GLENDALE 
 

A Portion of Section 9 of Township 2 North, Range 1 West of the 
Gila and Salt River Base and Meridian, Maricopa County, Arizona, 
and a Portion of Section 16 of Township 2 North, Range 1 West of 
the Gila and Salt River Base and Meridian, Maricopa County, 
Arizona,   

 
Northwest and Southwest Corners of Litchfield Road and Bethany Home 

Road Annexation – 6010 North Litchfield Road 
 
 

 Blank Petition Recorded on: March 1, 2013 
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TO THE HONORABLE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, ARIZONA: 
 
We, the undersigned, the owners of one-half or more in value of the 
real and personal property and more than one-half of the persons 
owning real and personal property that would be subject to taxation by 
the City of Glendale in the event of annexation within the territory 
proposed to be annexed, which is hereafter described, said territory 
being contiguous to the corporate limits of the City of Glendale, with 
the exterior boundaries of the territory proposed to be annexed shown 
on the legal description attached hereto marked Exhibit “A” and made 
a part of, and map attached hereto, marked Exhibit “B” and made a 
part hereof, request the City of Glendale to annex the following 
described territory, provided that the requirements of Arizona Revised 
Statutes Section 9-471, and amendments thereto are fully observed. 
 

 
DATE SIGNATURE OF OWNER LOT, BLOCK, SUBDIVISION OR ADDRESS 
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Exhibit “A” 

 
A portion of Section 9 and a portion of Section 16 all within Township 2 North, Range 1 
West of the Gila and Salt River Base and Meridian, Maricopa County, Arizona, more 
particularly described as follows: 
 
Beginning at the Northeast Corner of the Southeast Quarter of said Section 9; 
Thence South 00 degrees 04 minutes 10 seconds West along the East line of said 
Section 9, a distance of 209.03 feet to the True Point of Beginning of the herein 
described parcel; 
Thence North 88 degrees 53 minutes 38 seconds West, a distance of 2254.56 feet; 
Thence South 00 degrees 12 minutes 21 seconds West, a distance of 1002.32 feet to a 
point on a curve, concave Southeasterly, having a radius of 6500.00 feet and whose 
center bears south 49 degrees 57 minutes 28 seconds East from the last described 
point; 
Thence Southwesterly along the arc of said curve, through a central angle of 01 degree 
02 minutes 36 seconds, an arc length of 118.38 feet to a point of non-tangency; 
Thence South 00 degrees 12 minutes 21 seconds West, a distance of 946.92 feet; 
Thence South 89 degrees 55 minutes 50 seconds East, a distance of 229.06 feet; 
Thence South 00 degrees 04 minutes 10 seconds West, a distance of 1670.68 feet; 
Thence South 89 degrees 06 minutes 42 seconds East, a distance of 2104.77 feet to a 
point on the East line of said Section 16; 
Thence North 00 degrees 05 minutes 21 seconds East along said East line, a distance of 
20.00 feet; 
Thence North 89 degrees 06 minutes 42 seconds West along the boundary line of that 
certain parcel as described in document Number 2008-0090066, Records of Maricopa 
County, Arizona, a distance of 520.63 feet to a point of a curve, concave Northeasterly, 
having a radius of 373.00 feet; 
Thence Northwesterly along the arc of said curve and continuing along said boundary 
line, through a central angle of 22 degrees 02 minutes 50 seconds, an arc length of 
143.53 feet to a point of tangency; 
Thence North 67 degrees 03 minutes 52 seconds West and continuing along said 
boundary line, a distance of 44.39 feet to a point of a curve, concave Northeasterly, 
having a radius of 373.00 feet; 
Thence Northwesterly along the arc of said curve and continuing along said boundary 
line, through a central angle of 24 degrees 03 minutes 50 seconds, an arc length of 
156.66 feet; 
Thence North 43 degrees 00 minutes 02 seconds West and continuing along said 
boundary line, a distance of 64.68 feet; 
Thence North 35 degrees 46 minutes 14 seconds East and continuing along said 
boundary line, a distance of 390.67 feet; 
Thence South 89 degrees 54 minutes 39 seconds East and continuing along said 
boundary line, a distance of 645.00 feet to a point on the East line of said Section 16; 



AN-189  Page 4 of 7 

Thence North 00 degrees 05 minutes 21 seconds East along said East line and 
departing said boundary line, a distance of 769.53 feet to the Northeast Corner of said 
Section 16, said point being in common with the Southeast Corner of said Section 9; 
Thence North 00 degrees 04 minutes 10 seconds East along the East line of said 
Section 9, a distance of 2403.87 feet to the true point of beginning, 
 
Except the East 55.00 feet thereof, and  
 
Except the South 10.00 feet of the North half of the North half of said Section 16, 
previously annexed to the City of Glendale by Ordinance Number 1728 New Series, and 
 
Except the North 33.00 feet of said Section 16, previously annexed to the City of 
Glendale by Ordinance Number 1846 New Series, and 
 
Except the South 33.00 feet of said Section 9, previously annexed to the City of 
Glendale by Ordinance Number 1846 New Series, and 
 
Except the following described parcel;  
 
Beginning at the Northeast corner of said Section 16; 
Thence South 00 degrees 05 minutes 21 seconds West along the East line of said 
Section 16, a distance of 769.53 feet; 
Thence North 89 degrees 54 minutes 39 seconds West, a distance of 645.00 feet; 
Thence South 35 degrees 46 minutes 14 seconds West, a distance of 390.67 feet; 
Thence North 43 degrees 00 minutes 02 seconds West, a distance of 225.08 feet; 
Thence North 49 degrees 11 minutes 05 seconds West, a distance of 118.94 feet; 
Thence North 53 degrees 00 minutes 21 seconds West, a distance of 111.00 feet to the 
true point of beginning of the herein described parcel, said parcel being that certain 
parcel as described in document number 1995-0190869, records of Maricopa County, 
Arizona; 
Thence South 39 degrees 44 minutes 37 seconds West, a distance of 18.02 feet; 
Thence South 53 degrees 00 minutes 21 seconds East, a distance of 50.38 feet; 
Thence South 39 degrees 44 minutes 37 seconds West, a distance of 229.25 feet; 
Thence North 72 degrees 33 minutes 57 seconds West, a distance of 450.00 feet; 
Thence North 23 degrees 33 minutes 07 seconds East, a distance of 476.74 feet; 
Thence South 54 degrees 00 minutes 23 seconds East, a distance of 500.00 feet; 
Thence South 39 degrees 44 minutes 37 seconds West, a distance of 74.85 feet to the 
true point of beginning. 
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ANNEXATION AREA NO.189 
[AN-189] 

 
CERTIFICATION OF MAP 

 
 

 
I, ___________________________, Mayor of the City of Glendale, Arizona, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing map is a true and correct map of the territory annexed under 
and by virtue of the petition of the real and personal property owners in the said territory 
and by Ordinance No. _____________, annexing the territory described in Ordinance 
No. _______________ and as shown on said map as a part of the territory to be 
included within the corporate limits of the City of Glendale, Arizona.   
 
 
 
 
      ________________________________ 
      Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
City Clerk 

  

CITY OF GLENDALE 
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AFFIDAVIT 
 
 
STATE OF ARIZONA  ) 
    )  SS. 
County of Maricopa  ) 
 

ANNEXATION AREA NO. 189 
 

THOMAS RITZ, being first duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says: 
 

1. I am a Senior Planner for the City of Glendale, Arizona.  I am preparing this 
affidavit based on information in the files of the City. 

 
2. No part of the area shown on the attached map and described in the attached 

annexation petition and legal description, as proposed to be annexed into the 
City of Glendale, to the best of the City of Glendale’s information, knowledge and 
belief, is already subject to an earlier filing for annexation by any other 
municipality. 

 
3. This affidavit has been prepared to comply with the requirements of A.R.S. 9-

471(A) (6). 
 

FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SAYETH NOT 
 
 
                       ________________________________ 

THOMAS RITZ 
 
 
 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this ______ day of _______, 201___. 
 
 

_____________________ 
Notary Public 

My Commission Expires: 
 

 
____________________ 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: AGREEMENT OF RETENTION WITH HARALSON, MILLER, PITT, FELDMAN &  
MCANALLY, P.L.C. 

Staff Contact: Brent Stoddard, Intergovernmental Programs Director 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the Intergovernmental Programs Director, Brent 
Stoddard, to enter into a retention agreement on behalf of the city with the law firm of Haralson, 
Miller, Pitt, Feldman & McAnally, P.L.C. (HMPM) to conduct the Council’s special audit project. 

Background Summary 
 
The Council has discussed and determined the need to retain the services of a law firm to conduct 
an internal audit investigation as a special project of the Council.  
 
The Council will retain the services of HMPM to examine various funds and services and will 
report back to Council on a regular basis to receive additional guidance and to provide an update 
on the project.  

Previous Related Council Action 
 
The previous Council provided direction in December 2012 to begin the process to start an audit 
of identified funds. 
 
At the February 5, 2013 workshop, the newly elected Council heard a presentation on the draft 
scope of work for the special audit project. 
 
In February and March 2013, Council met with José de Jesús Rivera of HMPM for legal advice, 
discussion and consultation regarding the Council’s special audit project. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

The cost of this study and was not included in the adopted budget for FY 2012-13 when it was 
developed a year ago.  A budget amendment will be brought to Council during the 4th quarter of 
this fiscal year to identify appropriation authority within the General Fund operating budget to 
cover this unplanned expense.  A total of $200,000 will be identified for this special project. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  
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Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Brent Stoddard, Intergovernmental Programs Director 

Item Title: AGREEMENT OF RETENTION WITH HARALSON, MILLER, PITT, FELDMAN &  
MCANALLY, P.L.C. 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on a proposed agreement of retention with the law firm of 
Haralson, Miller, Pitt, Feldman & McAnally, P.L.C. (HMPM) to conduct the Council’s special audit 
project.  This is a request that the item be forwarded to City Council for their consideration. 

BACKGROUND 
 
The Council has discussed and determined the need to retain the services of a law firm to conduct 
an internal audit investigation.  The previous Council provided direction in December 2012 to 
begin the steps towards starting an audit of identified funds. 
 
At the February 5, 2013 workshop, the newly elected Council heard a presentation on the draft 
scope of work for the special audit project. 
 
In February and March 2013, Council met with José de Jesús Rivera of HMPM for legal advice, 
discussion and consultation regarding the Council’s special audit project. 

ANALYSIS 
 
The Council will retain the services of HMPM to examine various funds and services and will 
report back to Council on a regular basis to receive additional guidance and to provide an update 
on the project.  

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The cost of this study was not included in the adopted budget for FY 2012-13 when it was 
developed a year ago.  A budget amendment will be brought to Council during the 4th quarter of 
this fiscal year to identify appropriation authority within the General Fund operating budget to 
cover this unplanned expense.  A total of $200,000 will be identified for this special project. 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: AWARD OF BID TO SOUTHWEST SLURRY SEAL, INC. FOR  
CONSTRUCTION OF THE 2012/2013 SLURRY SEAL PROGRAM 

Staff Contact: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a construction 
agreement with Southwest Slurry Seal, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $1,160,775.96 for 
construction of the 2012/2013 Slurry Seal Program. 

Background Summary 
 
The city utilizes a pavement management system to track the condition of the existing streets and 
to develop a plan prioritizing the necessary reconditioning and repairs.  There are 10 areas 
consisting of neighborhood and collector streets within the city that will be addressed as part of 
this agreement.  Within the 10 areas, a total of approximately 22 miles of existing city streets will 
be repaired and reconditioned with the following intended applications: asphalt repairs, crack 
sealing, slurry seal and microseal. 
 
Six bids were received for this project with Southwest Slurry Seal, Inc. submitting the lowest 
responsive bid in the amount of $1,160,775.96.   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On February 12, 2013, Council approved a professional services agreement with Ritoch – Powell & 
Associates, Inc. to develop the project specifications and bid documents for the 2012/2013 Slurry 
Seal Program. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Addressing the streets identified for repairs and maintenance by the city’s pavement management 
system allows for a prioritized approach to maintaining the integrity and extending the 
serviceable life of existing city streets.  There will be newsletters distributed within the 
construction areas and a project hotline will be established.  
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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 

Map 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$38,000 1340-16720-524400, Street Maintenance 

$1,122,775.96 2210-65089-550800, Pavement Management 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 

Item Title: AWARD OF BID TO SOUTHWEST SLURRY SEAL, INC. FOR  
CONSTRUCTION OF THE 2012/2013 SLURRY SEAL PROGRAM 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item for City Council 
action/consideration.  Staff plans to request the City Council authorize the city to enter into a 
construction agreement with Southwest Slurry Seal, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $1,160,775.96 
for construction of the 2012/2013 Slurry Seal Program.  

BACKGROUND 
 
The city utilizes a pavement management system to track the condition of the existing streets and 
to develop a plan prioritizing the necessary reconditioning and repairs.  The current plan was 
completed in October 2011 and presented to Council by memo.  Phase one of the repairs was 
made in Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-12; and, the 2012/2013 Slurry Seal Program completes phase two 
of this plan.  Both phases of the plan focus on neighborhood and collector streets in the city.  There 
are 10 areas that will be addressed in this phase of the program; within the 10 areas, a total of 
approximately 22 miles of existing city streets will be repaired and reconditioned with the 
following intended applications: asphalt repairs, crack sealing, slurry seal and microseal. 
 
On February 12, 2013, Council approved a professional services agreement with Ritoch – Powell & 
Associates, Inc. to develop the project specifications and bid documents for the 2012/2013 Slurry 
Seal Program. 
 
Six bids were received for this project with Southwest Slurry Seal, Inc. submitting the lowest 
responsive bid in the amount of $1,160,775.96.  The bids for this project were lower than 
anticipated; therefore, the balance of the funding budgeted for this project will be applied to FY 
2013-14 pavement management program which is currently being developed.   
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ANALYSIS 
 
The streets to be addressed by the 2012/2013 Slurry Seal Program were identified for repairs and 
maintenance in the city’s pavement management system.  Implementation of the 2012/2013 
Slurry Seal Program will avoid more costly street maintenance issues in the future and extend the 
serviceable life of existing city streets.  
 
Staff recommends entering into a construction agreement with Southwest Slurry Seal, Inc. for 
construction of the 2012/2013 Slurry Seal Program. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The construction agreement with Southwest Slurry Seal, Inc. has a total cost not to exceed 
$1,160,775.96.  Funding is available for this budgeted item in the FY2012-13 capital improvement 
plan. 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: CONTRACT WITH JAMES, COOKE & HOBSON INC. FOR PURCHASE OF  
REPAIRS AND MAINTENANCE AT WATER SERVICES SITES 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to award the contract and authorize the City Manager to enter 
into an agreement with James, Cooke & Hobson Inc. (JCH) in an amount not to exceed $150,000 
annually for repairs and maintenance of Flygt pump and mixer equipment located at various 
water and wastewater treatment facilities throughout the city; and to further authorize the City 
Manager to extend the agreement, at his discretion, in accordance with the original terms of the 
agreement.   

Background Summary 
 
The city currently has 48 Flygt pumps and 14 chemical mixers in use for the Cholla Water 
Treatment Plant, and the Arrowhead Ranch and West Area Water Reclamation Facilities.  JCH is 
the exclusive Arizona factory-authorized distributor for Flygt products for the manufacturer, ITT 
Water & Wastewater, U.S.A.  Consequently, maintenance services can only be provided by JCH for 
the upkeep of this equipment which is critical to the continued function of both the water 
production and wastewater reclamation processes.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Having an approved agreement in place in advance of equipment outages and maintenance 
activities will minimize process and facility downtime, minimize loss of capacity, and potentially 
avoid non-compliance with county, state, and federal regulatory requirements.   

Budget and Financial Impacts 

Expenditures will be made from the following three accounts, based on need. 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$150,000 
2360-17160-523400 (Arrowhead Reclamation Plant)  

2360-17170-523400 (West Area Plant) 
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Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Agreement 

 

2400-17260-523400 (Cholla Treatment Plant) 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Michael Weber, P.E., Deputy Director, Water Services 

Item Title: CONTRACT WITH JAMES, COOKE & HOBSON INC. FOR PURCHASE OF  
REPAIRS AND MAINTENANCE AT WATER SERVICES SITES 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on a proposed contract with James, Cooke & Hobson Inc. (JCH) in 
an amount not to exceed $150,000 for repairs and maintenance of Flygt pump and mixer 
equipment located at various water and wastewater treatment facilities throughout the city.   
 
The City Manager is requested to forward this item to the City Council for consideration and 
approval.   

BACKGROUND 
 
The city currently has 48 Flygt pumps and 14 chemical mixers in use for the Cholla Water 
Treatment Plant, and the Arrowhead Ranch and West Area Water Reclamation Facilities.  The 
pumps and mixers work jointly to move water or sewage through the water treatment or 
wastewater reclamation processes.   
 
JCH is the exclusive Arizona factory-authorized distributor for Flygt products for the 
manufacturer, ITT Water & Wastewater, U.S.A.  The Water Services Department has submitted all 
required documentation to request a sole-source procurement, and after review, Materials 
Management concurs that a sole-source procurement is appropriate under City Code.   
 
If approved, the initial contract term shall be for one year with an option to extend the bid for an 
additional four years in one-year increments.  The City Manager may extend the agreement, at his 
discretion, in accordance with the original terms of the agreement.   

ANALYSIS 
 
Staff will be recommending approval of the contract.  Immediate repairs would allow the sites to 
maintain full capacity production and continue to remain in compliance with state and federal 
regulatory requirements.  Flygt equipment is specialized and proprietary with special tools and 
facilities required for service and maintenance.  The city does not have the ability to maintain this 
specialized equipment.  These services can only be provided by JCH as the authorized distributor 
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in Arizona.  The equipment is critical to the continued function of both the water production and 
wastewater reclamation processes.   

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Total annual cost of this budgeted item is not to exceed $150,000.  Funding is available in the FY 
2012-13 operating budget for the Water Services Department. 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA REFUSE SALES, LLC FOR CERTIFIED 
REBUILD OF SIDELOAD TRUCKS FOR RESIDENTIAL SANITATION 
COLLECTION 

Staff Contact: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into an agreement for 
certified rebuilds of two sideload trucks for Residential Sanitation from Arizona Refuse Sales, LLC.  
Staff recommends approval of the agreement in an amount not to exceed $261,525.86. 

Background Summary 
 
The Glendale Public Works Sanitation Division owns and utilizes the two sideload trucks with 
original acquisition dates of 2006 for both trucks.  The sideload trucks are essential pieces of 
support equipment that service the residential sanitation customers in Glendale.  The rebuild of 
two sideload trucks is identified in the Sanitation Enterprise Fund capital improvement plan for 
this fiscal year.  This rebuild process has proven to save operations approximately one-half of the 
purchase price for a new truck.  Currently, two new trucks would cost $551,293.38; this rebuild is 
$261,525.86, for a total savings of $289,767.52. 
 
The vendor, Arizona Refuse Sales, LLC, was awarded this bid through a competitive bid process by 
the City of Tucson Contract 110051-01.  The terms and conditions of the City of Tucson contract 
extend the use of the contract by the Strategic Alliance for Volume Expenditures (SAVE) 
cooperative members with the approval of the contractor.  The City of Glendale has received 
approval from Arizona Refuse Sales, LLC to utilize the contract through the cooperative purchase 
agreement. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
Staff researched the current practices of other residential sanitation collection services in Arizona 
related to new replacement versus the rebuild of sideload trucks.  The research revealed it has 
become an industry best practice to rebuild sideload trucks at intervals of six to eight years for a 
certified rebuild.   A similar practice was used when a certified rebuild of a landfill bulldozer and 
certified power train rebuild of a landfill scraper was brought before Council on November 22, 
2011 and November 27, 2012, respectively. 
 
 



     

   CITY COUNCIL REPORT   
 

 

2 
 

Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Approval of this request will allow a seamless transition without interruption to residential 
sanitation collection. 

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 

$261,525.86 2480-78003-551400, Sanitation 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Item Title: 
AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA REFUSE SALES, LLC FOR CERTIFIED  
REBUILD OF SIDELOAD TRUCKS FOR RESIDENTIAL SANITATION  
COLLECTION 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
The information provided in this report relates to a proposed contract for two certified rebuilds of 
sideload trucks for the City of Glendale from Arizona Refuse Sales, LLC in the total amount of 
$261,525.86.  The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager to forward this proposed 
contract with Arizona Refuse Sales, LLC, to the City Council for consideration and approval. 

BACKGROUND 
 
The Glendale Public Works Sanitation Division owns and utilizes the two sideload trucks with 
original acquisition dates of 2006 for both trucks.  The sideload trucks are essential pieces of 
support equipment that services the residential sanitation customers in Glendale.  The capital 
improvement plan for the Sanitation Enterprise Fund calls for rebuilds on two sideload trucks this 
fiscal year. 
 
A certified rebuild to the two sideload trucks at this time will keep these pieces of equipment 
operating efficiently for an additional five to six years of service.  A certified rebuild includes 
complete disassembly, the removal of the body and all components associated with the body, 
refurbishing the chassis, and installing a new body and arm.  In consulting with Equipment 
Management staff, it has been determined that the internal components, such as the engine, 
transmission, brakes and rear differential, do not need to be repaired at this time.  All major 
components will be rebuilt to original manufacturer’s specifications. 
 
The vendor, Arizona Refuse Sales, LLC, was awarded this bid through a competitive bid process by 
the City of Tucson Contract 110051-01 on April 1, 2011 with four one-year contract extension 
options.  The terms and conditions of the City of Tucson contract extend the use of the contract by 
the Strategic Alliance for Volume Expenditures (SAVE) cooperative members with the approval of 
the contractor.  The City of Glendale has received approval from Arizona Refuse Sales, LLC to 
utilize the contract through the cooperative purchase agreement. 
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Staff is recommending an award to Arizona Refuse Sales, LLC in the total amount of $261,525.86 
for the purchase of two certified rebuild sideload trucks for residential sanitation collection. 

ANALYSIS 
 
Staff researched the current practices of other residential sanitation collection services in Arizona 
related to new replacement versus rebuild of sideload trucks.  The research revealed it has 
become an industry best practice to rebuild sideload trucks at intervals of six to eight years for a 
certified rebuild.  This rebuild process has proven to save operations approximately one-half of 
the purchase price for a new truck.  Currently, two new trucks would cost $551,293.38; this 
rebuild is $261,525.86, for a total savings of $289,767.52.  A similar practice was used when a 
certified rebuild of a landfill bulldozer and certified power train rebuild of a landfill scraper was 
brought before Council on November 22, 2011 and November 27, 2012, respectively. 
 
Rebuilding of the sideload trucks will take approximately 12 weeks.  To keep up with the service 
level of the Glendale Sanitation Division, one truck will be rebuilt at a time; this will be done to 
continue to meet the needs of the residential sanitation collection. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Funds for these purchases are available in the Fiscal Year 2012-13 capital improvement plan of 
the Sanitation Enterprise Fund.   
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Meeting	Date:							 3/26/2013	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting	

Title:	 REPRESENTATION	AGREEMENT	WITH	BEACON	SPORTS	CAPITAL	
PARTNERS,	LLC 	

Staff	Contact:	 Jamsheed	Mehta,	Interim	Assistant	City	Manager	

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	 is	a	request	 for	City	Council	 to	ratify	the	entering	 into	of	an	agreement	with	Beacon	Sports	
Capital	 Partners,	 LLC	 to	 provide	 representation	 for	 Glendale,	 assist	 the	 city	 in	 soliciting	 and	
reviewing	 offers,	 and	 negotiate	 a	 new	 arena	 management	 agreement	 for	 the	 future	 lease	 and	
management	of	the	city‐owned	Jobing.com	Arena.	

Background	Summary	
	
In	May	 2009,	 Coyotes	 former	 team	 owner,	 Coyotes	 Hockey,	 LLC	 and	 its	 affiliated	 entity,	 Arena	
Management	Group,	LLC	filed	for	federal	bankruptcy	protection.			
	
While	 the	 city	 began	 the	 process	 of	 locating	 a	 new	 team	 owner	 that	 would	 be	 committed	 to	
keeping	the	team	in	Glendale,	operations	and	management	of	the	Jobing.com	Arena	was	necessary.	
On	May	20,	 2010,	 the	 city	 executed	 an	Arena	Management	 and	Operations	Agreement	with	 the	
National	Hockey	League	(NHL)	for	the	Jobing.com	Arena.	 	There	have	been	several	extensions	to	
the	agreement	and	the	NHL	still	continues	the	management	of	Jobing.com	Arena.	
	
In	 February	 2013,	 after	 the	 deadline	 for	 prospective	 Phoenix	 Coyotes’	 owner	 Greg	 Jamison	 to	
purchase	the	team	came	and	went	on	January	31,	Council	provided	direction	to	solicit	an	outside	
service	to	assist	in	preparing	and	receiving	proposals	from	qualified	prospective	venue	managers	
for	 the	 Jobing.com	 Arena.	 	 Upon	 execution,	 the	 outside	 service	 would	 also	 be	 responsible	 for	
reviewing	 offers,	 assisting	 Council	with	 the	 decision,	 and	 negotiating	 a	 new	arena	management	
agreement.	
	
Beacon	Sports	Capital	Partners,	LLC	 is	engaged	 in	the	business	of	providing	 investment	banking	
and	 financial	 advisory	 services	 to	 professional	 sports	 franchises	 and	 companies	 in	 the	 United	
States.	 	 In	Fiscal	Year	2008‐09,	 the	 city	 retained	 the	 services	of	Beacon	Sports	Capital	Partners,	
LLC	to	provide	a	pro‐forma	financial	and	operating	plan	for	the	Phoenix	Coyotes	and	Jobing.com	
Arena.			

Budget	and	Financial	Impacts	

The	 cost	 of	 this	 project	 was	 not	 included	 in	 the	 adopted	 budget	 for	 FY	 2012‐13	 when	 it	 was	
developed	a	year	ago.		A	budget	amendment	will	be	brought	to	Council	during	the	4th	quarter	of	
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this	 fiscal	 year	 to	 identify	appropriation	authority	within	 the	General	Fund	operating	budget	 to	
cover	this	unplanned	expense.		A	total	of	$100,000	will	be	identified	for	this	project.	

Capital	Expense?	Yes	 	No	 	

Budgeted?	Yes	 	No	 	

Requesting	Budget	or	Appropriation	Transfer?	Yes	 	No	 	

If	yes,	where	will	the	transfer	be	taken	from?		To	be	determined	

Attachments	

Agreement	
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: DEEDS AND EASEMENTS ORDINANCE 
Staff Contact: Pamela Hanna, City Clerk 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt an ordinance to formally accept real estate properties on 
behalf of the City of Glendale.  Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt 
the ordinance.   

Background Summary 
 
The Deeds and Easements Ordinance is comprised of properties that have been deeded to the city.  
The deeds have all been recorded with Maricopa County.  
 

Attachments 

Ordinance 

Map 

 



 1 

ORDINANCE NO. 2840 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA ACCEPTING DEEDS AND 
EASEMENTS FOR PROPERTY CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE. 

 
 

WHEREAS, the real estate interests hereinafter referenced have been conveyed to the 
City of Glendale; and 
 

WHEREAS, it is to the advantage of the City of Glendale to accept said real estate 
interests. 
 

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

SECTION 1.  That the following real property interests are hereby accepted by the City of 
Glendale and referenced in the attached map entitled "New Deeds and Easements Ordinance 
March 2013”:  
 
DEED 3782            6112 NORTH 56TH AVENUE  
WARRANTY DEED 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2011-0680919 
Public Right-of-Way 
American Park ‘Swap, Inc 
 
DEED 3783   5281 NORTH 99th AVENUE   
CONVEYANCE OF EASEMENT 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2011-0884257 
Waterline Easement 
HR GCC, LLC 
 
DEED 3784             7103 WEST AUGUSTA DRIVE 
CONVEYANCE OF EASEMENT 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2011-0982637 
Sidewalk Easement 
VWP BL, LLC 
 
DEED 3785            6401 NORTH 67TH AVENUE 
WARRANTY DEED 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2011-1038270 
Public Right-of-Way for roadway purposes 
West Glendale Baptist Church (Southern) 
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DEED 3786                     NEC 55th & LUKE AVENUES 
DECLARATION OF DEDICATION 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-0330757 
Public Right-of-Way 
City of Glendale 
 
DEED 3787           6997 NORTH GLEN HARBOR BOULEVARD 
CONVEYANCE OF EASEMENT 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-0487805 
Waterline Easement 
Jacob F. Long as Trustee of the John F. Long Family Revocable Living Trust 
 
DEED 3788           5418 NORTHWEST GRAND AVENUE 
CONVEYANCE OF EASEMENT  
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-0487437 
Waterline Easement 
Sands Properties, LLC 
 
DEED 3789                     13614 NORTH 59th  AVENUE 
WARRANTY DEED 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-0487440 
Public Right-of-Way  
Hospice of the Valley, Arizona Non-profit Corporation 
 
DEED 3790             6800 NORTH 95th AVENUE 
SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-0487444 
Public Right-of-Way 
Outlets at Westgate, LLC 
 
DEED 3791           WEST OF LOOP 101/EASTBOUND UNION HILLS 
SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-0816302 
Public Right-of-Way – 665’ W. of Loop 101 centerline on Eastbound Union Hills 
City of Peoria 
 
DEED 3792           5940 WEST UNION HILLS DRIVE 
CONVEYANCE OF EASEMENT 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-0943991 
Public Waterline Easement 
WCCP I & II IL PALAZZO, LLC 
 
 
 



 3 

DEED 3793                54th LANE/TOPEKA DRIVE 
SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-1005629 
Parcel of Real Property 
Mandalay Communities, Inc  
 
DEED 3794        54th LANE/TOPEKA DRIVE 
DEED OF PARTIAL RELEASE AND  
   PARTIAL RECONVEYANCE 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-1006002 
Sidewalk Easement 
Mandalay Communities, Inc 
 
DEED 3795                   54th LANE/TOPEKA DRIVE 
SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-1005628 
RePlat of Carmel Cove – Unit II 
Mandalay Communities, Inc 
 
DEED 3796        6800 NORTH 95th AVENUE 
CONVEYANCE OF EASEMENT 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-1104426 
Easement for Sewer Lines 
Outlets at Westgate, LLC 
 
DEED 3797        6800 NORTH 95th AVENUE 
CONVEYANCE OF EASEMENT 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-1104427 
Easement for Water and Sewer Lines 
Outlets at Westgate, LLC 
 
DEED 3798        6800 NORTH 95th AVENUE 
CONVEYANCE OF EASEMENT 
Maricopa County Recording No. 2012-1104428 
Easement for Water Lines 
Outlets at Westgate, LLC 
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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 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
THE SECOND SUBSTANTIAL AMENDMENT TO FY 2010-11 ANNUAL ACTION 
PLAN TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD STABILIZATION PROGRAM 3  
(RESOLUTION)  (PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED) 

Staff Contact: Gilbert Lopez, Revitalization Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to conduct a public hearing, waive reading beyond the title, and 
adopt a resolution approving a second substantial amendment to the City of Glendale’s Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2010-11 Community Development Block Grant Annual Action Plan, Neighborhood 
Stabilization Program 3 (NSP 3).  This amendment will allow for the expansion of the area in 
which foreclosed homes can be acquired for rehabilitation and resale.  The NSP 3 formula grant 
allocated $3,718,377 in funding to Glendale, to continue to address the impact of foreclosures in 
select neighborhoods.  This amendment will allow the NSP 3 program to expand into the existing 
NSP target areas of 85301, 85302, and 85303 zip codes.  

Background Summary 
 
In 2010, a third version of NSP (NSP 3) was rolled out, created by the Dodd-Frank Wall Street 
Reform and Consumer Protection Act, and Glendale was allocated $3.7 million in NSP 3 funding.  
The Neighborhood Stabilization Program (NSP) was originally designed to address housing 
foreclosure issues in our communities, first introduced in 2008 through the Housing and 
Economic Recovery Act of 2008 (HERA).  In 2009, a competitive version of NSP was rolled out 
through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA), known as NSP 2, which allowed 
non-profits to directly apply for funding.    
 
NSP 3, the latest version, closely replicates the original NSP program, with some specific 
neighborhood targeting requirements to ensure community impact.  The grant application process 
included the selection of very specific areas to purchase foreclosed residential properties, to 
rehabilitate and resell to qualifying families and individuals.  The selection was based on the 
number of foreclosures, community involvement, and the provision of other city services.   
 
Through a formal Request for Proposal (RFP) process, Habitat for Humanity Central Arizona was 
awarded $1,296,540 to help Glendale mitigate the impact of foreclosures.  Since the contract was 
signed, the market has changed and the availability of foreclosed houses within the existing target 
areas has decreased dramatically.  In order to continue to mitigate foreclosures and have the 
greatest impact, it is necessary to expand the target areas to match those of the original NSP target 
areas, which include properties within the 85301, 85302, and 85303 zip codes.  
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Previous Related Council Action 
 
At the February 21, 2013 CDAC meeting, the proposed amendment was presented and discussed.  
The committee members then voted unanimously to support the action to expand the target areas 
to match those of the original NSP program.    

Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The funds received from HUD for Glendale’s NSP 3 Program will address the redevelopment of 
abandoned and foreclosed homes and other eligible properties in the city of Glendale.  This will 
help to stabilize neighborhoods where the foreclosed/abandoned homes are currently located.   
 
A public notice regarding the proposed amendment was published in The Glendale Star on March 
7 and 14, 2013, notifying the public of the 15-day comment period (March 8 through March 25), 
and the scheduled public hearing on March 21, 2013.   
 
Copies of the proposed amendment are and will be available for review from March 8 through 
March 25, 2013, at the following city locations (city department office hours can vary; however, 
the hours are generally 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday): 

1. Reference desk of the Glendale Main Public Library, 5959 West Brown Street 
2. Reference desk of the Velma Teague Branch Library, 7010 North 58th Avenue 
3. Reference desk of the Foothills Branch Library, 19055 North 57th Avenue 
4. Community Revitalization Division, 5850 West Glendale Avenue, Suite 107 
5. Glendale Community Housing Administrative Office, 6842 North 61st Avenue 
 
The proposed amendment is also available online on the city’s website.  

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Resolution 

Other 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Gilbert Lopez, Revitalization Administrator 

Item Title: 
THE SECOND SUBSTANTIAL AMENDMENT TO FY 2010-11 ANNUAL  
ACTION PLAN TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD STABILIZATION PROGRAM 3  
(RESOLUTION)  (PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED) 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report provides information to support a request for City Council to adopt a resolution 
amending the city’s FY 2010-11 Annual Action Plan, Neighborhood Stabilization Program 3 (NSP 
3), to expand the area in which foreclosed homes can be purchased for rehabilitation.  This 
formula grant allocated $3,718,377 in funding to the City of Glendale, to continue to address the 
impact of foreclosures in select neighborhoods.  This amendment will allow the NSP 3 program to 
expand into the existing NSP target areas of 85301, 85302, and 85303 zip codes.        

BACKGROUND 
 
In 2010, a third version of NSP (NSP 3) was rolled out, created by the Dodd-Frank Wall Street 
Reform and Consumer Protection Act, and Glendale was allocated $3.7 million in NSP 3 funding.  The 
Neighborhood Stabilization Program (NSP) was originally designed to address housing foreclosure 
issues in our communities, first introduced in 2008 through the Housing and Economic Recovery 
Act of 2008 (HERA).  In 2009, a competitive version of NSP was rolled out through the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA), known as NSP 2, which allowed non-profits to directly 
apply for funding.    
 
NSP 3, the latest version, closely replicates the original NSP program, with some specific 
neighborhood targeting requirements to ensure community impact.  The grant application process 
included the selection of very specific areas to purchase foreclosed residential properties, to 
rehabilitate and resell to qualifying families and individuals.  The selection was based on the 
number of foreclosures, community involvement, and the provision of other city services.   
 
Glendale’s NSP 3 plan allocated $1.8 million for the purchase and rehabilitation of foreclosed 
multifamily properties within a specific target area.  A formal Request for Proposal (RFP) process 
resulted in the Gorman Group (in partnership with Catholic Social Services), purchasing Norwood 
Village apartment complex, located at 6738 North 45th  Avenue in Glendale.  The Gorman Group was 
able to secure an additional $13.4 million in non-governmental private equity and debt financing.  
The notice to proceed has been issued and construction has begun.     
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The city also allocated $250,000 of NSP 3 funding for the demolition of substandard, blighted 
structures within the target areas.  Staff continues to work with other city departments and partners 
to identify blighted, underperforming, vacant properties, for demolition.        
 
Through a formal RFP process, Habitat for Humanity Central Arizona, was awarded $1,296,540 to 
help Glendale mitigate the impact of foreclosures.  Since the contract was signed, the market has 
changed and the availability of foreclosed houses within the existing target areas has decreased 
dramatically.  In order to continue to mitigate foreclosures and have the greatest impact, it is 
necessary to expand the target areas to match those of the original NSP target areas, which include 
properties within the 85301, 85302, and 85303 zip codes.    

ANALYSIS 
 
• The proposed amendment would allow the city’s non-profit partner, Habitat for Humanity 

Central Arizona, to expand the area in which they purchase foreclosed homes from four small 
neighborhoods, to those used in the original NSP program.   

 
• The original NSP program, which began in 2009, allowed the city to purchase properties 

within the 85301, 85302, and 85303 zip code areas.  The NSP 3 program called for a more 
focused approach to the purchase of homes.  During the implementation phase, staff noticed 
that the number of available homes in the target neighborhoods was greatly reduced.  The 
market was evolving, and the city needed to adjust its strategy.  With the knowledge that the 
city was still having success acquiring foreclosed properties within the larger target area, the 
city conducted research and according to HUD, found that many cities had to adjust their target 
areas, and were encouraged to do so.  This would allow Habitat for Humanity Central Arizona, 
to continue to acquire, rehabilitate, and resell abandoned and foreclosed residential homes by 
expanding their target area under NSP 3. 

 
• At the February 21, 2013 CDAC meeting, the committee members voted unanimously to 

support the action to expand the target areas to match those of the original NSP program.  
CDAC conducted a public hearing soliciting public comment, and none was received.  

 
• There is no impact on city departments, staff, or service levels. 
 
• Not taking action to expand the acquisition target areas would result in the city’s partner not 

being able to purchase enough foreclosed properties to address the impact of foreclosures in 
the hardest hit neighborhoods.   
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• NSP 3 has an expenditure deadline that calls for funding recapture, or grant repayment if not 
met, so it is very important that Council take action, allowing the city’s non-profit partner to 
expend enough NSP funds to meet the statutory March 16, 2014 deadline.   

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
NSP 3 funding is a federally funded, one-time allocation, provided through HUD.  If approved, the 
second amendment will allow the NSP 3 program to expand into the existing NSP target areas of 
zip codes 85301, 85302, and 85303, allowing the city to continue its efforts to address the effects 
of foreclosures in Glendale neighborhoods.  Because this is a federally funded program, there will 
be no fiscal impact to the city. 
  



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4656 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, APPROVING 
AND AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION OF THE SECOND 
SUBSTANTIAL AMENDMENT TO THE FISCAL YEAR 2010-
11 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD 
STABILIZATION PROGRAM 3 (NSP 3) TO THE U.S. 
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
EXPANDING THE EXISTING TARGET AREAS TO INCLUDE 
ELIGIBLE RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES WITHIN THE 85301, 
85302, AND 85303 POSTAL ZIP CODES, ALLOWING FOR 
THE ACQUISITION, REHABILITATION AND RESALE OF 
FORECLOSED PROPERTIES. 

 
 
 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 Second Substantial Amendment to the Fiscal Year 2010-11 Annual 
Action Plan to the Neighborhood Stabilization Program 3 (“NSP 3”) be entered into, which 
amendment is now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale. 
 
 
 SECTION 2.  That the City Manager or his designee is hereby authorized and directed to 
submit said Amendment to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), 
and execute any and all necessary documents on behalf of the City of Glendale. 
 
 
 SECTION 3.  That the City Manager or his designee is hereby authorized and directed to 
execute all agreements and documents effectuating the amendment expanding the NSP 3 target 
areas to eligible residential properties within the incorporated City of Glendale Postal ZIP Codes 
of 85301, 85302 and 85303 in order to continue the acquisition, rehabilitation, and resale of 
foreclosed properties to address the effects of abandoned and foreclosed properties.  These 
activities are hereby approved by Council as long as the action is consistent with the approved 
Annual Action Plan for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and the Amendment thereto. 



 

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 
 
hud_amdmt_2010annualactionplan.doc 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  
Title: LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH THE NEW WESTGATE, LLC 

Staff Contact: Brian Friedman, Executive Director, Community and Economic  
Development 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a license agreement with The New Westgate, LLC 
(TNW) to allow for landscape, landscape maintenance, signage, shade sails, banners and 
pedestrian access improvements including sidewalks and a handicapped ramp on city-owned 
property at Westgate.  Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a 
resolution authorizing the City Manager to approve a license agreement and execute the required 
documentation. 

Background Summary 
 
The New Westgate recently acquired portions of the Westgate mixed use project and has been 
actively marketing retail and office space in the Sports and Entertainment District, along with 
making landscape and hardscape improvements on their property which enhances the tenant and 
visitor experience at Westgate. TNW’s property is primarily located in the core of Westgate south 
of Glendale Avenue between Hanna Drive and Coyotes Boulevard.  The city owns land west of 93rd 
Avenue and east of 95th Avenue which is adjacent to the Sports and Entertainment District’s core. 
 
Tanger Outlets Westgate opened on November 15, 2012.  TNW is a joint venture partner with the 
outlet mall which is located on the south side of Glendale Avenue on the west side of 95th Avenue.   
Since the opening of Tanger Outlets, the amount of vehicular and pedestrian activity has greatly 
increased.  As a result, TNW is desirous of making landscape, hardscape and signage 
improvements to enhance pedestrian flow and visibility between the two retail environments.  
Presently there is no sidewalk along this portion of Hanna Drive which makes for an 
uncomfortable pedestrian experience as patrons park their vehicles and move between the 
shopping, dining, and theatre experience within Westgate.  The proposed improvements will 
improve safety and pedestrian comfort. 
 
The proposed license agreement is needed to allow public ingress and egress on city-owned 
surface parking lots at various locations as well as the installation of signage, shade sails, banners, 
sidewalks and a handicap ramp.   
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Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The proposed improvements will be designed, constructed and maintained by The New Westgate 
and benefit the public from a safety and aesthetic viewpoint.   
 
This improvement will allow for a easier and safer access for visitors of Westgate and offers 
continuity between two entertainment and shopping districts. 
 
The proposed improvements for the sidewalk, landscape, landscape maintenance and banners will 
be designed, constructed and maintained by TNW.  An initial 20 year term is proposed in the 
license agreement with provisions for two consecutive additional terms of five years each.  TNW 
accepts maintenance responsibilities for these areas which they estimate at $12,000 to $18,000 
annually. 
 
The proposed improvements for the signage will be designed, constructed and maintained by 
TNW.  An initial 30 year term is proposed in the license agreement with provisions for two 
consecutive additional terms of five years each.  TNW accepts maintenance responsibilities for 
these signs.   
 
There are no costs incurred by the city as a result of any of this action. 
 

Attachments 
Staff Report 

Resolution 

License Agreement 

Aerial Photograph 

Illustration Pedestrian Link –Birds Eye View 

Illustration Pedestrian Link – Street View 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 

From: Brian Friedman, Executive Director, Community and Economic  
Development 

Item Title: LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH THE NEW WESTGATE, LLC 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

 
Purpose & Recommended Action 
 
This is request for Council to approve a License Agreement with The New Westgate, LLC (TNW) to 
allow for landscape, landscape maintenance, signage, shade sails, banners and pedestrian access 
improvements including sidewalks and a handicap ramp on city-owned property at Westgate.  The 
purpose of this report is to request that the City Manager place this item on an agenda for City 
Council consideration and action. 

Background Summary 
 
TNW recently acquired portions of the Westgate mixed use project and has been actively 
marketing retail and office space in the Sports and Entertainment District, along with making 
landscape and hardscape improvements on their property which enhances the tenant and visitor 
experience at Westgate.  TNW’s property is primarily located in the core of Westgate south of 
Glendale Avenue between Hanna Drive and Coyotes Boulevard.  The city owns land west of 93rd 
Avenue and east of 95th Avenue which is adjacent to the Sports and Entertainment District’s core.   
 
Tanger Outlets Westgate opened on November 15, 2012.  TNW is a joint venture partner with the 
outlet mall which is located on the south side of Glendale Avenue on the west side of 95th Avenue.   
Since the opening of Tanger Outlets, the amount of vehicular and pedestrian activity has greatly 
increased. As a result, TNW is desirous of making landscape, hardscape and signage 
improvements to enhance pedestrian flow and visibility between the two retail environments.  
Presently, there is no sidewalk along this portion of Hanna Drive which makes for an 
uncomfortable pedestrian experience as patrons park their vehicles and move between the 
shopping, dining, and theatre experience within Westgate.  The proposed improvements will 
improve safety and patron comfort.   
 
The proposed license agreement is needed to allow public ingress and egress on city-owned 
property at various locations as well as the installation of signage, shade sails, banners, sidewalks 
and a handicap ramp.  TNW plans to install the following improvements:  
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a) East/West Pedestrian Connections:  Two new defined pedestrian connections are proposed 
at Hanna Drive and Coyotes Boulevard and are intended to provide a connection between 
Tanger Outlets and the core of Westgate’s Entertainment District.  These improvements 
will provide a sidewalk connection that links the existing parking lots to the new 
pedestrian connections.  The sidewalks will eliminate the need for pedestrians to walk 
through decomposed granite and increase movements between the two major retail 
developments.  The sail canopies will provide shade to pedestrians at select locations and 
will add visual interest to this area.  
 

b) Freestanding Way Finding Signs on 95th Avenue:  Two new signs are proposed on Lot 15 at 
two locations:  Hanna Drive and Coyotes Boulevard.  The signs will be 22 feet high and do 
not conflict with existing traffic signal poles and ground mounted mechanical equipment.   
 

c) Freestanding Way Finding Sign on 93rd Avenue:  One new sign is proposed on Lot 13 near 
Hanna Drive on the west side of 93rd Avenue.  The sign will be identical to the two signs in 
(b) above planned on 95th Avenue.   
 

d) Landscape Medians:  Various hardscape and landscape improvements are proposed in the 
medians in Hanna Drive and Coyotes Boulevard between 95th Avenue and the Sports and 
Entertainment District.  The median locations are adjacent to Lot 15 and north of the 
Renaissance Hotel and parking garage. 
 

e) Handicap Ramp:  As a portion of the sidewalk and landscaping improvements, TNW will 
install an Americans with Disabilities Act compliant ramp on the sidewalk located generally 
at the southeast corner of the parking lot nearest the northwest corner of Coyotes 
Boulevard and Americana Drive.  
 

f) The proposed improvements for the sidewalk, landscape, landscape maintenance and 
banners will be designed, constructed and maintained by TNW.  An initial 20 year term is 
proposed in the license agreement with provisions for two consecutive additional terms of 
five years each.  TNW accepts maintenance responsibilities for these areas which they 
estimate at $12,000 to $18,000 annually. 
 

g) The proposed improvements for the signage will be designed, constructed and maintained 
by TNW.  An initial 30 year term is proposed in the license agreement with provisions for 
two consecutive additional terms of five years each.  TNW accepts maintenance 
responsibilities for these signs.   
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ANALYSIS 
 
• There are no costs to the city for any of the physical improvements to city property.  TNW 

estimates that the overall capital improvement estimate for these improvements exceeds 
$300,000.    
 

• There will be no impact on any city departments, staff or service levels as a result of this 
action.  By TNW accepting the maintenance responsibilities for portions of Westgate that are 
currently the responsibility of Parks, Recreation & Library Services, the demands on this 
department will be reduced. 
 

• The license agreement will allow the surface parking lots to continue to operate uninterrupted 
and the proposed improvements will enhance pedestrian safety, comfort and improve 
visibility for existing and future tenants, and will enhance the aesthetics of Westgate. 
 

• This agreement does not interfere with the city’s ability to operate existing infrastructure 
including the traffic signals on 93rd Avenue and 95th Avenue. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
There are no costs incurred by the city as a result of this action. 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4657 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, APPROVING 
A LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH THE NEW WESTGATE LLC 
FOR SIDEWALK AND LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS, 
MONUMENT SIGNAGE IMPROVEMENTS AND LIGHT POLE 
BANNERS AT THE NEW WESTGATE PARCEL. 

 
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 License Agreement with The New Westgate for sidewalk and landscape 
improvements, monument signage improvements and light pole banners at the new Westgate 
Parcel 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 City Manager and the City Clerk are hereby 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 
 
l_new westgate.doc 
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Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting  
Title: THE NEW WESTGATE, LLC TEMPORARY PARKING AGREEMENT  

Staff Contact: Brian Friedman, Executive Director, Community and Economic  
Development 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a license agreement with The New Westgate, LLC 
(TNW) to enter into a temporary parking agreement with The New Westgate, LLC (TNW) for the 
use of the Lot 5 of Westgate generally located south of the southwest corner of Glendale and 91st 
Avenues.  Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to approve a license agreement and execute the required 
documentation. 

Background Summary 
 
The city is required to provide parking spaces at Westgate City Center through its agreements 
with the Arizona Sports and Tourism Authority (AZSTA), the Arizona Cardinals, Coyote Center 
Development, LLC and Arena Development, LLC.  Until full build out of this Planned Area 
Development (PAD), it has always been the understanding of the parties involved that this parking 
will be relocated as necessary to accommodate construction while maintaining the minimum 
number of spaces required.  With the construction of the Tanger Factory Outlet Center, alternative 
parking spaces were identified last year to meet the city’s obligation for adequate parking for 
major events in the Sports and Entertainment District. 
 
On May 22, 2012 the City Council approved of a Temporary License Agreement for Lot 5 of 
Westgate owned by TNW.  This parcel includes 1,679 paved parking spaces.  The term of the Lease 
Agreement was one year with this temporary parking agreement expiring on June 30, 2013.  The 
new proposed agreement removes the design and construction language as the parking lot was 
constructed last year, adds a lighting replacement provision and extends the agreement for an 
additional year expiring on June 30, 2014. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On May 22, 2012, Council authorized the approval to enter into a Temporary Parking Agreement 
with The New Westgate LLC for the use of the Lot 5 Westgate generally located south of the 
southwest corner of Glendale and 91st Avenues. 
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On September 28, 2004, Council adopted a resolution authorizing the entering into of a 
Memorandum of Agreement with the Arizona Cardinals and the AZSTA for a multiuse stadium and 
related improvements. 
 
On May 27, 2003, Council authorized the approval of the Parking License and Agreement with 
Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions with the AZSTA and the Arizona Cardinals.  That 
agreement was amended on August 15, 2005. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
The city will continue to reimburse TNW for 50% of the costs of maintaining the 1,679 temporary 
spaces.  The city will continue to pay 50% of the costs of the portable temporary lighting fixtures 
used to light the 1,679 spaces, including maintenance costs of such lighting equipment and 
provision of fuel.  The city will also reimburse TNW for the full cost real estate taxes on the 
property for the year. 
 
Associated with the costs of this agreement, funds are available in the FY 2013-14 capital 
improvement plan.  Based on the County’s real estate tax assessments, staff estimates $80,000 for 
the 2013-14 property taxes, for this site.  Fuel charges of $7,500 and maintenance fees of $7,500 
are anticipated for a total of $95,000. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Resolution 

Agreement 

Total Estimated 
Cost 

Fund-Department-Account 

$95,000 2100-84407-550400,  New Development Infrastructure   
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 

From: Brian Friedman, Executive Director, Community and Economic  
Development 

Item Title: THE NEW WESTGATE, LLC TEMPORARY PARKING AGREEMENT  
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         3/26/2013 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a license agreement with The New Westgate, LLC 
(TNW) to enter into a temporary parking agreement for the use of the Lot 5 of Westgate generally 
located south of the southwest corner of Glendale and 91st Avenues.  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 is required to provide parking spaces at Westgate City Center through its agreements 
with the Arizona Sports and Tourism Authority (AZSTA), the Arizona Cardinals, Coyote Center 
Development, LLC and Arena Development, LLC.  Until full build out of this Planned Area 
Development (PAD), it has always been the understanding of the parties involved that this parking 
will be relocated as necessary to accommodate construction while maintaining the minimum 
number of spaces required.  With the construction of the Tanger Factory Outlet Center, alternative 
parking spaces were identified last year to meet the city’s obligation for adequate parking for 
major events in the Sports and Entertainment District. 
 
On May 22, 2012, the City Council approved a Temporary License Agreement for Lot 5 of Westgate 
owned by TNW.  This parcel includes 1,679 paved parking spaces.  The term of the Lease 
Agreement was one year with this temporary parking agreement expiring on June 30, 2013.  The 
proposed agreement simply removes the design and construction language from the original 
agreement as the parking lot was constructed last year, adds a lighting replacement provision and 
extends the agreement for an additional year expiring on June 30, 2014. 
 
ANALYSIS 
 
The city has an obligation to provide 6,000 parking spaces.  The agreement worked well for both 
the city and TNW last year and as a result, is being brought forward once again this year for 
Council consideration. 
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FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The city will continue to reimburse TNW for 50% of the costs of maintaining the 1,679 temporary 
spaces.  The city will continue to pay 50% of the costs of the portable temporary lighting fixtures 
used to light the 1,679 spaces, including maintenance costs of such lighting equipment and 
provision of fuel.  The city will also reimburse TNW for the full cost of real estate taxes on the 
property for the year.  The total estimate cost for this agreement is $95,000 and will be paid from 
account 2100-84407-550400, New Development Infrastructure. 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4658 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF 
AN AGREEMENT ENTITLED, “TEMPORARY PARKING 
AGREEMENT” WITH THE NEW WESTGATE LLC FOR 
CERTAIN TEMPORARY PARKING RIGHTS AT WESTGATE.  

 
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 Temporary Parking Agreement for the parking rights with The New 
Westgate, LLC. 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. 
 
 SECTION 3.  Neither the members of the City Council of the City of Glendale nor any 
officer, employee or agent of the City shall be subject to any personal liability or accountability 
by reason of the execution of the documents. 
 
 SECTION 4.  Notice of A.R.S. § 38-511 is hereby given. 
 

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 
 
a_parking westgate 13.doc 
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TEMPORARY PARKING AGREEMENT 
 
 
THIS TEMPORARY PARKING AGREEMENT (this "Agreement") is made and entered 

into effective as of _____________________, 2013, by and between the CITY OF GLENDALE, 
an Arizona municipal corporation (the "City"), and THE NEW WESTGATE LLC, a Delaware 
limited liability company ("TNW"). 

 
RECITALS 

 
A. The City and Coyote Center Development, LLC, a Delaware limited liability 

company (“CCD”) are parties to that certain Mixed-Use Development Agreement (the "MUDA'') 
dated as of November 29, 2001, and recorded with the Maricopa County, Arizona Recorder as 
Instrument No. 2001-1155422, by and among the City, CCD and Glendale-101 Development, 
LLC, a Delaware limited liability company ("101").  Pursuant to an Assignment and Assumption 
Agreement dated as of September 26, 2006, CCD succeeded to the duties, rights, obligations and 
interest of 101 under the MUDA.  The MUDA was amended by a First Amendment to Mixed-
Use Development Agreement dated January 25, 2011 and recorded with the Maricopa County, 
Arizona Recorder as Instrument No. 20110086619 (the “First Amendment”). 

 
B. The MUDA provides, among other things, for the development by CCD (in its 

own capacity and as successor to 101 for purposes of the MUDA) of both the "Entertainment 
Project" and the "Retail/Residential Project", each as defined in the MUDA.  The Entertainment 
Project and the Retail/Residential Project are collectively referred to in this Agreement as the 
"Westgate Project" or "Westgate" and are on Lots 1A, 1B, 2A, 2B, 2C, 3A, 3B, 3C, 5A, 5B, 5C, 
5D, 5E, 5F, 6A, 6B-1, 6B-2, 11, 12A-1, 12B, 12C, 12D, 12E, 12F-2, 12G, 12H and Parcel B of 
Westgate, according to the plat thereof (the "Westgate Final Plat") recorded on May 2, 2005 in 
the Official Records of the Maricopa County, Arizona Recorder in Book 745, at Page 14 and as 
amended by minor land divisions (in this Agreement, all references to "Lot" or "Lots" shall be to 
the corresponding Lot or Lots shown on the Westgate Final Plat).  Westgate is adjacent to the 
City-owned arena (the "Arena" as defined in the MUDA) that is now known as the Jobing.com 
Arena. 

 
C. Certain portions of Westgate have been previously conveyed by CCD to and 

developed by third parties in accordance with the MUDA. 
 

D. By reason of certain foreclosures of deeds of trust by its constituent member 
entities, TNW has succeeded to the remaining interests of CCD in Westgate. 

 
E. The City and CCD entered into an Agreement for the Replacement of Temporary 

Parking dated as of July 1, 2008 (the “2008 Temporary Parking Agreement”), which agreement 
was superseded in its entirety by an Amended and Restated Agreement for the Replacement of 
Temporary Parking effective as of January 25, 2011 (the "Restated Temporary Parking 
Agreement"). 
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F. Other parties to the 2008 Temporary Parking Agreement were Coyotes Hockey, 
LLC, a Delaware limited liability company (the “Team”), Arena Management Group, LLC, a 
Delaware limited liability company (“Arena Manager”), and Glendale Garage LLC, an Arizona 
limited liability company ("Garage Developer").  The Team and the Arena Manager had the right 
to use and occupy the Arena pursuant to an Arena Management, Use and Lease Agreement dated 
as of November 29, 2001 (the “Arena Lease”).  Pursuant to actions taken in the United States 
Bankruptcy Court, District of Arizona in connection with the voluntary petitions for relief under 
Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code filed by the Team and Arena Manager on May 5, 2009 (Case 
Nos. 2:09-bk-09491-RTB and 2:09-bk- 09495-RTB, which cases are being jointly administered 
with the Chapter 11 bankruptcy proceedings of Dewey Ranch Hockey, LLC (Case No. 2:09-bk 
09488-RTBP) and Coyotes Holdings, LLC (Case No. 2:09-bk-09500-RTB) under Case No.2:09-
bk-09488-RTBP), the Team and Arena Manager rejected the Arena Lease and the 2008 
Temporary Parking Agreement and no longer have any right, title or interest in, or liability 
under, either such agreement.  Garage Developer was never created as a legal entity, and 
accordingly the 2008 Temporary Parking Agreement never became effective as to Garage 
Developer.  

 
G. The City has requested that TNW enter into this Agreement so that the City may 

comply with certain obligations it has with non-parties to this Agreement. 
 

H. TNW has agreed to enter into this Agreement with the City for certain temporary 
parking rights and obligations in consideration of the agreements, acknowledgements and 
payments being made by the City under this Agreement. 

 
AGREEMENT 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants, agreements and obligations 

contained in this Agreement, the sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, the parties agree 
as follows: 

 
1. Recitals and Defined Terms.  The City and TNW confirm the accuracy of the 

foregoing Recitals, which are incorporated into and comprise part of this Agreement.  In addition 
to the terms defined in other sections of this Agreement, for the purposes of this Agreement the 
following terms shall be defined as follows: 

 
(a) “Arena Events” means any revenue or non-revenue producing sports, 

entertainment, cultural or civic event or other activity (including related event 
set-up and take down) which is either (i) presented or held in the bowl (main 
seating) portion of the inside Arena facility, or (ii) presented or held in any 
other portion of the inside Arena facility in a manner that precludes the use of 
the bowl (main seating) portion of the inside Arena facility for other events or 
activities.   
 

(b) “Mega Event” means a Super Bowl game, a Fiesta Bowl game, any other 
college bowl game, an NCAA Final Four basketball tournament game, a 
World Cup soccer game or a national political party convention.  
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(c) “Stadium” means the University of Phoenix Stadium where the Arizona 

Cardinals home football games are played. 
 
(d) “Large Stadium Non-Mega Event” means an event at the Stadium that the 

Stadium manager anticipates attendance will be greater than 40,000. 
 
(e) “Stadium Events” means any professional football game, Mega Event or 

Large Stadium Non-Mega Event at the Stadium. 
 

2. Council Approval; and Conditions Precedent.  This Agreement shall be 
effective and binding upon the parties and irrevocable only upon execution by all parties, and 
final approval by the City Council.  The parties acknowledge and agree that City Council 
approval of this Agreement is within the sole and absolute discretion of the City Council.   

 
3. Term.  This term of this Agreement shall commence on July 1, 2013 and shall 

expire on June 30, 2014. 
 

4. Parking.   
 
a. Generally.  TNW will provide a total of 1679 temporary parking spaces 

(the “1679 Temporary Spaces”) to the City at no charge to the City for Arena Events and 
Stadium Events.  The 1679 Temporary Spaces will be located on the property identified on the 
attached Exhibit A. 

 
b. Design and Construction.   
 

i. No permanent lighting, landscaping or signage will be required by 
the City or provided by TNW as part of the 1679 Temporary Spaces and/or this Agreement. 

 
c. Lighting.  Subject to the City’s payment obligations in Section 4.f. of this 

Agreement below, TNW shall provide and maintain the lighting, including the provision of fuel 
for such lighting, for the 1679 Temporary Spaces via the portable temporary lighting equipment 
that currently exists on the Property. 

 
d. Maintenance.  Subject to the City’s obligations set forth in Sections 4.e. 

and 4.f. below, TNW shall have the right to use and be responsible for repair, maintenance and 
operation of the 1679 Temporary Spaces. 

 
e. Operations. 
 

i. Parking Revenue. The City, or entities associated with Stadium 
Events (the “Stadium Entities”), shall be entitled to impose parking charges and retain the 
revenue therefrom for the use of the 1679 Temporary Spaces during Arena Events or Stadium 
Events.  The City or Stadium Entities may contract with a parking operator to collect such 
revenue on these entities behalf.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, TNW may charge parking 
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charges and retain all of the revenue therefrom for any parking on the Property that is not 
otherwise exclusively dedicated to Arena Events or Stadium Events.  TNW also may impose 
parking charges and retain all of the revenue therefrom at any and all times on any other property 
owned by TNW. 

 
ii. Event Parking Support.  City shall be, or shall cause the Stadium 

Entities to be, responsible to provide, at its cost and coordination, all traffic control, parking 
control, security, portable restroom facilities and any other necessary services or equipment for 
Arena Events and Stadium Events and to support the parking for such games/events.  During the 
term of this Agreement, the City shall, at no cost or expense to TNW, obtain and maintain (or 
cause to be obtained and maintained) in full force and effect with respect to such temporary 
parking spaces, parking operator liability insurance meeting the requirements set forth on Exhibit 
B attached hereto with respect to the use of the 1679 Temporary Spaces by the City whether or 
not in accordance with the Agreement. 

 
iii. Refuse and clean up.  City shall, or shall cause the Stadium Entities 

to, provide and pay for all refuse services and clean-up of the Property after Arena Events and 
Stadium Events. 

 
f. City Payment Obligations.  In addition to those obligations that the City 

is solely financially responsible for as set forth in Sections  4e.(ii) and 4e.(iii) above, 
 

i. City agrees to reimburse TNW for Fifty Percent (50%) of the costs 
of maintaining the 1679 Temporary Spaces; and 
 

ii. City shall pay to TNW as additional rent an amount equal to Fifty 
Percent (50%) of all costs of the portable temporary lighting fixtures used to light the 1679 
Temporary Spaces, including maintenance and replacement costs of such lighting equipment and 
provision of fuel, but excluding the original purchase price of the existing temporary lighting 
fixtures. 

 
iii. City agrees to reimburse TNW for One Hundred Percent (100%) of 

the cost of the real estate taxes on the Property for Tax Year 2013.  TNW shall pay the taxes that 
will be due on October 1, 2013 and March 1, 2014 for the Property and the City shall reimburse 
TNW for One Hundred Percent (100%) of the amount paid for such taxes within Fifteen (15) 
days of receipt by the City of evidence of payment of such taxes by TNW.  If reasonably 
requested by City, TNW, at the City’s sole cost and expense, shall cooperate with City to appeal 
the assessment of real property taxes on the Property for Tax Year 2013.  TNW, at City’s sole 
cost and expense, shall prosecute such appeal.  The City shall be responsible for reimbursing 
TNW for all of TNW’s costs and fees relating to such appeal from Tax Year 2013 assessments 
including without limitation, any reasonable attorneys’ fees. 

 
iv. In addition to City’s payment obligations under this Agreement, 

City shall pay all taxes (including, but not limited to any and all sales, rent, privilege or excise 
taxes) owed on the rent payments made under this Agreement. 
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g. Timing of City’s Payment Obligations.  Not more frequently than once a 

month, the City shall reimburse TNW for costs and expenses advanced by TNW as set forth in 
Sections 4.g. above or otherwise in this Agreement within fifteen (15) days of receipt by City of 
evidence of such costs and expenses. 

 
h. City’s Failure to Make its Payment Obligations.  In addition to all other 

remedies available under this Agreement and under applicable law, and notwithstanding 
anything to the contrary in this Agreement, if the City is in default of its payment and other 
obligations under this Agreement and such default continues for more than 5 days after receiving 
written notice from TNW of such default pursuant to Section 12 of this Agreement, 
notwithstanding anything to the contrary in Section 4(f) above, the City shall pay TNW (1) One 
Hundred Percent (100%) of the costs of maintaining the 1679 Temporary Spaces, and (2), as 
additional rent,  One Hundred Percent (100%) of all costs of the portable temporary lighting 
fixtures used to light the 1679 Temporary Spaces, including maintenance and replacement costs 
of such lighting equipment and provision of fuel.  
 

5. City Acknowledgements of TNW Parking Obligations During Arena Events.  
If and to the extent any of the various agreements relating to parking at Westgate are enforceable 
against TNW (which TNW does not concede), TNW and City hereby acknowledge and agree 
that; 

a. TNW is in compliance with Agreements.  Notwithstanding anything to 
the contrary contained in any previous agreements involving Westgate, TNW and its 
predecessors in interest have through the date of this Agreement fully and completely satisfied 
any and all requirements under such agreements and there exists no breach, default or event of 
default by TNW or its predecessors in interest, or any event or condition which, with notice or 
passage of time or both, would constitute a breach, default or event of default by TNW or its 
predecessors in interest under any previous parking agreements involving Westgate. 

  
b. Temporary Permissible Parking Areas.  The temporary permissible 

parking areas as addressed under the MUDA as amended by the First Amendment, and/or as 
addressed by any other agreement related to Westgate, are hereby defined as follows:  Any area 
south of Glendale Avenue, west of 91st Avenue, east of the 101 Freeway, and north of Maryland 
Avenue.  This Section 5 (b) shall survive the expiration or earlier termination of this Agreement. 

 
c. Event Overlap.   On those dates when events are occurring at both the 

Arena and the Stadium, the 1679 Temporary Spaces are dedicated to the Arena only and TNW 
shall have no requirement to provide any parking spaces for the Stadium event. 

 
d. TNW Parking Charges.  TNW may or may not impose, at its sole and 

absolute discretion, parking charges for parking on any of its property that is not otherwise 
exclusively dedicated for Arena Events or professional football games or Mega Events at the 
Stadium in accordance with this Agreement.  All such parking revenues shall belong exclusively 
to TNW.  This Section 5 (d) shall survive the expiration or earlier termination of this Agreement. 
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e. TNW Rights.  Other than during Arena Events or professional football 
games and Mega Events at the Stadium, TNW has full control of the Property including any use 
for revenue-generating events at any time except during Stadium Events and Arena Events. At 
all times, TNW shall have full control of all Westgate property owned by TNW (other than the 
Property), including any use for revenue-generating events. Notwithstanding the foregoing, 
TNW may not charge revenue for parking spaces on Westgate property owned by TNW (other 
than the Property) during Arena Events except to the extent parking charges are pursuant to any 
tenant leases within Westgate.  

 
f. Parking Negotiations and Agreements.  City shall promptly notify TNW 

of any negotiations with any potential buyer of the Phoenix Coyotes, the arena management 
company, the Arizona Cardinals, the Arizona Sports and Tourism Authority or any other entity 
that refers or relates to any parking rights within Westgate.  In addition, the City shall promptly 
provide TNW with a copy of any parking agreement that refers or relates to Westgate and that is 
being considered by the City prior to the City approving and/or executing such parking 
agreement   

 
The City agrees and covenants that it will not take any action contrary to the above agreements 
and acknowledgements and that such agreements and acknowledgements are a material part of 
the consideration for TNW to enter into this Agreement. 

 
6. Enforcement.  This Agreement shall be governed by, and construed and enforced 

in all respects in accordance with, the laws of the State of Arizona.  The parties hereto hereby 
consent to the exclusive jurisdiction of any state or federal court located within Maricopa 
County, Arizona in any suit, action or proceeding based hereon or arising out of, under or in 
connection with this Agreement.  The parties hereto waive (a) the defense of forum non 
conveniens with respect to any matter arising in connection with this Agreement and (b) any 
defense or claim of sovereign immunity or any similar defense or claim. 

 
7. Attorneys' Fees. In the event of any controversy, claim or dispute between or 

among the parties arising from or relating to this Agreement, the prevailing party(ies) shall be 
entitled to recover reasonable costs, expenses and attorneys' fees.  For all purposes of this 
Agreement, the terms "attorneys' fees" or "counsel fees" shall be deemed to include paralegals 
and legal assistants' fees, and wherever provision is made in this Agreement for the payment of 
attorneys' or counsel's fees or expenses, such provision shall include, but not be limited to, such 
fees and expenses incurred in any and all judicial, bankruptcy, reorganization, administrative or 
other proceedings, including appellate proceedings, whether such fees  or expenses arise before 
proceedings are commenced or after entry of a final judgment. 

 
8. Amendment; Waiver.  No alteration, amendment or modification of this 

Agreement shall be valid unless evidenced by a written instrument executed by the parties with 
the same formality as this Agreement.  The failure of any party to insist in any one or more 
instances upon the strict performance of any of the covenants, agreements, terms, provisions or 
conditions of this Agreement, or to exercise any election or option contained in this Agreement, 
shall not be construed as a waiver or relinquishment for the future of such covenant, agreement, 
term, provision or condition, and the same shall continue in full force and effect.  No waiver by 
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either party of any covenant, agreement, term, provision or condition shall be deemed to have 
been made unless set forth in writing and signed by the appropriate official or officer of such 
party. 

 
9. Severability.  If any section, subsection, term or provision of this Agreement, or  

the application thereof to any party or circumstance, shall, to any extent, be held or determined to 
be invalid or unenforceable, then the remainder of such section, subsection, term or provision, or 
the application thereof to parties or circumstances other than those to which it is held or 
determined to be invalid, shall not be affected thereby, and each remaining section, subsection, 
term or provision of this Agreement shall be valid and enforceable to the fullest extent permitted 
by law. 

 
10. Binding Effect; Assignment.  This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to 

the benefit of the City and TNW and their respective successors and assigns. 
 
11. Relationship of Parties. No partnership or joint venture between the parties is 

established, or intended to be established, by this Agreement. 
 
12. Notices.  All notices, demands, consents, approvals, and other communications to 

be given under this Agreement shall be in writing, and shall be deemed effective upon (i) receipt 
of hand-delivered or overnight courier service, or (ii) delivery or date of refusal of delivery if 
sent by U.S. mail, postage prepaid, certified mail, return receipt requested, in either case 
addressed as follows: 

 
 
To the City: 
City Manager 
City of Glendale 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 
Glendale, AZ 85301 
 
With copy to:  
City Attorney 
City of Glendale 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 
Glendale, AZ 85301 
 
To TNW:  
The New Westgate LLC 
c/o iStar Financial 
10960 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1260 
Los Angeles, CA 90024 
Attention:  David Sotolov 
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With copy to: 
Patrick A. Clisham 
Engelman Berger, P.C. 
3636 North Central Ave, Suite 700 
Phoenix, AZ 85012 
 

Any party may from time-to-time, by written notice to the other parties given in the manner 
described in this Section 12, change the address to which communications to such party pursuant 
to this Agreement are to be sent, or designate one or more persons to whom such 
communications are to be sent. 

 
13. Time is of the Essence.  Time is of the essence of this Agreement and every term 

or performance hereunder. 
 
14. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in one or more counterparts, 

each of which shall be an original, and all of which together shall constitute one and the same 
instrument. 

 
15. Statutory Conflict Provision.  This Agreement is subject to cancellation under 

the provisions of A.R.S. § 38-511. 
 
16. Saturday, Sunday or Holiday.  If the date, or the final day for any period, 

provided in this Agreement for the performance of any obligation or the taking of any other 
action hereunder falls on a day that is a Saturday, Sunday or holiday in the State of Arizona, then 
the date by which such obligation shall be performed or such action shall be taken shall be the 
first date following such Saturday, Sunday or holiday which is not a Saturday, Sunday or 
holiday. 

 
17. Interpretation. Each of the parties has been represented by legal counsel in the 

negotiation of this Agreement.  This Agreement shall be interpreted, applied and enforced 
according to the fair meaning of its provisions and terms, and shall not be construed in favor of, 
or against, either party, regardless of which party may have proposed or drafted any of its 
provisions or terms. 

 
18. Governmental Authority.  Nothing in this Agreement is intended to limit the 

City’s government authority in the exercise its police powers and, unless expressly waived 
herein, all City ordinances and regulations remain fully applicable. 
 

[SIGNATURES CONTINUE ON FOLLOWING PAGE]
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CITY: 
 
CITY OF GLENDALE, a municipal corporation  Dated:      
 
 
By:        
Name: ____________________________________ 
Title: City Manager 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
        
____________, City Attorney 
 
 
Attestation: 
 
        
Pam Hanna, City Clerk 
 
 
THE NEW WESTGATE LLC, a    Dated:      
Delaware limited liability company 
 
By: SFI Westgate City Center – 
Glendale LLC, a Delaware limited  
liability company, its Manager 
 
By:      
Name:           
Its:      
 
[Note:  need notary jurat for TNW (attestation serves that purpose for city)] 
See attached Notary Certificate 
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EXHIBIT A 
Temporary Parking Property 

 
(1) Lot 5(a) of Westgate Plat. APN 102-01-022.  Approximately 498,191 Square Feet of land area 
 
(2) Lot 5(f) of Westgate Plat. APN 101-01-027.  Approximately 29,060 Square Feet of land area. 
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EXHIBIT B 
Insurance Requirements 

 
City shall maintain, at its sole expense, the following types of insurance coverage. 
 
1. Workers’ Compensation Insurance as required by law. 
 
2. Commercial General liability Insurance against any and all damages and liability, including 
attorneys’ fees on account of or arising out of injuries to or the death of any person or damages to the 
property, however occasioned arising out of or in any way related to City’s use of the Property with at 
least a single combined liability and property damage limit of One Million and No/100 Dollars 
($1,000,000.00),which policy maintained by City shall name TNW as an additional insured. 
 
Each policy shall (a) be issued by insurance companies licensed to do business in the State of Arizona, 
and acceptable to TNW, (b) name the parties listed below and their respective affiliates, officers, 
directors, employees, agents and assigns as additional insured’s, (c) be primary and noncontributing with 
respect to any coverage that TNW may carry and the Certificate of Insurance must contain the following 
statement (by attachment, if necessary): 'This insurance shall be primary and non-contributing with 
respect to any coverage that Licensor may carry for losses arising out of the Named Insured's 
operations.”, (d) provide that it shall not be canceled or materially changed without thirty (30) days prior 
written notice to the other party, and (e) be endorsed to provide that Licensee’s and Licensor’s 
underwriters and insurance companies shall not have any right of subrogation against the other party.  An 
original copy of the insurance certificate shall be given to Licensor prior to the commencement of the 
License Term.  The obligations contained in this Exhibit are separate and distinct from all other 
obligations set forth in this Agreement, and are in no way intended to merely support Licensee's duty to 
indemnify set forth in this Agreement. 
 
3. Each requirement above may be satisfied by the City’s self-insurance reserve. 
 
Additional Insured Parties: 
 

1) The New Westgate LLC 
10960 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1260 
Los Angeles, CA 90024 
 

2) SFI Westgate City Center- Glendale LLC 
c/o iStar Asset Services, Inc. 
P.O. Box 3040 
Garden Grove, California 
92842-3040 

 
3)   iStar Financial Inc., and its subsidiaries, successors & assigns  

c/o iStar Asset Services, Inc.  
P.O. Box 3040 
Garden Grove, California 
92842-3040 

 
4) Teetsel Properties, LLC 

2415 East Camelback Road 
Suite 700 
Phoenix, Arizona 
85016 
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5)   Vestar Properties, Inc. 
2425 East Camelback Road 
Suite 750 
Phoenix, Arizona 
85016  
 

6) CCD Equity Partners LLC 
c/o Solus Alternative Asset Management LP 
410 Park Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
Attn: Francis Blair 
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Meeting	Date:							 3/26/2013	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting	

Title:	 DISCUSS	AND	TAKE	ACTION	WITH	RESPECT	TO	THE	ASSIGNMENT	OF	THE	
CURRENT	ACTING	CITY	MANAGER	

Staff	Contact:	 Jamsheed	Mehta,	Interim	Assistant	City	Manager	

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	is	a	request	for	the	City	Council	to	discuss	and	take	action	regarding	the	appointment	of	the	
current	acting	city	manager.	 	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,	 terminate	 the	current	
acting	city	manager	assignment.			

Background	Summary	
	
The	Glendale	City	Charter	provides	 for	 the	appointment	of	an	acting	city	manager.	 	The	Charter	
states:	
	
	 Art.	III,	Sec.	5.	Assistant	City	Manager	
	 .	 .	 .	In	the	event	the	city	manager	resigns	or	is	removed	for	any	reason,	the	council	

shall	 appoint	 an	 acting	 city	 manager	 at	 the	 first	 regular	 meeting	 following	 such	
vacancy.			

Previous	Related	Council	Action	
	
During	the	June	12,	2012	Council	meeting,	action	was	taken	to	appoint	an	acting	city	manager.			
	

Attachments	

None	 	
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Meeting	Date:							 3/26/2013	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting	
Title:	 COUNCIL	APPOINTMENT	OF	ACTING	CITY	MANAGER	
Staff	Contact:	 Jamsheed	Mehta,	Interim	Assistant	City	Manager	

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	is	a	request	for	the	City	Council	to	appoint	an	acting	city	manager.	 	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,	appoint	an	acting	city	manager.  

Background	Summary	
	
The	Glendale	City	Charter	provides	 for	 the	appointment	of	an	acting	city	manager.	 	The	Charter	
states:	
	
	 Art.	III,	Sec.	5.	Assistant	City	Manager	
	 .	 .	 .	In	the	event	the	city	manager	resigns	or	is	removed	for	any	reason,	the	council	

shall	 appoint	 an	 acting	 city	 manager	 at	 the	 first	 regular	 meeting	 following	 such	
vacancy.			

	

Attachments	

None	 	
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Meeting	Date:							 3/26/2013	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting	

Title:	 DISCUSS	AND	TAKE	POSSIBLE	ACTION	WITH	RESPECT	TO	THE		
APPOINTMENT	AND	EMPLOYMENT	OF	THE	CURRENT	CITY	ATTORNEY	

Staff	Contact:	 Jamsheed	Mehta,	Interim	Assistant	City	Manager	

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	is	a	request	for	the	City	Council	to	discuss	and	take	possible	action	regarding	the	current	city	
attorney.		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,	take	action	in	the	matter. 

Background	Summary	
	
The	Glendale	City	Charter	provides	 for	 the	appointment	of	an	acting	city	attorney.	 	The	Charter	
states:	
	
	 Art.	IV,	Sec.	4.	City	Attorney	
	 .	.	.	The	council	shall	appoint	the	city	attorney	who	shall	be	the	chief	legal	adviser	of	

all	officers,	departments	and	agencies	and	of	all	officers	and	employees	 in	matters	
relating	 to	 their	official	powers	and	duties.	 	He	shall	 represent	 the	city	 in	all	 legal	
proceedings.	 	 It	shall	be	his	duty	to	perform	all	services	 incident	to	his	position	as	
may	be	 required	by	 statute,	 by	 this	 charter	 or	by	ordinance.	 	He	will	 serve	at	 the	
pleasure	of	the	council.	

	

Attachments	

None	 	
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Meeting	Date:							 3/26/2013	
Meeting	Type:	 Voting	
Title:	 COUNCIL	APPOINTMENT	OF	ACTING	CITY	ATTORNEY	
Staff	Contact:	 Jamsheed	Mehta,	Interim	Assistant	City	Manager	

Purpose	and	Recommended	Action	
	
This	is	a	request	for	the	City	Council	to	appoint	an	acting	city	attorney.	 	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,	appoint	an	acting	city	attorney.	 	The	appointed	person	will	continue	in	that	
assignment	at	the	pleasure	of	the	City	Council.	 	At	the	conclusion	of	that	assignment,	the	person	
serving	as	acting	city	attorney	will	resume	his	former	position	with	the	City	of	Glendale.	

Background	Summary	
	
The	Glendale	City	Charter	provides	 for	 the	appointment	of	an	acting	city	attorney.	 	The	Charter	
states:	
	
	 Art.	IV,	Sec.	4.	City	Attorney	
	 .	.	.	The	council	shall	appoint	the	city	attorney	who	shall	be	the	chief	legal	adviser	of	

all	officers,	departments	and	agencies	and	of	all	officers	and	employees	 in	matters	
relating	 to	 their	official	powers	and	duties.	 	He	shall	 represent	 the	city	 in	all	 legal	
proceedings.	 	 It	shall	be	his	duty	to	perform	all	services	 incident	to	his	position	as	
may	be	 required	by	 statute,	 by	 this	 charter	 or	by	ordinance.	 	He	will	 serve	at	 the	
pleasure	of	the	council.	

	

Attachments	

None	 	
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