
City of	Glendale
Council	Meeting	Agenda	

	
September	25,	2012	–	7:00	p.m.	

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

Public	Rules	of	Conduct	
The	 presiding	 officer	 shall	 keep	 control	 of	 the	meeting	 and	
require	the	speakers	and	audience	to	refrain	from	abusive	or	
profane	remarks,	disruptive	outbursts,	applause,	protests,	or	
other	 conduct	which	disrupts	 or	 interferes	with	 the	 orderly	
conduct	of	 the	business	of	 the	meeting.		Personal	attacks	on	
Councilmembers,	city	staff,	or	members	of	the	public	are	not	
allowed.		 It	 is	 inappropriate	 to	 utilize	 the	 public	 hearing	 or	
other	agenda	item	for	purposes	of	making	political	speeches,	
including	 threats	 of	 political	 action.		 Engaging	 in	 such	
conduct,	and	failing	to	cease	such	conduct	upon	request	of	the	
presiding	officer	will	be	grounds	for	ending	a	speaker’s	time	
at	 the	podium	or	 for	removal	of	any	disruptive	person	 from	
the	meeting	room,	at	the	direction	of	the	presiding	officer.	
	
How	to	Participate	
The	Glendale	City	Council	values	citizen	comments	and	input.		
If	 you	 wish	 to	 speak	 on	 a	 matter	 concerning	 Glendale	 city	
government	that	is	not	on	the	printed	agenda,	please	fill	out	a	
blue	Citizen	Comments	Card	located	at	the	back	of	the	Council	
Chambers	 and	 give	 it	 to	 the	 City	 Clerk	 before	 the	 meeting	
starts.	 	 The	 Mayor	 will	 call	 your	 name	 when	 the	 Citizen	
Comments	portion	of	 the	 agenda	 is	 reached.	 	 Because	 these	
matters	are	not	listed	on	the	posted	agenda,	the	City	Council	
may	not	act	on	 the	 information	during	 the	meeting	but	may	
refer	the	matter	to	the	City	Manager	for	follow‐up.	
	
Public	Hearings	are	also	held	on	certain	agenda	 items	such	
as	 zoning	 cases,	 liquor	 license	applications	and	use	permits.		
If	 you	wish	 to	 speak	 or	 provide	 written	 comments	 about	 a	
public	hearing	item	on	tonight's	agenda,	please	fill	out	a	gold	
Public	 Hearing	 Speakers	 Card	 located	 at	 the	 back	 of	 the	
Council	 Chambers	 and	 give	 it	 to	 the	 City	 Clerk	 before	 the	
meeting	 starts.	 	 The	 Mayor	 will	 call	 your	 name	 when	 the	
public	hearing	on	the	item	has	been	opened.	
	
When	speaking	at	the	Podium,	please	state	your	name	and	
the	 city	 in	 which	 you	 reside.	 	 If	 you	 reside	 in	 the	 City	 of	
Glendale,	 please	 state	 the	 Council	 District	 you	 live	 in	 and	
present	your	comments	in	five	minutes	or	less.			
	

	

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

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

	
	
Councilmembers	
Norma	S.	Alvarez	‐	Ocotillo	District	
H.	Philip	Lieberman	‐	Cactus	District	
Manuel	D.	Martinez	‐	Cholla	District	
Joyce	V.	Clark	‐	Yucca	District	
Yvonne	J.	Knaack	–	Barrel	District	

	
MAYOR	ELAINE	M.	SCRUGGS	

Vice	Mayor	Steven	E.	Frate	‐	Sahuaro	District	

Appointed	City	Staff	
Horatio	Skeete	–	Acting	City	Manager	

Craig	Tindall	–	City	Attorney	

Pamela	Hanna	–	City	Clerk	

Elizabeth	Finn	–	City	Judge	
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GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
Council Chambers 

5850 West Glendale Avenue 
August 14, 2012 

7:00 p.m. 
 
The meeting was called to order by Mayor Elaine M. Scruggs, with Vice Mayor Steven E. Frate 
and the following Councilmembers present: Joyce V. Clark, Yvonne J. Knaack, and Manuel D. 
Martinez. 
 
Councilmembers Norma S. Alvarez and H. Philip Lieberman were absent. 
 
Also present were Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager; Craig Tindall, City Attorney; and 
Pamela Hanna, City Clerk.   
 
Mayor Scruggs called for the Pledge of Allegiance and a moment of silence was observed. 
 
COMPLIANCE WITH ARTICLE VII, SECTION 6(c) OF THE GLENDALE CHARTER 
 
A statement was filed by the City Clerk that the 3 resolutions and 3 ordinances to be considered 
at the meeting were available for public examination and the titles posted at City Hall more than 
72 hours in advance of the meeting. 
 
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE JUNE 26, 2012 CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
 
It was moved by Martinez, and seconded by Knaack, to dispense with the reading of the 
minutes of the June 26, 2012 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 
 
NATIONAL PREPAREDNESS MONTH PROCLAMATION 
PRESENTED BY: Office of the Mayor 
ACCEPTED BY: Mark Fooks, Volunteer with the Glendale Citizen Corps 
 
This is a request for City Council to proclaim September 2012 as National Preparedness Month 
to encourage preparedness for disasters or emergencies in homes, businesses and communities.   
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National Preparedness Month is sponsored by the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA’s) Ready Campaign in partnership with Citizens Corps.  Mark Fooks, a resident of 
Glendale and volunteer with the Glendale Citizen Corps, will be present to accept the 
proclamation. 
 
Mayor Scruggs called Mark Fooks forward and presented the proclamation. 
 
Mark Fooks thanked the Mayor and Council for passing this proclamation.  He said the 
Preparedness Team of Glendale Fire and Police are always working hard to be prepared for 
anything that comes down the pike.  Their major goal is to educate citizens on how to handle a 
major disaster.  Mayor Scruggs talked about her own experience on how to prepare for a disaster 
and what people need to do yearly.  
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Items on the consent agenda are of a routine nature or have been previously studied by the 
City Council at a workshop.  They are intended to be acted upon in one motion.  
 
Mr. Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager, read agenda item numbers 1 through 8 and Ms. 
Pamela Hanna, City Clerk, read consent agenda resolution item numbers 9 and 10 by number 
and title. 
 
Councilmember Clark asked that item number 5 be heard separately. 
 
1. SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. HELEN'S COUNCIL 11738 KNIGHTS OF 

COLUMBUS 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for St. Helen's 
Council 11738 Knights of Columbus.  The event will be held at St. Helen's Social Center located 
at 5510 West Cholla Street on Saturday, August 25, 2012, from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m.  The purpose 
of this special event liquor license is for a fundraiser to be held indoors. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
2. SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. LOUIS THE KING SCHOOL/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 
School/Church.  The event will be held at St. Louis the King Church/School located at 4331 
West Maryland Avenue on Friday, October 5 from 5 p.m. to 11 p.m.; and Saturday and Sunday, 
October 6 and 7, 2012, from 11 a.m. to 11 p.m.  The purpose of this special event liquor license 
is for a fundraiser. 
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Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
3. LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-2455, GAS LIGHT INN    
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 11 (Hotel/Motel) 
license for Gas Light Inn located at 5747 West Glendale Avenue.  The Arizona Department of 
Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 11077023) was submitted by Chad Alan LaMont. 
 
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. 5-6452, LF MARKET & ORIENTAL SEAFOOD 
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 LF Market Oriental & Seafood located at 5350 West Bell Road, Suite 
115.  The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 10076280) was 
submitted by Max Phat Lam. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
5. LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-6594, ROSE LANE MARKET 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This item was heard after the consent agenda items. 
 
6. LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-6703, MARISCOS VUELVE A LA VIDA FISH/MEAT MARKET & 

RESTAURANT 
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 Mariscos Vuelve A La Vida Fish/Meat Market & Restaurant located 
at 5630 West Camelback Road, Suite 101-102.  The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and 
Control application (No. 10076292) was submitted by Theresa June Morse. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
7. LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-6876, CIRCLE K STORE #3448 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a location-to-location transferable series 9 (Liquor 
Store - All Liquor) license for Circle K Store #3448 located west of the SWC of 51st and Olive 
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Avenues.  The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 09070223) 
was submitted by Kim Kenneth Kwiatkowski. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
8. AUTHORIZATION OF PURCHASE OF AV EQUIPMENT FOR CITY HALL COMPLEX 
PRESENTED BY: Julie Frisoni, Communications Executive Director 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the expenditure to replace audio equipment for 
Council Chambers and B3, in the City Hall Complex.   Staff is requesting Council authorize the 
approval of the expenditure from EAR Professional Audio, a local company on state contract, in 
an amount not to exceed $117,714. 
 
CONSENT RESOLUTIONS 
 
9. FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION GRANT 
PRESENTED BY: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 
RESOLUTION: 4599 
 
Staff is requesting City Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing 
the City Manager to enter into a grant agreement with the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) in the anticipated amount of approximately $217,798 for additional runway safety 
improvements at Glendale Municipal Airport.   
 
Staff expects the FAA to offer the grant prior to September 30, 2012.  However, because the 
FAA allows only a few days to formally accept the grant once the offer is made, staff is 
requesting Council’s approval to accept the grant prior to receiving the new grant offer from the 
FAA.   
 
Resolution No. 4599 New Series was read by number and title only, it being A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, ACCEPTING AN ANTICIPATED GRANT OFFER FROM THE 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, FEDERAL AVIATION 
ADMINISTRATION, IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF $217,798 FOR RUNWAY 
IMPROVEMENTS AT THE GLENDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT; AND 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE ANY AND ALL DOCUMENTS 
NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE THE GRANT. 

10. EQUITABLE SHARING AGREEMENT WITH UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4600 
 
This is a request for City Council to 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. 
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Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and authorize the City Manager to 
enter into an agreement with the United States Department of Justice for the equitable sharing of 
Racketeering Influenced Corrupt Organizations assets. 
 
Resolution No. 4600 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 EQUITABLE SHARING AGREEMENT WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
CONCERNING SHARED ASSETS INVOLVING THE GLENDALE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT. 
 
It was moved by Frate and seconded by Clark, to approve the recommended actions on 
Consent Agenda Item Nos. 1 through 4 and 6 through 10, including the approval and 
adoption of Resolution No. 4599 New Series and Resolution No. 4600 New Series; and to 
forward Special Event Liquor License Applications for St. Helen’s Council 11738 Knights 
of Columbus, St. Louis the King School/Church and Liquor License Application No. 5-2455 
For the Gas Light Inn, No. 5-6452 for LF Market and Oriental Seafood, No. 5-6703 for 
Mariscos Vuelve A La Vida Fish/Meat Market and Restaurant and No. 5-6876 for Circle K 
Store #3448 to the State of Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control, with the 
recommendation for approval.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
5. LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-6594, ROSE LANE MARKET 
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 Rose Lane Market located at 6205 North 59th Avenue, Suite A & B.  
The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 10076289) was 
submitted by Anthony Ronald Makhol. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
Councilmember Clark stated she would like to ask the applicant some questions.  Mr. Anthony 
Makhol came forward to answer questions.  Councilmember Clark noted some of the findings 
which must be met before granting a liquor license are the convenience, need, or necessity of the 
license.  Mr. Makhol said his store services many patrons who don’t have a car and walk to his 
location to buy groceries, liquor and tobacco.  Councilmember Clark noted the many other stores 
with liquor licenses in the area.  Mr. Makhol mentioned he applied for the food stamp program to 
help enhance his grocery productivity.  
 
Councilmember Clark stated the Council was charged with looking at these liquor licenses in 
terms of how they will benefit the community. She believes there are an excess number of 
established liquor stores in that area.  She does not believe a need, convenience or necessity is 
served by approving another license since there are already 20 in that area.  
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Vice Mayor Frate and Councilmember Knaack agreed to approve this license since no protests 
were recorded and Mr. Makhol has been a model businessman in the community.  He has also 
applied for the food stamp program to become more of a grocery store.  
 
It was moved by Martinez, and seconded by Knaack to forward Liquor License 
Application No. 5-6594 for Rose Lane Market to the State of Arizona Department of 
Liquor Licenses and Control, with the recommendation for approval.  The motion carried. 
Aye:  Frate, Knaack, Martinez, Scruggs.  Nay:  Clark. 
 
BIDS AND CONTRACTS 
 
11. CBI SECURITY SERVICES INCREASE 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into Amendment No. 1 
to the Agreement with CBI Security Services, increasing the amount by 5% ($28,550), bringing 
the not-to-exceed amount to a total of $599,550.   
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Knaack, to authorize the City Manager to enter 
into Amendment No. 1 to the Agreement with CBI Security Services, increasing the 
amount by 5% ($28,550), bringing the not-to-exceed amount to a total of $599,550.  The 
motion carried unanimously. 
 
12. AMENDMENT OF DESIGN SERVICES FOR MULTIUSE PATHWAYS ALONG NEW RIVER 

AND GRAND CANAL 
PRESENTED BY: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 
 
Staff is requesting City Council approve and authorize the City Manager to enter into 
Amendment No. 1 to the Professional Services Agreement with CH2M Hill, Inc. for the design 
of the New River and Grand Canal Multiuse Pathways in an amount not to exceed $81,197.  This 
amendment is necessary in order to amend the design of the pathways due to the postponement 
of the development of Ballpark Boulevard. 
 
Since money restraints were issues these days, Councilmember Clark asked Mr. Mehta to expand 
on where the money was coming from for this project and how much grant money has been 
received.  Mr. Mehta explained they have received $750,000 for the Grand Canal Multiuse 
Pathways and $2 million for the New River in federal grant money.  The total sum of these two 
projects was in the area of $4.7 million.   Councilmember Clark asked where the $81,197 for this 
project was coming from.  Mr. Mehta replied the money was in the old Transportation CIP 
program that has previously identified for this purpose.  Councilmember Clark noted this was 
separate from the city’s general fund CIP program which has been frozen for five years.  Mr. 
Mehta stated she was correct.  
 
Mayor Scruggs said she’d like to follow on what Councilmember Clark is talking about.  
Everybody’s worried and concerned about money and where it comes from.  Only she’d like to 
take this in a different direction.  She knew a lot of staff members have been working very hard 
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on our new agenda and the way Council receives the material for the backup for our agenda. And 
this is a really good example, of how the public can get more information than they were ever 
able to get in the past. Now, some of people here may have noticed that we don’t have all the 
backup material in the back of the room.  This is because extra paper copies were being thrown 
away and quite honestly it was very costly.  So, on the city’s website they can get all of these 
same agenda materials that Council has, right off the website.  So print off what you want and 
bring that with you or don’t print anything, whatever.  
 
Mayor Scruggs said she’d like to compliment staff because this was a good example of where 
this works well.  The first thing Council gets is a City Council report and under Budget and 
Financial Impact, it has the cost broken up as $81,197 that was being discussed.  It has it broken 
up into the two components with the account number for each one and it says it comes from the 
GO funds and what each component is used for. She thinks that is critical, yes it’s a capital 
expense, yes it was already budgeted and no there was no appropriation fund transfer which we 
are all very sensitive to right now. So that’s very good.  So then another really good thing in this 
is that in the staff report, there has been a lot of talk for years and request for this, why don’t we 
ever see what the options are?  We always see what the recommendations are but why don’t we 
see the options?  So now in staff’s report under analysis, it says, “an option to delay construction 
of these multiuse pathways until Ballpark Boulevard is completed was considered”.  But federal 
funds for these planned projects would be lost if we choose that option.  So the recommendation 
was made to go ahead and spend $81,197 so that we didn’t lose the $2 million.   
 
Mayor Scruggs said for everybody that says “well the federal government shouldn’t be spending 
this money anyway”. Well, it would be going someplace else anyway, to some other state.  
Mayor Scruggs addressed Mr. Skeete, stating that she was going to use this as an example to 
compliment and to ask him to pass this along to all of the staff members who have been working 
on this new process.  Council will probably find bugs along the way and find things they want 
tweaked a little bit here and there.  But this is a good example of how this really provides the 
pubic with more information than they’ve ever had before.  Mr. Skeete thanked the Mayor and 
said he will pass her comments along to staff.  
 
It was moved by Clark, and seconded by Martinez, to approve and authorize the City 
Manager to enter into Amendment No. 1 to the Professional Services Agreement with 
CH2M Hill, Inc. for the design of the New River and Grand Canal Multiuse Pathways in 
an amount not to exceed $81,197.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
13. AMENDMENT TO PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH C & S ENGINEERS, 

INC. FOR AIRPORT RUNWAY IMPROVEMENTS 
PRESENTED BY: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 
 
In order to complete runway safety improvements required by Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) airport design standards, staff is requesting City Council approve and authorize the City 
Manager to enter into Amendment No. 1 to the professional services agreement with C & S 
Engineers, Inc. to provide design and construction administration services in an amount not to 
exceed $70,000 for runway safety improvements at Glendale Municipal Airport. 
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It was moved by Clark, and seconded by Knaack, to approve and authorize the City 
Manager to enter into Amendment No. 1 to the professional services agreement with C & S 
Engineers, Inc. to provide design and construction administration services in an amount 
not to exceed $70,000 for runway safety improvements at Glendale Municipal Airport.  The 
motion carried unanimously. 
 
14. AWARD OF BID TO R.K. SANDERS, INC. FOR AIRPORT RUNWAY IMPROVEMENTS 
PRESENTED BY: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 
 
In order to complete runway safety improvements required by Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) airport design standards, staff is requesting that the City Council award the bid and 
authorize the City Manager to enter into a construction agreement with R.K. Sanders, Inc. in an 
amount not to exceed $406,603.50 for the construction of runway safety improvements at 
Glendale Municipal Airport.   
 
It was moved by Knaack, and seconded by Martinez, to award the bid and authorize the 
City Manager to enter into a construction agreement with R.K. Sanders, Inc. in an amount 
not to exceed $406,603.50 for the construction of runway safety improvements at Glendale 
Municipal Airport.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
15. PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH DICK & FRITSCHE DESIGN GROUP, 

INC. FOR NORTH GLENDALE PARK AND RIDE/TRANSIT CENTER 
PRESENTED BY: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 
 
Staff is requesting City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional services 
agreement with Dick & Fritsche Design Group, Inc. (DFDG), in an amount not to exceed 
$722,735, for planning and design services for the North Glendale Park and Ride/Transit Center 
project.  A park and ride/transit center is needed in north Glendale due to the high demand for 
transit service and the lack of a permanent transit facility in this area. 
 
Councilmember Martinez stated most of his questions had been answered by the backup 
material.  However, he was still unclear as to the timeline of this project.  Mr. Jamsheed Mehta, 
AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services, explained that staff was limited to nine 
months on this particular phase in the project.  He added this phase only dealt with federal 
money for the planning and design phase.  He talked about the challenges with the FTA and 
other agencies they have to work with for clearance and have this project moving on schedule.  
 
Councilmember Martinez inquired how staff determines certain site locations. Mr. Mehta 
explained staff has identified several locations that work well for them.  He indicated that any 
locations have to be rigorously screened to be compatible with the current transit system as well 
as go though the selection process acceptable by the FTA. 
 
Mayor Scruggs thanked Mr. Mehta for answering her questions since she has serious concerns 
about how this whole project has been proposed by the consultants.  You have to get to a 30% 
completion within nine months.  The way she read it, there is not a lot of opportunity for citizen 
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input until the end, after they have gone through so many things.  But yet there are some 
locations that will just not be acceptable. To bring a transit center into a neighborhood is 
something that is just an overwhelming integration of people from many, many places and this 
really conflicts with neighborhoods.  We do have one location that continually offers itself for all 
sorts of inappropriate uses and it is a big concern.  She continued that she didn’t see the citizen 
input coming until way down the road but yet it has to have the 30% completion done by July of 
2013 so it can have 100% completion by April of 2014 to get all the funds. 
 
Mayor Scruggs said it’s already August of 2012 and the city was still talking about this.  She is 
not comfortable with this even if Mr. Mehta assured her there will be a lot of citizen input and 
she sees a lot of input by our Citizen Transportation Oversight Committee, but not from the 
people that are going to be impacted by this infrastructure coming into their neighborhood.  Even 
though this talks about Bell Road and 101 and then immediately discounts Bell and the 101 
because it doesn’t work at the mall.  So really this isn’t for Bell and the 101, which means it must 
be going by somebody’s neighborhood and she’s really not comfortable with this, at least not the 
input portion of it.  Because to go through all these tasks and then say okay these are the best 
ones and the citizens have not provided their input up to that point, she thought wastes a lot of 
the nine months.   
 
Mr. Mehta explained one of their first tasks will be public involvement with two public 
meetings, five CTOC meetings, Council workshop interaction as well as website and newsletter 
information available.  Their objective is to have sufficient work done ahead of time on the sites 
available for citizen input. 
 
Mayor Scruggs said well, she was not suggesting asking the citizens what they would like to see 
but she thought that the citizens might be able to point out some fatal flaws that the consultants 
just don’t see.  She asked Mr. Mehta if he was here during the 59th Avenue and Thunderbird Park 
Roadway Improvement project. 
 
Mr. Mehta replied no.  
 
Mayor Scruggs said there may be still people left on the city staff who participated in that.  It 
was planned beautifully from an in-house staff perspective and everything went in order and so 
forth and it blew up, because the citizen input was left until the end.  She suggested he find 
people that were here during that time and sit and talk about how that one might have been 
handled differently so it wouldn’t have blown up then he might apply it to this.  The consultants 
as great as they are, when it comes to neighborhoods, she thinks they cannot pick out fatal flaws.   
She thought staff needed to bring in people much more quickly or they’re never going to get that 
July 2013 deadline much less the April 2014 deadline.  
 
Vice Mayor Frate stated he agreed with staff’s initiative to use these federal funds but also 
supports more citizen input.  He said he looks forward to seeing staff recommendations on these 
locations.  
 
Mayor Scruggs offered that these possible sites may be presented to a larger group of people to 
get reactions to begin with versus spending a lot of time going through the technical analysis.   
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Mr. Skeete noted he did remember what occurred with the 59th Avenue and Thunderbird Park 
Roadway Improvement project and understands the Mayor’s concerns.  He noted staff will be 
proceed with this project very carefully to minimize any potential difficulties in the process.  
 
Mayor Scruggs said she is glad Skeete remembered it and she felt comfortable that he will work 
with staff to not have a reoccurrence.   
 
Councilmember Martinez stated he too remembers that project and even though there were 
difficulties, most was politically motivated and because some people were spreading 
misinformation.  He offered his support of this project.  
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Martinez, to authorize the City Manager to enter 
into a professional services agreement with Dick & Fritsche Design Group, Inc. (DFDG), in 
an amount not to exceed $722,735, for planning and design services for the North Glendale 
Park and Ride/Transit Center project.  A park and ride/transit center is needed in north 
Glendale due to the high demand for transit service and the lack of a permanent transit 
facility in this area.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
16. AWARD OF PROPOSAL 12-39, DUPLICATING AND MAILING SERVICES 
PRESENTED BY: Diane Goke, Chief Financial Officer 
 
This is a request for City Council to award proposal 12-39 and authorize the City Manager to 
enter into a contract for duplicating and mail services with Pitney Bowes Management Services, 
Inc., in an amount not to exceed $500,000 annually.   
  
Staff is requesting Council to award proposal 12-39 and authorize the City Manager to enter into 
a contract with Pitney Bowes Management Services, Inc., in an amount not to exceed $500,000 
annually for duplicating and mail services and to renew the contract, at his discretion, for up to 
an additional four years, in one-year increments.   
 
Mayor Scruggs thanked Ms. Goke thank for answering her questions.  She had asked her what 
the expense was for this year and it was either $317,000 or $371,000. 
 
Ms. Diane Goke, Chief Financial Officer, replied it was $370,000. 
 
Mayor Scruggs said she asked why staff was asking for $500,000 if the city spends $370,000 and 
the city really shrunk tremendously.  And Ms. Goke said, well we go high and then Council just 
sets a maximum.  Mayor Scruggs said she was still curious since the budget is so tight; it kind of 
ties up some extra money somewhere that may be used in another location.  So she still didn’t 
understand why staff was going 1/3 above of what was spent this year. 
 
Ms. Goke agreed staff did go about $100,000 higher than what they have been currently 
spending.  However, this does not tie up any money; this is just an amount not to exceed 
$500,000 for this item. 
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Mayor Scruggs said she thought it was capturing appropriation that could be used in other areas, 
however, that is not the case here. 
 
Councilmember Clark said she was still not convinced as to why they were asking for more 
money and was not sure of its use.  
 
Ms. Goke reiterated staff was simply asking for an amount not to exceed, however, will probably 
end up spending around $300,000 to $400,000 depending on the needs of the organization.  Ms. 
Goke explained they were simply planning for that authority if the need arose.  Mr. Skeete 
explained further on the benefits of having a safety net or the flexibility without coming back to 
Council even if it was not used.  
 
Councilmember Clark remarked she would rather they stay within their means than having to 
spend more money.   She sees this as giving them carte blanche to spend up to that point.  She 
has been hearing from many residents that everyone should start living within their means, and 
she believes they should start somewhere.  She will be willing to approve an amount not to 
exceed $400,000 but will not support the $500,000. 
 
Mayor Scruggs said she started this mess so would like to go back to it a little bit since there are 
a couple of things going on here.  Her concern is that built into the budget is money that exceeds 
the $500,000 even though the city was not going to use it. Well its handy then when staff is 
going to the departments and they each need to cut their budgets.  And so they have put some 
extra in mail and duplicating so that will just get cut out. That’s handy, but probably not the best 
way to do things when the city was cutting back on other things and services.  So her concern 
was that the $500,000 translated into other budgets built with a little bit of surplus because extra 
duplicating and mailing funds are allowed.  She continued that Ms. Goke is saying that didn’t 
happen but when Mr. Skeete started talking it sounded like yes that was built into the budget.  So 
that is her concern, not about them running over it.  They have a lot of slop in there, she asked 
Mr. Skeete to address it and then she has another way to go on this subject.   
 
Mr. Skeete explained that an accumulation of overage was not included in the budget as Ms 
Goke has stated.  
 
Mayor Scruggs assured everybody that she isn’t mistrusting or distrusting staff.  She supported 
them totally.  She just wanted to understand so please don’t mistake her remarks on this.  
 
Mayor Scruggs said she would like to discuss something she thought would help this and help 
the concerns of Councilmember Clark that she is hearing from the citizens.  When Council went 
through the departmental budgets reduction exercises, the city has in the Mayor’s office budget 
virtually nothing to cut because they don’t have accounts to do this or do that and also do not 
have people.  So, what her staff did was look at this mail situation because what happens if they 
don’t have enough money in the contract our mail does not get delivered in or out.  And so Mr. 
Methvin, her assistant, sat with the staff that report to him and saw all this stuff that comes in, 
these magazines that were never ordered or asked for and nobody reads and then they go into the 
waste basket.  And so he did something, she didn’t know what to make that stop because every 
piece of mail that is delivered to an office, that department is charged for.  So he said here is one 
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way we are going to meet our budget reduction, we are going to stop this nonsense.  So she 
suggests that one way that the city can address some of the issues Councilmember Clark brought 
up and that are her concerns too are that there be a greater awareness or a sort of outreach 
program for the departments.  She didn’t know if everybody realizes all this stuff that comes in 
unsolicited is costing them money. The city might consider an outreach program so they can stop 
all of this and that could stop some of this waste.  
 
Councilmember Martinez commented on the budget process and supports staff’s 
recommendation since the amount being asked was simply a “not to exceed”.  
 
Councilmember Knaack noted she was still not clear why they were increasing the amount when 
books and paper were being reduced.  She agrees with Councilmember Clark that the amount 
should be moving the opposite way because of the trend in electronics.  She asked how the 
previous contracts had gone out.  Ms. Goke replied they had been the same, not to exceed 
$500,000.  
 
Mayor Scruggs said one  thing that kind of makes her feel more comfortable with the $500,000 is 
that the city can’t control the post office.  Because the US Post Office is in such a mess so who 
knows, the postage might be 55 cents in the next three months.  And that is something that does 
give her some reason to believe there should be some leeway in there.  She thought everyone was 
all seeing the same thing.  And that is why she sent Ms. Goke and Mr. Skeete the question of 
why, if the city was generating less mail, have less people, why was more money needed? 
 
Councilmember Knaack remarked they could have eliminated much of this discussion if she had 
known this was how the contracts have always read with the not to exceed limit of $500,000.  
She stated staff was doing a good job of staying within reason and not trying to get close to the 
$500,000. 
 
Councilmember Clark asked what would be the effect if the Council rejects the bid of not to 
exceed $500,000.  Ms. Goke responded that the Council would have to amend the amount with a 
new one.  However, if they go over that amount they would have to come back to Council for 
approval which might take some time. 
 
Mayor Scruggs reiterated that her earlier concerns had been put to rest.  She will support this 
item. 
 
Councilmember Clark offered an amendment to award a proposal for duplicating and mail 
services with Pitney Bowes Management Services, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $400,000 
annually. 
 
Mayor Scruggs said the motion fails for lack of a second. 
 
It was moved by Martinez, and seconded by Knaack, to award proposal 12-39 and 
authorize the City Manager to enter into a contract with Pitney Bowes Management 
Services, Inc., in an amount not to exceed $500,000 annually for duplicating and mail 
services and to renew the contract, at his discretion, for up to an additional four years, in 
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one-year increments.  The motion carried.  Aye:  Frate, Knaack, Martinez, Scruggs.  Nay: 
Clark. 
 
Mayor Scruggs said this has been a healthy discussion because it has pointed out that everybody 
is very focused on not building in extra charges just so when there are cuts we are not just taking 
out the surpluses that have been put in.  But the other thing, what really made her feel more 
comfortable besides staff saying they’re not budgeted, was the discussion on the cost of postage.  
With the US Postal Service in bankruptcy or whatever they are, she assumed they are going to be 
raising those rates. 
 
17. AGREEMENT WITH M.R. TANNER MINING, INC., FOR MINING AND FLOOD 

PROTECTION WORK IN THE AGUA FRIA RIVER 
PRESENTED BY: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into an agreement with 
M.R. Tanner Mining, Inc. for mining and flood protection work in the Agua Fria River south of 
Glendale Avenue, west of 115th Avenue.  
 
Councilmember Clark wondered why this was needed when they do not have much flooding 
problems in that area.  Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer, explained the flood 
problems were uncommon; however, this will enhance flood protection and was also a revenue 
generating item.  
 
It was moved by Clark, and seconded by Knaack, to authorize the City Manager to enter 
into an agreement with M.R. Tanner Mining, Inc. for mining and flood protection work in 
the Agua Fria River south of Glendle Avenue and west of 115th Avenue.  The motion 
carried unanimously. 
 
ORDINANCES 
 
18. CENTURY LINK EASEMENT: SIERRA VERDE PARK, 71ST AVENUE AND ROSE 

GARDEN LANE 
PRESENTED BY: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 
ORDINANCE:  2812   
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt an ordinance authorizing the City Manager to execute 
an easement.  Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
authorizing the City Manager to execute an easement in favor of Century Link for its cabinets 
and facilities at the northeast corner of Sierra Verde Park, located at 71st Avenue and Rose 
Garden Lane.  
 
Vice Mayor Frate commented on how some cabinets seem to be targeted for graffiti.  
 
Mayor Scruggs asked staff to report back to Council on how they are working to combat this 
type of situation.  
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Ordinance No. 2812 New Series was read by number and title only, it being AN 
ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A 
UTILITY EASEMENT IN FAVOR OF QWEST CORPORATION, DBA CENTURYLINK 
QC, AT SIERRA VERDE PARK LOCATED AT 71ST AVENUE AND ROSE GARDEN 
LANE; AND ORDERING THAT A CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS ORDINANCE BE 
RECORDED. 
 
It was moved by Martinez, and seconded by Knaack, to approve Ordinance No. 2812 New 
Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the following Councilmembers voting “aye”: 
Clark, Knaack, Martinez, Frate, and Scruggs.  Members voting “nay”: none. 
 
19. SALE OF CITY PROPERTY LOCATED AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF 63RD AND 

PEORIA AVENUES 
PRESENTED BY: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 
ORDINANCE:  2813 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt an ordinance authorizing the City Manager to 
complete the sale of a city-owned parcel located at the southwest corner of 63rd and Peoria 
Avenues to Salt River Project.  Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and 
adopt an ordinance authorizing the City Manager to execute the documents necessary to 
complete the sale. 
 
Ordinance No. 2813 New Series was read by number and title only, it being AN 
ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE SALE OF REAL 
PROPERTY LOCATED AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF 63RD AND PEORIA 
AVENUES CONSISTING OF APPROXIMATELY 6,606 SQUARE FEET TO SALT 
RIVER PROJECT AGRICULTURAL IMPROVEMENT AND POWER DISTRICT; AND 
DIRECTING THE EXECUTION OF ALL DOCUMENTS NECESSARY FOR THE 
SALE OF SAID REAL PROPERTY. 
 
It was moved by Knaack, and seconded by Martinez, to approve Ordinance No. 2813 New 
Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the following Councilmembers voting “aye”: 
Clark, Knaack, Martinez, Frate, and Scruggs.  Members voting “nay”: none. 
 
20. RIGHT-OF-ENTRY AGREEMENT WITH MARICOPA COUNTY – NORTHERN PARKWAY 
PRESENTED BY: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 
ORDINANCE:  2814 
 
Staff is requesting City Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into a right-of-entry agreement with Maricopa County to 
permit county personnel to enter city-owned property to perform geotechnical testing, 
environmental testing and investigation and historical documentation.  This standard testing is 
necessary to complete engineering plans for Northern Parkway construction.   
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Ordinance No. 2814 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 AN 
“AGREEMENT FOR RIGHT OF ENTRY” IN FAVOR OF MARICOPA COUNTY TO 
PERFORM GEOTECHNICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING AND 
HISTORICAL DOCUMENTATION ON CITY-OWNED PROPERTY LOCATED 
ALONG THE SOUTH SIDE OF THE PROPOSED NORTHERN PARKWAY BETWEEN 
DYSART ROAD AND 111TH AVENUE; AND ORDERING THAT A CERTIFIED COPY 
OF THIS ORDINANCE BE RECORDED. 
 
It was moved by Clark, and seconded by Frate, to approve Ordinance No. 2814 New Series.  
Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Clark, 
Knaack, Martinez, Frate, and Scruggs.  Members voting “nay”: none. 
 
RESOLUTIONS 
 
21. EDUCATIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH THE MARICOPA COUNTY COMMUNITY 

COLLEGE DISTRICT 
PRESENTED BY: Chris DeChant, Assistant Fire Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4601 
 
This is a request for City Council to enter into an Educational Services Agreement with the 
Maricopa County Community College District (College).  Staff is requesting Council waive 
reading beyond title and adopt a resolution authorizing the entering into the Educational Services 
Agreement.   
 
Councilmember Clark asked if these courses were needed for recertification purposes.  Chris 
DeChant, Assistant Fire Chief, replied no.  He said these were increased educational opportunity 
classes which will help firefighters prepare to become a supervisor or captain.  He explained the 
process in which GCC bills the city, the city sends a check to GCC, and then in return GCC will 
send a check back to the city.  Therefore, there is no cost for this program.  He added instructors 
were employees like him fitting that time into their schedule.  Councilmember Clark asked if 
anyone will be pulled off duty for any of these classes.  Assistant Fire Chief DeChant replied no.  
 
Mayor Scruggs said to tell the truth, she didn’t understand it when she read it and it still doesn’t.  
The training that the firefighters are getting somehow, somewhere, right now and this whole 
transferring of money back and forth, she really doesn’t understand it but she guessed it would 
have had to originate from somewhere and she’s sure this has been sitting around for a year on a 
desk somewhere and finally got dislodged from the pipeline and it seems to be working every 
place else.  She guessed this is one of those trust issues.  But she doesn’t understand at all what 
the heck the city was doing or why GCC is involved in this and can afford to use their instructor 
time, she didn’t know.  She asked where did the firefighters get this training now.   
 
Assistant Fire Chief DeChant explained the employees are receiving their instruction from GCC, 
however, before the employees were getting reimbursed for their classes.  The city at this time is 
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unable to reimburse the employees therefore they are entering into this agreement in order for 
employees to be able to take the classes at no cost to them.  
 
Mayor Scruggs said she still doesn’t understand fully and she couldn’t believe it’s that simple.  
She guesses it must be something good since everybody else is doing it.  Okay, thank you.  
 
Resolution No. 4601 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 EDUCATIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH THE MARICOPA COUNTY 
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT ON BEHALF OF GLENDALE COMMUNITY 
COLLEGE FOR THE PURPOSE OF TRAINING GLENDALE FIRE DEPARTMENT 
EMPLOYEES IN ALL PHASES OF FIREFIGHTING AND ASSOCIATED SERVICES. 
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Knaack, to pass, adopt and approve Resolution 
No. 4601 New Series.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
REQUEST FOR FUTURE WORKSHOP AND EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Knaack, to hold a City Council Workshop at 1:30 
p.m. in Room B-3 of the City Council Chambers on Tuesday, August 21, 2012, to be 
followed by an Executive Session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03.  It was further moved to 
hold a Special City Council Workshop at 9:00 a.m. in Room B-3 of the City Council 
Chambers on Monday, August 27, 2012, to be followed by an Executive Session pursuant to 
A.R.S. 38-431.03.   It was additionally moved to vacate the regularly scheduled City 
Council Meeting on Tuesday, August 28, 2012, for the primary elections.  It was finally 
moved to hold a City Council Workshop at 1:30 p.m. in Room B-3 of the City Council 
Chambers on Tuesday, September 4, 2012, to be followed by an Executive Session pursuant 
to A.R.S. 38-431.03.    The motion carried unanimously.  
 
MOTION TO EXCUSE COUNCILMEMBERS ALVAREZ AND LIEBERMAN 
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Martinez, to excuse Councilmembers Alvarez and 
Lieberman from tonight’s Council meeting.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
There were no citizen comments. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
 
Councilmember Clark stated it was nice to be back and is looking forward to a very productive 
six months.  She congratulated Mr. Skeete on a wonderful beginning to a new year.  She 
expecially liked the great job done on the staff reports and the thorough material that has been 
presented to Council.  She personally would like to thank him very much for his attention to 
detail.  
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Vice Mayor Frate commented on the current heat.  He thanked the many city employees working 
out in this tremendous heat in order to keep the city running smoothly.  He also congratulated 
everyone involved in getting the F-35 located at Luke Air Force Base.  He reminded everyone to 
watch children around water. 
 
Mayor Scruggs said she would just like to echo the comments made by Vice Mayor Frate on city 
employees and their excellent work. She came in complaining about the heat and being 
miserable. She complained to someone about it.  And she wanted to also echo what 
Councilmember Clark said too.  She met with citizens over the last couple of months and she 
always tells them the same thing.  It’s a new day around here and the amount of information that 
is available to anybody who wants to read it.  In fact, what is probably going to happen is that 
there is so much information that they would not want to spend that much time reading it.   
 
Mayor Scruggs thanked Mr. Skeete, he told Council that he was going to do some things and he 
is producing and delivering and it’s absolutely wonderful. She was learning an awful lot about 
what is going on in the city and did not realize all of what staff was doing.  So congratulations to 
each and every one of staff.  There are great things going on in every department and Council is 
just so proud to hear about them and to celebrate them with you.  And you know what, life in the 
City of Glendale is a whole lot more than a certain animal that a team is named after.  She is just 
so glad that staff is getting to tell the world about everything that they are doing.  So thank you to 
everybody involved, the meeting is adjourned.  
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 9:14 p.m.  

 
________________________________ 

       Pamela Hanna - City Clerk 
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MINUTES OF THE 

GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
Council Chambers 

5850 West Glendale Avenue 
September 11, 2012 

7:00 p.m. 
 

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Elaine M. Scruggs, with Vice Mayor Steven E. Frate 
and the following Councilmembers present: Norma S. Alvarez, Joyce V. Clark, Yvonne J. 
Knaack, H. Philip Lieberman and Manuel D. Martinez. 
 
Also present were Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager; Nick DiPiazza, Deputy City Attorney; 
and Pamela Hanna, City Clerk. 
 
Mayor Scruggs 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 12 resolutions to be considered at the meeting 
were available for public examination and the title posted at City Hall more than 72 hours in 
advance of the meeting. 
 
PROCLAMATIONS AND AWARDS 
 
NATIONAL HISPANIC HERITAGE MONTH PROCLAMATION 
PRESENTED BY: Office of the Mayor 
ACCEPTED BY: Mr. Joseph Pompa, Glendale Business Owner, La Perla Café 
 
This is a request by the Glendale Hispanic Network (GHN) for City Council to recognize 
September 15th through October 15th 2012 as National Hispanic Heritage Month.   
 
Mr. Joseph “Butch” Pompa, Owner of La Perla Café, will be present to accept the Proclamation.  
La Perla Café was founded in 1946 by Mr. Pompa’s parents, Joseph and Eva Pompa.  The 
Pompa family members are active in the Glendale community and have been for over 66 years. 
 
Mayor Scruggs called Rebecca Daniels forward and she accepted the proclamation on behalf of 
Mr. Pompa. 
 
Rebecca Daniels thanked the Mayor and Council for the proclamation.  She was very proud to 
receive it on behalf of the community. 
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CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Items on the consent agenda are of a routine nature or have been previously studied by the 
City Council at a workshop.  They are intended to be acted upon in one motion.   
 
Mr. Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager, read agenda item numbers 1 through 8 and Ms. 
Pamela Hanna, City Clerk, read consent agenda resolution item numbers 9 through 18 by number 
and title. 
 
Councilmember Lieberman wanted item #7 to be heard separately. 
 
1. SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ASSYRIAN CHURCH OF THE EAST 

PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 

This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for the Assyrian 
Church of the East.  The event will be held at Assyrian Church of the East located at 17334 
North 63rd Avenue on Sunday, September 23; Saturday, November 3; and Monday, December 
31, 2012, from 6 p.m. to 1 a.m.  The purpose of this special event liquor license is for 
fundraising. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
2. SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, FRIENDS OF PUBLIC RADIO ARIZONA 

PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for the Friends of 
Public Radio Arizona.  The event will be held at Westgate City Center located at 6770 North 
Sunrise Boulevard on Friday, September 28, 2012, from 5 p.m. to 9:30 p.m.  The purpose of this 
special event liquor license is for fundraising. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
3. LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-1580, SPROUTS FARMERS MARKET #9 

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 Sprouts Farmers Market #9 located at 5120 West Peoria Avenue.  
The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 10076302) 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. 
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4. LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-1581, SPROUTS FARMERS MARKET #3 

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 Sprouts Farmers Market #3 located at 5665 West Bell Road.  The 
Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 10076307) 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. LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-7020, ANGELINA'S VIETNAMESE CUISINE PHO' & GRILL 

PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 12 (Restaurant) 
license for Angelina's Vietnamese Cuisine Pho' & Grill located at 5350 West Bell Road, Suites 
123-124.  The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 12079198) 
was submitted by Long Duy Nguyen. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
6. PURCHASE OF HANDHELD WATER METER READING UNITS 

PRESENTED BY: Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve the purchase of 14 hand-held electronic computer 
units which are used for gathering monthly meter reads from the city-owned water meters.  
These units will be purchased from Mountain States Pipe & Supply Co. in an amount not to 
exceed $75,665.21.   

 
7. APPEAL OF DECISION IN SAVE GLENDALE NOW v. CITY OF GLENDALE et al. 

PRESENTED BY: Nick DiPiazza, Deputy City Attorney 
 
This item was heard after the consent agenda items. 
 
8. AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE AUDIOLOG EQUIPMENT 

PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a purchase from Verint for audiolog equipment in 
an amount not to exceed $98,332.75.   
 
This equipment will replace the Police Department’s current 48 channel 911 recording server.  
Staff is requesting Council approve the purchase from Verint for audiolog equipment in an 
amount not to exceed $98,332.75.   
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CONSENT RESOLUTIONS 
 
9. INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENTS WITH U.S. DRUG ENFORCEMENT 

ADMINISTRATION 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4602 

 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into two 
intergovernmental agreements (IGAs) with the United States Department of Justice, Drug 
Enforcement Administration (DEA).  The IGAs allow for the assignment of two Glendale 
detectives to a DEA Task Force in the Phoenix area.   
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a Resolution authorizing the 
City Manager to enter into two intergovernmental agreements with the United States Department 
of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration. 
 
Resolution No. 4602 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 ENTERING INTO OF TWO 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENTS WITH THE UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION (DEA) 
FOR ASSIGNMENT OF ONE GLENDALE POLICE DETECTIVE TO THE DEA 
PHOENIX TASK FORCE GROUP AND ONE GLENDALE POLICE DETECTIVE TO 
THE DEA TUCSON TASK FORCE GROUP. 

10. WEST VALLEY DOMESTIC VIOLENCE FATALITY REVIEW TEAM 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4603 

 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into an 
intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the cities and towns of Avondale, Buckeye, El Mirage, 
Goodyear, Peoria, Surprise, Tolleson, and Wickenburg to establish a West Valley Domestic 
Violence Fatality Review Team.  The West Valley Domestic Violence Fatality Review Team 
will conduct confidential review of domestic violence fatality and near fatality situations and 
make recommendations to improve the system.   
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a Resolution authorizing the 
City Manager to enter into an intergovernmental agreement with the cities and towns of 
Avondale, Buckeye, El Mirage, Goodyear, Peoria, Surprise, Tolleson, and Wickenburg to 
establish a West Valley Domestic Violence Fatality Review Team.   
 
Resolution No. 4603 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 REGARDING THE CREATION AND 
PARTICIPATION IN THE WEST VALLEY DOMESTIC VIOLENCE FATALITY 
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REVIEW TEAM WITH THE CITIES/TOWNS OF AVONDALE, BUCKEYE, EL 
MIRAGE, GOODYEAR, PEORIA, SURPRISE, TOLLESON AND WICKENBURG ON 
BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 

11. VICTIM’S RIGHTS PROGRAM GRANTS 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4604 

 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into two grant 
agreements from the State of Arizona Office of the Attorney General for the Victim’s Rights 
Program.   
 
Funding from these grants will be used to help the Police Department and Prosecutor’s Office 
offset costs associated with the performance of duties that are mandated under victims’ rights 
laws.  Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a Resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into two grant agreements from the State of Arizona 
Office of the Attorney General.   
 
Resolution No. 4604 New Series was read by number and title only, it being A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, ACCEPTING TWO GRANT OFFERS TOTALING 
APPROXIMATELY $84,840 FROM THE STATE OF ARIZONA, OFFICE OF THE 
ATTORNEY GENERAL, FOR THE VICTIM’S RIGHTS PROGRAM. 

12. ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY GRANTS 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4605 

 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into four 2013 
Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) grant agreements in the total amount of $76,000. 
 
The grant funding will be used towards DUI task forces, seat belt enforcement, equipment, and 
training.  Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a Resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into four 2013 Governor’s Office of Highway Safety grant 
agreements. 
 
Resolution No. 4605 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 FOUR GOVERNOR’S 
OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY GRANTS ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE 
POLICE DEPARTMENT. 

13. AMENDMENTS TO THE 2009-10 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY SUB-GRANTEE AGREEMENTS 
PRESENTED BY: Chris DeChant, Assistant Fire Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4606 
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This is a request for City Council to accept four Amendments to the 2009-10 Arizona 
Department of Homeland Security (AZDOHS) Sub-grantee Agreement between the AZDOHS 
and the Glendale Fire Department.     
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the 
City Manager to enter into Amendments 1-4 to the 2009-10 AZDOHS Sub-grantee Agreement.  
  
Resolution No. 4606 New Series was read by number and title only, it being A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, RATIFYING THE ENTERING INTO BY THE GLENDALE 
FIRE DEPARTMENT OF AMENDMENT NOS. 1 AND 2 TO THE 2009 ARIZONA 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY GRANT FUNDING EXTENDING THE 
PERIOD OF PERFORMANCE; AND AUTHORIZING THE ENTERING INTO OF 
AMENDMENT NOS. 3 AND 4 TO THE 2009 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY GRANT FUNDING FURTHER EXTENDING THE PERIOD 
OF PERFORMANCE ALL ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

14. 2012 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY GRANT ACCEPTANCE 
PRESENTED BY: Chris DeChant, Assistant Fire Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4607 

 
This is a request for City Council to accept 2012 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 2012 grant funds from the AZDOHS. 
 
Resolution No. 4607 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 2012 ARIZONA 
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY GRANT FUNDING IN THE 
APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF $367,047 ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE FIRE 
AND POLICE DEPARTMENTS. 

15. AMENDMENT TO INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA 
DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY 
PRESENTED BY: Rebecca H. Daniel, Community Action Program Administrator 
RESOLUTION: 4608 

 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into Amendment No. 6 
to the intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the Arizona Department of Economic Security 
(DES) for Community Action Program (CAP) funding and operations.   
 
DES has changed the terms and conditions, fingerprinting section 32.1.1, within the original 
contract.  This contract change to the IGA between the City and DES requires City Council 
approval.  Staff is requesting Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 



7 
 

authorizing the City Manager to enter into Amendment No. 6 to the IGA with DES for CAP 
operations.   
 
Resolution No. 4608 New Series was read by number and title only, it being A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 TO THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE 
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR COMMUNITY ACTION 
PROGRAM FUNDING. 

16. LICENSE AGREEMENTS FOR T-MOBILE WEST CORPORATION 
PRESENTED BY: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 
RESOLUTION: 4609 

 
This is a request for City Council to adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute 
three license agreements.   
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the 
City Manager to execute three license agreements between the city and T-Mobile West 
Corporation (T-Mobile) to operate wireless communication sites at three locations within public 
right-of-way.  
 
Resolution No. 4609 New Series was read by number and title only, it being A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE THREE 
SEPARATE LICENSE AGREEMENTS FOR T-MOBILE WEST CORPORATION IN 
THE FOLLOWING CITY RIGHTS-OF-WAY:  5402 WEST UNION HILLS DRIVE, 6510 
WEST CACTUS ROAD, AND 7978 NORTH 53RD AVENUE. 

17. LICENSE AGREEMENT FOR CRICKET COMMUNICATIONS 
PRESENTED BY: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 
RESOLUTION: 4610 

 
This is a request for City Council to adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute a 
license agreement.   
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the 
City Manager to execute a license agreement between the city and Cricket Communications 
(Cricket) for the continued use of a wireless communication site within O’Neil Park located at 
6448 West Missouri Avenue. 
 
Resolution No. 4610 New Series was read by number and title only, it being A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A 
LICENSE AGREEMENT FOR WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS SITE IN O’NEIL 
PARK WITH CRICKET COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
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18. CANVASS OF ELECTION FOR THE 2012 PRIMARY 
PRESENTED BY: Pamela Hanna, City Clerk 
RESOLUTION: 4611 

 
This is a request for City Council to adopt a resolution declaring and adopting the results of the 
August 28, 2012 Primary Election.     
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt the Canvass of Election for 
the 2012 Primary.  

Resolution No. 4611 New Series was read by number and title only, it being A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, DECLARING AND ADOPTING THE RESULTS OF THE 
PRIMARY ELECTION HELD ON AUGUST 28, 2012; AND ORDERING THAT A 
CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS RESOLUTION BE RECORDED. 

It was moved by Frate and seconded by Knaack, to approve the recommended actions on 
Consent Agenda Item Nos. 1 through 6 and Nos. 8 through 18, including the approval and 
adoption of Resolution No. 4602 New Series, Resolution No. 4603 New Series, Resolution 
No. 4604 New Series, Resolution No. 4605 New Series, Resolution No. 4606 New Series, 
Resolution No. 4607 New Series, Resolution No. 4608 New Series, Resolution No. 4609 New 
Series, Resolution No. 4610 New Series, and Resolution No. 4611 New Series; and to 
forward Special Event Liquor License Application for Assyrian Church of the East and 
Friends of Public Radio Arizona and Liquor License Application No. 5-1580 for Sprouts 
Farmers Market #9, No. 5-1581 for Sprouts Farmers Market #3 and 5-7020 for Angelina’s 
Vietnamese Cuisine Pho’ & Grill to the State of Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses 
and Control, with the recommendation for approval.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
7.  APPEAL OF DECISION IN SAVE GLENDALE NOW v. CITY OF GLENDALE et al. 

PRESENTED BY: Nick DiPiazza, Deputy City Attorney 

This is a request for City Council to ratify instructions previously given to the City Attorney to 
take necessary and timely legal action for the appeal to the Arizona Supreme Court of the Court 
of Appeal’s decision in the matter of Save Glendale Now v. City of Glendale et al. 

Councilmember Lieberman pointed out that this motion was being done after the fact since the 
Arizona Supreme Court has denied it.  He was pleased to announce that the Arizona Supreme 
Court denied hearing the appeal, therefore, Save Glendale Now won and was awarded all their 
legal fees paid by the city of Glendale.  He said Save Glendale Now won in a big way.  
 
Diane Douglas, a Sahuaro resident, agreed with Councilmember Lieberman. She stated that the 
public should have been involved in this discussion and not held in Executive Session.  She also 
made mention of the misleading wording which precedes the Consent Agenda.  She noted not all 
Consent Agendas are studied in a workshop.  
 
Ken Jones, an Ocotillo resident, stated the courts and the people of the community spoke on what 
they believed was right.  He said it was time the Council started listening to the citizens of 
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Glendale.  He disagrees with the city attorney fighting the people’s desire to be heard and vote 
on this tax issue.  He asked the Council to support the people’s voice in this matter and do what 
is right.  He mentioned the court’s decision in favor of the Tohono O’odham Nation. 
 
Councilmember Clark stated that in regard to the Appeals Court decision, it is her understanding 
the Appeals Court reviewed the procedural actions of the lower court.  They found no issue with 
the procedural issues that were utilized in the lower court decision.  She believes what the court 
did was take up the issue in regards to the content of the initiative itself.  She said some issues 
being talked about by Save Glendale Now regarding the sales tax were misleading. Save 
Glendale Now was telling everyone that this initiative will roll back the sales tax increase and 
she believes that is not correct. She stated she had no problem with the sales tax being on the 
November ballot as long as people understand it will take effect for future Council action.  She 
said that to say otherwise was false advertising.  She noted many of the 4000 signatures collected 
by Save Glendale Now were erroneous and were invalidated.  
 
Councilmember Lieberman disagreed with Councilmember Clark’s comments.  He reiterated 
that the Supreme Court voted in favor of Save Glendale Now on three counts by all three judges. 
He reiterated that Save Glendale Now won big in this case.  He said he was still unclear if the 
sales tax will appear on the ballot in November.  However, their intent is to have the sales tax 
rolled back to August 2012. 
 
Rod Williams, an Ocotillo resident and chairman of Save Glendale Now, stated he was very 
surprised this discussion was taking place now since citizen comments were made at the end of 
the meeting.  He stated there was nothing misleading about what they presented.  He said the 
judge’s decision reverses the Council’s decision made on June 12 to raise the sales tax and puts it 
on the November ballot. In regards to signatures, there were 4,138 and the majority of those were 
good signatures.  The city did not accept a lot of those signatures since the circulators were not 
certified.  The city failed, however, to go to the Secretary of State’s website to verify the petition 
circulator’s information.  He stated that you do not have to be a Arizona resident to circulate 
petitions but you do have to be certified by the state.  The city threw out 410 signatures based on 
that and that is why he filed another lawsuit on Monday to challenge that determination.  He said 
that everybody knows the tax cannot be increased without the vote of the people from this point 
on.  
 
Councilmember Clark reiterated her comments.  The Supreme Court, in denying review of this 
issue at this time, indicated that the issue was not “ripe” which means this was not a legislative 
issue to be looked at until it’s voted on one way or the other.  
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Knaack, to pass and adopt Consent Item Number 
7. 
   
Mayor Scruggs said she was going to vote against this as you’ve read in the newspaper.  She did 
not support this going to the Supreme Court in the first place so therefore she’s not going to vote 
to ratify this action that should have been taken earlier on.  The reason City Council did not have 
a meeting on August 28th was because it was Election Day. But that’s not why she’s not 
supporting this in the first place. She continued that her feeling, her personal feeling, is that the 
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time that is being wasted continuing to argue legal issues that Council doesn’t really understand 
in the first place, could be better spent in such ways as what was going to begin the next day.  
Wednesday at 1:30 p.m. the Council will begin to look at hard facts that will be presented by the 
Acting City Manager, Mr. Horatio Skeete, in terms of what will need to be done if indeed the 
initiative passes and it’s determined to be legal and it goes into effect and the tax rate returns to 
2.2%.   
 
Mayor Scruggs said so there are two ways to approach this matter, one is the way that the city 
attorney and the majority of the Councilmembers have chosen to do.  And that is to continue to 
keep it from going on to the ballot.  Which she really did not quite understand since what 
Council heard is that it will not have any effect on anything anyway so why fight it?  She didn’t 
quite understand that.  So that is one way to approach it.  The other way is to get busy, and be 
honest, open a dialogue with the employees and with the citizens.  And say “you know, you have 
a choice, if you choose this way, these are the things that will happen, if you choose that way, 
these are the thing that will happen”.  But give people information, that’s what an election is all 
about.  It’s voting based on information before you.  And she really applauded the approach that 
is being taken by Mr. Skeete.  She’s looking forward to the meeting tomorrow as unpleasant as 
the information is going to be because she thought there is good information to be told to give 
our residents an opportunity to choose to not or go forward with the initiative.  But to continue 
this with esoteric legal interpretations that can be argued back and forth, she thinks it’s a 
phenomenal waste of time.  So she will not support this motion.  
 
Councilmember Lieberman said he would also vote against it.  
 
Councilmember Martinez agreed this was a very complicated issue.  However, he agrees with the 
city attorney that if this passes in November, it will not have an effect on the vote taken by the 
Council in June regarding the sales tax.  He welcomed and was eager to have the public 
workshop tomorrow so the people can know what the city was facing. 
 
Mayor Scruggs asked if Mr. Tindall, City Attorney will be at the workshop tomorrow. 
 
Nick DiPiazza, Deputy City Attorney, replied yes. 
 
Mayor Scruggs said there are a lot of words that are being used in such a way that are quite 
confusing.  So here are some of the questions she would like to have answered by Mr. DiPiazza 
or Mr. Tindall or whatever city attorney is going to staff the meeting.  Numerous references are 
being made if this vote is successful and that the action will not be retroactive.  She did not think 
this group ever asked for this to be retroactive.  They were asking for there to be an action taken 
to enact a Charter amendment going forward.  Her reading of all of this has never indicated that 
they think something is going to go back to June or whatever the date was that the vote 
happened.   
 
Mayor Scruggs said so let’s hear an explanation of when he talks about retroactive and he puts 
that out in a statement that this will not be retroactive. She didn’t think that was ever the intent, 
number one.  Then she keeps hearing two things referenced as the City Attorney’s opinion. One 
of those is that this will only apply going forward, if there is to be any change in the tax rate that 
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has to be voted on by the public going forward.  But then on the other hand Mr. Tindall has 
advised us and has been quoted in the newspaper as saying that if this initiative is approved by 
the voters that it will require a Council action to change the City Charter to amend these rates 
and if the City Council chooses not do to that then nothing happens.  So those are two very, very 
different interpretations and both of them have come from the City Attorney.  And the one that 
says, well yes if the Council votes to amend the City Charter then these rates go into effect.  
Then the third thing is, there is an issue of constitutionality which she thought everybody who 
read the decision understands that there could be a question as to whether the whole action is 
constitutional or not and what would happen if the initiative passes successfully.  But honestly, 
she thought he needs to clarify this because he is saying different things at different times and all 
its doing is further inflaming the public.  
 
Councilmember Alvarez stated the comment she has heard was that if this was successful, there 
will be city layoffs and everything looked very grim for the city.  However, she believes if this 
happens the money being used for sports should be used to keep the city running.  She believes 
the Coyote deal was only a luxury since it has not made any money for the city.   She explained 
this was what most of the constituents were upset about.  She stated the mindset of this Council 
had to change.  The city cannot say they are going to lay off employees because of lack of 
money. The city does have the money but they just put it in the wrong place.  
 
Mayor Scruggs stated the Council will be discussing this issue and many others in the workshop 
tomorrow.  
 
Vote on the item. Aye: Frate, Knaack, Martinez, Clark.  Nay:  Alvarez, Lieberman, 
Scruggs. The motion carried. 
 
BIDS AND CONTRACTS 
 
19. PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR SWEETWATER LIFT STATION 

IMPROVEMENTS 
PRESENTED BY: Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 

 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional 
services agreement with Brown and Caldwell, Inc. in amount not to exceed $321,493, for design 
and construction administration services to improve the Sweetwater Lift Station and associated 
pipelines and manholes.   
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Martinez, to authorize the City Manager to enter 
into a professional services agreement with Brown and Caldwell, Inc. in amount not to 
exceed $321,493, for design and construction administration services to improve the 
Sweetwater Lift Station and associated pipelines and manholes.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
20. CONSTRUCTION AGREEMENT FOR FIRE HYDRANT AND VALVE 

REPLACEMENTS 
PRESENTED BY: Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 
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This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a construction 
agreement with Sand Dollar Construction, Inc. for the replacement of water line valves and fire 
hydrants in an amount not to exceed $452,000. 
 
It was moved by Lieberman, and seconded by Clark, to award construction agreement for 
fire hydrant and valve replacements with Sand Dollar Construction, Inc. in an amount not 
to exceed $452,000.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
21. AWARD OF BID 12-35, SOLAR LIGHT FIXTURES 

PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 
 

This is a request for City Council to award Invitation for Bid (IFB) 12-35 and authorize the City 
Manager to enter into a contract for the purchase and installation of solar light fixtures with CS 
Construction, Inc., in an amount not to exceed $225,650. 

 
Vice Mayor Frate commented on solar lighting being put in back in 2009 in his district.  He was 
glad to see this was being done on a larger scale.  He said solar lighting has come a long way and 
was pleased to see it.  
 
Councilmember Knaack asked if anything has been done to enhance security on solar lighting 
because of the vandalism problems in the parks.  Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works, 
explained the devices were being placed on top of the poles which seem to help matters. 
 
Councilmember Martinez asked if this was the first time solar lighting was being used in parks.  
Mr. Kent replied they have done this in three other parks; however, this project was on a much 
larger scale.  They hope to expand this if the economy gets better and more funding becomes 
available.  Councilmember Martinez asked if this is being done primarily where vandalism was 
more prevalent.  Mr. Kent replied yes.  
 
It was moved by Lieberman, and seconded by Clark, to award Invitation for Bid (IFB) 12-
35 and authorize the City Manager to enter into a contract for the purchase and 
installation of solar light fixtures with CS Construction, Inc., in an amount not to exceed 
$225,650.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
RESOLUTIONS 
 
22. INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH ADOT FOR HIGH INTENSITY 

ACTIVATED CROSSWALK MAINTENANCE AT 63RD AVENUE AND BEARDSLEY 
ROAD 
PRESENTED BY: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation 
Services 
RESOLUTION: 4612 
 

This intergovernmental agreement (IGA) clarifies maintenance responsibilities of the HAWK 
beacon. Staff is requesting City Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
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authorizing the City Manager to enter into an IGA with the Arizona Department of 
Transportation (ADOT) for maintenance of the High Intensity Activated Crosswalk (HAWK) 
Beacon on the westbound Loop 101 frontage road (Beardsley Road) at 63rd Avenue.   
 
Councilmember Clark asked what the cost of installing one HAWK was.  Jamsheed Mehta, 
AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services, explained that would be hard to say since the 
cost was integrated into the project.  Councilmember Clark asked if there was a possibility to 
acquire more grants to install more of these devices for areas that really need it.  Mr. Mehta 
agreed this was a safety issue and staff will be looking for any grants available.  Councilmember 
Clark hopes more of these devices are installed in the future.   
 
Councilmember Knaack commented on the HAWK system and asked if when the pedestrian had 
cleared the street, the vehicles were okay to move forward.   Mr. Mehta said that was correct; 
motorists may proceed with caution while the red lights are flashing if there are no more 
pedestrians in the crosswalk .  Councilmember Knaack also requested that the area around 
Glendale Community College be looked at for a HAWK system. 
 
Mayor Scruggs asked Mr. Mehta to explain the system and how it works.  Mr. Mehta explained 
that the HAWK system is similar to a railroad crossing and would only be activated by a 
pedestrian which would make the lights flash and then go to solid red.  When the lights are in a 
solid red, vehicles should not be going through the pedestrian area. 
 
Mayor Scruggs asked if one was put in on Olive around Glendale Community College, that it 
was mainly for pedestrians that were crossing in the middle of the block.  Mr. Mehta stated that 
was correct but one could only be located at half mile or greater intervals,  and it would need to 
be practical.  Mr Mehta stated that one would not expect too many of these within close 
proximity as that would take away from the other objective that is to move vehicles smoothly 
along the arterial corridor. The location would be studied thoroughly to identify where the 
pedestrians are coming from and going to, and then the optimal location is chosen.  Other 
considerations for setting a location include underground utilities and the availability of right-of-
way to install the HAWK.  Mr. Mehta further explained that the cost to install a HAWK would 
vary because of those considerations.  
 
Resolution No. 4612 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 THE HAWK (HIGH INTENSITY 
ACTIVATED CROSSWALK), THE STRIPING MODIFICATIONS AND THE TRAFFIC 
CONTROL DEVICES ASSOCIATED WITH THE PEDESTRIAN CROSSING ON THE 
WESTBOUND LOOP 101 FRONTAGE ROAD IN THE VICINITY OF 63RD AVENUE. 

It was moved by Martinez, and seconded by Knaack, to pass, adopt and approve 
Resolution No. 4612 New Series.  The motion carried unanimously. 

 



14 
 

23. INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION FOR MARYLAND AVENUE BIKE ROUTE SPOT 
IMPROVEMENTS   
PRESENTED BY: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation 
Services 
RESOLUTION: 4613 
 

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 design and construction of spot improvements to an 
existing bicycle route along Maryland Avenue where gaps in the route currently exist.   

 
Resolution No. 4613 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 THE DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION 
OF SPOT IMPROVEMENTS TO AN EXISTING BICYCLE ROUTE ALONG 
MARYLAND AVENUE FROM 67TH AVENUE TO 69TH AVENUE AND FROM 79TH 
AVENUE TO 83RD AVENUE. 

It was moved by Lieberman, and seconded by Clark, to pass, adopt and approve 
Resolution No. 4613 New Series.  The motion carried unanimously. 

 
REQUEST FOR FUTURE WORKSHOP AND EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Clark, to hold a City Council Workshop at 1:30 
p.m. in Room B-3 of the City Council Chambers on Tuesday, September 18, 2012, to be 
followed by an Executive Session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
Lisa Cleary, Phoenix resident, stated she was here on behalf of the National Multiple Sclerosis 
Society.  She would like to extend an invitation to the Council and the citizens of Glendale to 
participate in a walk-a-thon on October 13, 2012 at the Westgate City Center.  She encouraged 
everyone to attend this worthy event.  
 
Ken Jones, Glendale resident, stated the importance of rolling back the sales tax increase since 
the citizens were already being taxed to death.  He commented on all the money being spent on 
sports entertainment when they don’t have any money and should be spending it on much more 
worthy causes such as in the community. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
 
Councilmember Alvarez asked the Council to consider having the citizen comments at the 
beginning of the meeting instead of the end.  She believes the taxpayers should be able to tell the 
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Council their comments early and not wait until the end.  In regards to a city audit, she believes 
they should have an outside forensic audit since they really need to know where the money went 
and explain that to the community. She said her third request is for Council to have less 
Executive Sessions and more public sessions.  
 
Councilmember Clark commented on the 9/11 ceremony they attended for those who died on 
9/11 as well as for those in the military fighting to keep the country safe against those attacks.  
She was disturbed in hearing on the radio that some of those ceremonies were cancelled for lack 
of participation.  She said this news was very shocking to hear that some don’t care or remember 
what happened that day.  Therefore, she was very proud of Glendale for continuing to have 
ceremonies to remember those who died and are still fighting for their freedom.   
 
Councilmember Lieberman also commented on the ceremony and stated it was fantastic.  He 
said the police and fire department presented beautiful speeches and his praise goes out to them.  
He commented on the favorable ruling by the courts for the Tohono O’odham Nation.   He 
agreed with the ruling.  
 
Vice Mayor Frate stated he recently attended the Casa De Oro Residence Hall and the ASU West 
Verde Dining Pavilion’s grand opening.  He said it was great to be there and talk to all the 
students. He noted that the Tulip Tree Florist shop in Glendale gave away a dozen roses to 
anyone who stopped by.  The event was called pass it on.  Each person was to keep one rose and 
pass on the other 11 to different people in the community.  He said his first rose was given at the 
City of Glendale ceremony to remember 9/11.  He asked people to continue to honor those who 
died and to never forget what happened and to continue to ensure this never happens again.  He 
reminded everyone to watch children around water.  
 
Councilmember Martinez remarked on the great 9/11 ceremony put on by public safety.  He 
encourages the public to keep attending these ceremonies.  
 
Councilmember Knaack also wanted to comment on the wonderful speakers at the ceremony.  
She said the services were very moving and touching.  She wanted to thank the police and fire 
departments for all they do.  She said it was an honor to be associated with all of them. 
 
Mayor Scruggs said continuing on that subject for those that will be here next year.  She read in 
the newspaper that a Patriots Day that specifically honors 9/11 had been enacted.  She had not 
heard of this before but for those on staff and Councilmembers that will be here, you might want 
to think about requesting a proclamation next year in honor of 9/11.  Since some have said it’s 
getting easy to forget about it, you should look into this Patriots Day.  The only other comment 
she would like to make which goes all the way back to almost about two hours ago at the 
beginning of the meeting when Ms. Douglas stood up and referenced the wording on the Consent 
Agenda.  The Mayor addressed Ms. Douglas, stating that she was correct and that was not 
always accurate all the time and if you’ve noticed she does not say that either.  And she’d talked 
about this in the past.  This wording comes from she thinks from a city attorney back in the 
1990’s and has just continued on and on.  And she believed that she’d made mention of the fact 
that some items are placed on the agenda that have not been studied in a Council workshop nor 
are they ever routine in nature. So she’s going to suggest that to go along with all the other 



16 
 

improvements that are significant, that Council just leave that sentence off because it doesn’t 
always apply. And just say, “items on the Consent Agenda are intended to be acted upon in one 
motion” and leave off the rest of it since it’s very uncomfortable for her to say when she knows it 
is not accurate.  Well that was her only request for the evening and other than that she has 
nothing further and the meeting is adjourned.  
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:38p.m.  

 
________________________________ 

       Pamela Hanna - City Clerk 
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Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
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.  
 
Arts Commission   
Carol Ladd Cactus Reappointment 09/25/2012 08/23/2014 
Carol Ladd – Chair Cactus Appointment 09/25/2012 08/23/2013 
JoAnn Lee – Vice Chair  Cholla Appointment 09/25/2012 08/23/2013 
     
Aviation Advisory Commission   
Ron Cohoe Yucca Reappointment 11/24/2012 11/24/2013 
Ron Cohoe – Chair Yucca Reappointment 11/24/2012 11/24/2013 
     
Citizens Transportation Oversight Commission    
Jack Bethel Barrel Appointment 09/25/2012 07/25/2014 
     
Commission On Persons With Disabilities    
John Fallucca Cholla  Reappointment 09/25/2012 07/27/2014 
     
Community Development Advisory Committee   
Marcia Garland Barrel Appointment 09/25/2012 07/01/2014 
Chuck Jared Cactus Appointment 09/25/2012 06/29/2014 
Vickie Loya Cholla Appointment 09/25/2012 07/01/2014 
     
Library Advisory Board   
Chase MacKay (Teen) Yucca Appointment 09/25/2012 05/27/2013 
     
Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission   
James Baribault Barrel Appointment 09/25/2012 04/09/2014 
     
Risk Management/Worker’s Compensation Trust Fund Board   
John Stern Cholla Reappointment 09/25/2012 07/24/2015 
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Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AWARENESS MONTH PROCLAMATION 
Staff Contact: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to proclaim October 2012 as Domestic Violence Awareness 
Month and present the Proclamation to Rob Walecki, Glendale City Prosecutor, and Paul Ferguson, 
Glendale Domestic Violence Assistant City Prosecutor.  

Background Summary 
 
Domestic Violence Awareness Month provides a special opportunity to recognize and thank the 
people and agencies that support victims of domestic violence and educate the public about its 
prevalence.  The National Coalition Against Domestic Violence created Domestic Violence 
Awareness Day in October 1981.  Their purpose was to bring advocates together who are working 
to end the cycle of domestic violence.  Since that time, the month of October has been utilized to 
bring attention to domestic violence issues, and encourage victims of family violence to seek out 
their local resources.   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On September 27, 2011, Council proclaimed October 2011 as Domestic Violence Awareness 
Month.  
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Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: FIRE PREVENTION MONTH PROCLAMATION 
Staff Contact: Mark Burdick, Fire Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to proclaim October 2012 as Fire Prevention Month in Glendale 
and present the proclamation to Mr. Bill Epps, Chief Executive Officer for the American Red Cross, 
Grand Canyon Chapter.  

Background Summary 
 
The National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) has designated October 7-13, 2012, as National 
Fire Prevention Week with the theme, “Have 2 Ways Out.”  Each year, Fire Prevention Month is 
proclaimed in Glendale to remind everyone of the importance of fire safety.   
 
Fire safety education for citizens is a Fire Department priority.  Some of the fire safety programs 
include: home escape planning, kitchen safety, smoke detector tips, and youth fire-setter 
intervention.  Citizens are encouraged to visit the Fire Department’s web page 
at www.glendaleaz.com/fire for more information, or contact the Fire Department’s Community 
Services Hotline at 623-930-4481 to schedule a fire safety event.  
 
The American Red Cross was selected to be this year’s proclamation recipient because of their 
dedication to assisting victims of fire in Glendale. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
Council has proclaimed Fire Prevention Month in Glendale since 1997.  
 
 
 

 

http://www.glendaleaz.com/fire
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Meeting Date: 9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. RAPHAEL CATHOLIC CHURCH 
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for St. Raphael Catholic 
Church.  The event will be held at St. Raphael Catholic Church inside Hibner Hall located at 5525 
West Acoma Road on Saturday, February 9, 2013, from 6 p.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. 

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

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Liquor License Attachments 

Police Calls for Service Report 
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Meeting Date: 9/25/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title:  SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. RAPHAEL CATHOLIC CHURCH 

General Information 
Request:  Special Event Liquor License 

Location:  5525 West Acoma Road 

District:   Sahuaro 

Zoned:  R-4 (Multi Family Residential) 

Applicant:  Frank G. Dominguez 

Owner:  St. Raphael Catholic Church 

Background 
 
1. The event will be held on Saturday, February 9, 2013, from 6 p.m. to 10 p.m. 

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

per calendar year. 
 

3. The purpose of this special event liquor license is for a fundraiser dinner to include live 
music held indoors. 
 

4. Proceeds from this special event go to Our Lady of the Valley Catholic Church and St. 
Raphael Catholic Church. 

Review/Analysis 

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

PLANNING DEPARTMENT:  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. 





















     

   CITY COUNCIL REPORT   
 

 

1 
 

Meeting Date: 9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-6572, MAMA LUPITAS RESTAURANT & BAR 
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 Mama Lupitas Restaurant & Bar located at 6550 West Glendale Avenue, Suite 14.  The Arizona 
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 12079214) was submitted by Mark 
Andrew Tafoya. 
 
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 Ocotillo District.  The property is zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 21,551.  Mama Lupitas 
Restaurant & Bar is currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of this 
license will not increase the number of liquor licenses in the area.  The current number of liquor 
licenses within a one-mile radius is as listed below. 
 

Series Type Quantity 
06 Bar - All Liquor 2 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 1 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 3 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 10 
12 Restaurant 11 
14 Private Club 3 
 
 
 
 

Total 30 
 
The City of Glendale Planning, Police, and Fire Departments have reviewed the application and 
determined that it meets all technical requirements. 

 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 

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

Staff Report 

Map 

Police Calls for Service Report 
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Meeting Date:  9/25/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-6572, MAMA LUPITAS RESTAURANT & BAR  

General Information 
Request:  New, Non-Transferable 

License:  Series 12 (Restaurant) 

Location:  6550 West Glendale Avenue, Suite 14 

District:  Ocotillo 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Mark Andrew Tafoya 

Owner:  43rd Indian School, LLC 

Background 
 
1. The population density is 21,551 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
2. The 300 feet from any church or school rule does not apply to this series license. 
 
3. Mama Lupitas Restaurant & Bar is currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, 

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

Citizen Participation to Date 

No protests were received during the 20-day posting period, August 7 through August 27, 2012. 

Review/Analysis 

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



 

determined that it meets all technical requirements. 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT:  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: 9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-7002, KIKU REVOLVING SUSHI BAR 
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 Kiku Revolving Sushi Bar located at 8190 West Union Hills Drive, Suite 155.  The Arizona 
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 12079224) was submitted by Phillip 
Scott Picard. 
 
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 Cholla District.  The property is zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 12,265.  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 
03 Domestic Micro - Brewery 1 
06 Bar - All Liquor 1 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 4 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 1 
12 Restaurant 10 
 
 
 
 

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

 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 

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

Staff Report 

Map 

Police Calls for Service Report 
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Meeting Date:  9/25/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-7002, KIKU REVOLVING SUSHI BAR 

General Information 
Request:  New, Non-Transferable 

License:  Series 12 (Restaurant) 

Location:  8190 West Union Hills Drive, Suite 155 

District:  Cholla 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Phillip Scott Picard 

Owner:  Kiku Sushi, LLC 

Background 
 
1. The population density is 12,265 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
2. The 300 feet from any church or school rule does not apply to this series license. 
 
3. This series 12 is a new license, therefore, the approval of this license will increase the 

number of liquor licenses in the area by one. 

Citizen Participation to Date 

No protests were received during the 20-day posting period, August 14 through September 3, 2012. 

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 Planning, Police, and Fire Departments have reviewed the application and 
determined that it meets all technical requirements. 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT:  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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power	of	the	federal	government	and,	therefore,	violates	the	United	States	Constitution.		The	City	
and	 the	Gila	River	 Indian	Community	appealed	 the	United	States	District	Court’s	March	3,	2011	
opinion	 in	this	matter.	 	The	9th	Circuit	Court	of	Appeals	 issued	a	split	opinion	on	September	11,	
2012	affirming	the	District	Court’s	decision	with	a	strong,	well‐stated	dissent.			
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Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: ARIZONA CRIMINAL JUSTICE COMMISSION GRANT 
Staff Contact: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a FY 2012-13 Project 
Safe Neighborhoods grant from the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission.    
 
This grant award will support the Police Department by providing overtime funding for personnel 
in the amount of $15,255 during the grant period between July 1, 2012 and June 30, 2013.  Staff is 
requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a Resolution authorizing the City 
Manager to enter into a FY 2012-13 Project Safe Neighborhoods grant from the Arizona Criminal 
Justice Commission.    

Background Summary 

This grant award will support the Police Department by providing overtime funding for personnel 
in the amount of $15,255 during the grant period between July 1, 2012 and June 30, 2013.  It will 
increase the time forensic technicians and detectives dedicate to forensic analysis of bullets.  
Results will be entered into the National Integrated Ballistic Information Network (NIBIN) 
database and compared to records in the database to find matches, assisting with criminal 
investigation and the prosecution of offenders.  

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On August 23, 2011, Council approved the acceptance of the FY 2011-12 Project Safe 
Neighborhood grant in the amount of $11,269. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
This grant will continue to benefit the Glendale community and citizens by allowing the Police 
Department to use more resources and extend hours on the forensic examination of seized 
weapons and casings.  Entry of that information into the NIBIN database will enable comparison 
with other records related to violent crimes in the database to find matches that will lead to the 
solution of crimes and the arrest and prosecution of offenders.   
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Budget and Financial Impacts 
There is no financial match required for this grant funding. 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Resolution 

Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
Item Title: ARIZONA CRIMINAL JUSTICE COMMISSION GRANT 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on a FY 2012-13 Project Safe Neighborhoods grant from the 
Arizona Criminal Justice Commission.  The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager 
forward this item to the City Council for their consideration and approval. 
 

BACKGROUND 

This grant award will support the Police Department by providing overtime funding for personnel 
in the amount of $15,255 during the grant period between July 1, 2012 and June 30, 2013.  It will 
increase the time forensic technicians and detectives dedicate to forensic analysis of bullets.  
Results will be entered into the National Integrated Ballistic Information Network (NIBIN) 
database and compared to existing records in the database to find matches, assisting with criminal 
investigation and the prosecution of offenders.  

ANALYSIS 
 
This grant will benefit the Glendale community and citizens by allowing the Police Department to 
use more resources and extend hours on the forensic examination of seized weapons and casings.  
Entry of that information into the NIBIN database will enable comparison with other records 
related to violent crimes in the database to find matches that will assist with criminal 
investigations and the arrest and prosecution of offenders.  This is the second year the Police 
Department is receiving this grant.  Last year the Police Department received the grant in the 
amount of $11,269.  Last year’s grant was very successful.  The funding paid for 250 hours of 
overtime, allowing personnel to test-fire over 700 weapons that were backlogged, which resulted 
in 12 matches to other cases.   
 
I will be recommending that Council waive reading beyond the title and authorize the City Manger 
to enter into a FY 2012-13 Project Safe Neighborhoods grant from the Arizona Criminal Justice 
Commission in the amount of $15,255. 



FISCAL IMPACTS 

There is no financial match required for this grant. 
 



RESOLUTION NO. 4614 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING THE SUBMISSION AND ACCEPTING THE GRANT 
OFFER FROM THE ARIZONA CRIMINAL JUSTICE 
COMMISSION, PROJECT SAFE NEIGHBORHOODS TO 
SUPPORT OVERTIME ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES BY THE 
GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT TO ADDRESS FIREARM 
VIOLENCE REDUCTION. 

 
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 the grant offer 

from the Arizona Criminal Justice Commission in the approximate amount of $15,255 to support 
overtime enforcement activities by forensic technicians and detectives to examine ballistic 
evidence. 
 

SECTION 2.  That the Acting City Manager, or his designee, is hereby authorized and 
directed to execute any and all documents necessary for the acceptance of said grant 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 __________________, 2012. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
g_pd_ACJC_ProjectSafe.doc 
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Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

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

Staff Contact: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 

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

Background Summary 
 
This IGA with ADOT will provide funding for construction of a 10-foot-wide, concrete, multiuse 
pathway along the east bank of New River, from the Bethany Home Road alignment to Northern 
Avenue.  The pathway improvements include underpasses at Glendale and Northern avenues, 
benches, bike racks, landscaping and pedestrian lighting below the bridges.   
 
This pathway along New River provides an important connection within the regional multiuse 
pathway system and, in particular, will provide a continuous connection from the Grand Canal 
Pathway in Glendale to the segment of the New River Pathway currently under construction by 
the City of Peoria at Northern Avenue.  This segment of the New River Pathway will provide 
bicycle and pedestrian access to Westgate City Center, Jobing.com Arena and University of Phoenix 
Stadium.  Federal funds have been identified in the Maricopa Association of Governments’ 
Transportation Improvement Plan, and construction is anticipated to begin in FY 2012-13. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On October 13, 2009, City Council approved a professional services agreement with CH2M Hill, 
Inc. for design of multiuse pathways along Grand Canal and New River, as well as Maryland 
Avenue bike lane improvements.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
This pathway will support an alternative mode of travel and provide users with a safer option 
than traveling along busy arterial streets.   
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In 2001, voters approved a half-cent transportation sales tax for the multiuse pathways along the 
New River and Grand Canal.  The New River Pathway has received public input over the past five 
years from citizen attendance at Annual GO Program open houses and from presentations to the 
Bicycle Task Force and the Citizens’ Transportation Oversight Commission.  Annual GO Program 
newsletters have included updates on the objectives and status of this project.  
 
On January 6, 2011, to update the neighborhood on the project and provide an additional 
opportunity for input or comments, 487 neighborhood newsletters specifically for this project 
were mailed to businesses, property owners and residents within one-half mile of the project site.  
In addition, a project webpage was developed on the City of Glendale website for the New River 
Multiuse Pathway Project.  The website can be accessed by visiting: 
http://www.glendaleaz.com/improvements/NewRiver.cfm.  
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

 

The total project cost is estimated at $3,124,113.  Funding for construction will be provided by 
ADOT using federal funds in the amount of $1,550,000 for construction.  Local matching funds are 
available in the FY 2012-13 capital improvement plan in the estimated amount of $1,574,113.  If 
actual costs exceed the estimate, the city will be responsible for any additional project costs.   
 
The operating and maintenance costs associated with this project are estimated at $17,087 
annually, and will be absorbed by the current GO Program operating budget (1660-16590-
524400). 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$1,574,113 2210-65063-551200 - New River Multiuse Pathway 

http://www.glendaleaz.com/improvements/NewRiver.cfm
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Staff Report 
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    STAFF REPORT   

 

To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 

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

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting  

 

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

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



This pathway will connect to a planned New River Pathway segment to be built in 2012 by the City 
of Peoria, and will also connect to the Grand Canal Pathway in Glendale.  The project will provide 
access to nearby major league football, baseball and hockey facilities.   

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

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

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Funding will be provided by ADOT using federal funds in the amount of $1,550,000 for 
construction.  Local matching funds in the amount of $1,574,113 are available in the FY 2012-13 
capital improvement plan.   
 
The operating and maintenance costs associated with this project are estimated at $17,087 
annually, and will be absorbed by the current GO Program operating budget (1660-16590-
524400).   



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4615 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 STATE 
OF ARIZONA, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, FOR 
THE CONSTRUCTION OF A 10-FOOT WIDE CONCRETE 
PATHWAY FROM THE BETHANY HOME ROAD 
ALIGNMENT TO NORTHERN AVENUE. 

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

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

citizens thereof that the Intergovernmental Agreement with the State of Arizona, Department of 
Transportation, for the construction of a 10-foot wide concrete pathway from the Bethany Home 
Road Alignment to Northern Avenue (IGA/JPA 10-055-I) be entered into, which agreement is 
now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale. 
 

SECTION 2.  That the Mayor or City Manager and the City Clerk be authorized and 
directed to execute and deliver said agreement on behalf of the City of Glendale. 
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2012. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
iga_adot_JPA10-055-I.doc 
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Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: AWARD OF BID 12-41, STREETLIGHT MAINTENANCE 
Staff Contact: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 

This is a request for City Council to award the bid and authorize the City Manager to enter into a 
contract with Fluoresco Lighting-Sign Maintenance Corp. (Fluoresco) in an amount not to exceed 
$306,851 for the repair and maintenance of city streetlights.   

Background Summary 

The current contract for streetlight repair services for the city’s 19,605 streetlights is ending and a 
new contract is needed.  To ensure continuity of service, an Invitation for Bid (IFB) was released 
July 13, 2012.  Six responses to the IFB were received and evaluated, with Fluoresco providing the 
lowest responsive and responsible bid, which was determined to be the most advantageous to the 
city.  This contract provides for the repair or replacement of lamps, wiring, monitoring photocells, 
capacitors, ballasts, starters and poles.  The contract is for one year with the option to renew 
annually for up to four additional years.   

Previous Related Council Action 

Council approved a contract with Fluoresco on June 12, 2007, for the maintenance of the city’s 
street and area lighting in the amount of $296,510. 

Council approved a contract with Fluoresco on April 9, 2002, for the maintenance of the city’s 
street and area lighting in the amount of $208,040. 

Community Benefit/Public Involvement 

Residents take great interest in the performance of neighborhood streetlights.  Street lighting is 
critical to traffic and pedestrian safety and neighborhood visibility.  Continued maintenance and 
repair of city streetlights will meet residents’ expectations and provide for a safe transportation 
environment for travelers and visibility for neighborhood residents.  For more information on 
Glendale’s streetlights, please visit www.glendaleaz.com/transportation/streetlights.  

 

http://www.glendaleaz.com/transportation/streetlights
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Budget and Financial Impacts 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes    No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No   

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Agreement 

Bid Tab 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$306,851 1660-16510-518200 – Transportation Program 
Management 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 
Item Title: AWARD OF BID 12-41, STREETLIGHT MAINTENANCE  
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 

This report contains information on the proposed contract with Fluoresco Lighting-Sign 
Maintenance Corp. (Fluoresco) for streetlight maintenance and repair services.  The purpose of 
this report is to request that the City Manager place this item on an agenda for City Council action.   

BACKGROUND 
 
Transportation Services has contracted with Fluoresco for the past five years for the repair and 
maintenance of the city’s 19,605 streetlights.  The current contract will soon expire.  To ensure 
continuity of service, an Invitation for Bid (IFB) was released July 13, 2012.  Six responses to the 
IFB were received and evaluated, with Fluoresco providing the lowest responsive and responsible 
bid, which was determined to be the most advantageous to the city.  
  
The new contract includes a unit price per service with a total cost not to exceed $306,851.  The 
term of the contract is one year with the option to renew annually for up to four additional years.  
Price adjustments may be negotiated only during annual contract renewals.   
 
Glendale has been utilizing the wireless ROAM (Remote Operations Asset Management) streetlight 
management system for nearly five years.  The ROAM system allows for quick and effective 
response to malfunctioning streetlight equipment.  Each streetlight on the ROAM system contains 
a wireless device that communicates with a computer mapping system, which indicates when a 
light is malfunctioning.  The system is accessed by the city’s Streetlight Management staff and the 
contractor, and is an extremely effective tool in maintaining a high rate of customer satisfaction.  
On average, the entire streetlight system operates at better than 99.5% efficiency. 
 
 
 
 



ANALYSIS 
 
Staff recommends awarding IFB No. 12-41 and authorizing the City Manager to enter into a 
contract with Fluoresco in an amount not to exceed $306,851 per year for streetlight maintenance 
and repair services.   
 
During the 12-month period preceding the IFB’s release, the city created 3,760 work orders for 
streetlight repairs and various maintenance issues.  This contract provides for 52 categories of 
repair and maintenance services, with some of the most common repairs being:  lamp 
replacement, ROAM device installation and/or replacement, capacitor replacement, luminaire 
(fixture) installation, fuse or fuse holder replacement, repair of defective wiring, and ballast 
replacement.  The contract also provides for the removal and replacement of streetlight poles 
knocked down by vehicles.  Such incidents occur approximately 50 times per year. 
 
The city has three options in terms of maintenance of the illumination of the public right-of-way: 

a. Choose to not repair or replace malfunctioning streetlights or those that are 
knocked down.  This will result in the degradation of nighttime illumination and 
compromise the safety of pedestrians, bicyclists and drivers. 

b. Move this service in-house so city staff is entirely responsible for this work.  This 
involves adding staff trained in electrical repairs and acquisition of equipment 
(including at least one bucket truck at considerable expense) during a time of 
limited funding resources. 

c. Continue the practice of privatizing this maintenance and repair work.  This allows 
the city to acquire a skilled, cost-competitive and reliable contractor who provides 
needed flexibility to meet service demands.   

 
Considering all options, it is significantly more cost-effective to continue contracting with an 
outside provider for streetlight maintenance and repair services.   

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Funding is available in the Transportation Program Management account (1660-16510-518200).  
The recommended contract amount will not exceed $306,851 per year.  This amount allows for 
increased work orders due to system aging and worst-case scenarios from uncontrollable events 
such as the hailstorm of October 5, 2010, which caused approximately $113,000 in damage to the 
street lighting system.  The previous contract with Fluoresco included a not-to-exceed amount of 
$296,510.   
 
In order to recover some of the costs involved in replacing poles knocked down by vehicles, 
Transportation Services staff has sought and received insurance reimbursements from the 
policyholders responsible for the knockdowns.  These efforts resulted in a total of $40,000 in 
revenue in Fiscal Year 2012. 















































ITEM 
NO. DESCRIPTION EST. QTY

 UNIT 
PRICE   EXT. PRICE 

UNIT 
PRICE   EXT. PRICE   UNIT PRICE   EXT. PRICE 

UNIT 
PRICE   EXT. PRICE   UNIT PRICE   EXT. PRICE 

UNIT 
PRICE  EXT. PRICE 

1 Trip (show up) fee 3,760 23.00$       86,480.00$         55.00$         206,800.00$       125.00$           470,000.00$              25.00$       94,000.00$           31.00$        116,560.00$        64.00$       240,640.00$      

2

Lamp installation and disposal 
(conventional lamp with toxic 
material) 3,444 10.00$       34,440.00$         28.00$         96,432.00$         9.00$               30,996.00$                10.00$       34,440.00$           4.75$           16,359.00$          7.50$         25,830.00$        

3
ROAM photo-electric control 
replacement 900 7.00$         6,300.00$           28.00$         25,200.00$         11.00$             9,900.00$                  10.00$       9,000.00$             3.00$           2,700.00$            6.50$         5,850.00$          

4 Replace capacitor 240 7.00$         1,680.00$           30.00$         7,200.00$            11.00$             2,640.00$                  2.00$         480.00$                 1.25$          300.00$               10.50$       2,520.00$          

5
ROAM photo-electric control 
installation (new location) 240 15.00$       3,600.00$           55.00$         13,200.00$         11.00$             2,640.00$                  10.00$       2,400.00$             3.00$           720.00$               10.50$       2,520.00$          

6

Placing and/or replacing self-
adhesive pole identification 
numbers (material supplied by 
contractor) 240 2.00$         480.00$               25.00$         6,000.00$            7.00$               1,680.00$                  35.00$       8,400.00$             5.00$           1,200.00$            16.00$       3,840.00$          

7 No power to pole 228 5.00$         1,140.00$           35.00$         7,980.00$            42.00$             9,576.00$                  2.00$         456.00$                 30.00$        6,840.00$            11.00$       2,508.00$          
8 Luminaire installation 192 45.00$       8,640.00$           88.00$         16,896.00$         15.00$             2,880.00$                  20.00$       3,840.00$             15.00$        2,880.00$            63.00$       12,096.00$        
9 Replace fuse 180 5.00$         900.00$               15.00$         2,700.00$            17.00$             3,060.00$                  20.00$       3,600.00$             6.00$          1,080.00$            11.00$       1,980.00$          

10 Repair or replace defective wiring 168 23.00$ 3,864.00$ 70.00$ 11,760.00$ 85.00$ 14,280.00$ 40.00$ 6,720.00$ 30.00$ 5,040.00$ 42.00$ 7,056.00$

CITY OF GLENDALE
IFB 12‐41

STREETLIGHT MAINTENANCE ‐ BID TABULATION

 FLUORESCO LIGHTING & 
SIGN   ENVIROLIGHT   DRS COMPLETE POWER 

 BROOKS BROTHERS 
UTILITY CONTRACTORS   REPUBLIC ITS   CONTRACTORS WEST 

p p g 23.00$       3,864.00$          70.00$        11,760.00$        85.00$            14,280.00$               40.00$      6,720.00$            30.00$        5,040.00$           42.00$      7,056.00$         

11

Vandalized fixture cleanup 
(remove loose glass, sweep 
ground) 150 5.00$         750.00$               20.00$         3,000.00$            27.00$             4,050.00$                  15.00$       2,250.00$             6.00$           900.00$               21.00$       3,150.00$          

12 Install or replace refractor 144 8.00$         1,152.00$           55.00$         7,920.00$            19.00$             2,736.00$                  5.00$         720.00$                 6.00$          864.00$               21.00$       3,024.00$          
13 Replace fuseholder 144 12.00$       1,728.00$           15.50$         2,232.00$            61.00$             8,784.00$                  5.00$         720.00$                 6.00$          864.00$               11.00$       1,584.00$          

14

Install new hand hole cover 
(requires drilling out rusted 
screws or drilling new screw 
holes) 125 8.00$         1,000.00$           50.00$         6,250.00$            75.00$             9,375.00$                  25.00$       3,125.00$             15.00$         1,875.00$            61.00$       7,625.00$          

15 Ballast kit installation 80 39.00$       3,120.00$           45.00$         3,600.00$            112.00$           8,960.00$                  30.00$       2,400.00$             15.00$        1,200.00$            69.00$       5,520.00$          

16
Trim tree (branches up to two 
inches thick) 75 52.00$       3,900.00$           16.50$         1,237.50$            108.00$           8,100.00$                  50.00$       3,750.00$             15.00$         1,125.00$            69.00$       5,175.00$          

17 False call 60 5.00$         300.00$               40.00$         2,400.00$            15.00$             900.00$                     5.00$         300.00$                 6.00$          360.00$               64.00$       3,840.00$          
18 Replace Starter 60 7.00$         420.00$               17.50$         1,050.00$            27.00$             1,620.00$                  20.00$       1,200.00$             3.00$          180.00$               11.00$       660.00$             

19
Reset or rescan ROAM photo-
electric control or gateway 60 15.00$       900.00$               30.00$         1,800.00$            45.00$             2,700.00$                  20.00$       1,200.00$             12.00$         720.00$               21.00$       1,260.00$          

20 Replace hand hole cover 50 8.00$         400.00$               15.00$         750.00$               11.00$             550.00$                     10.00$       500.00$                 6.00$          300.00$               11.00$       550.00$             
21 Install and connect ground rod 50 12.00$       600.00$               70.00$         3,500.00$            27.00$             1,350.00$                  25.00$       1,250.00$             30.00$        1,500.00$            21.00$       1,050.00$          
22 Level luminaire 48 9.00$         432.00$               37.00$         1,776.00$            35.00$             1,680.00$                  50.00$       2,400.00$             9.00$          432.00$               21.00$       1,008.00$          

23
Install bird spikes (on arm from 
pole to luminaire) 40 8.00$         320.00$               18.50$         740.00$               85.00$             3,400.00$                  20.00$       800.00$                 12.00$         480.00$               21.00$       840.00$             
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NO. DESCRIPTION EST. QTY

 UNIT 
PRICE   EXT. PRICE 

UNIT 
PRICE   EXT. PRICE   UNIT PRICE   EXT. PRICE 

UNIT 
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UNIT 
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CITY OF GLENDALE
IFB 12‐41

STREETLIGHT MAINTENANCE ‐ BID TABULATION

 FLUORESCO LIGHTING & 
SIGN   ENVIROLIGHT   DRS COMPLETE POWER 

 BROOKS BROTHERS 
UTILITY CONTRACTORS   REPUBLIC ITS   CONTRACTORS WEST 

24
Crane rate (for accessing fixtures 
on Grand Avenue overpasses) 25 185.00$    4,625.00$           300.00$      7,500.00$            1,350.00$        33,750.00$                175.00$     4,375.00$             60.00$         1,500.00$            150.00$     3,750.00$          

25 Install luminaire shield 24 10.00$       240.00$               50.00$         1,200.00$            17.00$             408.00$                     10.00$       240.00$                 12.00$        288.00$               21.00$       504.00$             
26 Lineman required 24 82.00$       1,968.00$           85.00$         2,040.00$            33.00$             792.00$                     150.00$     3,600.00$             75.00$        1,800.00$            878.00$     21,072.00$        
27 Pole Painting (entire length) 5 39.00$       195.00$               150.00$      750.00$               375.00$           1,875.00$                  200.00$     1,000.00$             275.00$      1,375.00$            168.00$     840.00$             

28 Install or replace ROAM gateway 5 10.00$       50.00$                 75.00$         375.00$               210.00$           1,050.00$                  50.00$       250.00$                 25.00$         125.00$               84.00$       420.00$             

29
Fill sinkhole with dirt and 
compact soil 5 27.00$       135.00$               180.00$      900.00$               175.00$           875.00$                     150.00$     750.00$                 30.00$         150.00$               96.00$       480.00$             

30 Install bullet-resistant shield 3 15.00$       45.00$                 55.00$         165.00$               85.00$             255.00$                     10.00$       30.00$                   12.00$        36.00$                 42.00$       126.00$             

31
Cutting a new hand hole in pole 
for cover installation 2 17.00$       34.00$                 70.00$         140.00$               110.00$           220.00$                     50.00$       100.00$                 60.00$         120.00$               126.00$     252.00$             

32 Junction box installation 1 126.00$    126.00$               36.00$         36.00$                 70.00$             70.00$                       175.00$     175.00$                 120.00$      120.00$               222.00$     222.00$             
33 Replace junction box 1 29.00$       29.00$                 36.00$         36.00$                 125.00$           125.00$                     200.00$     200.00$                 120.00$      120.00$               222.00$     222.00$             

34

Lamp installation and disposal 
(redesigned lamp with no toxic 
material) 1 8 00$ 8 00$ 35 00$ 35 00$ 97 00$ 97 00$ 10 00$ 10 00$ 3 00$ 3 00$ 7 00$ 7 00$34 material) 1 8.00$         8.00$                  35.00$        35.00$                97.00$            97.00$                       10.00$      10.00$                  3.00$          3.00$                  7.00$        7.00$                 

35
Hourly rate,(non-billable time) 
(hours) 100 59.00$       5,900.00$           50.00$         5,000.00$            85.00$             8,500.00$                  70.00$       7,000.00$             60.00$         6,000.00$            42.00$       4,200.00$          

36

Install embedded (direct bury) 
pole, mast arm, luminaire lamp 
and photocell 60 345.00$    20,700.00$         460.00$      27,600.00$         1,050.00$        63,000.00$                450.00$     27,000.00$           480.00$       28,800.00$          395.00$     23,700.00$        

37
Emergency removal of downed 
embedded (direct bury) pole 60 432.00$    25,920.00$         200.00$      12,000.00$         2,060.00$        123,600.00$              300.00$     18,000.00$           150.00$       9,000.00$            311.00$     18,660.00$        

38

Install pole on concrete 
foundation, mast arm, luminaire, 
lamp and photocell 60 245.00$    14,700.00$         300.00$      18,000.00$         750.00$           45,000.00$                450.00$     27,000.00$           480.00$       28,800.00$          395.00$     23,700.00$        

39
Emergency removal of downed 
pole on a concrete foundation 60 438.00$    26,280.00$         180.00$      10,800.00$         1,550.00$        93,000.00$                300.00$     18,000.00$           150.00$       9,000.00$            311.00$     18,660.00$        

40

Pole realignment (to within one 
(1) degree of plumb in any 
direction) 50 145.00$    7,250.00$           36.00$         1,800.00$            645.00$           32,250.00$                200.00$     10,000.00$           60.00$         3,000.00$            156.00$     7,800.00$          

41
Non-emergency embedded (direct 
bury) pole removal 15 210.00$    3,150.00$           300.00$      4,500.00$            1,050.00$        15,750.00$                450.00$     6,750.00$             150.00$       2,250.00$            198.00$     2,970.00$          

42
Jackhammer/remove concrete 
foundation 10 582.00$    5,820.00$           180.00$      1,800.00$            1,950.00$        19,500.00$                800.00$     8,000.00$             720.00$       7,200.00$            366.00$     3,660.00$          

43

Install 2’ x 6’ concrete foundation 
including auguring, four anchor 
bolts, and concrete pour 10 236.00$    2,360.00$           475.00$      4,750.00$            450.00$           4,500.00$                  800.00$     8,000.00$             1,000.00$   10,000.00$          550.00$     5,500.00$          
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ITEM 
NO. DESCRIPTION EST. QTY

 UNIT 
PRICE   EXT. PRICE 

UNIT 
PRICE   EXT. PRICE   UNIT PRICE   EXT. PRICE 

UNIT 
PRICE   EXT. PRICE   UNIT PRICE   EXT. PRICE 

UNIT 
PRICE  EXT. PRICE 

CITY OF GLENDALE
IFB 12‐41

STREETLIGHT MAINTENANCE ‐ BID TABULATION

 FLUORESCO LIGHTING & 
SIGN   ENVIROLIGHT   DRS COMPLETE POWER 

 BROOKS BROTHERS 
UTILITY CONTRACTORS   REPUBLIC ITS   CONTRACTORS WEST 

44
Non-emergency removal of a pole 
on a concrete foundation 2 210.00$    420.00$               200.00$      400.00$               775.00$           1,550.00$                  450.00$     900.00$                 120.00$       240.00$               198.00$     396.00$             

45 3’ deep trench in grass (feet) 500 6.00$         3,000.00$           6.50$           3,250.00$            13.50$             6,750.00$                  5.00$         2,500.00$             18.00$        9,000.00$            6.60$         3,300.00$          

46
3’ deep trench in landscaping 
(feet) 500 7.00$         3,500.00$           7.80$           3,900.00$            14.50$             7,250.00$                  5.00$         2,500.00$             18.00$         9,000.00$            6.60$         3,300.00$          

47 3’ deep trench in bare earth (feet) 500 5.00$         2,500.00$           6.00$           3,000.00$            12.50$             6,250.00$                  3.00$         1,500.00$             18.00$         9,000.00$            4.50$         2,250.00$          
48 4’ deep trench in grass (feet) 300 7.00$         2,100.00$           7.80$           2,340.00$            13.50$             4,050.00$                  6.00$         1,800.00$             18.00$        5,400.00$            7.90$         2,370.00$          

49
4’ deep trench in landscaping 
(feet) 300 8.00$         2,400.00$           9.00$           2,700.00$            14.50$             4,350.00$                  6.00$         1,800.00$             18.00$         5,400.00$            7.90$         2,370.00$          

50 4’ deep trench in bare earth (feet) 300 6.00$         1,800.00$           7.80$           2,340.00$            12.50$             3,750.00$                  4.00$         1,200.00$             18.00$         5,400.00$            6.20$         1,860.00$          
51 Boring in lieu of trench (feet) 500 18.00$       9,000.00$           7.80$           3,900.00$            11.00$             5,500.00$                  30.00$       15,000.00$           20.00$        10,000.00$          20.00$       10,000.00$        
52 Securing Lens Cover 5 10.00$       50.00$                 30.00$         150.00$               11.00$             55.00$                       25.00$       125.00$                 3.00$          15.00$                 11.00$       55.00$               

GRAND TOTAL 306,851.00$    551,830.50$    1,085,979.00$       351,756.00$      327,621.00$     502,772.00$   
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Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: AWARD OF PROPOSAL 12-36, COLLECTION SERVICES 
Staff Contact: Diane Goke, Chief Financial Officer 

Purpose and Recommended Action 

This is a request for City Council to award proposal 12-36 and authorize the City Manager to enter 
into an agreement for Collection Services with Progressive Financial Services, Incorporated for 
three years, with the option to extend the agreement for an additional two years, in one-year 
increments.  

Background Summary 
 
The City currently pursues collection of past due accounts receivable balances. The award of this 
agreement will serve to supplement the city’s in-house collection efforts to recover monies owed 
for delinquent utility (water, sewer and sanitation) accounts, miscellaneous accounts receivables 
and transaction privilege and use tax accounts. 
 
Eight bids were received in response to proposal 12-36.  An evaluation committee consisting of 
representatives from the Financial Services, Technology and Innovation and Water Services 
Departments reviewed the offers based on the following criteria: firm’s experience providing 
collection services, work capacity and staff experience, method of approach, and cost.  Progressive 
Financial Services, Incorporated submitted the lowest responsive, responsible offer. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Utilizing a third party collection agency will enhance the collection efforts currently performed by 
in-house staff.  Collection of unpaid sales tax will provide revenue that supports city services.   
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
Progressive Financial Services, Incorporated will retain 15% of the debt they collect as their fee.   

Annually, the city experiences approximately $1,149,000 in bad debt; $563,000 in water accounts 
and $586,000 in sales tax accounts.  Progressive Financial Services, Incorporated has an 18% 
collection success rate, therefore staff is projecting approximately $101,300 of additional water 
and sewer revenue and $105,500 in sales tax revenue each year.     
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Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Agreement 

Bid Tab 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Diane Goke, Chief Financial Officer 
Item Title: AWARD OF PROPOSAL 12-36, COLLECTION SERVICES 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This is a request for City Council to award proposal 12-36 and authorize the City Manager to enter 
into an agreement with Progressive Financial Services, Incorporated for collection services.  
 
It is recommended to award proposal 12-36 and authorize the City Manager to enter into an  
agreement with Progressive Financial Services, Incorporated for three years, with the option to 
extend the agreement for an additional two years, in one-year increments.  
 

BACKGROUND 
 
The City currently has three Collection Representatives that pursues collection of past due 
accounts receivable balances. The award of this agreement will serve to supplement our in-house 
collection efforts to recover monies owed for delinquent utility (water, sewer and sanitation) 
accounts, miscellaneous accounts receivables and transaction privilege and use tax accounts.  The 
Collections Representatives will make the initial attempt to collect on delinquent accounts 
however, if these efforts are unsuccessful, the account will be sent to the collection agency.  
  
Eight bids were received in response to proposal 12-36.  An evaluation committee consisting of 
representatives from the Financial Services, Technology and Innovation  and Water Services 
Departments reviewed the offers based on the following criteria: firm’s experience providing 
collection services, work capacity and staff experience, method of approach, and cost.  Progressive 
Financial Services, Incorporated submitted the lowest responsive, responsible offer.  The 
agreement shall begin on September 12, 2012 and continue for three years.  The agreement 
contains an option that will permit the City Manager, at his discretion, to extend this contract for 
two additional years, in one-year increments. 
 
 
 



ANALYSIS 
 
As with any accounts receivable billing process, accounts periodically become delinquent 
requiring collection activity.  The Financial Services Department has a Revenue Recovery Division 
that pursues collection of past due accounts.   In order to achieve maximum possible recovery 
once our internal efforts are complete staff is recommending leveraging the contractor’s resources 
and capacity.  This will include a reasonable number of telephone calls, direct mailing efforts and 
various skip tracing procedures, credit bureau reporting as well as other procedures outlined by 
the contractor.  
 
Upon agreement approval, three years of unpaid utility accounts that total $1.6 million and three 
years of unpaid sale tax accounts that total $1.8 million will be sent to Progressive Financial 
Services, Incorporated for collection.  This debt represents less than 1% of the total annual 
revenue.  Subsequently, the month to month volume to be referred will vary depending on the 
delinquent account holders’ responsiveness to our final demand letter. 
 
Progressive Financial Services, Incorporated will retain 15% of all monies recovered.  City Code 
allows for the a collection agency referral fee of $16.44 to be added to delinquent, closed utility 
accounts which assists with offsetting some of the cost associated with the collection agency’s 
services.  Although there is no administrative fee for miscellaneous accounts receivable and sales 
tax accounts, it is anticipated that an improvement in revenue recovery for these accounts will 
occur based on their staffing resources and ability to affect a delinquent account holder’s credit.   
 
The award of this agreement will have no impact on staff or service levels.  Progressive Financial 
Services, Incorporated supplies its internal staff, equipment, and resources to ensure the 
collection services are completed timely and professionally. 
 
There is no current contract in place for this service. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Annually, we experience approximately $1,149,000 in bad debt: $563,000 in water accounts and 
$586,000 in sales tax accounts.  Progressive Financial Services, Incorporated has an 18% 
collection success rate, therefore we are projecting approximately $101,300 of additional water 
and sewer revenue and $105,500 in sales tax revenue each year.     
 













































































MAXIMUM 
POINTS

Affiliated 
Creditors 

Inc.

Chapman 
Financial 
Services

Valley 
Collection 
Services

RSI 
Enterprises

National 
Recovery 
Agency

Windham 
Professionals

Progressive 
Financial 
Services

Primary 
Financial 
Services

350
CONSENSUS SCORE 55 189 273 278 268 234 340 143

250
CONSENSUS SCORE 65 121 191 227 202 201 247 141

200
CONSENSUS SCORE 89 144 160 194 175 154 199 129

200
CONSENSUS SCORE 150 150 200 188 182 190 167 167

TOTAL SCORES 
1000 359 604 824 887 827 779 953 580

150
RSI 

Enterprises

Progressive 
Financial 
Services

CONSENSUS SCORE 0 0 0 145 0 0 139 0

TOTAL SCORES 
1150 359 604 824 1,032 827 779 1,092 580

BEST AND FINAL 
OFFER

Cost

PROPOSAL ANALYSIS
RFP 12-36
COLLECTION SERVICES

Firms Experience

Work Capacity

Method of Approach
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Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH TETRA TECH BAS, INC. 
FOR LANDFILL GENERAL ENGINEERING SERVICES 

Staff Contact: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional 
services agreement with Tetra Tech BAS, Inc. for general engineering services on projects 
specifically related to the City of Glendale Landfill.  Staff recommends approval of this agreement 
in an amount not to exceed $120,000 annually.   

Background Summary 
 
The landfill uses professional engineering services to provide routine and special project support 
on an on-call basis for landfill development and operations.  These services include general 
engineering support, design services, mapping and survey services, environmental compliance 
support, construction administration services, landfill development planning and permit 
preparation, and regulatory agency interaction. This professional services agreement provides 
access to external engineering expertise to help maintain efficient operations and regulatory 
compliance at the landfill. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On June 9, 2009, City Council approved a professional services agreement with Bryan A. Stirrat & 
Associates (presently known as Tetra Tech BAS, Inc.) for landfill general engineering services.   
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$120,000 2440-17710-515000 
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Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

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

Item Title: PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH TETRA TECH BAS, INC.  
FOR LANDFILL GENERAL ENGINEERING SERVICES 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
Public Works Department staff is seeking authorization to enter into a new professional services 
agreement with Tetra Tech BAS, Inc. for general engineering services on projects specifically 
related to the City of Glendale Landfill.  The new agreement allows for a contract expiration date of 
June 30, 2013, with an option to extend for one additional year.  The purpose of this report is to 
request the City Manager to forward this contract with Tetra Tech BAS, Inc. to the City Council for 
consideration and approval.   

BACKGROUND 
 
The landfill uses professional engineering services to provide routine and special project support 
on an on-call basis for landfill development and operations.  These services include general 
engineering support, design services, mapping and survey services, environmental compliance 
support, construction administration services, landfill development planning and permit 
preparation, and regulatory agency interaction. 
 
In June 2009, Council authorized the City Manager to enter into a professional services agreement 
with Tetra Tech BAS, Inc. (formerly known as Bryan A. Stirrat & Associates) with a contract 
expiration date of June 30, 2012.  This agreement provided options to extend the term of the 
agreement an additional two years, renewable on an annual basis; however, the provisions for 
renewing the agreement were not clearly or specifically defined in the 2009 agreement.  Tetra 
Tech BAS and the City had discussed on several occasions prior to June 30, 2012 the need to 
exercise the options, but did not complete the formal extension process prior to the expiration 
date.  Both parties are mutually interested in renewing the agreement under the same terms and 
conditions of the original agreement.  This item is an effort to renew the agreement in writing.  
The continuation of the professional engineering services with Tetra Tech BAS through a new 
agreement requires City Council approval.        
 



The contract provisions have been updated to clearly specify the renewal requirements.  The term 
of the new agreement will be for an initial period of one year, with an option to extend for one 
additional year.  The annual on-call engineering services outlined in this agreement will be limited 
to a maximum fee of $120,000 per fiscal year. 

ANALYSIS 
 
At this time, staff recommends continuing the established professional relationship with Tetra 
Tech BAS for general engineering services at the Glendale Landfill.  This professional services 
agreement provides access to external engineering expertise to help maintain efficient operations 
and regulatory compliance at the landfill.  Tetra Tech BAS has agreed to maintain the same rate 
schedule provided in the 2009 agreement until the new contract expiration date of June 30, 2013.  
Beginning in early 2013, staff will determine if it is more desirable to extend the contract for one 
additional year or solicit new proposals for consultant services. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The professional services agreement with Tetra Tech BAS, Inc. for landfill general engineering 
services has a cost not to exceed $120,000 annually.  The Landfill Enterprise Fund operating 
budget includes the funds, available on an annual basis, to cover the costs of the landfill general 
engineering services.    
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Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE TASERS 
Staff Contact: Rick St. John, Interim Assistant Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve the purchase of 435 Taser devices to replace the 
Police Department’s current Taser devices.  These units will be purchased from Taser 
International in an amount not to exceed $596,430. 
 
It is staff’s recommendation for Council to approve the purchase of 435 Taser devices from Taser 
International in an amount not to exceed $596,430.  
 

Background Summary 
 
The Taser is essential to Glendale Police Department operations as a safer alternative to other 
uses of force to incapacitate dangerous, combative, or high-risk subjects who post a threat to law 
enforcement officers, innocent citizens, or themselves.  The Police Department has issued a Taser 
to every Police Officer and Detention Officer since 2003.  

Previous Related Council Action 
 
The City Council approved a budget supplemental request in FY 2007-08 for total one-time 
expenses in the amount of $92,499 with on-going funding in the amount of $114,597 to be utilized 
for the purchase of related equipment (batteries, cartridges, holsters) and for the replacement and 
repair of units as necessary.  Due to budget reductions, the on-going amount has been reduced to 
$50,000 annually.  
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

Cost  Fund-Department-Account  

$596,430 1860-32030-521000 
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Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Rick St. John, Interim Assistant Police Chief 
Item Title: AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE TASERS 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed purchase from Taser International of a 
complete inventory (435) of the handheld Taser device in an amount not to exceed $596,430.  The 
purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item to the City Council for their 
consideration and approval. 

BACKGROUND 
 
This is a request to purchase equipment to replace the Police Department’s current Taser devices.  
The Taser is essential to Police operations as a safer alternative to other uses of force to 
incapacitate dangerous, combative, or high-risk subjects who pose a threat to law enforcement 
officers, innocent citizens, or themselves.  The Police Department has issued a Taser to every 
Police Officer and Detention Officer since 2003. 

ANALYSIS 
 
Taser International has recently publicized their stance that the useful life of a Taser is 5 years, 
and that they will no longer provide liability support for Tasers that are older than their 
recommended 5 year useful life.  Understanding the impact of this statement, Taser International 
has offered to buy back any Taser, regardless of age, at a greatly reduced price so that police 
departments are better able to replace their existing Taser inventories with Tasers that are within 
their recommended useful life.   
 
Our Police Department has a Taser inventory of just under 500 units, of which, just under 400 are 
more than 5 years old and outside the recommended useful life.  If we don’t make this purchase 
and continue to use Tasers that are past the recommended useful life we will lose warranty 
protection from Taser International.  Our other option would be to stop using Tasers; which may 
expose the city to liability for not having this less-lethal force option available.  For this reason I 



will be recommending that City Council approve the purchase from Taser International for a 
complete inventory of the Taser handheld device in an amount not to exceed $596,430. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The funding is available in the Police Department’s RICO account.   
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Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
ABANDONMENT OF AN INGRESS/EGRESS AND UTILITY EASEMENT FOR 
CARMEL ESTATES  

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt an ordinance authorizing the City Manager to abandon 
an ingress/egress and utility easement at 54th Lane and Topeka Drive for the Carmel Estates 
development.  Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
authorizing the easement abandonment.  

Background Summary 
 
Mandalay Communities, Inc. has requested the abandonment of an approximately 4,770 square 
foot ingress/egress and public utility easement located along the south side of Topeka Drive at 
54th Lane to accommodate the development of the Carmel Estates subdivision site.  There are no 
public facilities within the easement and therefore, it provides no value to the city.   

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Ordinance 

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

Item Title: ABANDONMENT OF AN INGRESS/EGRESS AND UTILITY EASEMENT       
FOR CARMEL ESTATES  

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item for City Council 
action/consideration.  Staff plans to request the City Council to adopt an ordinance authorizing the 
abandonment of an ingress/egress and utility easement at 54th Lane and Topeka Drive for the 
Carmel Estates development.  

BACKGROUND 
 
Mandalay Communities, Inc. has requested the abandonment of an approximately 4,770 square 
foot ingress/egress and public utility easement located along the south side of Topeka Drive at 
54th Lane to accommodate the development of the Carmel Estates subdivision site.  There are no 
public facilities within the easement and therefore it provides no value to the city.   

ANALYSIS 
 

• Staff recommends abandonment of an ingress/egress and utilities easement at 54th Lane and 
Topeka Drive for the Carmel Estates development. 

• There will be no impact on any city departments, staff, or service levels as a result of this 
action. 

• All City departments and utility companies have reviewed and approved the abandonment  
request 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 

There are no costs incurred as a result of this action.  



ORDINANCE NO. 2815 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING THE ABANDONMENT OF AN INGRESS/EGRESS AND 
UTILITY EASEMENT AT 54TH LANE AND TOPEKA DRIVE 
FOR THE CARMEL ESTATES DEVELOPMENT TO THE 
OWNERS OF RECORD OF THE ABUTTING PROPERTY; 
AND DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD A 
CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS ORDINANCE. 

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

 
SECTION 1.  That the ingress/egress and utility easement at 54th Lane and Topeka Drive 

for the Carmel Estates Development is hereby abandoned to the underlying property owners as 
their interest may appear in the records of the Maricopa County Recorder’s Office on the date 
upon which this ordinance is recorded and that title to the released property shall vest as provided 
by law.  The legal description of said easement is as follows: 
 

(See Exhibit “A” attached hereto  
and incorporated herein by this reference.) 

 
SECTION 2.  That the City Clerk be instructed and authorized to forward a certified copy 

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

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2012. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

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









     

   CITY COUNCIL REPORT   
 

 

1 
 

Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LAND EXCHANGE: TOPEKA DRIVE, EAST OF 54TH LANE   
Staff Contact: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E.,  Acting City Engineer 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt an ordinance authorizing the City Manager to complete a 
land exchange of a city-owned parcel with Mandalay Communities, Inc.  The parcel is located on 
Topeka Drive, east of 54th Lane.  Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and 
adopt an ordinance authorizing the City Manager to execute the documents necessary to complete 
the land exchange. 

Background Summary 
 
Mandalay Communities, Inc. is requesting a land exchange with the city to allow access to Topeka 
Drive for two parcels at their future Carmel Estates development.  The city owns a 0.03 acre parcel 
along Topeka Drive, east of 54th Lane which, if approved, will be exchanged for a 0.06 acre parcel 
owned by Mandalay Communities, Inc. located along 54th Avenue, south of Topeka Drive.  The city-
owned parcel is no longer needed for right-of-way purposes and therefore, provides no value to 
the city.  The parcel that the city will receive includes a city sidewalk that was inadvertently built 
on private property without an easement resulting in sidewalk encroachment; therefore, this 
exchange of property will allow for the resolution of the encroachment.  There are no costs 
associated with this action. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
A public notice regarding the land exchange was published in the Glendale Star on September 14 
and 20, 2012.  Staff received no comments from the public regarding this notice.  

Attachments 

Staff Report Map 

Ordinance 

Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 
Item Title: LAND EXCHANGE: TOPEKA DRIVE, EAST OF 54TH LANE  
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item for City Council 
consideration and action. This report provides the details related to a proposed land exchange of a 
city-owned parcel located on Topeka Drive, East of 54th Lane with Mandalay Communities, Inc. Staff 
plans to request the City Council to adopt an ordinance authorizing the City Manager to execute the 
documents necessary to complete the land exchange.  

BACKGROUND 
 
Mandalay Communities, Inc. is requesting a land exchange with the city to allow access to Topeka 
Drive for two parcels at their future Carmel Estates development. The city owns a 0.03 acre parcel 
along Topeka Drive, east of 54th Lane which will be exchanged for a 0.06 acre parcel owned by 
Mandalay Communities, Inc. located along 54th Avenue, south of Topeka Drive The city-owned 
parcel is no longer needed for right-of-way purposes and therefore, provides no value to the city.  
The parcel that the city will receive includes a city sidewalk that was inadvertently built on private 
property without an easement.  The exchange of property will eliminate this sidewalk 
encroachment. 

ANALYSIS 
 
• Staff recommends exchanging the city’s 0.03 acre parcel for Mandalay Communities’ 0.06 acre 

parcel. 
• A public notice regarding the land exchange was published in the Glendale Star on September 

14 and 20, 2012. Staff received no comments from the public regarding this notice.  
• There will be no impact on any city departments, staff, or service levels as a result of this 

action. 
• There have been no objections to the land exchange from any city departments. 

 



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



 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 2816 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING THE ENTERING INTO OF A REAL PROPERTY 
PURCHASE AND EXCHANGE AGREEMENT WITH 
MANDALAY COMMUNITIES, INC. FOR THE PROPOSED 
CARMEL ESTATES LOCATED NEAR 54TH AVENUE AND 
TOPEKA DRIVE; AND DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO 
RECORD A CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS ORDINANCE. 

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

 
SECTION 1.  That the City Manager is hereby authorized to enter into a Real Property 

Purchase and Exchange Agreement with Mandalay Communities, Inc. for the proposed Carmel 
Estates located near 54th Avenue and Topeka Drive, a copy of which is now on file with the 
Glendale City Clerk. 
 

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager and the City Clerk be, and they hereby are, 
authorized and directed to execute any and all documents necessary to affect the exchange of said 
properties. 
 

SECTION 4.  That the City Clerk be instructed and authorized to forward a certified copy 
of this ordinance for recording to the Maricopa County Recorder’s Office. 
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2012. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
p_exchange_CarmelEstates.doc 
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Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: WATERLINE EASEMENT ABANDONMENT AT 59TH AVENUE AND UNION  
HILLS DRIVE  

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt an ordinance authorizing the City Manager to abandon a 
waterline easement at the northwest corner of 59th Avenue and Union Hills Drive for the Il 
Palazzo development.  Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt an 
ordinance authorizing the easement abandonment. 

Background Summary 
 
The new owners of the Il Palazzo development have requested the abandonment of an existing 
20,830 square foot city waterline easement on their property.  The previous owners redesigned 
the site plan after the waterline easement was recorded.  The existing structures were constructed 
within this easement. There are no city facilities within this easement. 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Ordinance 

Map 

 

 

 

 



    STAFF REPORT   

 

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

Item Title: WATERLINE EASEMENT ABANDONMENT AT 59TH AVENUE AND UNION  
HILLS DRIVE  

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item for City Council 
consideration and action.  Staff plans to request the City Council to adopt an ordinance authorizing 
the abandonment of an existing city waterline easement at the northwest corner of 59th Avenue 
and Union Hills Drive for the Il Palazzo development.   

BACKGROUND 
 
The new owners of the Il Palazzo development have requested the abandonment of an existing 
20,830 square foot city waterline easement on their property. The previous owners redesigned the 
site plan after the waterline easement was recorded. The existing structures were constructed 
within this easement. There are no city facilities within this easement. 

ANALYSIS 
 

• Staff recommends abandonment of a city waterline easement at 59th Avenue and Union Hills 
Drive within the Il Palazzo development. 

• There will be no impact on any city departments, staff, or service levels as a result of this 
action. 

• All City departments and utility companies have reviewed and approved the abandonment  
request 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 

There are no costs incurred as a result of this action.  



ORDINANCE NO. 2817 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING THE ABANDONMENT OF AN EXISTING WATERLINE 
EASEMENT AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF 59TH 
AVENUE AND UNION HILLS DRIVE TO THE OWNERS OF 
RECORD OF THE ABUTTING PROPERTY; AND DIRECTING 
THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD A CERTIFIED COPY OF 
THIS ORDINANCE. 

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

 
SECTION 1.  That the existing waterline easement at the northwest corner of 59th Avenue 

and Union Hills drive is hereby abandoned to the underlying property owners as their interest 
may appear in the records of the Maricopa County Recorder’s Office on the date upon which this 
ordinance is recorded and that title to the released property shall vest as provided by law.  The 
legal description of said waterline easement is as follows: 
 

(See Exhibit “A” attached hereto  
and incorporated herein by this reference.) 

 
SECTION 2.  That the City Clerk be instructed and authorized to forward a certified copy 

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

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2012. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
aban_waterline_59&UHD.doc 
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Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
JOINT PROJECT AGREEMENT WITH ADOT FOR AIRPORT RUNWAY  
PAVEMENT PRESERVATION  

Staff Contact: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
Staff is requesting City Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing 
the City Manager to enter into a joint project agreement (JPA) with the Arizona Department of 
Transportation (ADOT) for an airport runway pavement preservation project. 

Background Summary 
In Arizona, ADOT’s Aeronautics Group administers the state’s Airport Pavement Management 
System Program.  ADOT has completed the planning and development phase of this program for 
FY 2012-13.  
 
Under this program, ADOT’s program manager designs the project, manages the bidding and 
administers the construction of the pavement maintenance projects.  The total cost of this project 
is $240,063 for pavement preservation at the Glendale Municipal Airport.  ADOT will pay the 
contractors and the city will pay ADOT the required 10 percent match, estimated at $24,006.  The 
match will come from the Transportation GO Fund Account. 
 
ADOT will collect the matching funds based on construction estimates at the time the proposed 
JPA is approved and issued.  After completion of the project, ADOT will produce a final accounting 
reconciliation of the project costs.  
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Glendale Municipal Airport serves as a general aviation reliever airport to Phoenix Sky Harbor 
International Airport, and is an essential component to the flying public and air travelers in the 
West Valley.  The preservation of the runway pavement enhances safety and provides pilots with 
an environment to which they want to return. 
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Budget and Financial Impacts 

 
The total cost of this runway pavement preservation project is estimated at $240,063.  The city is 
required to pay a 10 percent local match of $24,006.  In the event that actual project costs exceed 
the estimate, the state will invoice the city for the remaining contribution required to equal 10 
percent of the actual project costs.  In the event that the actual project costs are less than the 
estimate, the state will reimburse the city for any overpayment.   

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?  2210-65078-550800 - Airport Matching Funds (GO 
Funds) 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Resolution 

Agreement 

 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$24,006 Upon Council approval, a new account within Fund 2210 will be 
created for Runway Pavement Preservation. 



    STAFF REPORT   

 

To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Jamsheed Mehta, AICP, Executive Director, Transportation Services 

Item Title: JOINT PROJECT AGREEMENT WITH ADOT FOR AIRPORT RUNWAY 
PAVEMENT PRESERVATION  

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         9/25/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report explains the proposed Joint Project Agreement (JPA) between the Arizona Department 
of Transportation (ADOT) and the City of Glendale as part of the ADOT Airport Pavement 
Management System Program.  The purpose of this report is to request that the City Manager 
place this item on an agenda for City Council action. 

BACKGROUND 
 
This fiscal year ADOT is offering a runway pavement preservation project to the Glendale 
Municipal Airport.  ADOT provides Arizona airports with the opportunity to implement pavement 
maintenance and preservation projects, in accordance with the Federal Aviation Act of 1994, 
which requires airports to provide assurances of having an effective pavement maintenance 
management system.  Glendale Municipal Airport is in full compliance with the federal law, and 
maintains a pavement maintenance management system consisting of pavement inventory, 
pavement inspections, recordkeeping, information retrieval and program funding.  The total cost 
of the project is $240,063 for pavement preservation at the Glendale Municipal Airport.  A local 
match of 10 percent ($24,006) is required, and is available in the GO Transportation Program 
budget. 

ANALYSIS 
 
In 2008, a pavement condition inspection was performed at the airport by an engineering firm 
contracted by ADOT.  The inspection resulted in pavement maintenance recommendations for the 
airport pavement areas.  From the pavement analysis, the airport has qualified for a pavement 
maintenance project under ADOT’s current Five-Year Airport Pavement Management System 
Program, administered by the State Aeronautics Group.  The program has Glendale Municipal 
Airport scheduled for crack seal, seal coat and pavement markings on Runway 1-19 during the 
current fiscal year—FY 2012-13.  



FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
ADOT manages the bidding and administers the construction of the pavement maintenance 
projects.  For the airport’s runway project, the city will pay ADOT the 10 percent local match and 
ADOT will directly pay the construction contractors.  The local match of approximately $24,006 
will come from the Transportation GO Fund Account. 
 
ADOT will collect the 10 percent matching funds based on construction estimates at the time the 
proposed JPA is approved and issued.  After completion of the project, ADOT will produce a final 
accounting reconciliation of the project costs.  In the event that actual project costs exceed the 
estimate, the state will invoice the city for the remaining contribution required to equal 10 percent 
of the actual project costs.  In the event that the actual project costs are less than the estimate, the 
state will reimburse the city for any overpayment. 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4616 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF A JOINT 
PROJECT AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE OF ARIZONA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, FOR A PAVEMENT 
PRESERVATION PROJECT AT THE GLENDALE 
MUNICIPAL AIRPORT. 

 
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 Project Agreement with the State of Arizona, Department of 
Transportation, for a pavement preservation project at the Glendale Municipal Airport (JPA 12-
123) be entered into, which agreement is now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of 
Glendale. 
 

SECTION 2.  That the Mayor or City Manager and the City Clerk be authorized and 
directed to execute and deliver said agreement on behalf of the City of Glendale. 
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2012. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
iga_adot_JPA12-123.doc 
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