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MINUTES OF THE 
GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

Council Chambers 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 

August 13, 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: Samuel U. Chavira, Ian Hugh, Manuel D. Martinez 
and Gary D. Sherwood. 
 
Absent:  Councilmember Norma S.  Alvarez 
 
Also present were Brenda Fischer, City Manager; Jamsheed Mehta, Interim Assistant City 
Manager; Russ Romney, 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 9 resolutions and 3 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 JUNE 25, JUNE 28, AND JULY 2, 2013 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, to dispense 
with the reading of the minutes of the June 25, 2013 Regular City Council meeting, June 28, 
2013 Special City Council meeting and July 2, 2013 Regular City Council meeting, as each 
member of the Council had been provided copies in advance, and approve them as written.  The 
motion carried unanimously. 
 
PROCLAMATIONS AND AWARDS 
 
DROWNING IMPACT AWARENESS MONTH PROCLAMATION 
PRESENTED BY: Office of the Mayor 
ACCEPTED BY: Ms. Tiffaney Isaacson, Water Safety Coordinator at Phoenix Children’s  
   Hospital 
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This is a request for City Council to proclaim August 2013, as Drowning Impact Awareness 
Month in support of Water Watchers at Phoenix Children’s Hospital.  Ms. Tiffaney Isaacson, the 
Water Safety Coordinator at Phoenix Children’s Hospital, was present to accept the 
proclamation. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Ms. Brenda Fischer, City Manager, read agenda item numbers 1 through 10.  
 
Councilmember Sherwood asked to hear item 3 separately. 

 
1.  SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. LOUIS THE KING CHURCH 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for St. Louis the King 
Church.  The event will be held at St. Louis the King Church located at 4331 West Maryland 
Avenue on Friday, October 4, from 5 p.m. to 11 p.m.; Saturday, October 5 from 11 a.m. to 11 
p.m.; and Sunday, October 6, 2013, from 11 a.m. to 10 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. 

 
2.  LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 3-914, BABBO ITALIAN EATERY 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 12 (Restaurant) 
license for Babbo Italian Eatery located at 20211 North 67th Avenue.  The Arizona Department 
of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 12079552) was submitted by Kenneth Bruce 
Pollack. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
4.  LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 1-36364, 99 CENTS ONLY STORE #207 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 10 (Liquor Store - 
Beer and Wine) license for 99 Cents Only Store #207 located at 20165 North 67th Avenue, Suite 
121A.  The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 10076420) was 
submitted by Randy D. Nations. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
5.  NAMING OF TWO CITY PARKS 
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PRESENTED BY: Erik Strunk, Executive Director, Parks, Recreation & Library Services 
 
This is a request for the City Council to officially name the regional park at 6121 North 83rd 
Avenue “Glendale Heroes Regional Park” and the neighborhood park at 7801 West Orangewood 
Avenue “Orangewood Vista Park.” 
 
6.  AUTHORIZATION FOR COOPERATIVE PURCHASE OF VEHICLES 
PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the cooperative purchase of 23 vehicles from State 
of Arizona cooperative purchasing agreements with two different vendors, Midway Chevrolet 
Company (Midway Chevrolet) and Don Sanderson Ford, Inc. (Sanderson Ford), in an amount 
not to exceed $742,489. 
 
The requested purchase of 23 vehicles includes the following: 21 police patrol vehicles, one 
police identification van, and one Sport Utility Vehicle for Fire Department administrative 
operations. 
 
7.  AUTHORIZATION FOR COOPERATIVE PURCHASES OF PRODUCTS AND 
SERVICES FOR PUBLIC WORKS; AND RATIFICATION OF EXPENDITURES 
PRESENTED BY: Christina Betz, Deputy Director, Public Works 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the expenditure of funds for products and services 
obtained under cooperative purchasing agreements for purchases over $50,000 in fiscal year 
(FY) 2013-14 for Public Works, in a total amount not to exceed $600,000; and, to ratify the 
expenditure of funds for FY 2012-13 exceeding the amount of $50,000. 
 
8.  AUTHORIZATION FOR COOPERATIVE PURCHASES OF TIRES AND SERVICES; 
CONTRACT AMOUNT INCREASE FOR TIRE RECAPPING SERVICES; AND 
RATIFICATION OF EXPENDITURES 
PRESENTED BY: Christina Betz, Deputy Director, Public Works 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the expenditure of funds for tires and services 
obtained under cooperative purchasing agreements in a total amount not to exceed $850,000 for 
fiscal year (FY) 2013-14; to increase the contract amount for Tire Recapping Services IFB 11-24 
with Roberts Tire Sales, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $200,000 annually; and, to ratify the 
expenditure of funds for FY 2012-13 exceeding the amount of $190,000. 
 
9.  AUTHORIZATION TO AMEND CITY COUNCIL GUIDELINES AND COUNCIL 
MEETING RULES AND PROCEDURES 
PRESENTED BY: Kristen Krey, Council Services Administrator 
 
As per previous Council discussion, staff is seeking direction from Council to amend the City 
Council Guidelines and the Council Meeting Rules and Procedures to better reflect the direction 
and philosophy of the current Mayor and Council. 
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10.  AGREEMENT WITH BAKER, DONELSON, BEARMAN, CALDWELL & 
BERKOWITZ, PC FOR FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE REPRESENTATION SERVICES 
PRESENTED BY: Brent Stoddard, Intergovernmental Programs Director 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a special 
procurement professional services agreement with Baker, Donelson, Bearman, Caldwell & 
Berkowitz, PC for the continuation of federal legislative consultant services for continued 
protection of the mission of Luke Air Force Base (AFB). 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack and seconded by Councilmember Sherwood, to 
approve the recommended actions on Consent Agenda Item Nos. 1, 2 and 4 through 10 and 
to forward Special Event Liquor License for St. Louis the King Church; Liquor License 
Application No. 3-914 for Babbo Italian Eatery; Liquor License No. 1-36364 for 99 Cents 
Only Store #207 to the State of Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control, with 
the recommendation for approval.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
3.   LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 1-33592, 99 CENTS ONLY STORE #178 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 10 (Liquor Store - 
Beer and Wine) license for 99 Cents Only Store #178 located at 5340 West Glendale Avenue.  
The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 10076417) was 
submitted by Randy D. Nations. 
 
Ms. Matousek said this series 10 is a new license to this location, therefore the approval of this 
license would increase the number of liquor licenses in the area.  When a liquor license is 
received, it is forwarded to and reviewed by Community and Economic Development, Police and 
Fire Departments, and results were included in the staff report.  She said there were no public 
protests received during the required 20-day posting period of July 2nd through 22nd.  
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
Councilmember Martinez said he believed a letter was received opposed to this liquor license.  
Ms. Matousek said there were no public protests received during the required 20 day posting 
period, posted July 2, 2013 through July 22, 2013.  Mayor Weiers said he has spoken with one 
couple that was concerned about this.  Vice Mayor Knaack said the applicant also was present 
and was going to speak. 
 
Susan Faier, a Barrel district resident, said she and her husband owned a business in the Catlin 
Court area, in the Ocotillo district.  She asked that this liquor license be denied as it will 
aggravate the transient problem which currently exists.  The business owners in the downtown 
area feel that inexpensive liquor would not be in their best interest.  She discussed several parts 
of the liquor license statute and said it would not be in the community’s best interest. 
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Amy Nations said she is the Vice President of Arizona Liquor Industry Consultants and her 
office is in Mesa.  She said her office was hired by the 99 Cent Store and they will do the liquor 
law training at all their locations.   She said the store is trying to add to their business to remain 
competitive in the area.  She detailed some steps the store is taking to try and avoid any 
problems. 
 
Mayor Weiers asked what the hours of operation were.   Juan Hernandez, a Gilbert resident and 
store manager, said the hours were from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. every day.  Mayor Weiers asked 
Mr. Hernandez how they sell alcohol for 99 cents.  Mr. Hernandez said they have very good 
corporate buyers and they want to pass on the savings to the customers.  He said they would be 
selling beer and wine individually.  Ms. Nations said the product is not being sold cold.  Mayor 
Weiers said he visited the store and it was clean and efficiently run.   Mr. Hernandez said they 
have no figures on how much money they might make selling alcohol. 
 
Councilmember Sherwood asked Chief Black if there had been any issues with the liquor license 
approved for a Dollar General store recently.  Chief Black said there had not been any increase in 
calls for services or thefts at the store since that liquor license had been approved.  Mayor Weiers 
asked if there had been any increase in crime.  Chief Black said no. 
 
Councilmember Sherwood said there have been problems in the past with transients in the area 
and the police department has responded to that issue.  He said he was comfortable going 
forward with this liquor license. 
 
Councilmember Martinez asked about the number of transients in the downtown area.  Chief 
Black said the police department has been actively working with the businesses regarding the 
concerns about the transient population.  Councilmember Martinez asked if there had been 
problems with people drinking on the street.  Chief Black said it is commonly understood that 
substance abuse can be an issue among the transient population. 
 
Councilmember Martinez asked if the products would be sold for 99 cents.  Manuel Dechide, a 
resident of Mesa, is the district manager for the 99 cent only stores.  He said he has three stores 
that sell these alcohol products.  He said currently that wine is the only product they sell.  He 
said the alcohol has not sold very well as a standalone product and people are not coming in just 
for the alcohol.  His stores have not had any problems with theft or transients.  Councilmember 
Martinez said he visited the other store yesterday to try and get more information. The 
employees there did have the information but referred to him to the corporate office. He didn’t 
get through so didn’t get the information.  Mr. Dechide said the cost of the wine at his store is 
$4.99. 
 
Vice Mayor Knaack commented that she has had a problem with transients at her office location 
for years.  She supports her fellow downtown businesses, but said this liquor license was not 
going to make a big difference.  She will support this liquor license application. 
 
Mayor Weiers said he visited the store and it was very nice.  He said they have to be fair to all 
businesses and not allowing this particular store to have a liquor license may cause problems.  
He said he supports this item. 
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It was moved by Councilmember Sherwood and seconded by Vice Mayor Knaack, to 
approve Liquor License Application No. 1-33592 for 99 Cents Only Store #178 and to 
forward to the State of Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control, with the 
recommendation for approval.  Motion carried with the following Councilmembers voting 
“aye”: Chavira, Knaack, Martinez, Sherwood, and Weiers.  Members voting “nay”: Hugh. 
The motion carried. 
 
Ms. Pamela Hanna, City Clerk, read consent agenda resolution item numbers 11 through 19 by 
number and title. 
 
Councilmember Martinez asked to hear item No. 17 separately. 
 
CONSENT RESOLUTIONS 
 
11.  GRANT AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT FOR 
XERISCAPE GARDEN EDUCATION GRANT 
PRESENTED BY: Joetta Miller, Environmental Program Manager, Water Services 
RESOLUTION: 4706 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into a grant agreement with the Arizona Game and Fish 
Department in the amount of $17,800 for the Xeriscape Garden Education Grant. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4706 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 SUBMISSION OF A GRANT 
APPLICATION ALONG WITH MATCHING FUNDS TO THE ARIZONA GAME AND 
FISH HERITAGE FUND PROGRAM FOR A GLENDALE HABITAT GARDEN 
EDUCATION PROGRAM IN THE CITY OF GLENDALE; AND AUTHORIZING THE 
ACCEPTANCE OF SAID GRANT IF AWARDED. 
 
12.  2012 HIGH INTENSITY DRUG TRAFFICKING AREA GRANT FROM THE CITY OF 
TUCSON TO SUPPORT OVERTIME FUNDING FOR THE WANTED INITIATIVE 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4707 
 
This report contains information on a proposed 2012 High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area 
(HIDTA) grant through the City of Tucson to provide overtime funding in the approximate 
amount of $40,000 to the Glendale Police Department for the Warrant Apprehension Network 
and Tactical Enforcement Detail (WANTED).   
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the 
City Manager to accept the 2012 HIDTA grant through the City of Tucson for overtime funding 
in the approximate amount of $40,000. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 4707 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 HIGH INTENSITY DRUG TRAFFICKING AREA (HIDTA) 
GRANT AGREEMENT FROM THE CITY OF TUCSON (GRANT NO. HT-12-2248) TO 
PROVIDE FUNDING IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF $40,000 (FORTY 
THOUSAND DOLLARS) TO BE USED FOR THE ARIZONA WARRANT 
APPREHENSION NETWORK AND TACTICAL ENFORCEMENT DETAIL 
(WANTED) BY THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 
 
13.  2013 HIGH INTENSITY DRUG TRAFFICKING AREA GRANT ADJUSTMENT FROM 
THE CITY OF TUCSON TO SUPPORT OVERTIME FUNDING FOR THE WANTED 
INITIATIVE 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4708 
 
This report contains information on a proposed 2013 High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area 
(HIDTA) grant adjustment through the City of Tucson to provide additional overtime funding in 
the approximate amount of $20,800 to the Glendale Police Department for the Warrant 
Apprehension Network and Tactical Enforcement Detail (WANTED). 
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and  adopt a resolution authorizing the 
City Manager to accept the 2013 HIDTA grant adjustment in the amount of $20,800. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4708 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 HIGH INTENSITY DRUG TRAFFICKING AREA (HIDTA) 
GRANT AGREEMENT ADJUSTMENT FROM THE CITY OF TUCSON (GRANT NO. 
HT-13-2313) TO PROVIDE ADDITIONAL FUNDING IN THE APPROXIMATE 
AMOUNT OF $20,800 (TWENTY THOUSAND, EIGHT HUNDRED DOLLARS) FOR A 
TOTAL OF $40,000 (FORTY THOUSAND DOLLARS) TO BE USED FOR THE 
ARIZONA WARRANT APPREHENSION NETWORK AND TACTICAL 
ENFORCEMENT DETAIL (WANTED) BY THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 
 
14.  VICTIMS OF CRIME ACT GRANT ACCEPTANCE 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4709 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to accept a Victims of Crime Act (VOCA) grant in the 
approximate amount of $97,171 through the Arizona Department of Public Safety (DPS) for the 
Victim Assistance Program. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4709 NEW SERIES WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, 
IT BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
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MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ACCEPTING A GRANT OFFER FROM THE 
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, VICTIMS OF CRIME ACT (VOCA), 
AND APPROVING MATCHING FUNDS, FOR THE GLENDALE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT’S VICTIM ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 
 
15.  ACCEPTANCE OF 2011 REALLOCATED GRANT FUNDS FROM THE ARIZONA 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
PRESENTED BY: Mark Burdick, Fire Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4710 
 
This is a request for City Council to accept 2011 reallocated grant funds from the Arizona 
Department of Homeland Security (AZDOHS).  Staff is requesting Council waive reading 
beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to accept the 2011 
reallocated grant funds from the AZDOHS. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4710 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 FFY 2011 
HOMELAND SECURITY GRANT PROGRAM AWARD-REALLOCATION FROM 
THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY IN THE AMOUNT OF 
$15,000 (FIFTEEN THOUSAND DOLLARS) ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE FIRE 
DEPARTMENT. 
 
16.  INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF TEMPE TO 
TRANSFER OWNERSHIP OF EQUIPMENT FOR THE WESTSIDE ALL HAZARDS 
INCIDENT MANAGEMENT TEAM 
PRESENTED BY: Mark Burdick, Fire Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4711 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the City 
of Tempe to transfer ownership of equipment for the Westside All Hazards Incident 
Management Team (AHIMT) to the City of Glendale. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4711 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 FOR 
EQUIPMENT FOR WESTSIDE ALL HAZARDS INCIDENT MANAGEMENT TEAM 
WITH THE CITY OF TEMPE ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE FIRE 
DEPARTMENT. 
 
18.  INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION FOR HIGH-OCCUPANCY VEHICLE RAMPS ON LOOP 101 AT 
MARYLAND AVENUE 
PRESENTED BY: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation Services 
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RESOLUTION: 4713 
 
Staff is requesting City Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing 
the City Manager to enter into an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the Arizona 
Department of Transportation (ADOT) for the design, construction and maintenance of High-
Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) ramps on Loop 101 at Maryland Avenue in the Yucca District. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4713 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 
STATE OF ARIZONA, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, FOR DESIGN, 
CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF A HIGH OCCUPANCY VEHICLE (HOV) 
ON AND OFF RAMPS TO AND FROM STATE ROUTE 101L AT MARYLAND 
AVENUE. 
 
19.  PROPERTY USE LICENSE WITH SALT RIVER PROJECT FOR MULTIUSE 
PATHWAY IMPROVEMENTS ON PROPERTY LOCATED ON DISCOVERY DRIVE, 
WEST OF 79TH AVENUE 
PRESENTED BY: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation Services 
RESOLUTION: 4714 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into a Property Use License with Salt River Project (SRP) 
for multiuse pathway improvements on property located on the Discovery Drive alignment, west 
of 79th Avenue in the Yucca District. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4714 NEW SERIES WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, 
IT BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO 
EXECUTE SALT RIVER PROJECT LICENSE NUMBER 1300193 FOR THE PURPOSE 
OF INSTALLING AN IRRIGATION PIPE EXTENSION ON PROPERTY LOCATED 
AT DISCOVERY DRIVE, WEST OF 79TH AVENUE (APPROXIMATELY NORTH OF 
THE 16/16 CORNER OF SECTION 11, T2N-R1E) FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES. 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack and seconded by Councilmember Sherwood, to 
approve the recommended actions on Consent Agenda Item Nos. 11 through 16, 18 and 19 
including the approval and adoption of Resolution No. 4706 New Series, Resolution No. 
4707 New Series, Resolution No. 4708 New Series, Resolution No. 4709 New Series, 
Resolution No. 4710 New Series, Resolution No. 4711 New Series, Resolution No. 4713 New 
Series, and Resolution No. 4714 New Series; The motion carried unanimously. 
 
17.  INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE MARICOPA COUNTY 
LIBRARY DISTRICT FOR LIBRARY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
PRESENTED BY: Cheryl Kennedy, Chief Librarian 
RESOLUTION: 4712 
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This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the 
Maricopa County Library District (MCLD) for a new two-year “Library Assistance Program.” 
 
Ms. Kennedy said the city joined the reciprocal borrowing program in July of 2012 and in June 
2013, the program was renamed the Library Assistance Program.  She said staff recommends 
approval so the library can receive the materials and services. 
 
Councilmember Martinez commented said this is good news.  He said this agreement represents 
a net increase of over $73,000 in goods and services over the previous year.  He thanked Ms. 
Kennedy and her staff for a job well done. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 4712 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 
MARICOPA COUNTY LIBRARY DISTRICT FOR THE LIBRARY ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAM. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Martinez and seconded by Councilmember Chavira, to 
approve the recommended actions on Consent Agenda Item No. 17 including the approval 
and adoption of Resolution No. 4712 New Series.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
BIDS AND CONTRACTS 
 
20.  AMENDMENT NUMBER 2 TO THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
WITH C&S ENGINEERS, INC. FOR AIRPORT RUNWAY IMPROVEMENTS 
PRESENTED BY: Cathy Colbath, Interim Executive Director, Transportation Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into Amendment No. 2 
to the professional services agreement with C&S Engineers, Inc. to provide additional 
construction administration services in an amount not to exceed $48,042 for runway safety 
improvements at Glendale Municipal Airport.  The airport is located in the Yucca District. 
 
Ms. Colbath said additional FAA requirements were added to this project in 2012.  A general 
contractor was unable to meet certain construction requirements which resulted in a delay of the 
project.  She said C&S Engineers incurred additional costs due to the delays.   The additional 
$48,042 cost has been reviewed by both the Engineering and Airport staff and found to be 
reasonable.  She said the project has been completed and will not require any additional funding.  
She said the overall project came in approximately $65,000 less than the original project amount 
and that amount will be used to cover the costs for C&S Engineers so no additional funds will be 
needed. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Martinez, and seconded by Vice Mayor Knaack, to 
approve and authorize the City Manager to enter into Amendment No. 2 to the 
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professional services agreement with C&S Engineers, Inc. to provide additional 
construction administration services in an amount not to exceed $48,042.  The motion 
carried unanimously. 
 
21.  AWARD OF BID TO SPECIALIZED SURFACING UTILITY PAVING AND 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC FOR UTILITY CUTS AND CONCRETE WORK 
PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 
 
This is a request for City Council to award a bid and authorize the City Manager to enter into a 
construction agreement with Specialized Surfacing Utility Paving and Construction, LLC 
(Specialized Surfacing) in an amount not to exceed $873,410 to perform pavement and concrete 
repairs in the city. 
 
Mr. Kent said approximately 900 repairs are due to maintain and repair water and wastewater 
infrastructure.    Additional repairs are necessary to maintain and repair the existing street 
network and curb gutter and sidewalks.  He said funds are available from the appropriate 
accounts in Water Services and Public Works departments to complete these repairs. 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Hugh, to award a 
bid and authorize the City Manager to enter into a construction agreement with 
Specialized Surfacing Utility Paving and Construction, LLC (Specialized Surfacing) in an 
amount not to exceed $873,410.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
ORDINANCES 
 
22.  SALT RIVER PROJECT POWER DISTRIBUTION EASEMENT 
PRESENTED BY: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., City Engineer 
ORDINANCE:  2856 
 
This is a request for the City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
granting an easement to Salt River Project (SRP) for power distribution lines across a portion of 
city-owned property on the east side of 99th Avenue between Glendale Avenue and the 
Orangewood Avenue alignment, in the Yucca District. 
 
Mr. Rodzenko said the existing power lines along the west side of 99th Avenue must be 
converted underground by the developer as part of Dignity Health’s construction.   He continued 
that due to conflicts with the 99th Avenue improvements and the Bureau of Reclamation land 
along the west side of 99th Avenue, the power lines must be placed underground along the east 
side of 99th Avenue.  This should not conflict with any future roadway improvements or 
expansion of the city’s park and ride.  He said this also benefits the city’s power needs when 
vacant land north of the park and ride is developed. 
 
ORDINANCE NO. 2856 NEW SERIES, WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, 
IT BEING, AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO 
EXECUTE A POWER DISTRIBUTION EASEMENT IN FAVOR OF SALT RIVER 
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PROJECT AGRICULTURAL IMPROVEMENT AND POWER DISTRICT AT 99th AND 
GLENDALE AVENUES; AND ORDERING THAT A CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS 
ORDINANCE BE RECORDED. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Hugh, and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, to 
approve Ordinance No. 2856 New Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the 
following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Chavira, Hugh, Knaack, Martinez, Sherwood, 
and Weiers.  Members voting “nay”: none. 
 
23.  UPDATE SIGNATURE AUTHORIZATION 
PRESENTED BY: Diane Goke, Chief Financial Officer, Financial Services 
ORDINANCE:  2857 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
updating the city’s signature authority for banking transactions.  These authorizations are 
updated periodically due to changes in the organization. 
 
ORDINANCE NO. 2857 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 DESIGNATED OFFICERS TO 
DEPOSIT CITY FUNDS IN DESIGNATED BANK; DIRECTING SAID BANK TO 
RECOGNIZE THE SIGNATURES OF SAID OFFICERS ON ELECTRONIC FUND 
TRANSFERS, CHECKS FOR DEPOSIT AND/OR WITHDRAWAL; AND DECLARING 
AN EMERGENCY. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Chavira, and seconded by Vice Mayor Knaack, to 
approve Ordinance No. 2857 New Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the 
following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Chavira, Hugh, Knaack, Martinez, Sherwood, 
and Weiers.  Members voting “nay”: none. 
 
24.  UPDATE TO THE CODE OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, CHAPTER 2,  

ARTICLE II, DIVISION 1 
PRESENTED BY: Kristen Krey, Council Services Administrator 
ORDINANCE:  2858 
 
This is a request for the City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
amending Glendale City Code, Chapter 2, Section 2-16 relating to regular meeting, date and 
time. 
 
Ms. Krey said the regular meetings occur at 7:00 p.m. on the second and fourth Tuesday nights 
of each month.  She said the time of the meetings on the second and fourth Tuesday nights of 
each month would change to 6:00 p.m., unless the council by a majority vote at a prior meeting 
changes the meeting night.  She also said if the meeting night falls on a legal holiday, Christmas 
Eve or New Year’s Eve, the council shall meet on the next succeeding legal day at 6:00 p.m. 
unless the council by a majority vote at a prior meeting changes the meeting night.   
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ORDINANCE NO. 2858 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 II, DIVISION 1 RELATING TO REGULAR MEETING, DATE, AND 
TIME. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Sherwood, and seconded by Councilmember Chavira, to 
approve Ordinance No. 2858 New Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the 
following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Chavira, Hugh, Knaack, Sherwood, and Weiers.  
Members voting “nay”:   Martinez 
 
MOTION TO EXCUSE COUNCILMEMBER ALVAREZ 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Hugh, to excuse 
Councilmember Alvarez from tonight’s Council meeting with the following 
Councilmembers voting “aye”: Chavira, Hugh, Martinez, and Weiers.  Members voting 
“nay”: Sherwood and Knaack.  The motion carried. 
 
REQUEST FOR FUTURE WORKSHOP AND EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 
It was moved by Knaack, and seconded by Chavira, to hold the next regularly scheduled 
city council workshop on Tuesday, August 20, 2013 at 9:00 a.m. in room B3 of the city 
council chambers, to be followed by an executive session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03.  
Further, it was moved to vacate the regularly scheduled city council meeting on Tuesday, 
August 27, 2013 due to the League of Arizona Cities and Towns conference.  Finally, it was 
moved to hold a regularly scheduled city council workshop on Tuesday, September 3, 2013 
at 1:30 p.m. in room B3 of 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 
 
Jason Ryan, a Tempe resident, spoke about a ticket he received for going over the speed limit.  
He said the Court is colluding with the city council and the police department to bring in money 
from citizens.  He said the $260 fine for going 15 miles over the speed limit is cruel and unusual.    
He said he held a one-man protest at the court after his trial.   He said he was disgusted with this 
scam and it is despicable. 
 
Cherlynn Berry, a Glendale resident and merchant in Catlin Court, wanted to bring to the city’s 
attention some issues regarding the car cruising.  She said the merchants were told that the 
cruising event was cancelled for August due to the hot weather.  She said this same type of event 
is held at 67 Avenue and Bell in August.   She said Nancy Perry advised she felt unwelcome in 
the city and due to the fees charged in May and June; she was unable to continue to bring the 
event to downtown.  She said the May car show cost over $4,000 and June cost $6,000 and the 
July show cost about $2,000.  She met with members of the Marketing Department and she was 
told that some of the information she received was misguided.  She said this puts the merchants 
in a bad light and they were looking forward to the car show in downtown.  She said this has to 
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be a break even proposition for Nancy Perry to continue to bring the cars to downtown Glendale.  
She said if the car show leaves, it will mar the reputation of the downtown area.  She would like 
to see attempts to keep this event.  She also said Westgate has offered to pay Nancy Perry to 
come to the Westgate area for this event.  She said the merchants in downtown Glendale cannot 
compete with Westgate. 
 
Larry Barker said he represents Nancy Perry of Nancy Perry Productions.  He said her concern 
for the car shows is all the expense she has to pay out each month to put the shows on.  He said 
her intention was to bring people and revenue into Glendale.  After the three month trial, she has 
not recouped any of the money she had to expend.  They were interested in holding the car show 
in the downtown area again, but now Westgate has offered to pay her to have the car show there.  
He said if they can’t work something out, they will have to move on. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
 
Councilmember Sherwood responded to the car show issue.  He said there seems to be a lot of 
misinformation.  He said this has been a big benefit for the downtown area.  He said this is still a 
workable idea and would like to discuss this more.  Councilmember Sherwood said they need to 
continue working with the Marketing Department to see if they could come up with a solution. 
 
Councilmember Martinez welcomed Ms. Fischer as the new City Manager. 
 
Councilmember Hugh welcomed Ms. Fisher as the new City Manager. 
 
Councilmember Chavira welcomed Ms. Fischer as the new City Manager.  He also said he was 
an auto enthusiast and the classic car event fits the flavor of downtown.  He said they need to 
look into this. 
 
Vice Mayor Knaack welcomed Ms. Fischer as the new City Manager.  She said every 
Councilmember supports the downtown area and they will try and do everything they can.  She 
said August is Drowning Awareness Month and asked everyone to watch their children around 
water. 
 
Mayor Weiers said the car event was his baby and he was disappointed that this event was 
cancelled in August.  He attempted to contact Ms. Perry and will do everything in his power to 
continue this event.  It is important and a good deal for the city.   He hoped to speak to Ms. Perry 
to discuss this at some point.   He spoke about Drowning Awareness Month and the ribbons to 
recognize the event. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:06 p.m.  
 

 
________________________________ 

       Pamela Hanna - City Clerk 
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Meeting	Date:							 9/10/2013	
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.		
	
Water Services Advisory Commission   
Ruth Faulls Barrel Appointment 9/10/2013 9/10/2015 
Ron Short Cactus Appointment 9/10/2013 9/10/2015 
Jonathan Liebman Cholla Appointment 09/10/2013 09/10/2015 
Robert Gehl Ocotillo Appointment 09/10/2013 09/10/2015 
Paul Romanek Mayoral Appointment 09/10/2013 09/10/2015 
Roger Schwierjohn Sahuaro Appointment 09/10/2013 09/10/2015 
Ron Short – Chair Cactus Appointment 09/10/2013 09/10/2014 
Jonathan Liebman – Vice Chair Cholla Appointment 09/10/2013 09/10/2014 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: NATIONAL PREPAREDNESS MONTH PROCLAMATION 
Staff Contact: Mark Burdick, Fire Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to proclaim September 2013 as National Preparedness Month to 
encourage preparedness for disasters or emergencies in homes, businesses and the community.  
National Preparedness Month is sponsored by the Federal Emergency Management Agency’s 
(FEMA) Ready Campaign in partnership with Citizens Corps and the Advertising Council.  Rebecca 
Ontiveros and John Torres, who work with Citizens Corps and are Glendale residents, will be 
present to accept the proclamation. 

Background 
 
History has shown us that government cannot do it alone when it comes to preparing for, 
responding to, and recovering from disasters.  FEMA is only part of the nation’s emergency 
management team, along with other federal partners, state and local governments, nonprofit and 
voluntary organizations, the private sector and most importantly, the public.  National 
Preparedness Month was originally created by the FEMA Ready Campaign in response to the tragic 
events of 9/11, in order to educate the public on how to prepare for emergencies.  September 
2013 marks the 10th annual National Preparedness Month, and this year’s campaign theme is, 
“You Can Be the Hero.”   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
FEMA and the Ready Campaign urge communities around the country to take the pledge in order 
to be better prepared for disasters.  Emergency preparedness is the responsibility of every citizen. 
It takes a team effort to ensure that we are ready for any disaster.  The intent is to encourage 
individuals, families, organizations, and businesses within the community to make an emergency 
plan, put together an emergency supply kit, and join in local efforts to become a community 
preparedness partner.  The goal this year is to transform awareness into action by encouraging 
citizens, organizations, and businesses to: 
 

• Stay Informed - Information is available from federal, state, and local resources to 
learn what to do before, during, and after an emergency. 

• Make a Plan - Discuss, agree on, and document an emergency plan with those in 
your care.  Work together with neighbors, colleagues, and others to build 
community resiliency. 
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• Build a Kit - Keep enough emergency supplies on hand for you and those in your 
care, such as; water, nonperishable food, first aid, prescriptions, flashlight, and 
battery powered radio on hand. 

• Get Involved - There are many ways to get involved, especially before a disaster 
occurs.  The whole community can participate in programs and activities to make 
their families, homes, and businesses safer from risks and threats.  Community 
leaders agree that the formula for ensuring a safer homeland consists of volunteers, 
a trained and informed public, and increased support of emergency response 
agencies during disasters. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
Council annually proclaims September as National Preparedness Month. 
 
 

 

 

 

 



     

   CITY COUNCIL REPORT   
 

 

1 
 

Meeting Date: 9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, DEEP WITHIN REHAB CENTER, INC. 
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for the Deep Within 
Rehab Center, Inc.  The event will be held at Westgate Waterdance Plaza located at 6770 North 
Sunrise Boulevard on September 15, October 6, 17, and 27, November 10 and 24, and December 8 
and 29, 2013.  The purpose of this special event liquor license is for fundraising at the Arizona 
Cardinals Football games tailgate parties. 
 
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 Westgate Waterdance Plaza is located in the Yucca District.  If this application is approved, the 
total number of days expended by this applicant will be eight of the allowed 10 days per calendar 
year.  Under the provisions of A.R.S. § 4-203.02, the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and 
Control may issue a special event liquor license only if the Council recommends approval of such 
license. 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 
 

Attachments 
 
Finance Department Report  

Liquor License Attachments 

Police Calls for Service Report 

 

 

 



    FINANCE DEPARTMENT REPORT  

Meeting Date: 9/10/2013 
To: Brenda S. Fischer, City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title:  SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, DEEP WITHIN REHAB CENTER, INC. 

General Information 
Request:  Special Event Liquor License 

Location:  6770 North Sunrise Boulevard 

District:   Yucca 

Zoned:  PAD (Planned Area Development) 

Applicant:  Cynthia Ann Humes 

Owner:  Deep Within Rehab Center, Inc. 

Background 
 
1. The event will be held on Sunday, September 15, from 10 a.m. to 2 p.m.; Sunday, October 6, 

from 10 a.m. to 2 p.m.; Thursday, October 17, from 2 p.m. to 6 p.m.; Sunday, October 27, 
from 10 a.m. to 2 p.m.; Sunday, November 10, from 11 a.m. to 3 p.m.; Sunday, November 
24, from 10 a.m. to 2 p.m.; Sunday, December 8, from 11 a.m. to 3 p.m.; and Sunday, 
December 29, 2013, from 11 a.m. to 3 p.m. 
 

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

3. The purpose of this event is for fundraising at Arizona Cardinals Tailgate Parties. 
 

4. Proceeds from this special event go to the Deep Within Rehab Center, Inc. and Rojo 
Hospitality Group. 

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: 9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-10975, OREGANO'S PIZZA BISTRO 
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 Oregano's Pizza Bistro located at 6738 West Bell Road.  The Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control application (No. 12079586) was submitted by Mark Steven Russell. 
 
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 PAD (Planned 
Area Development).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 10,561.  This series 12 is a 
new license, therefore, the approval of this license will increase the number of liquor licenses in 
the area by one.  The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile radius is as listed below. 
 

Series Type Quantity 
06 Bar - All Liquor 4 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 4 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 7 
12 Restaurant 13 
 
 
 
 

Total 28 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
No public protests were received during the 20-day posting period. 
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Attachments 
 

Finance Department Report 

Map 

Police Calls for Service Report 



    FINANCE DEPARTMENT REPORT  

Meeting Date:  9/10/2013 
To: Brenda S. Fischer, City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-10975, OREGANO'S PIZZA BISTRO 

General Information 
Request:  New, Non-Transferable 

License:  Series 12 (Restaurant) 

Location:  6738 West Bell Road 

District:  Sahuaro 

Zoned:  PAD (Planned Area Development) 

Applicant:  Mark Steven Russell 

Owner:  OPB Restaurants, Inc. 

Background 
 
1. The 60-day deadline for processing this license was September 9, 2013.  A letter 

requesting an extension was sent to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and 
Control on July 17, 2013. 

 
2. The population density is 10,561 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
3. The 300 feet from any church or school rule does not apply to this series license. 
 
4. This series 12 is a new license, therefore, the approval of this license will increase the 

number of liquor licenses in the area by one. 

Citizen Participation to Date 

No protests were received during the 20-day posting period, July 17 through August 6, 2013. 

Review/Analysis 

In accordance with A.R.S. § 4-201(G), the applicant bears the burden of showing City Council that 
public convenience requires that the best interest of the community will be substantially served 



 

by the issuance of a license.  Council, when considering a new, non-transferable series 12 license, 
may take into consideration the location, as well as the applicant’s capability, qualifications, and 
reliability. 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 

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

Staff Recommendation 

It is staff’s recommendation to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION FOR MARICOPA COUNTY DETENTION  
SERVICES 

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve expenditure authorization by the City Manager to 
Maricopa County for detention services in an amount not to exceed $2,035,418.    

Background 
 
Glendale Police Department has been using Maricopa County’s detention facilities for over 50 
years.  Although Glendale Police Department has a detention facility, it is only deemed for 
temporary stays and is not permitted to hold prisoners past 48 hours, due to the lack of shower 
facilities, laundry facilities, and a medical clinic, which are standards set by the Commission on 
Accreditation for Law Enforcement Association.  The Glendale Police Department pays Maricopa 
County for housing inmates that are sentenced to more than 48 hours by Glendale City Court, or 
anyone held on charges for more than 48 hours waiting to see a judge.  

Analysis 
 
It is Maricopa County’s practice to distribute annual Jail Per Diem Billing Rates for Cities and 
Towns, but not to enter into an Intergovernmental Agreement.  For FY 2013-14 the rates are: 
$251.53 per booking and $78.94 per day.  Glendale Police Department performs monthly audits on 
the invoices to ensure accuracy.  Maricopa County has the only detention facility in the county that 
has the ability to provide these services to Glendale.  
 
This request is for expenditure authorization by the City Manager for monthly payments to 
Maricopa County for the prisoner housing services provided during FY 2013-14.  Staff is 
recommending that Council authorize the City Manager to pay Maricopa County for Detention 
Services in an amount not to exceed $2,035,418.    

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
In the FY 2013-14 detailed budget, Council authorized the Police Department to spend up to 
$2,035,418 for Detention Services.   Funding for detention services is available in the General Fund 
and the Public Safety Sales Tax 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 

None 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$551,522 1000-12220-531800, General Fund  

$1,483,896 1700-12310-531800, Public Safety Sales Tax  
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: ADDENDUM TO INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR EXTENDED DATABASE ACCESS 

Staff Contact: Dianne Shoemake, Risk Manager, Human Resources & Risk Management 

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 Addendum to the intergovernmental agreement 
(IGA) with Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), Motor Vehicle Division (MVD), for 
database access.  The Addendum will extend the Human Resources & Risk Management 
Department’s access to the MVD database.   

Background 
 
This IGA with ADOT allows authorized users access to the motor vehicle record request system to 
retrieve driving records.  Human Resources staff uses the database to retrieve motor vehicle 
driving records for employees and perspective employees who drive city vehicles.  Records are 
checked at least annually for all employees in driving positions and for all new hires.  All 
information obtained from the database is kept confidential.   
 
The IGA for database access was entered into September 3, 2006 with a three year term, which 
automatically renews with Letters of Agreement signed by both parties.  Letters of Agreement 
were signed by staff on December 31, 2009 and January 13, 2011.  A copy of the IGA for database 
access, Letters of Agreement, and an Amendment are attached. 
 
This Agreement Addendum is made and entered into as part of the foregoing Database Access 
Agreement and supersedes the Addendum signed on September 3, 2006.  The Addendum is 
needed to update the recitals and city contact information, and will extend the agreement an 
additional three years.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The city ensures that its drivers are properly licensed to protect the city and its citizens from 
unnecessary exposure to loss.   

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
There is no cost for access to the database.   



     

  CITY COUNCIL REPORT  
 

 

2 
 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

Attachments 

Resolution 

Agreement 

 

 

 

 

 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4715 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHOR- 
IZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF A JOINT 
LETTER OF RENEWAL OF THE DATABASE ACCESS 
AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION, MOTOR VEHICLE DIVISION, 
EXTENDING THE CITY’S HUMAN RESOURCES 
DEPARTMENT’S ELECTRONIC ACCESS TO THE MOTOR 
VEHICLE DIVISION’S DATA BASE. 

 
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 Joint Letter of Renewal extending the Database Access Agreement with 
the Arizona Department of Transportation, Motor Vehicle Division (“MVD”) for Human 
Resources Department’s electronic access of MVD’s data base be entered into, which agreement 
is 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 are hereby directed and 
authorized to execute and deliver all documents necessary 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: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
iga_adot&mvd 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE UNITED STATES  
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the United 
States Department of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA).  If approved, this IGA will 
allow for the assignment of two Glendale detectives to a DEA Task Force in the Phoenix area.   

Background 
 
Council has approved IGAs with DEA since 2008.  The IGAs allow for the assignment of two 
Glendale detectives to a DEA Task Force in the Phoenix area.  The partnership with DEA assists the 
Glendale Police Department with staying informed of drug trafficking and its impact to the city.  
Participation in the Task Force results in sharing of information, which leads to large-scale 
operations.  These operations aid the Glendale Police Department in suppressing drug importation 
and fighting the sale and use of dangerous drugs and narcotics.   

Analysis 
 
This agreement will not impact staffing levels because the detectives work on Glendale cases 
during their regularly assigned shifts and assist DEA with other investigations on an overtime 
basis.  Overtime is critical due to the complexity of drug investigations.  
 
This item should be considered now because the DEA has requested that the agreement be 
entered into as soon as possible so they can stay on-track with their budget.  Staff is 
recommending that Council authorize the City Manager to enter into an intergovernmental 
agreement with the United States Department of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On September 11, 2012, Council approved an intergovernmental agreement with DEA to assign 
two Glendale detectives to the Task Force.  
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Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Participation in the Task Force promotes close cooperation between the DEA and the Glendale 
Police Department, which assists with the suppression of drug importation and sales.  Removing 
drug traffickers and the effects of their operations from city neighborhoods is an ongoing priority 
for law enforcement.  

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
The DEA will pay the overtime costs incurred, up to $17,202.25 annually per detective, as a result 
of task force activities.  Without this IGA, overtime costs for these types of drug investigations 
would be absorbed by the Police Department’s budget.   

Attachments 

Resolution 

Agreement 

 

 

 

 

 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4716 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING THE ENTERING INTO OF AN INTERGOVERN-
MENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, DRUG ENFORCEMENT 
ADMINISTRATION (DEA) FOR ASSIGNMENT OF TWO 
GLENDALE POLICE DETECTIVES TO THE PHOENIX DEA 
TASK FORCE. 

 
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 an Intergovernmental Agreement (Task Force Agreement) with the United 
States Department of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA) for the assignment of 
two Glendale police detectives to the Phoenix DEA Task Force for a period of two years 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 Council hereby authorizes and directs the Glendale Police 

Chief, Debora Black, to execute and deliver any and all necessary documents on behalf of the 
Glendale Police Department to effectuate these assignments. 

 
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: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
iga_pd_dea 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: EQUITABLE SHARING AGREEMENT WITH THE UNITED STATES  
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a Resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into an agreement with the United States Department of 
Justice (DOJ) for the equitable sharing of Racketeering Influenced Corrupt Organizations (RICO) 
assets. 

Background 
 
The DOJ allows the government to legally use the proceeds from criminal enterprises forfeited by 
individuals or organizations (RICO assets) and utilize them in approved law enforcement 
operations.  The funds are not forfeited unless authorized through the courts after due process.  
Participation in this agreement allows the Glendale Police Department to receive a portion of the 
RICO assets seized on criminal cases worked in conjunction with federal agencies.  This is a yearly 
agreement that needs to be approved by Council. 

Analysis 
 
Staff is recommending that City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into an agreement 
with the DOJ for the equitable sharing of RICO assets. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On August 14, 2012, Council authorized the City Manager to enter into the annual agreement with 
the DOJ for the equitable sharing of RICO assets seized on criminal cases worked by the Police 
Department.  This is an annual agreement that the cityhas been entering into for over 20 years. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Participation in equitable asset sharing enables the Glendale Police Department to continue to 
target large-scale operations to suppress drug importation and sales in the city.  It promotes close 
cooperation between federal agencies and the Glendale Police Department, while penalizing drug 
traffickers by seizing their illicit assets and charging them criminally.   
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Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
If this agreement is not signed, the Glendale Police Department will not be able to collect assets 
seized on criminal cases worked in conjunction with federal agencies.  Over the past five years, the 
Glendale Police Department has seized approximately $173,242.40 in federal RICO assets.  

Attachments 

Resolution 

Agreement 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 4717 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF AN 
EQUITABLE SHARING AGREEMENT WITH THE 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE CONCERNING SHARED 
ASSETS INVOLVING THE GLENDALE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT. 

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

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

citizens thereof that an Equitable Sharing Agreement and Certification with the Department of 
Justice concerning shared assets involving the Glendale Police Department be entered into, 
which agreement is on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale. 
 

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

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
iga_pd_doj_EquitSharing13 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE MESA POLICE  
DEPARTMENT 

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into a memorandum of understanding (MOU) with the Mesa 
Police Department.  The MOU is for the training of two Glendale Police officer recruits through the 
City of Mesa’s Police Basic Training Academy. 

Background 
 
Police officer recruits are required to complete a training academy program that meets Arizona 
Peace Officer Standards and Training Board (AZPOST) standards.  The City of Mesa operates an 
academy that meets those standards and is approved by AZPOST.  Two Glendale Police officer 
recruits began the Mesa Police Basic Training Academy on July 8, 2013.  The scheduled graduation 
date for the two Glendale Police officer recruits is November 21, 2013.  Following graduation, the 
officers will complete a one-week post-academy, followed by a 14-week field training program, 
both conducted by the Glendale Police Department.   

Analysis 
 
The Arizona Law Enforcement Academy (ALEA) is most commonly used by the City of Glendale 
Police Department for police officer recruit training.  There is no cost to the city to use ALEA.  In 
response to the economic downturn, ALEA reduced the number of classes they offered; therefore, 
ALEA did not have availability in the academy when the two Glendale Police officer recruits were 
hired, so the recruits were sent to the Mesa Police Basic Training Academy.  The cost for each 
officer to attend Mesa’s Academy is $500.  To avoid utilizing the Mesa Academy and the cost 
involved, Glendale Police Department has reserved five recruit spots in the next-available ALEA 
academy in November 2013 and reserved recruit spots through 2014 to meet their training needs.   
 
The Glendale Police Department has hired lateral officers who received their training at the Mesa 
Police Basic Training Academy.  Glendale Police Department staff has also visited the Mesa 
Academy on several occasions and approved of the program. 
 
Staff is recommending that Council authorize the City Manager to enter into an MOU with Mesa 
Police Department. 
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Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
Funding is available in the Public Safety Sales Tax Fund. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Resolution 

Agreement 

 

 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$1,000 1700-12310-518200, Public Safety Sales Tax 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4718 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF AN 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF 
MESA ENTITLED “MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
MESA POLICE BASIC TRAINING ACADEMY” FOR THE 
TRAINING OF TWO GLENDALE POLICE RECRUIT 
OFFICERS THROUGH THE CITY OF MESA’S BASIC 
TRAINING POLICE ACADEMY. 

 
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 an Intergovernmental Agreement entitled “Memorandum of Understanding 
Mesa Police Basic Training Academy” for the training of two Glendale Police Recruit Officers 
through the City of Mesa’s Basic Training Police Academy 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, or her designee, and the City Clerk are hereby 
authorized and directed to execute and deliver any and all necessary documents on behalf of the 
City of Glendale. 
 

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

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk               (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
iga_pd_mesa 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: ACCEPTANCE OF THE 2013 EDWARD BYRNE MEMORIAL JUSTICE  
ASSISTANCE GRANT AWARD 

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing 
the City Manager to accept the 2013 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant award in 
the approximate amount of $86,334.  If approved, the grant funding will be used toward a portion 
of the cost of replacing the current Computer Aided Dispatch (CAD) and Records Management 
System (RMS) with a more advanced system.   

Background 
 
The city has received almost $1.5 million in Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grants 
since 2005.  In honor of New York Police Officer Byrne, who died in the line of duty, a major U.S. 
Department of Justice initiative was titled the Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant 
Program.  The Department's Bureau of Justice Assistance (BJA) administers this program, which 
allows states and local governments to support a broad range of activities to prevent and control 
crime and to improve the justice system.  It has been nearly 20 years since state and local law 
enforcement first began applying for the program named after this young fallen hero.   
 
This grant funding is available to Arizona state, local, and tribal efforts for use in preventing or 
reducing crime and violence.  Maricopa County serves as the fiscal agent for this pass-through 
grant.  The amount awarded each city is based on the population and crime statistics of the 
community.   
 
The grant funding will be used toward a portion of the cost of replacing the current Computer 
Aided Dispatch (CAD) and Records Management System (RMS) with a more advanced system.  The 
replacement CAD and RMS software includes modules for booking, records management, dispatch, 
field reporting, property and evidence management and crime analysis.  The improved CAD and 
RMS system will help prevent or reduce crime and violence by enabling the Glendale Police 
Department to better analyze trends, link crimes, indentify suspects, make arrests, and improve 
the quality of field reporting.  The estimated completion date for the replacement of the CAD and 
RMS is early 2014.   
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Analysis 
 
A total of $1,129,776 of Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant funding has been 
received and used toward the CAD/RMS project.  The remainder of the grant funding received 
over the years has been used for aircards for patrol cars and the encryption of radios. 
 
It is important that this item go forward now, because several of the other agencies have already 
accepted their funding and Maricopa County has requested the City of Glendale return the 
agreement as soon as possible, so that the city can accept the award at the federal level and 
receive funding as soon as possible.   
  
Staff is recommending that City Council authorize the City Manager to accept the 2013 Edward 
Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant in the approximate amount of $86,334. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On May 8, 2012, Council approved the acceptance of $94,222 from the 2012 Edward Byrne 
Memorial Justice Grant. 
 
On October 25, 2011, Council authorized the expenditure of up to $5,600,000 for the purchase and 
implementation of a new CAD and RMS system for the Police Department. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
This is one-time funding by the U.S. Department of Justice.  There is no financial match required 
for this grant.  This funding will be used to lower the amount that was previously allocated for this 
project.  A specific account will be established in Fund 1840, the city’s grant fund, once the 
agreement is fully executed. 

Attachments 

Resolution 

Agreement 

 

 

 

 

 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4719 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 
AUTHORIZING THE ACCEPTANCE OF GRANT FUNDING 
FROM THE 2013 EDWARD BYRNE MEMORIAL JUSTICE 
ASSISTANCE GRANT PROGRAM IN THE APPROXIMATE 
AMOUNT OF $86,334 FOR THE GLENDALE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT. 

 
 

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

SECTION 1.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the 
citizens that the grant documents accepting the funding from the 2013 Edward Byrne Memorial 
Justice Assistance Grant Program be entered into in the approximate amount of $86,334 on 
behalf of the Glendale Police Department. 
 
 

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager is authorized to execute and deliver and any and all 
necessary documents on behalf of the Glendale Police Department.  In the event additional grant 
funding is made available to the City of Glendale, the City Manager is hereby further authorized 
to execute and deliver any necessary documents to accept the additional funding. 

 
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: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
g_pd_jag13 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: ACCEPTANCE OF 2011 REALLOCATED GRANT FUNDS FROM THE ARIZONA 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY  

Staff Contact: Mark Burdick, Fire Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to accept the 2011 reallocated grant funds from the Arizona 
Department of Homeland Security (AZDOHS) in the approximate amount of $130,361.   

Background 
 
Since 1999, the City of Glendale has been able to leverage city funds with grant funds to enhance 
first responder preparedness.  Grant Funds have been used to purchase safety equipment to 
protect first responders, specialized equipment for technical operations, and equipment to 
enhance communication efforts, as well as to develop preparedness training and to enhance 
prevention and intervention programs. 
 
As part of the grant process, if agencies are unable to spend the entire amount of the awarded 
grant funds, the unused portion is returned to the state and deposited into a collective fund to be 
reallocated.  Other agencies may then submit project requests to compete for this funding.  The 
Glendale Fire and Police Departments submitted project requests and were selected as recipients 
of 2011 reallocated grant funds.   

Analysis 
 
The Glendale Fire Department will be receiving $81,160 in reallocated grant funds that will assist 
the Technical Rescue Team (TRT) program and the Terrorism Liaison Officer (TLO) program.  The 
funds will be used to purchase safety equipment for the TRT program and a new response vehicle 
for the TLO program. 
 
The Glendale Police Department will be receiving $49,201 in reallocated grant funds that will 
assist in bomb response and the mobile unified command center.  The funds will be used to 
purchase a mast camera for a bomb response vehicle and update communication equipment in the 
mobile unified command center.  
 
It is important that this item move forward now so that the funds can be spent before the 
expiration.  The performance period for these reallocated grant funds will expire on June 30, 2014. 



     

  CITY COUNCIL REPORT  
 

 

2 
 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
Council has accepted grants annually from the AZDOHS since 2003. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
The reallocated grant funds total $130,361.  There are no matching funds required for this grant. 
The only ongoing cost is associated with the TLO program vehicle and costs for this vehicle will be 
covered by the Fire Resource Management Budget, 1000-12433- 532400. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Resolution 

Grant 888809-03 Fire TRT 

Grant 888809-04 Fire TLO 

Grant 888810-04 Police RRT 

Grant 888810-05 Police RRT 

 

 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4720 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 
AUTHORIZING THE ACCEPTANCE OF FOUR FFY 
2011 HOMELAND SECURITY GRANT PROGRAM 
AWARD-REALLOCATION FROM THE STATE OF 
ARIZONA, ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY, IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF 
$81,160 ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE FIRE 
DEPARTMENT AND AN APPROXIMATE AMOUNT 
OF $49,201 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 Council of the City of Glendale hereby accepts two 
FFY 2011 Homeland Security Grant Program Award-REALLOCATION Grants on 
behalf of the Glendale Fire Department for the following projects: 

 
1. Project Title:  2011 Glendale Fire TRT Equipment & Training 
 Grant Agreement Number:  888809-03 
 Amount:  $21,660 
 
2. Project Title:  Phoenix UASI TLO Sustainment – Glendale Fire Department 
 Grant Agreement Number:  888809-04 
 Amount:  $59,500 

 
SECTION 2.  That the City Council of the City of Glendale hereby accepts two 

FFY 2011 Homeland Security Grant Program Award-REALLOCATION Grants on 
behalf of the Glendale Police Department for the following projects: 

 
1. Project Title: Phoenix UASI Rapid Response Team – Glendale Police Department 
 Grant Agreement Number:  888810-04 
 Amount:  $28,500 
 
2. Project Title: Phoenix UASI Rapid Response Team – Glendale Police Department 
 Grant Agreement Number:  888810-05 
 Amount:  $20,701 
 
 SECTION 3.  That the City Manager, or her designee, is hereby authorized and 
directed to execute any and all documents necessary for the acceptance of said grants 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: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
g_fire_homeland_2011 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: AMENDMENT TO CITY COUNCIL MEETING RULES AND PROCEDURES  
Staff Contact: Kristen Krey, Council Services Administrator  

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing an amendment to the City Council Meeting Rules and Procedures. 

Background 
 
At the August 20, 2013 City Council Workshop, the Council reviewed and discussed draft 
guidelines for including a prayer/invocation to be placed on the voting meeting agenda.  The 
Council then approved guidelines for the prayer/invocation which have been added to the City 
Council Meeting Rules and Procedures.  

Previous Related Council Action 
 
At the August 20, 2013 Workshop, Council reviewed and discussed the draft prayer/invocation 
guidelines and directed staff to update the Council Meeting Rules and Procedures. 
 
At the June 18, 2013 Workshop, Council discussed having a prayer at Council meetings and the 
need to have guidelines. 
 
At the February 21, 2013 Retreat, Council discussed having a prayer at Council meetings. 
 
At the February 5, 2013 Workshop, Council discussed a moment of silence versus prayer. 
 

Attachments 

Resolution 

Council Meeting Rules and Procedures 
 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4721 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ADOPTING 
THE GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL “COUNCIL MEETING 
RULES AND PROCEDURES” AND THE GUIDELINES FOR 
PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS AND CITIZEN COMMENTS. 

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

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

SECTION 1.  That the certain documents known as the Glendale City Council “Council 
Meeting Rules and Procedures” and the guidelines for public hearing items and citizen 
comments, three (3) copies of which are on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of 
Glendale, Arizona, are hereby referred to, adopted, and made a part hereof as if fully set forth in 
this resolution. 
 

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: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
c_MtgRules&Proced 
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GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL 

________________ 

COUNCIL MEETING RULES  
AND PROCEDURES 

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

open meetings statutes and other law. 
 

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

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

 
SECTION 2 – PRESIDING OFFICER 
 
2.1 As provided by the City Charter, the Mayor, or in the Mayor’s absence, the Vice-Mayor, 
 is the presiding officer of the Council and will preside at all Council meetings. 
 
2.2 The presiding officer will preserve order and decorum at all meetings of the Council to 
 allow the orderly conduct of the business of the meeting and to provide persons in 
 attendance with an interest in all agenda items to have an opportunity to have their item 
 of interest duly considered by the Council, including a fair opportunity for interested 
 persons to speak on public hearing items.  Any decision by the Mayor on procedural 
 matters in final, subject only to appeal to the whole Council as provided in Robert’s 
 Rules. 
 
SECTION 3 – ORDER OF BUSINESS 
 
3.1 The order of business at regular meetings of the Council ordinarily will be as follows: 
 
 Call to order – Pledge of Allegiance 
 Prayer/Invocation 

Approval of Minutes 
 Proclamations and Awards 
 Consent Agenda 
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 Order of Business, continued 
 
 Land Development Actions 
 Bids and Contracts 
 Liquor Licenses 
 Ordinances 
 Resolutions 
 New Business 
 Boards and Commissions 
 Request for Future Workshop and Executive Session 
 Citizen Comments 
 Council Comments and Suggestions 
 Adjournment 
 
3.2 The Mayor, or a majority of the Council, may decide to consider items out of sequence 
 from the printed agenda for the meeting.  The Council cannot act on any items not listed 
 on the agenda unless an emergency exists. 
 
3.3 The consent agenda matters are of a routine nature or matters which previously have been 
 studied by the Council at a work session and may be adopted by one motion.  Other than 
 introduction of the items by the City Manager, there will be no discussion of separate 
 items, unless members of the Council request that a specific item be discussed and 
 considered separately. 
 
3.4 Prayer/Invocation at Council Voting Meetings 
 
 

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

2. These guidelines allow for an invocation, which may include prayer, reflective moment 
of silence, or short solemnizing message.   
 

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

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

 
5. The speaker shall not receive compensation for his or her service. 

 
6. No speaker shall proselytize or otherwise openly seek to promote certain aspects of 

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

7. It is recommended that the prayer/invocation be 2 minutes in length. 
 

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

9. Anyone violating of these guidelines is subject to disqualification from offering future 
prayers/invocations. 

 
10. As adopted by Council, the City Council Meeting Rules and Guidelines state that the 

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

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

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

11. In no event shall a speaker be scheduled to offer a prayer/invocation at consecutive 
meetings of the Council.  
 

12. In no event shall a speaker offer the prayer/invocation more than 3 times in one fiscal 
year.  Similarly, no speaker from the same denomination, faith or sect shall speak more 
times than 3 in one fiscal year. 
 

13. Neither the Council nor staff shall engage in any inquiry, examination, restriction, review 
of, or involvement in, the content of any prayer to be offered. 
 

14. In the event that there is no scheduled speaker to offer the prayer/invocation, the agenda 
shall include a Moment of Silence. 
 

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

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

 
Process: 

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

on the website, or submitted in person to a representative of the Mayor’s office at 5850 
W. Glendale Ave. 

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

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

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

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

 
 
SECTION 4 – WORKSHOP MEETINGS 
 
4.1 The Council may conduct workshop meetings or study session on matters which are 
 expected to come before the Council for formal action at a regular meeting or otherwise 
 need study by the Council.  Items to be considered will be placed on an agenda as 
 required by the open meetings statutes. 
 
4.2 At workshop meetings the Council will receive information and presentation of issues 
 from the City Manager and City staff.  Council may ask questions and may request that 
 certain information be provided or issues be addressed when items are considered further 
 at another workshop meeting or a regular meeting of Council.  Council may direct that 
 matters under consideration be brought forward for formal action at a regular meeting, 
 that further study be conducted if appropriate, that matters under consideration not be 
 pursued further (except for matters requiring a public hearing), or that modifications be 
 made before a matter is considered further. 
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4.3 Final action on items is not taken at workshop or study sessions.  No formal vote of the 
 Council in favor or against any agenda item may be taken at a workshop or study session. 
 
 
4.4 Workshops are not public hearings.  On public hearing items, public testimony will be 
 taken before Council action on the item at a regular meeting.  No member of the public 
 or interested party has the right to make a presentation or address the Council on an item 
 under consideration in a workshop or study session.  Questions may be directed by the 
 Council to a member of the public or another interested party or, in appropriate 
 circumstances, a brief presentation may be permitted by a member of the public or 
 another interested party on an agenda item or a particular question related to an agenda 
 item.  The Mayor may limit or end the time for such response to questions or 
 presentation. 
 
SECTION 5 – ADDRESSING THE COUNCIL, REGULAR MEETINGS AND PUBLIC 
HEARINGS 
 
5.1 Any person wishing to address the Council, on a public hearing item or other agenda 

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

 
5.2 The time for each speaker’s comments during a public hearing will be limited to a 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Council on a public hearing item become part of the records of the public hearing.  
Eleven collated sets of written or graphic materials should be provided by the speaker 
prior to the commencement of the hearing to allow for distribution to the Mayor and 
Council, key City staff, and a copy for the City Clerk to include in the public record of 
the hearing, whenever possible.  Reduced copies (8 ½ x 11 or 8 ½ x 14) of large graphic 
exhibits should be provided as part of the sets of materials for distribution to the Council, 
staff, and for the record.  This requirement may be waived for signed petitions submitted 
by neighborhoods or other citizen groups, although these groups also are encouraged to 
provide eleven sets of petitions where possible. 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: AMENDMENTS TO CITY COUNCIL GUIDELINES  
Staff Contact: Kristen Krey, Council Services Administrator  

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing an amendment to the City Council Guidelines. 

Background 
 
At the August 13, 2013 City Council Meeting, Council approved implementation of the items listed 
below and amending the Council Guidelines.  This action is completed and the relevant document 
and resolution are attached.   
 
1. Vice Mayor – Amend the City Council Guidelines (Section 8) via a resolution of the City 
Council to reflect a calendar year term as opposed to a fiscal year (January to January). 
 
2. Council Subcommittees – Amend the City Council Guidelines (Section 9) via a resolution of 
the City Council to reflect a two year term limit for membership of Councilmembers on Council 
subcommittees. 
 
3. Council Items of Special Interest – Amend the City Council Guidelines (Section 2, item #4) 
via resolution of the City Council to reflect more time to respond to Council Items of Special 
Interest to indicate a 60 day timeline of the item with an update at 30 days to indicate the progress 
and status of the item, and a final recommendation within 60 days. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
The City Council Guidelines adopted on May 26, 2009 and revised on January 8, 2013 were 
discussed at the Annual City Council Retreat held on February 21, 2013.  At that meeting, Council 
considered several protocol and process items. Several Workshop meetings were held to discuss 
amendments and revisions to the City Council documents attached.  At the August 13, 2013 
Council Voting Meeting, action was taken implementing these items. 
 

Attachments 
Resolution     City Council Guidelines 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4722 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ADOPTING 
THE “SECOND AMENDMENT TO GLENDALE, AZ CITY 
COUNCIL GUIDELINES.” 
 

WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Council adopted the “Glendale, AZ City Council 
Guidelines” by Resolution No. 4269 New Series on May 26, 2009; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Council adopted “Amended Glendale AZ City Council 

Guidelines” by Resolution No. 4635 on January 8, 2013; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Mayor and the City Council agree that Glendale, AZ City Council 

Guidelines previously adopted and amended are, and continue to be, fundamentally important to 
the effective conduct of the public’s business; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Second Amendment to Glendale, AZ City Council Guidelines represents 

an agreed upon set of behaviors that will be evident in the performance of the Mayor’s and City 
Council’s duties as policy makers and representatives of their constituencies. 

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

GLENDALE as follows: 
 
 SECTION 1.  That the document known as the “Amended Glendale, AZ City Council 
Guidelines,” is hereby amended as “Second Amendment to Glendale, AZ City Council 
Guidelines,” three copies of which are on file in the office of the City Clerk, and is hereby 
adopted and said copies are ordered to remain 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: 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
c_guidelines amended 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
The Mayor and City Council agree to the following as fundamentally important to the 
effective and efficient conduct of the public’s business. The Guidelines as adopted 
represent an agreed upon set of behaviors that will be evident in the performance of 
their duties as policy makers and representatives of their constituencies.  
 
GLOSSARY OF TERMS 
 
To avoid confusion in understand the intent of this document the following defines 
important terms being used: 

• Council… The Council shall consist of a mayor and six (6) other members to 
be elected by the qualified electors of the City of Glendale. 

• Councilmember… refers to each individual constituting the Council and 
includes the Mayor unless specifically excluded or referred to by the title 
Mayor.  

• Mayor… The Mayor is the chairman of the Council and presides over its 
deliberations. When it is necessary to specifically identify the Mayor as 
separate from the other Councilmembers, the term “Mayor” is used. 

 
1. STAFF ASSISTANCE FOR COUNCILMEMBERS 

 
The City Manager’s office will respond to requests from Councilmembers for 
information, assistance or research calling for multi departmental involvement.  City 
Manager will designate staff to assign these requests to appropriate City staff and to 
track progress on the assignments.  Councilmembers must use this process when 
contacting the City Manager’s office for assistance.   
 
Requests that involve more than eight hours of staff work by non-Council staff, a 
multi-department approach or expenditure of city monies other than budgeted Council 
funds must go through the process for placement of an item on the Workshop 
Agenda.  The staff will be responsible for reporting such requests to the City 
Manager’s office where the designee will notify the Councilmember(s) who made the 
original request.   
 
2. PLACING ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST ON A WORKSHOP AGENDA 
 
1. “City Council Workshop Items of Special Interest” is listed on every Workshop 

agenda.  This item will be a standing item and will be placed last on the 
Workshop agenda.  

City Council Guidelines 
City of Glendale, AZ 
Adopted: May 26, 2009 

Amended: January 8, 2013 
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2. Under that agenda item, Councilmembers may indicate topic(s) they would like to 
have discussed by the Council at a future Workshop and the reason for their 
interest. The Council does not discuss the new topics at the Workshop where they 
are introduced. 

3. Each item introduced is referred to the City Manager for preparation of a brief 
initial assessment report including resources required, impact on other projects, 
relationship to work program priorities and Council strategies, and other related 
observations.  

4. Effective 08/13/2013, in 60 days the City Manager, or designated management 
staff, will report back to the Council on each item during a regularly scheduled 
Workshop. An update will be provided at 30 days to indicate the progress and 
status of the item and a final recommendation within the 60 days.  If for any 
reason, a Workshop is not scheduled shortly after the 60 day time period, the 
report will be presented at the next regularly scheduled Workshop.  Council will 
then discuss to determine if they want to pursue any item further through more 
detailed analysis and/or policy action.  

5. Council gives direction to the City Manager regarding the disposition of items 
discussed. 
 
(Above section amended January 8, 2013 by Resolution, No. 4635 New Series) 
 

3. COUNCILMEMBER BUDGET/EXPENSES 
 
Each Councilmember elected from a district is provided $18,000 each budget year for 
various expenses that have benefit to the City of Glendale and meet applicable budget 
expenditure laws.  For example, the monies may be used for postage, attending 
conferences and seminars, equipment, and newsletters.  Items purchased are for the 
use of the Councilmembers during their tenure, for City business only, and remain the 
property of the City of Glendale.  All bidding requirements and conditions of the 
City’s Purchasing Ordinance must be met.  Monies not expended may not be carried 
over to subsequent years. The Mayor is not included in this appropriation. 

 
 4. COUNCIL DISTRICT IMPROVEMENT FUNDS 
 

Each Councilmember elected from a district is provided $15, 000 each budget year 
for projects related to the placement, replacement or enhancement of facilities or 
equipment within the City of Glendale.  The Mayor is not included in this 
appropriation. 
 
When a Councilmember determines a use for the funds, Council staff requests 
information from the relevant department.  The department obtains cost estimates 
based on the project scope as outlined by the Councilmember.  After cost estimates 
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have been obtained, a Council staff completes a District Improvement form and sends 
to the Councilmember for comment and approval.   
 
Departmental staff is responsible for making sure that all requirements of the City’s 
Purchasing Ordinance have been met.  If necessary, the assigned staff will be 
responsible for preparation, approval of and monitoring of agreements or contracts.   

 
The Council Services Administrator must approve requests or other financial 
documents.     
 
The Council staff retains copies of the related paperwork to follow up and  assure that 
District Improvement funds are properly tracked.   
 
The District Improvement fund accounts are charged for all expenses associated with 
the project with the exception of departmental charge backs for internal labor 
expenses.   
 
Ongoing maintenance costs of capital projects enabled through this funding 
mechanism must be paid from related district funds in future years. 

 
5. CITY TRAVEL POLICY  
 
The Council agrees to conform to the regulations that govern all City employees on 
this matter. Accordingly, the current City Travel Policy is attached and will be 
replaced as changes are made in the future.  See attachment A: City Travel Policy, 6th 
Revision, 11/02/07 

 
6.  OFFICIAL INVITATION EXPENSES 
 
The City will cover expenses for any Councilmember and a guest at local events 
when the Councilmember and guest are jointly invited and the Councilmember is 
serving in an official capacity.  The City does not otherwise reimburse 
Councilmembers for expenses incurred by their guests.   

 
7. COUNCIL RETREAT 
 
At a mutually agreed upon date, the Council will hold an annual retreat to discuss 

 Council goals and other important issues.   
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8. SELECTION AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE VICE MAYOR 
 
The Vice Mayor is selected by a majority vote of the Council. Effective August 13, 
2013, at the first workshop of January of each year the Council will consider the 
appointment of a Vice Mayor for the year, with the Vice Mayor serving a calendar 
year term (January to January). At that workshop nominations for Vice-Mayor will be 
discussed by the Council. If nominations are indicated by Councilmembers at the 
workshop, a formal nomination and selection process will be placed on the agenda for 
the next regular voting meeting following the workshop.  
 
If the Vice Mayor vacates the position for any reason, the selection for replacement 
will proceed in a timely fashion following the process above and the selected 
Councilmember will serve for the remainder of the one-year term.  

 
City Charter:  Sec. 7.  Vice mayor. 
The Council shall designate one (1) of its members as vice mayor, who shall 
serve in such capacity at the pleasure of the council. The vice mayor shall 
perform the duties of the mayor during the mayor's absence or disability. (3-
15-88) 

 
9. COUNCIL COMMITTEES 

 
At the first Workshop of June each year, the Council will appoint membership to 
standing Council committees for the following fiscal year.   The Mayor will ask the 
Councilmembers to indicate on which committee they wish to serve.  
 
Each committee will be comprised of three members.  The members of each 
committee will select their own chairperson at their first committee meeting.  
Councilmembers may not serve as Chairperson of more than one committee at a time 
unless the number of committees is greater that the number of Councilmembers. In 
that case, the limit is two chairmanships.  
 
Effective August 13, 2013 a two-year consecutive term limit, with appointment 
annually for membership of councilmembers on Council subcommittees begins.  
 
If new Councilmembers are seated prior to the annual selection of committee 
membership, the new Councilmembers will fill vacant committee positions for the 
remainder of the one-year term. 
 
If any Councilmember wishes to add, delete or adjust any committee, the process 
indicated in City Council Guidelines, Section 2, “Placing Items of Special Interest on 
Workshop Agenda” is followed. 
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 10. BOARD AND COMMISSION APPOINTMENTS 
 

Board and Commission members will be appointed to serve by the Council in 
accordance with the Ordinance related to each Board and Commission. When 
vacancies occur, Councilmembers making recommendations to the Council are 
required to forward the application and his/her written recommendation to the 
government Services Committee. The Government Services Committee will be 
responsible for reviewing the applications and making recommendations. The 
Committee will forward recommendations for Board and Commission membership 
and Chair designation to the full Council for discussion at Executive Session. The 
Council will approve Board and Commission members and the respective Chairs 
unless otherwise prescribed by ordinance.  The appointment will be made when the 
majority of the Council agrees with a recommendation and a vote taken at a Regular 
Council meeting. 

 
An appointment is made when the majority of the Councilmembers agree with a 
recommendation and a vote is taken at a Regular Council meeting.  When consensus 
cannot be reached, the Councilmember will be responsible for bringing forward 
another nomination.  Councilmembers should recommend appointment of individuals 
from their geographical district.  If the district councilmember believes that an 
exception should be made, the issue shall be brought to the full Council for 
consideration.  
 
If a Board or Commission member is not carrying out their assigned duties, it is the 
responsibility of the Councilmember who recommended the appointment of the 
individual to counsel the member.   
 
If a Board or Commission member has been properly counseled and is still not 
carrying out their assigned duties, the Code of Ethics addresses the removal of Board 
or Commission members for cause as follows, “Inappropriate behavior can lead to 
removal. Inappropriate behavior by a Board or Commission member should be 
communicated to the Chair of the Government Services Committee who will 
communicate to the Councilmember who presented the member for appointment.  If 
inappropriate behavior continues, the situation will be brought to the attention of the 
Council and the individual is subject to removal from the Board or Commission in 
accordance with any applicable ordinance.” 
 
11. CONSTITUENT CONTACTS IN ANOTHER COUNCILMEMBER’S 
DISTRICT 

 
As a courtesy, Councilmembers agree to keep each other informed of requests, 
telephone or personal contacts with constituents, businesspersons, etc., which may be 
of interest to another Councilmember or will impact them.  
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 12. WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS FROM COUNCILMEMBERS 

 
“City letterhead may be used only when the Councilmember is representing and 
speaking on behalf of the City and within the Councilmember’s official capacity. A 
copy of official correspondence should be given to the council office and mayor’s 
office staff to be maintained as a public record.”  Sec. 4.c, Code of Conduct 
 
If the council member is representing the City, that Councilmember must consistently 
support and advocate the City’s official position on an issue and cannot foster or 
further a personal viewpoint that is inconsistent with the official City position.  

 
 13. STATE/FEDERAL LOBBYING 

 
“If a Councilmember appears before another governmental agency or organization to 
give a statement on an issue, the council member must clearly state 1) whether his or 
her statement reflects personal opinion or is the official stance of the City; 2) whether 
this is the majority or minority opinion of the council.” Sec. 4.a, Code of Conduct 

 
14. VIOLATIONS AND SANCTIONS  
 
A. Process  
(1) The first and most important step in this section is the requirement that the 
offended Councilmember address the concern with the offending Councilmember 
including a description of the specific action observed, the relationship of that event 
to the Council Guidelines and, if applicable, the impact it had on the offended 
Councilmember. The purpose of this first step is to assure that an attempt has been 
made to discuss the issue and resolve the conflict without proceeding further. This 
step requires no formal action and no involvement of other Councilmembers. 
(2) Either party may request, and both must agree, to seek a third party who will 
assist in facilitating the discussion toward a mutually satisfactory conclusion. If any 
expenses are incurred they will be paid for equally from the district funds of each 
member engaged in the mediation. 
(3) If the situation cannot be settled through the process in steps (1) and (2), either 
Council member may choose to refer the concern to the entire Council for their 
review. The Council will serve as a committee of the whole for purposes of 
Guidelines violation and sanction consideration.  
(4) To present the concern to the Council, the offended member must advise the 
offending Councilmember that the issue will be taken to the Council and 
subsequently ask the City Manager to post the issue for the earliest upcoming 
executive session. All laws pertaining to executive session will apply. Included in 
those rules is the option for the offending Council member to exercise their right to 
request that the discussion be held in an open hearing.  The City Attorney’s Office 
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will prepare notice to the Councilmember or Councilmembers that are to be discussed 
in executive session as required by law. 
(5) The Council will discuss the issue in order to:  

a. become fully informed;  
b. determine if there appears to be a violation of the Council Guidelines; 
c. seek resolution without further action or, if necessary schedule the 

issue for an upcoming public hearing for final determination regarding 
whether a violation occurred and if necessary; 

d. determine what sanction is most appropriate; customarily, sanctions 
are limited to a letter of reprimand or censure.   

(6) A 2/3 vote of the Council at a regular council meeting will be required for a 
determination that a violation has occurred and likewise, a 2/3 vote for the sanction to 
be imposed.  
(7) If a sanction is imposed, the language will follow a specific format to be 
established by the Council and used consistently as such situations occur. 
 
B. Effects of Violations 
The Council Guidelines document alone does not provide a basis for challenging the 
validity of any final enactment, resolution, decision, determination, or 
recommendation of the council, a board or a commission. 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: ANNEXATION APPLICATION AN-190: 11748 WEST GLENDALE AVENUE 
(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. 190 (AN-190) as required by state statutes.  The annexation is approximately 
five acres in size, and is located north of the northwest corner of the 117th Avenue Alignment and 
Glendale Avenue.  No other action of Council is required at this meeting.  

Background 
 
This annexation involves five acres of property owned by a single property owner.  There are 
currently no existing buildings in the annexation area.  The property will be developed as an 
industrial park in the future. 
 
The area is designated Heavy Industrial (HI) on the General Plan.  The zoning district which 
implements the Heavy Industrial Land Use designation is M-2 (Heavy Industrial).  Currently 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 district is 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-2 (Heavy Industrial).  This rezoning request will be brought forward to 
Council immediately after the annexation request. 
 
The proposed annexation is not within the noise contours of Luke Air Force Base or the Glendale 
Municipal Airport.  The property is in a floodway.  As part of the development of the property, all 
drainage and retention requirements of the city will be met. 

Analysis 
 
Staff recommends moving the annexation request forward in accordance with the procedure 
outlined in state statutes. 
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This annexation will implement Council direction as adopted in the Annexation Policy to consider 
annexation requests anywhere within the Municipal Planning Area. 
 
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 

 
As required by state statute, the blank petition was filed with the Maricopa County Recorder on 
August 15, 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.  
 
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 services 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 Valley Utilities 
Company, and will be served with water provided by this private provider. 
 
The property is not within the certificated area of any sewer provider at present, and the property 
owner will need to work with a private sewer provider to expand a certificated sewer service area 
to establish a designated sewer provider, so that sewer service to the area can be established at 
time of development.  Thus the provision of water and wastewater services 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 as 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. 
 
Staff recommends that this area be annexed to allow future growth and employment 
opportunities for Glendale. 
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Previous Related Council Action 
 
City Council completed the “strip annexation” in 1978 north of this property along Northern 
Avenue.  In 2005, City Council approved the annexation of city-owned property to the east, which 
is now the site of the Glendale Public Safety Training Facility.  In 2009, City Council approved the 
annexation of property, owned by the same property owner who now owns this property, to the 
south and west.  The property owner did not own this property in 2009, thus it was not 
considered for annexation at that time. 
 
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. 
 
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.  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.  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. 
 
Once annexed, the development of this site will require the city to provide services other than 
water and sewer.  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.   
 
This is an opportunity to develop an employment base in this portion of Glendale, and this 
annexation will bring an area for future industrial development into the corporate limits of the 
city, rather than having new development under Maricopa County jurisdiction. 
 
All property owners within the area to be annexed have been notified of this public hearing by 
first class mail.  A public notice for the City Council public hearing was posted in The Glendale Star 
on August 22, 2013, and the property was posted on August 22, 2013.  No comments have been 
received.  
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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. 
 

Attachments 

Blank Petition 

Map 

Aerial Photograph 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: AWARD OF PROPOSAL 13-01 TO PHILIPS HEALTHCARE FOR 
DEFIBRILLATOR SERVICE 

Staff Contact: Mark Burdick, Fire Chief  

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to award proposal 13-01 and authorize the City Manager to enter 
into a five-year agreement with Philips Healthcare for defibrillator service.  If approved, this 
agreement will ensure defibrillators used by the Glendale Fire Department are up-to-date on 
software, ongoing maintenance, and semi-annual manufacturer performance inspections. 

Background Summary 
 
These portable monitors are stored on apparatus and are readily available for all emergency 
incidents.  The defibrillators provide paramedics the ability to evaluate and treat patients based 
on their heart rhythm, heart rate, oxygen level and blood pressure.  The monitors allow 
paramedics to quickly determine the method of treatment including defibrillation of patients who 
may be in cardiac arrest.  These monitors are essential pieces of emergency medical equipment in 
treating patients with potentially life threatening illnesses or symptoms.  The service work 
provided by Philips Healthcare is paramount to the heart monitors performance during 
emergency medical situations of all types. 
 
The initial purchase of the 29 defibrillators was completed in 2006 through the procurement 
process.  Included in this purchase was a five-year service and performance agreement which 
expired in November 2011.  The city then purchased a one year service agreement in order to 
ensure the defibrillators were maintained in working order while staff prepared a Request for 
Proposal.  The current warranty and performance agreement expired on November 30, 2012.  
Philips Healthcare has continued to provide service work since this expiration date while 
participating in the Request for Proposal (RFP) process.   
 
In 2012, the Glendale Fire Department worked with materials management and conducted a RFP 
for a multi-year service and performance contract.  Philips Healthcare was the only respondent to 
RFP 13-01.  A committee was comprised from city personnel and the determination was made by 
the committee that the Philips Healthcare five-year proposal was the most advantageous to the 
city.  The first year of the agreement will be retroactive to November 30, 2012 and the second year 
will begin on November 30, 2013.   
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Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Sudden cardiac arrest is the leading cause of death of adults and accounts for 325,000 annual 
adult deaths in the United States.  Eighty-five percent of all out-of-hospital cardiac arrests occur 
either at work or at home.  A treatment delay of four to five minutes decreases survival rates by as 
much as 40 percent and a delay of 10 minutes or longer results in death 95 percent of the time.  
Sudden cardiac arrest requires immediate treatment with a working defibrillator.  This device 
sends an electric shock to the heart in an attempt to restore a normal heart rhythm and pulse.  The 
Philips MRX monitors have been in-service and worked well for the citizens of Glendale since 
2006.  The community will benefit with fully functioning, well maintained and updated Philips 
MRX monitors and this contract will ensure their operational effectiveness for the next five years. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
The breakdown below is for the first year and years three through five of the agreement period.  
Year one of the contract is retroactive to November 30, 2012. 
 

 
Year two of the contract is also due in FY 2013-14, on November 30, 2013, and will be covered 
under the breakdown detailed below. 
 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$21,160 1000-12436-518200, Fire Medical-Professional/Contractual 

$3,343  1000-12436-524400, Fire Medical-Line Supplies 

$5,568 1000-12520-518200, Stadium-Professional/Contractual 

$2,227 1000-12492-518200, H.A.L.O.-Professional/Contractual 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$21,160 1000-12422-518200, Fire Operations-Professional/Contractual 

$3,343  1000-12436-524400, Fire Medical-Line Supplies 
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Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Agreement  

 

 

$5,568 1000-12520-518200, Stadium-Professional/Contractual 

$2,227 1000-12492-518200, H.A.L.O.-Professional/Contractual 

























     

  CITY COUNCIL REPORT  
 

 

1 
 

Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH Y. S. MANTRI & ASSOCIATES,  
LLC FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL IMPROVEMENTS 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
Staff is requesting City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional services 
agreement with Y. S. Mantri & Associates, LLC, in an amount not to exceed $156,161, for design 
and construction administration services for traffic control improvements at five locations in the 
Ocotillo District.  

Background 
 
As a result of traffic studies and citizen requests, Transportation Services staff identified several 
traffic control improvements to be completed over the next year.  These improvements will 
provide for efficient traffic flow and pedestrian enhancements.  Staff submitted budget 
supplemental requests for these improvements to be paid from the Highway User Revenue Fund 
(HURF), and City Council approved the funding in the Fiscal Year 2013-14 budget. 
 
Staff selected Y. S. Mantri & Associates, LLC from the Engineering Department’s on-call list to 
perform design and construction administration services for the five traffic control improvement 
projects listed below:  
 

• Installation of a new traffic signal at 59th and Hayward Avenues  
• Installation of a new High-Intensity Activated Crosswalk (HAWK) on Bethany Home Road 

between 60th and 61st Avenues  
• Relocation of the traffic signal cabinet from the northwest corner to the northeast corner of 

59th and Myrtle Avenues  
• Installation of new conduit and conductors at Glendale and 58th Avenues 
• Installation of new conduit and conductors at Glendale and 57th Avenues 

 
Y. S. Mantri & Associates, LLC will prepare plans and specifications that the city will use to 
advertise for bids on these five projects.  Once the projects are advertised for bid, construction 
contractors will be required to bid on all five projects in one bid.  Once construction begins, Y. S. 
Mantri & Associates, LLC will also provide construction administration services for all five 
projects. 
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Analysis 
 
Traffic Signal at 59th and Hayward Avenues:  Staff conducted a traffic signal analysis for this 
intersection, and it meets the warrants identified in the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices 
(MUTCD) for construction of a new signal.  Hayward Avenue experiences a significant amount of 
traffic from the Northern Crossing Shopping Center.  From 2006 to 2012, there have been 42 
accidents at this location, with 13 resulting in injury.   
 
HAWK on Bethany Home Road:  The MUTCD has identified a HAWK as an approved device for 
pedestrian crossings at midblock locations.  A HAWK is a very effective tool for pedestrians to 
cross busy arterial roadways with a high compliance rate of motorists stopping.  In March 2013, 
staff conducted a study of this location using closed-circuit television cameras.  During a 24-hour 
period, 453 pedestrians and 73 bicyclists were observed crossing Bethany Home Road at this 
location.  Out of 10 locations studied for installation of a HAWK last year, this location had the 
highest volume of pedestrian and bicycle activity. 
 
Relocation of the Traffic Signal Cabinet at 59th and Myrtle Avenues:  In order to address a 
sight distance issue for the eastbound right turn at 59th and Myrtle, the signal cabinet and meter 
pedestal will be relocated to the northeast corner of the intersection. 
 
New Conduit and Conductors on Glendale Avenue at 58th and 57th Avenues:  Traffic Signals 
technicians experience a high number of callouts to these intersections due to old cabling that 
connects the signal heads to the cabinet with underground conductors.  Staff has identified that 
both locations need new conduit and conductors to improve the performance of the traffic signals. 
 
Transportation Services staff believes combining these five traffic control improvement projects 
into one bid package, rather than conducting five separate bids, will result in efficiencies and cost 
savings.  These will be realized in staff time saved by conducting one bid rather than five, and by 
combining the smaller improvement projects with the larger signal and HAWK projects.  The 
projects will also be more efficiently managed by coordinating with only one contractor. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On June 14, 2013, Council approved the FY 2013-14 budget, which included HURF supplemental 
funding for the five projects included in this request.  
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Completion of these improvements will enhance the efficiency of traffic movement in these 
locations.  Additionally, the HAWK on Bethany Home Road will assist pedestrians and bicyclists 
crossing midblock. 
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Transportation Services receives and welcomes questions, comments and suggestions from 
citizens regarding traffic issues in Glendale.  Some of these projects were identified and reported 
to staff by affected motorists and pedestrians.  

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 

Agreement  

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$156,161 1340-16810-518200, Traffic Signals 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH ARRINGTON WATKINS 
ARCHITECTS, LLC FOR DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION 
SERVICES FOR THE GLENDALE MUNICIPAL LANDFILL 

Staff Contact: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
Staff is requesting City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional services 
agreement with Arrington Watkins Architects, LLC in an amount not to exceed $325,438 for 
design and construction administration services for the Glendale Municipal Landfill (Landfill) 
Scale-House Relocation Project. 

Background 
 
The Landfill located at 11480 West Glendale Avenue was established in 1973 and is comprised of 
two cells, the north and the south area, encompassing 320 acres in total.  The south area is 
approaching capacity and is projected to close in 2016, and plans are proceeding to move 
operations to the north area of the Landfill.  The current scale-house location is in a portion of the 
south area that is permitted and planned to be filled with solid waste prior to closure.  The scale-
house, administration building and maintenance area need to be relocated in order to ensure a 
smooth transition in operations from the south area to the north area without impacting service 
levels to Landfill customers.     
 
Arrington Watkins Architects, LLC was selected from the pre-qualified Engineering Consultants 
On-Call List to perform design and construction administrative services for this project.   

Analysis 
 

• Staff recommends entering into a professional services agreement with Arrington Watkins 
Architects, LLC for design and construction administrative services for the Landfill Scale-
House Relocation Project. 

• The entrance to the Landfill will remain at Glendale Avenue.   
• With the pending closure of the south area, it is proposed that the scale-house and 

administration building be relocated north to a location near the intersection of the 115th 
Avenue and Orangewood Avenue alignments, and the maintenance area be relocated north 
to a location near the Materials Recovery Facility.  
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• Design and Construction Administration Services will be provided for a new administration 
and operations building, a new scale-house with new scales, a new maintenance facility, 
associated parking areas, and a road extension on the 115th Avenue alignment. 

• A Construction Manager at Risk (CMAR) will be utilized for this project, in which Arrington 
Watkins Architects, LLC would manage all estimating and scheduling as part of their pre-
construction services.  The CMAR agreement will be presented to Council for approval 
prior to the construction phase of this project. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On June 14, 2013, Council adopted a resolution formally approving the fiscal year (FY) 2013-14 
operating, capital, debt service, and contingency appropriation budget, in which this project was 
identified as a planned project in the capital improvement plan. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Managing the solid waste generated in our community is a core service of Public Works.  The 
Glendale Municipal Landfill is an environmentally sound long-term solution to solid waste 
management and is a valued resource that contributes to the health, welfare and prosperity of 
Glendale residents. 

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 

Agreement

Map 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$325,438 2440-78523-550800, Scalehouse and Road Relocation 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: REZONING APPLICATION ZON13-01 (ORDINANCE):  COPPER COVE – 9300 
WEST CAMELBACK ROAD (PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED) 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request by Bowman Consulting Group, representing D.R. Horton, Inc. to approve a 
Rezoning Application for property located on the north side of Camelback Road, approximately 
700 feet east of 95th Avenue.  The request would amend the development standards of the existing 
R1-4 PRD (Single Residence, Planned Residential Development) zoning district. 
 
Staff is requesting Council conduct a public hearing, waive reading beyond the title, and adopt an 
ordinance for ZON13-01, subject to the stipulations as recommended by the Planning Commission. 
 
Background 
 
The existing R1-4 and R1-10 PRD zoning districts were established through ZON04-13, which was 
approved by City Council on June 27, 2006.  In 2008, the property was platted as two subdivisions, 
Copper Cove Phase 1 and Copper Cove Phase 2.  No lots in either subdivision have been developed. 
 
The applicant intends to develop both phases of the project.  Phase 1, which is currently zoned R1-
10 PRD, will be developed with the existing development standards.  The development standards 
of Phase 2 will be amended.  Modifications include increasing the minimum lot area from 4,200 
square feet to 5,625 square feet, decreasing the maximum lot coverage from 55 percent to 50 
percent, and increasing the minimum rear setback from 10 feet to 15 feet.  These changes will 
allow the new home builder to offer floor plans not currently permitted through the existing 
development standards and lot configuration. 
 
The increase in the minimum lot size will result in a reduction of the number of lots in Phase 2 
from 180 to 141.  Modifications have also been made to landscape areas, entry features, theme 
walls, and amenities approved in the original PRD. 

Analysis 
 
Findings: 

• The proposed amendment is consistent in substance and location with the development 
objectives of the General Plan and any adopted specific area plans. 
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• The proposal will be compatible with other existing and planned development in the area. 
• The proposal meets or exceeds the City’s Subdivision Design Expectations regarding site 

planning, architecture, landscaping, building materials and colors, and screening of 
mechanical equipment. 

• The proposal will result in a quality living environment and accommodate desired 
lifestyles. 

• The proposed project amenities including equestrian and pedestrian trails, bike paths, 
landscaped areas, entry features, decorative theme walls, playgrounds, and other public 
and commonly owned open space and recreation facilities are adequate and appropriate 
for this development. 

• The type and quality of house products will be consistent with the intended character of 
the development. 

 
Staff Analysis: 

• The R1-4 PRD and R1-10 PRD zoning districts are the most appropriate districts for 
implementing the existing LDR and MHDR General Plan land use designations. 

• The proposed modifications to the existing PRD are consistent with the original intent of 
the Copper Cove development plan.  The subdivisions will be compatible with existing and 
planned development in the area. 

• The PRD plan meets or exceeds the City’s Subdivision Design Expectations regarding site 
planning, architecture, landscaping, building materials, and colors. 

• The proposed project amenities including pedestrian trails, landscaped areas, entry 
features, decorative theme walls, playgrounds, and other commonly owned open space are 
adequate and appropriate for this development.  The applicant’s proposed amendments to 
the previously approved subdivision themes and amenities are appropriate. 

• The type and quality of house products will be consistent with the intended character of 
the development. 

 
Staff recommends approval of ZON13-01, by Ordinance, subject to the following stipulations: 
 

1. Development shall be in substantial conformance with the Copper Cove PRD development 
plan dated May 3, 2013. 

 
2. All half-street improvements on Camelback Road, 95th Avenue, and street improvements 

on Missouri Avenue (where designated) shall be completed at the time of development.  
Required improvement standards are determined by the City of Glendale Engineering 
Design and Construction Standards.  Missouri Avenue improvements shall be as 
determined by the Maricopa County Department of Transportation and the City of 
Glendale. 
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Previous Related Council Action 
 
On June 27, 2006, the City Council approved Rezoning Application ZON04-13, which rezoned the 
property from A-1 (Agricultural) to R1-4 PRD and R1-10 PRD.  On February 14, 2008, City Council 
approved Final Plat Application FP07-01 for Copper Cove Phase 1.  On April 9, 2008, City Council 
approved Final Plat Application FP07-17 for Copper Cove Phase 2. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Approval of this request would facilitate the future development of this property with single-
family residential land uses.  The proposed neighborhood would add to the city’s housing stock, 
provide a variety of housing units, and utilize existing infrastructure. 
 
On December 28, 2012, the applicant mailed 103 notification letters to adjacent property owners 
and interested parties inviting them to a neighborhood meeting on January 14, 2013.  The 
councilmember for the Yucca District was the only person who attended.  The councilmember had 
questions regarding floor plans, energy efficiency of the proposed house product, and the 
possibility of purchasing the property at the southwest corner of 91st and Missouri avenues.  She 
also requested an eight-foot high wall along the east property line and that a courtesy letter be 
sent to property owners along the north side of Missouri Avenue.  The applicant agreed to 
construct an eight-foot wall and mail the letters notifying the owners of the requested 
amendments. 
 
Following the mailing, Planning received one phone call from a resident of Pendergast West 
Amended, which is the subdivision to the north.  The caller wanted to verify that the request 
would not amend Phase 1 of the development.  Planning staff confirmed that Phase 1 would 
remain as previously approved.  The applicant’s Citizen Participation Final Report is attached. 
 
A Notice of Public Hearing for the City Council hearing was published in The Glendale Star on 
August 22, 2013.  Notification postcards for the public hearing were mailed to adjacent property 
owners and interested parties on August 23, 2013.  The property was posted on August 23, 2013. 
 

Attachments 

Ordinance 

Excerpt of Draft Meeting Minutes 

PRD Book 

CP Final Report 

ZON13-01 Map 

ZON13-01 Aerial 

 



ORDINANCE NO. 2859 NEW SERIES 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 
THE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR THE PLANNED 
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT TITLED “COPPER COVE” 
LOCATED AT 9300 WEST CAMELBACK ROAD; AMENDING 
THE ZONING MAP; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE. 

 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Glendale Planning Commission held a public hearing on August 
1, 2013, in zoning case ZON13-01 in the manner prescribed by law for the purpose of amending 
the development standards for the Copper Cove Planned Residential Development located at 
9300 West Camelback Road; 
 
 WHEREAS, due and proper notice of such Public Hearing was given in the time, form, 
substance and manner provided by law including publication of such notice in The Glendale Star 
on May 16, 2013; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Glendale Planning Commission has recommended to the Mayor 
and the Council the amendment of the development standards of property as aforesaid and the 
Mayor and the Council desire to accept such recommendation and amend the development 
standards of the property described on Exhibit A in accordance with the Development Plan 
currently on file with the Planning Division as of the date of this ordinance. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE as follows: 
 
 SECTION 1.  That the development standards for a parcel of land in Glendale, Maricopa 
County, Arizona located at 9300 West Camelback Road are hereby conditionally amended as 
enacted by Ordinance No. 2517 dated June 27, 2006 in accordance with the Development Plan 
currently on file with the Planning Division as of the date of this ordinance. 
 
 SECTION 2.  That the rezoning herein provided for be conditioned and subject to the 
development being in substantial conformance with the Copper Cove development plan prepared 
May 3, 2013. 



 
 SECTION 3.  That the amendments to the Copper Cove Planned Residential 
Development herein provided for be further conditioned and subject to the following: 
 

1. Development shall be in substantial conformance with the Copper Cove PRD 
development plan date stamped May 3, 2013. 

 
2. All half-street improvements on Camelback Road, 95th Avenue, and street 

improvements on Missouri Avenue (where designated) shall be completed at the 
time of development.  Required improvement standards are determined by the 
City of Glendale Engineering Design and Construction Standards.  Missouri 
Avenue improvements shall be as determined by the Maricopa County 
Department of Transportation and the City of Glendale. 

 
 SECTION 4.  Amendment of Zoning Map.  The City of Glendale Zoning Map is herewith 
amended to reflect the change in districts referred to and the property described in Section 1 
above. 
 
 SECTION 5.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall become effective at the time and in 
the manner prescribed by law. 
 

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: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
z_13_01 
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EXCERPT OF THE MINUTES 

CITY OF GLENDALE PLANNING COMMISSION 

 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

5850 WEST GLENDALE AVENUE 

GLENDALE, ARIZONA 85301 

 

THURSDAY, AUGUST 1, 2013 

7:00 PM 

 

 

ZON13-01 A request by Bowman Consulting Group, representing D.R. Horton, to 

amend the development standards of the existing R1-4 PRD (Single 

Residence, Planned Residential Development) zoning district, as approved 

in ZON04-13.  The site is located north and east of the northeast corner of 

95
th

 Avenue and Camelback Road (9300 West Camelback Road).  Staff 

Contact:  Karen Stovall, Senior Planner (Yucca District).  

 

PP13-01 A request by Bowman Consulting Group, representing D.R. Horton, for a 

request to approve the preliminary plat for Copper Cove Phase 2.  The site 

is located north and east of the northeast corner of 95
th

 Avenue and 

Camelback Road (9300 West Camelback Road).  Staff Contact:  Karen 

Stovall, Senior Planner (Yucca District).   

 

Karen Stovall, Senior Planner, said Cases ZON13-01 and PP13-01 are requests by Bowman 

Consulting Group for the site located north and east of the northeast corner of 95
th

 Avenue and 

Camelback Road.  The existing Copper Cove PRD zoning district was approved by Council on 

June 27, 2006.  In 2008, the property was platted as two subdivisions, Copper Cove Phase I and 

Phase 2.  No lots in either subdivision have been developed.  

 

Ms. Stovall said the applicant intends to develop both phases of the project.  Phase 1, which is 

currently zoned R1-10 PRD, located adjacent to Missouri Avenue, will be developed with the 

existing development standards.  The zoning request is to amend the development standards of 

Phase 2 which is the portion of site zoned R1-4 PRD.  She continued saying the modifications 

have also been made increasing the minimum lot area from 4,200 sq. feet to 5,625 sq. feet, 

decreasing the maximum lot coverage from 55 to 50 percent, and increasing the minimum rear 

setback from 10 feet to 15 feet.  These changes will allow the new home builder to offer floor 

plans not currently permitted through the existing development standards and lot configuration.  

The increase in the minimum lot size will result in a reduction of 39 lots in Phase 2 from 180 to 

141.  She added that modifications have also been made to landscape areas, entry features, theme 

walls, and amenities approved in the original PRD. 

 

Ms. Stovall said for Copper Cove Phase 2, the application proposes a 141 lot single-family 

subdivision on 38 acres with a density of 3.7 dwelling units per acre.  The lot sizes vary from 

5,750 square feet to 9,178 sq. feet with an average size of 6,784 sq. feet.  The proposed minimum 
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lot width is 50 feet and minimum depth is 112.5 feet.  She stated that vehicular access will be 

provided by entrances off 95
th

 Avenue and Camelback Road. 

 

The applicant held a neighborhood meeting on January 2013.  The Yucca District 

Councilmember attended.  The Councilmember had questions regarding floor plans, energy 

efficiency of the house product and the possibility of purchasing the property at the southwest 

corner of 91
st
 and Missouri.  She also requested an 8 foot high wall along the east property line 

and that a courtesy letter be sent to property owners along the north side of Missouri Avenue.  

The applicant agreed to both requests.  She explained that following the mailing, planning 

received one telephone call from a resident of Pendergast West Amended.  The caller wanted to 

verify that the request would not amend Phase 1 of the development.  Planning staff confirmed 

that Phase 1, adjacent to Missouri Avenue, would remain as previously approved.  

 

Ms. Stovall stated this request meets or exceeds the city’s residential design and development 

manual regarding site planning, landscaping, colors and building materials.  This request is 

consistent with the guidelines for Planned Residential Development by providing flexibility in a 

house product. 

 

In conclusion, Ms. Stovall stated this request appears to meet the required findings for approval 

and should be approved, subject to the stipulations listed in the staff report. 

 

Chairperson Petrone called for questions from the Commission.  

 

Vice Chairperson Larson asked if Phase 1 preliminary plat was still active or did it need to be 

reapproved.  Ms. Stovall stated that both of these subdivisions have been platted and recorded 

with the county.  She explained the applicant is amending the final plat of Phase 2.   

 

Chairperson Petrone remarked that what they were essentially doing was going from zero 

clearance lot lines to standard residential lots which create more of a traditional neighborhood. 

 

Chairperson Petrone called for the applicant to make a presentation.  

 

Ms. Shelby Duplessis, Bowman Consulting Group, stated she did not have anything to add.  She 

said she normally does not have a case where they were actually increasing lots and setbacks and 

decreasing coverage.  She noted this case was a dream come true project.  She reiterated that 

they will not be changing anything in Phase 1 and were only improving Phase 2.  

 

Chairperson Petrone opened the public hearing.  

 

Bonnie Ervine, speaker, stated she lived directly north of the Phase 1 part of the development.  

She was told by the city that she was not part of the area being considered because they separated 

out the entities for Phase 1 and 2.  However, according to documentation as far back as 2004, it 

has been treated as one entity.  There was no letter or notice sent to the 300 ft. affect range.  She 

believes they avoided the citizen’s participation meeting by splitting the entities.  She stated that 

Glendale acts like the arbitrator between developers and other community members.  She 

explained that in the past, Glendale has worked actively to secure and contribute support from 
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the neighborhood.  However, the issue was that this was not part of the original intent of the land 

in 2004.  She read excerpt from people that were there at the time this project originated.  She 

stated the lots were to be ½ to 1 acre home sites with a minimum of 1 ½ acres.  As a result, she 

suggested to staff that in order to accommodate both the residents and Pendergast West, that the 

access off the main entry to Missouri be relocated either to 95
th

 Avenue or Camelback.  

Additionally, that the gated fire department access to the south of the property become the main 

driveway.  She noted that by doing that the nature of the community would not impact the 

residents to the north in any manner.  She reiterated that this was only one development in 

separate phases, not separate projects.   

 

Vice Chairperson Larson remarked that Phase 1 is not part of this discussion.  Although he 

understands the speakers concerns, it was not within the Commission’s ability to make changes 

during this meeting.  Ms. Stovall stated he was correct.  She added the rezoning application is to 

amend the R1-4 development standards not the R1-0 zoning subdivision.   

 

Chairperson Petrone asked Deborah Robberson, Deputy City Attorney for guidance.  Ms. 

Robberson stated Ms. Stovall was correct in her assertion.  

 

Chairperson Petrone noted there was a six foot block wall that backs to Missouri; therefore, it 

would be hard to see what size lots were on the other side of the wall unless they went into the 

subdivision.  Ms. Stovall agreed.  Ms. Ervine in response said she would be able to see what is 

over the wall.   

 

Mr. Froke stated he appreciated Ms. Ervine’s input and that he and Ms. Stovall had been glad to 

have gone over the files with her the afternoon the day before the meeting.  He said much like 

they do anywhere else in the city, city staff tries to do their best to meet people halfway and 

resolve issues.  Staff considers this a really good project and is comfortable with the current 

proposal.   

 

Since there was no further discussion, he closed the public hearing on PP13-01. 

 

Commissioner Aldama stated he met with the high school district in the area and noted they were 

very excited about this project coming into the area since it will increase their student population.  

However, they have some concerns with light and noise ordinances.  He asked if the school had 

to follow any new ordinances regarding those issues now that homes were being built there.  Ms. 

Stovall explained that school districts did not have to comply with city guidelines.  

Commissioner Aldama clarified that he was the one concerned with the ordinances.  He added 

the school was eager to welcome the new community and excited to have a great relationship 

with the new homeowners.  

 

Mr. Froke commented that the applicant actually designed the area in a manner where a street 

provides a buffer from the school.   

 

Commissioner Aldama made a motion to recommend approval of ZON13-01 subject to the 

stipulations listed in the staff report.  Vice Chairperson Larson seconded the motion, which 

was approved unanimously.   
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Deborah Robberson, Deputy City Attorney said this action is a recommendation to the City 

Council for final action. 

 

Commissioner Aldama made a motion to approve PP13-01 subject to the stipulations listed 

in the staff report.  Vice Chairperson Larson seconded the motion, which was approved 

unanimously.  

 

Deborah Robberson, Deputy City Attorney said this is final approval by the Planning 

Commission subject to a written appeal if filed within 15 days. 
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1.0 Introduction 

Copper Cove is a proposed 177 lot single family residential development on 
approximately 58-acres located at the northeast corner of 95th Avenue and 
Camelback as described in Exhibit A, Legal Description, and depicted on 
Exhibit B, Vicinity Map.  This request is to amend the existing Planned 
Residential Development overlay, see Exhibit D, Zoning Exhibit. 

 
The uniquely designed project is bounded by 1-acre lots to the North; Copper 
Canyon High School to the East; Terracita Subdivision to the South across 
Camelback Road; and the Agua Fria Towne Center west of 95th Avenue, and 
vacant land to the immediate southwest.  The vacant land to the southwest is 
planned as commercial, with a bank existing at the immediate northeast corner of 
95th Avenue and Camelback Road.  This Planned Residential Development 
(PRD) will feature a variety of lot sizes, with decorative walls, landscaped entry 
features, ramadas, a tot lot and themed landscaping.  The overall project is 
unique in that it can be identified as two separate subdivisions, a north parcel 
and a south parcel, that are linked together by open space and amenities.  
Copper Cove will have entrances off of 95th Avenue, Camelback Road and 
Missouri Avenue. 

 
Table 1: Surrounding Land Use 

North Maricopa County Rural-43 zoning; Pendergast West 
Subdivision. 

South City of Phoenix R1-6 zoning; Terracita Subdivision. 

East City of Glendale A-1 zoning; Copper Canyon High 
School, R1-8 PRD east of 91st Avenue. 

West City of Glendale CSC zoning and A-1 school site; 
Aqua Fria Towne Center. (PAD) 

Onsite City of Glendale R1-4 and R1-10 zones with PRD 
overlay  

 

 Buffering / Integration with Surrounding Area 
 

Copper Cove is an infill community surrounded by residential development to the 
North, a high school to the East, residential to the South and the Aqua Fria 
Towne Center and vacant land to the West.  (See Exhibit C; Aerial Map).  This 
community will have access to Camelback Road, 95th Avenue and Missouri 
Avenue.  The larger lots adjacent to Missouri Estates will back onto Missouri 
Avenue and have a rural landscape tract between the theme wall and the street, 
which complements the existing condition for the lots directly to the north.  The 
lots adjacent to 95th Avenue and Camelback Road will be buffered by enhanced 
landscaping within a dedicated open space tract.  In addition, an 8-foot high 
theme wall will be provided along the back of the lots along both 95th Avenue and 
Camelback Road. 
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2.0 General Plan Conformance 

The current General Plan classification of the project is Low Density Residential 
(1-2.5 DU/AC) and Medium-High Density Residential (5-8 DU/AC) (See Exhibit 
F; General Plan Land Use Map).  The Project will not be deviating from these 
Land Use categories.   
 

3.0 PRD Development Plan 

For this site, two zoning categories exist, the R1-4 and R1-10 residential zoning 
categories with a PRD overlay.  (See Exhibit D; Zoning Exhibit)  The PRD 
covers the two separate zonings on the site; however this amendment is only to 
amend the development standards on the southern R1-4 parcel.  The intent of 
the PRD is to: 

 

 Encourage innovative planning for neighborhoods by providing greater 
flexibility in design standards, 

 Provide a diversity of lots with varied garage orientations creating varied 
setbacks which avoids uniformity and diversifies the streetscape, 

 Create a neighborhood that has a unique character and special identity, 

 Promote the efficient use of land by enabling the development of parcels 
which would otherwise be difficult to develop, and 

 Enhance the existing neighborhood by providing high end standards for 
quality homes within the new community. 

4.0 Site Data  

  Table 2A: Copper Cove Phase 2 Land Use Table 

R1-4 PRD Residential 38.64 Acres 

R1-10 PRD Residential 18.05 

Total Lots 177 

Total Area 56.69 Acres 

Total Open Space 12.28 Acres (21.27%) 

Gross Density 3.07 DU/AC 

Table 2B: Copper Cove Phase 2 Usable Open Space Table 

LOT LAND USAGE AREA (SF) AREA (AC) 

TRACT A LANDSCAPE, OPEN SPACE, RETENTION, PUE 97,898.09 2.247 

TRACT D LANDSCAPE, OPEN SPACE, RETENTION, PUE 54,848.11 1.259 

TRACT H LANDSCAPE, OPEN SPACE, RETENTION, PUE 35,907.15 0.824 

TRACT L LANDSCAPE, OPEN SPACE, RETENTION, PUE 22,259.73 0.511 

TRACT M LANDSCAPE, OPEN SPACE, RETENTION, PUE 31,161.93 0.715 

TRACT N LANDSCAPE, OPEN SPACE, RETENTION, PUE 18,044.85 0.414 

TRACT Q LANDSCAPE, OPEN SPACE, RETENTION, PUE 12,363.01 0.284 

TRACT R LANDSCAPE, OPEN SPACE, RETENTION, PUE 8,912.45 0.205 

 TOTAL/PERCENTAGE                                 281,395.32 6.460/16.72% 
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5.0 Project Design 

The Copper Cove southern parcel is a residential community including 85’ x 138’, 
60’ x 120’/112.5’ and 58’/53’/52’/50’ x 115’ lots, with shared amenities 
throughout.  The project is designed to utilize the site as efficiently as possible 
given its shape and the access constraints.  The use of cul-de-sacs reduces the 
amount of traffic traveling in front of the homes as well as creates a smaller and 
quieter neighborhood feel.   

 
The northern parcel and southern parcel will not be connected by an internal 
road to eliminate cut-thru traffic.  A pedestrian trail will instead connect the two 
parcels and open space amenities.  The northern parcel with larger lot sizes will 
provide transition between the varying intensities to the north and south as well 
as the surrounding communities.  Open Space amenities will include but are not 
limited to; tot lots, ramadas, a volley ball court, pedestrian trails and turf areas. 

 
The northern portion of Copper Cove was previously platted with 36 larger lots 
and a large park space on the southwestern corner of the property, which will 
remain unchanged.  Residents of the northern parcel will access their community 
off of Missouri Avenue, closer to 91st Avenue, to reduce the amount of traffic 
which passes in front of the Pendergast West Community. 

 
The southern portion of Copper Cove is comprised of 141 lots which will offer a 
high quality of living for persons desiring single family detached homes within a 
small upscale neighborhood environment.  Careful attention has been made to 
design a development that promotes variety with a distinct sense of community.   

 
Access for the southern parcel is served by entrances off of 95th Avenue to the 
west and Camelback Road to the south.  The primary entrances will have entry 
features with monumentation and enhanced landscaping. 

 
Copper Cove will feature lush desert landscaping with elegant wall design and 
entry monumentation.  Materials used will complement the surrounding rural 
neighborhoods to the north while adding its own distinct signature.  All plant 
material throughout the project will be chosen for their qualities of lushness and 
color capabilities.   

 

 Development Schedule 
 

Copper Cove will be developed in three separate phases, the northern parcel will 
be developed as phase one and the southern parcel will be developed in phases 
two and three.  Each phase will be dependent on and driven by market 
conditions (See Exhibit J; Phasing Plan). 
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6.0 Development Guidelines 

Copper Cove will be developing under the existing R1-4 and R1-10 residential 
zoning districts, with a PRD overlay.  Copper Cove has met the intent of the  
City’s guidelines where applicable considering the unique constraints for this 58-
acre site.  The constraints include the shape of the parcel, the two different 
residential general plan designations, the existing uses on all four sides, Missouri 
Avenue not connecting to 95th Avenue, the limited frontage on Camelback Road, 
and planning the site to make sure abutting exception parcels are 
accommodated. 

 
Copper Cove, through its design, has accomplished all of the engineering, land 
use and design expectations of the surrounding community, and required by the 
city, to make this project a wonderful community for future homeowners and 
pleasing to existing neighbors. 

 
Coordination has occurred with the design team and staff on developing the five 
basic design elements for the community: Open Space and Amenities, Perimeter 
Improvements, Streets, Lot Layout and Setbacks, and Lot Size.  The 
requirements as outlined in the Residential Design and Development Manual 
have been met. 
 

7.0 Development Standards 

Copper Cove has a proposed total of 177 lots.  The development standards 
established for this project have been carefully considered to allow for flexibility 
within this unique neighborhood.  This PRD Amendment will create the 
opportunity for variations to the minimum standards.  See the Typical Lot Details 
in Exhibits G1 and G2; Typical Lot Setbacks. 

 
Table 3: R1-4 and R1-10 PRD Site Data Table 

 
R1-10 PRD Parcel 

 

Gross Area  18.05 acres 

Open Space Landscaping & Retention 4.60 acres (25.49%) 

    36 Lots 85’ x 138’ Residential 10.15 acres 

Avg. Lot Size  12,278 sf 

Min. Lot Width  85 feet 

Avg. Lot Width  85 feet 

Gross Density  1.99 DU/AC 
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R1-4 PRD Parcel 
 

Gross Area  38.64 acres 

Open Space  Landscaping & Retention 7.48 acres (19.36%) 

141 Lots 60 x 120; 60 x 112.5; 58’ & 53’ 
& 52’ & 50’ x 115’ Residential 

21.96 acres 

Avg. Lot Size  6,784 sf 

Min. Lot Width  50 feet 

Avg. Lot Width  58 feet 

Gross Density  3.65 DU/ AC 

 

Total Open Space 12.28 acres (21.27%) 

Project Total 57.71 acres 

 
Table 4: R1-4 and R1-10 PRD Comparison Table 

 

 Existing R1-4 PRD 
District Standards 

Proposed R1-4 PRD 
Standards 

Existing R1-10 PRD 
Standards (to remain) 

Minimum Net Lot 
Area 

4,200 sf 5,625 sf 11,475 sf 

Minimum Lot Width 42’ / 52’ 50’ 85’ 

Minimum Lot Depth 90’ 112.5’ 135’ 

Minimum Front 
Setback (measured 
from property line) 

10’ to living area or 
side entry garage, 
20’ to front loaded 
garage, measured 
from property line 
to face of garage 

10’ to living area or 
side entry garage, 20’ 
to front loaded garage, 
measured from 
property line to face of 
garage 

15’ to living area or side 
entry garage, 20’ to 
front loaded garage 

Minimum Rear 
Setback 

10’ 15’ 25’ 

Minimum Side 
Setback 

5’ and 5’  5’ (10’ combined) 5’ (20’ combined) 

Minimum Street  
Sideyard Setback 

5’ (with 10’ side 
tract) 

5’ (with 10’ side tract) 5’ (with 10’ side tract) 

Maximum Structure 
Height 

30’ 30’ 30’ 

Maximum 
Percentage Lot 
Coverage 

55% 50% 45% 

Minimum distance 
between building 
on adjacent lots 

10’ 10’ 20’ 

*Encroachments: Fireplaces, bay windows, eves, media niches, and basement window 
casings may encroach into the side setback a maximum of 2-1/2 feet for a total length not to 
exceed 10 feet on any building elevations. 
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8.0 House Products 

The R1-4 PRD lots will offer a minimum of six floor plans and three different 
elevations for each floor plan to its residents.  All materials, colors and styles will 
comply with the theme of the overall development.  All main exterior colors will be 
variations of earth tones.  A separate application for design review of the house 
product will be submitted. 
 
The homes within this subdivision offer a tremendous amount of flexibility 
between lifestyles.  The ease of maintenance and common amenities for the R1-
4 PRD lots accommodate the needs of empty nesters, young professionals and 
seasonal residents.  Useable yard space that is efficiently designed provides 
outdoor privacy areas.  The detached nature of the lots eliminates noise transfer 
and other nuisances that occur between attached units and the variation in 
massing offers an enhanced level of differentiation between homes. 
 
The proposed floor plans in the R1-4 PRD portion of the development will vary in 
size from 1,800 square feet up to 4,000 square feet.  At least three distinct 
elevation variations will be offered with additional exterior options available for 
homebuyers to further diversify their home.  The larger lots will offer a minimum 
of six floor plans and vary in size from 2,300 square feet up to 4,000 square feet, 
with three different elevations for each floor plan.  Each of the floor plans can be 
easily altered based on buyer’s preferences to allow homebuyers to customize 
floor plans to fit their specific needs. 
 
Both products provide for variation in massing by dramatically changing 
orientation of the living areas and garages.  The garage orientation varies 
between a side-entry and recessed on alternating lots.  This large amount of 
variation assures a varied streetscape that is not dominated by garage doors.  If 
any other product is offered, it will meet the guidelines as outlined below. 
 
Each home shall include the following: 

1. Stucco exterior with accents 
2. Covered rear patio integrated into the design of the home 
3. Ground mounted AC Units 
4. Three color variations of a concrete tile roof 
5. Stucco accents and window treatments on all windows and entries 
6. Two-car garage with standard coach lighting 
7. Window frames will be vinyl with low-e windows 
8. Roof vents painted to match tile roof color 
9. Exterior light fixtures at front entrance 
10. Variations of sectional metal roll-up garage door with raised paneling 
11. Front yard landscape packages on southern parcel 
12. 8-foot, 9-foot and 10-foot high ceilings 
13. Structures prewire packages for cable, internet, and telephone 
14. Energy-star Efficiency 
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9.0 Landscaping, Entry Features, and Perimeter Walls 

The Project has been designed to provide future residents an inviting and 
pedestrian friendly community through thoughtful landscaping and amenity 
design.  Throughout the process lot configurations have been removed or revised 
and the layout redrawn to create a continual open space tract from the south end 
of the community to the north end as well as provide further landscaped buffering 
for the residents to the north within Pendergast Estates.  To maximize the 
pedestrian friendly continuous open space corridor, a 6’ stabilized trail system 
will connect all the amenities to allow exercise and pedestrian travel between 
them. 
 
Amenities that may be provided within the main open space areas include a 
neighborhood park, a tot lot, a volley ball court, and a group ramada area.  Total 
open space for the Project now accounts for over 21% of the site, 12.28-acres.  A 
Conceptual Landscape Plan is provided as Exhibit E.   
 
The landscape concept for Copper Cove utilizes a plant palette indigenous to the 
area and will be complementary to the proposed architectural theme.  Drought 
resistant plans and trees will be the predominant materials used in the overall 
landscape design with colorful accent materials incorporated in the open spaces.  
Streetscape standards along Camelback Road, Missouri Street and 95th Avenue 
will include plant materials compatible with the City’s street landscape program. 
 
Subdivision identification signs will be provided at the entrances off of Camelback 
Road and 95th Avenue and Missouri Avenue.  The entrances on Camelback 
Road, 95th Avenue and Missouri Avenue will have entry monumentation. 
 
Theme perimeter wall design on Camelback Road and 95th Avenue will be simple 
and reflect the patterns and forms of the entry features.  A combination of split-
face and smooth-face block will create a unique pattern with columns that will 
help set apart the subdivision and complement the entry feature.  All walls will be 
painted, stained, or treated with a protective finish to allow for easy graffiti 
removal. 
 

 Landscape Maintenance Responsibilities 
 

The Covenant Conditions and Restrictions (CC&R’s) for Copper Cove will 
identify that the Copper Cove Homeowners Association (HOA) will own and 
maintain the entry feature, retention areas, amenities, landscaping within all 
open space tracts and decorative perimeter walls.  The CC&R’s will restrict 
the use of the single-family lots to use the uses permitted by the City of 
Glendale’s Zoning Ordinance and the Copper Cove PRD narrative as 
approved by the Glendale City Council. 
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10.0 SRP Irrigation 

An SRP Irrigation ditch runs east to west along the north side of the subdivision 
on the south side of Missouri Avenue and an SRP tail water ditch runs north to 
south along the western boundary of the east side of the 95th Avenue.  Missouri 
Avenue improvements will require portions of the existing ditch to be tiled by the 
developer and in accordance with SRP standards.  As the site is developed, the 
SRP easement and lines will be outside of Glendale right-of-way. 
 

11.0 Grading and Drainage Concept 

The project generally slopes to the Southwest.  No off-site flows impact the site.  
The project will be designed to retain the 100-year 2-hour storm of on-site runoff.  
Three main open space/ landscape tracts will be depressed to retain these on-
site flows.  There are two ultimate outfall locations for this site.  Excess water 
from the retaining basins will flow either to 95th Avenue or to Camelback Road.  
Typical street cross sections and the conceptual grading and drainage plan for 
the project are included in Exhibit I; Drainage Plan.   
 

12.0 Transportation and Circulation 

Regional transportation is provided by Agua Fria Freeway (Loop 101) that runs 
north-south approximately ½ mile west to the subject site. 
 
The southern parcel has excellent off-site transportation corridor access with 
Camelback Road as its southern boundary and 95th Avenue on its western 
boundary.  Half street improvements will be made for both 95th Avenue and 
Camelback Road adjacent to the Copper Cove Site.   
 
The interior street pattern has been designed to limit the number of homes a 
person has to pass before getting to a subdivision exit while taking advantage of 
the efficient use of cul-de-sacs because of the unique shape of the property.  
Typical streets within the Project will include 50 feet of right-of-way with detached 
sidewalks.  Entrances into Copper Cove will include 60 feet of right-of-way and 
two of the three will have medians, also with detached sidewalks, as shown on 
Exhibit H, Street Cross Sections. 
 

13.0 Public Improvements 

The City of Glendale has an existing 48” sewer main in Camelback Road and a 
36” main in 95th Avenue.  Additional 8” sewer lines will be constructed within the 
interior streets that will properly service the proposed development to meet the 
domestic demands. 
 
The City of Glendale has an existing 8” water line in Camelback Road and 12” 
water lines in 95th Avenue and Missouri Avenue.  Additional 8” water lines will be 
constructed within the interior streets that will properly service the proposed 
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development to meet the domestic demands.  The interior system will be looped 
through the proposed subdivision and tie into the existing surrounding system. 
 
All utilities will be under ground in accordance with the City of Glendale 
Ordinance.   
 

14.0 PRD Required Findings 

The proposal is consistent in substance and location with the development 

objectives of the General Plan and any adopted specific area plans.  

 

Copper Cove is in conformance with the 2025 Glendale General Plan.  The 

Project meets the current General Plan designation for the site consisting of Low-

Density Residential on the north and Medium-High Density Residential and Parks 

and Open Space to the south.  The 2025 General Plan designates a park/ open 

space site originally planned for a public park.  The developer is providing a 

community with a neighborhood park area for active and passive recreation 

activities.  Therefore the development is still meeting the General Plan by 

providing a 5-acre park for recreational open space within the overall community 

 

The proposal will be compatible with other existing and planned 

development in the area. 

 

Copper Cove is consistent with the neighboring communities and PRD’s within 

Glendale.  The change in intensity from the north to the south was a direct result 

of ensuring compatibility with the larger residential community to the north and 

the more intense development to the south. 

 

The proposal meets or exceeds the City's Subdivision Design Expectations 

regarding site planning, architecture, landscaping, building materials and 

colors, and screening of mechanical equipment.  

 

The Project meets the intent of the Residential Design and Development Manual 

in providing a higher standard of subdivision design through quality, marketable, 

and sustainable development.  Every effort has been made to comply with the 

recommended design guidelines within the context of this project 

 

The proposal will result in a quality living environment and accommodate 

desired lifestyles. 
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The PRD allows for a high quality of living for persons desiring single-family 
detached homes within a community which offers a variety of lot sizes, floor plan 
styles and elevations.  Copper Cove provides ample amenities and open space 
opportunities for its residents. 

 

The proposed project amenities including equestrian and pedestrian trails, 

bike paths, landscaped areas, entry features, decorative theme walls, 

parks, playgrounds, and other public or commonly owned open space and 

recreation facilities are adequate and appropriate for this development.  

 

Amenities within this Project are dispersed throughout the development to 

provide the residents with recreational amenities as efficiently as possible.  

Amenities include but are not limited to: tot lots, ramadas, a volleyball court, 

pedestrian trails and turfed areas, along with entry features and decorative theme 

walls. 

 

The type and quality of house products will be consistent with the intended 

character of the development. 

 

The Project has provided a minimum of fourteen product guidelines to ensure 

consistent quality and design of the housing products as development occurs.  
 
 



 
 

 

 
 
 

EXHIBIT A 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION





 
 

 

 
 
 

EXHIBIT B 
VICINITY MAP





 
 

 

 
 
 

EXHIBIT C 
AERIAL MAP 





 
 

 

 
 
 

EXHIBIT D 
ZONING EXHIBIT 
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EXHIBIT E 
CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE PLAN











 
 

 

 
 
 

EXHIBIT F 
GENERAL PLAN LAND USE MAP
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EXHIBITS G1 AND G2 
TYPICAL LOT SETBACKS







 
 

 

 
 
 

EXHIBIT H 
STREET CROSS SECTIONS





 
 

 

 
 
 

EXHIBIT I 
DRAINAGE PLAN





 
 

 

 
 
 

EXHIBIT J 
PHASING PLAN 











































SRP

PARK
PASADENA

AV
E.

SAN MIGUEL

95
TH

MARSHALL

AVE.

AV
E.

93
RD

.

AV
E.

92
ND

SAN   JUAN AVE.

AVE.

WINDSOR

PASADENA

MEDLOCK

OREGON

AV
E.

95
TH

R1-8PRD*Z-84-66

A-1
 
 
 

PAD
*ZON07-18

PAD
*ZON08-11

CSC
*Z-00-22

PAD
*

ZON08-23

R1-4PRD
*ZON04-13

A-1

C-O
*ZON06-02

PAD
*ZON05-04

R1-10PRD
*ZON04-13

C-2
*Z-84-66

PAD
*ZON07-06 C-O

*Z-84-66

PAD
*ZON07-19

A-1

PAD
*ZON09-04

ZON13-01 º

a

CAMELBACK   ROAD

CASE NUMBER

9300 W. CAMELBACK ROAD
LOCATION

REZONE TO AMEND THE EXISTING R1-4 
PRD (SINGLE RESIDENCE, PLANNED 
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT) 
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS.

REQUEST

LO
OP

 1
01

City of Phoenix

Ci
ty 

of 
Ph

oe
nix

Maricopa County

Maricopa 
County

99
TH

 A
VE

NU
E

91
ST

  A
VE

NU
E





     

  CITY COUNCIL REPORT  
 

 

1 
 

Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: UPDATE SIGNATURE AUTHORIZATION AND COUNCIL APPOINTMENT OF  
A CITY TREASURER 

Staff Contact: Candace MacLeod, Interim Executive Director, Financial Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
updating the city’s signature authority for banking transactions and appointing Brenda S. Fischer, 
City Manager, as City Treasurer.   The city signature authorizations are updated periodically due to 
changes in the organization.  The appointment of a City Treasurer is authorized by the Glendale 
City Charter. 

Background 
 
It is recommended that the following individuals be authorized signers, effective immediately: 
 
Name Position 
Brenda S. Fischer City Manager 
Julie Frisoni Interim Assistant City Manager 
Jamsheed Mehta Interim Assistant City Manager 
Pam Hanna City Clerk 
Stuart Kent Executive Director 
 
The Glendale City Charter provides for the appointment of a City Treasurer.  The Charter states: 
 
 Art. IV, Sec. 3. City Treasurer 
 The Council shall appoint an officer of the city who shall have the title of city 

treasurer, and who shall receive and have custody of all the money of the city and 
shall keep and save said money and dispense the same only as provided by the laws 
of this state, or as provided by ordinance and who shall always be bound by the 
constitution, laws and ordinances and upon whom legal garnishments and demands 
may be served.  He will serve at the pleasure of the council. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
Previous ordinances updating signature authority and appointment of Acting City Treasurer were 
brought to City Council when deemed necessary, since the city’s incorporation in 1910.  More 
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recently, the update on signature authorization was brought forward for Council’s consideration 
on August 13, 2013 and August 23, 2011. 
 

Attachments 

Ordinance 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ORDINANCE NO. 2860 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 
AUTHORIZING DESIGNATED OFFICERS TO DEPOSIT CITY 
FUNDS IN DESIGNATED BANK; DIRECTING SAID BANK 
TO RECOGNIZE THE SIGNATURES OF SAID OFFICERS ON 
ELECTRONIC FUND TRANSFERS, CHECKS FOR DEPOSIT 
AND/OR WITHDRAWAL; AND DECLARING AN 
EMERGENCY. 

 
 
 WHEREAS, it is necessary for the City to establish various bank accounts to be used for 
day-to-day operations of the City, to receive deposits in these accounts, and pay the necessary 
expenses as authorized by the City Council. 
 

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

 
SECTION 1.  That Brenda S. Fischer is the duly appointed City Treasurer. 

 
 SECTION 2.  That Stuart Kent is the duly appointed Superintendent of Streets. 
 
 SECTION 3.  That all banks with whom the City maintains accounts are hereby directed 
to honor the signatures of the officers named below on all electronic fund transfers, or checks 
depositing and/or withdrawing the funds placed in those accounts until further notice of the City: 
 
Name Position  Signature Authorization___ 
 
Brenda S. Fischer City Manager  City Manager/City Treasurer 
 
Julie Frisoni Interim Assistant City Manager City Manager 
 
Jamsheed Mehta Interim Assistant City Manager City Manager 
 
Pamela Hanna City Clerk   City Clerk 
 
Stuart Kent Executive Director  Superintendent of Streets 
 
 SECTION 4.  That all checks drawn on the City of Glendale accounts in the amount of 
$50,000 or more shall require two signatures from the authorized signatories listed in Section 2 
above. 
 



SECTION 5.  Whereas the immediate operation of the provisions of this Ordinance is 
necessary for the preservation of the public peace, health, and safety of the City of Glendale, an 
emergency is hereby declared to exist, and this Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from 
and after its passage, adoption, and approval by the Mayor and Council of the City of Glendale, 
and it is hereby exempt from the referendum provisions of the Constitution and laws of the State 
of Arizona. 
 
 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: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
b_signature authority 
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Meeting Date:         9/10/2013 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH NEWPATH NETWORKS LLC FOR THE 
INSTALLATION OF A DISTRIBUTED ANTENNA SYSTEM 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for the City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to execute a license agreement between the City of Glendale and 
NewPath Networks, LLC (NewPath) for the installation of a Distributed Antenna System (DAS).  

Background 
 
With the growing demands for mobile broadband service, wireless carriers across the U.S. are 
finding that their existing networks sometimes fall short.  Wireless internet, telecommunications, 
video and data applications demand more capacity than existing cell towers can provide in some 
areas. 
 
Increasingly, service providers are turning to DAS networks to fill in service gaps and provide a 
consistent blanket of radio frequency coverage, allowing broadband speeds inside homes and 
offices. DAS has proven particularly useful in densely populated areas.  DAS networks have 
enhanced wireless service in contained, concentrated environments for years.  For example, DAS 
networks commonly serve airports, convention centers, stadiums and college campuses.  Recently, 
more extensive outdoor DAS networks have sprung up to serve entire communities.  
 
NewPath contacted the city to request permission to expand its existing DAS network.  This 
license is for new facilities within Glendale right-of-way on a city street light located at the 
southwest corner of Cabela Drive and Zanjero Boulevard.  Staff from Engineering, Transportation, 
and Planning have reviewed and approved the design of this facility. 
 
Staff has developed guidelines to standardize the fees charged for DAS license agreements moving 
forward as shown in the table below.  These guidelines will be followed in negotiating new 
licenses and renewing licenses 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 local municipalities such as Phoenix, Tempe and Scottsdale.  Each site 
will have an antenna base fee, plus a ground equipment fee (if applicable) for the cubic feet of 
equipment in the right-of-way.   
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Category 1-DAS with antenna(s) mounted on an existing vertical element or pole.   
Cubic feet/ground equipment  Antenna base fee Equipment base fee Total annual fee 
1-50 Included Included $3,368 
51-200 $3,368 $6,271 $9,639 
201-300  $3,368 $9,390 $12,758 
301-400  $3,368 $12,493 $15,861 
401 or more $3,368 $15,649 $19,017 
Category 2-DAS with antenna(s) mounted on a new vertical element that is stealth or utilizes 
alternate concealment when existing vertical elements are not available.   
Cubic feet/ground equipment  Antenna base fee Equipment base fee Total annual fee 
1-50 Included Included $3,564 
51-200 $3,564 $6,271 $9,835 
201-300  $3,564 $9,390 $12,954 
301-400 $3,564 $12,493 $16,057 
401 or more $3,564 $15,649 $19,213 
Category 3-DAS with antenna(s) mounted on a new vertical element that is not stealth or 
concealed in appearance.   
Cubic feet/ground equipment  Antenna base fee Equipment base fee Total annual fee 
1-50 Included Included $4,810 
51-200 $4,810 $6,271 $11,081 
201-300 $4,810 $9,390 $14,200 
301-400 $4,810 $12,493 $17,303 
401 or more $4,810 $15,649 $20,459 

Analysis 
  
Staff recommends approval of the license agreement.  This new license agreement falls within 
Category 1 of the guidelines, with a footprint of less than 50 cubic feet, and is being charged 
accordingly.  This license agreement is for a five-year term, with no more than four consecutive 
five-year renewals.  There will be no impact to any city departments, staff, or service levels.  There 
will be additional construction needed as a result of this action.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
NewPath’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 revenue generated from this agreement during the first five years of the associated license, 
including the 3% annual increase is projected at $17,881.  All revenue shall be deposited into the 
General Fund.  There are no costs incurred as a result of this action.   
 

Attachments 

Resolution 

Agreement 

Map 

 

 

 

 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4723 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A 
COMMUNICATIONS SITE LICENSE AGREEMENT FOR THE 
OPERATION OF A DISTRIBUTED ANTENNA SYSTEM 
NETWORK WITH NEWPATH NETWORKS, LLC IN 
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 Communications Site License Agreement for the operation of a Distributed Antenna 
System Network, with NewPath Networks, LLC, a New Jersey limited liability company, at 
approximately Zanjero Blvd. and Cabela Drive in 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: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
l_eng_newpath 
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