
City of	Glendale
Council	Meeting	Agenda	

	
October	23,	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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MINUTES OF THE 

GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
Council Chambers 

5850 West Glendale Avenue 
October 9, 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; Jamsheed Mehta, Interim Assistant 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 4 resolutions and 3 ordinances to be considered 
at the meeting were available for public examination and the title posted at City Hall more than 
72 hours in advance of the meeting. 
 
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE SEPTEMBER 25, 2012 CITY COUNCIL 
MEETING 
 
It was moved by Clark, and seconded by Frate, to dispense with the reading of the minutes 
of the September 25, 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. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Items on the consent agenda are intended to be acted upon in one motion.   
 
Mr. Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager, read agenda item numbers 1 through 7 and Ms. 
Pamela Hanna, City Clerk, read consent agenda resolution item number 8 by number and title. 
 
1. SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, SUN LAKES BREAKFAST LIONS CLUB 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
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This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for the Sun Lakes 
Breakfast Lions Club.  The event will be held at Sahuaro Ranch Park located at 9802 North 59th 
Avenue on Friday, October 19, from 10 a.m. to 10 p.m. and Saturday and Sunday, October 20 
and 21, 2012, from 10 a.m. to 5 p.m.  The purpose of this special event liquor license is for a 
fundraiser. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
2. LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-7093, BABYLON GYROS & SHISH KABOBS 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 12 (Restaurant) 
license for Babylon Gyros & Shish Kabobs located at 5826 West Olive Avenue, Suite B101.  
The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 12079237) was 
submitted by Fikri Francis Rahana. 
 
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. 5-7194, LA CABANA 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a person-to-person transferable series 6 (Bar – All 
Liquor) license for La Cabana located at 5130 North 43rd Avenue.  The Arizona Department of 
Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 06070062) was submitted by Teresa Raya 
Escalante. 
 
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. 5-7255, CONNOLY'S BAR & GRILL 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a person-to-person transferable series 6 (Bar - All 
Liquor) license for Connoly's Bar & Grill located at 5160 West Northern Avenue.  The Arizona 
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 06070744) was submitted by 
Michelle Ann Cambern. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
5. AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE AMMUNITION 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
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This is a request for City Council to approve the purchase from the San Diego Police Equipment 
Co., Inc. in an amount not to exceed $72,412.  The purchase will cover all of the practice and 
qualification ammunition needed for each police officer for the FY 2012-13.   
 
Staff is requesting Council approve the purchase from the San Diego Police Equipment Co., Inc. 
in an amount not to exceed $72,412.   
 
6. PURCHASE AUTHORIZATION FOR CHEMICALS AND SERVICES 
PRESENTED BY: Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve the authorization to spend more than $50,000 for 
chemicals and services obtained under the cooperative purchasing agreement.   
 
7. APPROVAL FOR PURCHASE OF TIRES 
PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve the purchase of tires from various vendors for use 
on city vehicles across the organization.  The purchase amount requested is consistent with the 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2012-13 approved budgeted amount of $423,041.   
 
CONSENT RESOLUTIONS 
 
8. DOMESTIC VIOLENCE VICTIM SERVICES AND PROGRAM ENHANCEMENT 

GRANT 
PRESENTED BY: Elizabeth Finn, Presiding Judge 
RESOLUTION: 4617 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the acceptance of a two-year $300,000 grant from the U.S. Department of Justice 
Office on Violence Against Women.  This grant will continue funding several domestic violence 
victim services and add program enhancements.     
 
Resolution No. 4617New Series was read by number and title only, it being, A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION AND ACCEPTING THE 
$300,000 GRANT OFFER FROM THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, OFFICE ON 
VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN, FOR DOMESTIC VIOLENCE VICTIM SERVICES 
AND PROGRAM ENHANCEMENTS. 
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Martinez, to approve the recommended actions on 
Consent Agenda Item Nos. 1 through 8, including the approval and adoption of Resolution 
No. 4617 New Series; and to forward Special Event Liquor License Application for Sun 
Lakes Breakfast Lions Club and Liquor License Application No. 5-7093 for Babylon Gyros 
& Shish Kabobs, No. 5-7194 for La Cabana, and No. 5-7255 for Connoly’s Bar & Grill to 
the State of Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control, with the 
recommendation for approval.  The motion carried unanimously. 
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BIDS AND CONTRACTS 
 
9. PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH GREATER PHOENIX ECONOMIC 

COUNCIL 
PRESENTED BY: Dave McAlindin, Assistant Director, Economic Development 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional 
services agreement with the Greater Phoenix Economic Council (GPEC) for FY 2012-13 in the 
amount of $88,636, for participation in and support of their regional economic development 
program.   
 
It was moved by Martinez, and seconded by Knaack, to authorize the City Manager to 
enter into a professional services agreement with the Greater Phoenix Economic Council 
(GPEC) for FY 2012-13 in the amount of $88,636, for participation in and support of their 
regional economic development program.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
ORDINANCES 
 
10. FISCAL YEAR 2012-13 BUDGET AMENDMENTS 
PRESENTED BY: Sherry Schurhammer, Executive Director, Financial Services  
ORDINANCE:  2818 
 
This is a request for City Council to consider and approve Fiscal Year (FY) 2012-13 budget 
amendments.  The City of Glendale’s total FY 2012-13 budget appropriation across all funds is 
unchanged. This request includes only intra-fund budget transfers and does not include budget 
transfers between funds. 
 
Staff is requesting that Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance approving 
the FY 2012-13 budget amendments. 
 
Sherry Schurhammer, Executive Director, Financial Services, provided a brief summary.   
 
Councilmember Lieberman asked for a total for the transfers in terms of dollars.  Ms. 
Schurhammer said she did not have that with her but will send it to him in the morning.  
Councilmember Lieberman asked if she at least had a guess.  Ms. Schurhammer replied no but 
can bring the information before the meeting is over.  Councilmember Lieberman agreed and 
added he wants that information presented to the public.  
 
Ordinance No. 2818 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 TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATION 
AUTHORIZATION BETWEEN BUDGET ITEMS IN THE ADOPTED FISCAL YEAR 
2012-2013 BUDGET. 
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Ken Jones, an Ocotillo resident, stated the city needs many more budget adjustments.  He said 
that at one time or another he has heard each Councilmember blame the economy for most of the 
city’s financial problems.  He noted that blaming the economy was a pitiful excuse.  He 
explained other valley cities were working on new developments for their cities.  He stated the 
only reason the city was in this shape it was because they got so tied into professional sports.  It 
was time to admit the truth and stop spending money on a hockey team since they have cost the 
city $50 million the last two years.   
 
It was moved by Knaack, and seconded by Clark, to approve Ordinance No. 2818 New 
Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the following Councilmembers voting “aye”: 
Alvarez, Clark, Knaack, Martinez, Frate, and Scruggs.  Members voting “nay”: 
Lieberman. 
 
11. FORMATION OF AN AUDIT COMMITTEE 
PRESENTED BY: Diane Goke, Chief Financial Officer 
ORDINANCE:  2819 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt an ordinance forming an audit committee.  Such a 
committee is typical for most jurisdictions our size and is recommended by the Government 
Finance Officers Association (GFOA) as a component of prudent financial management and best 
practices.   
 
Staff recommends Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance amending 
Glendale City Code Chapter 2 (Administration), Article VIII (Boards, Commissions, etc.) by 
establishing an audit committee.  
 
Diane Goke, Chief Financial Officer, provided the summary on this item. 
 
Councilmember Lieberman thought this committee was supposed to please the citizens of 
Glendale.  He inquired how that can happen if they only have two citizens on the committee and 
three citizen members. He believes this was a loaded vote against the citizens.  He thinks it 
should be reversed with three civilians and two employees.  He believes this was ridiculous since 
this was being done for the citizens.  This was supposed to explain to the public why the city was 
in a financial hole.  
 
Councilmember Alvarez remarked on the comments from several people suggesting the audit 
should come from an outside consultant to find exactly where the one billion dollars went.  She 
believes they should have an audit immediately since people do not trust the Council anymore.  
They need to show the public they did nothing wrong and show where the money went.  She will 
not vote for this committee audit and believes they need a consultant audit.  However, she was 
not opposed to having the committee audit as a backup coming from the citizens, but not the 
Council.  She hopes the auditor is someone they’ve never used.  
 
Mayor Scruggs asked Ms. Goke to respond to how the audit fits in with the audit committee and 
where the city is in regards to initiating an audit. 
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Ms. Goke explained the city has an external audit done every year as part of the Arizona Revised 
Statute; therefore they are required to have that audit by law.  They are currently having that 
process done.  
 
Mayor Scruggs asked what does this audit committee have to do with the audit that is being 
conducted right now.   
 
Ms. Goke stated this audit committee would have the charge of looking over the results of the 
external audit to make sure staff is following up on those findings.  
 
Mayor Scruggs asked  Councilmembers if that helped clarify in any way with regard to the 
concerns they and the community have.  
 
Councilmember Alvarez stated people need to know what happened to the one billion dollars and 
start trusting the Council and staff again.  She said something happened and they all need to 
know. 
 
Councilmember Martinez remarked that these innuendos that something happened and that 
something went wrong were unreasonable.  He explained that for anyone paying attention, it 
would have been apparent that most went to the stadium, libraries, ballpark etc.  However, to say 
that something happened when it was fairly apparent was irrational. He added the great recession 
had a lot to do with it and for some to say it had nothing to do with it was just ludicrous.  He 
asked Ms. Goke to explain what the annual audit does and what is examined.  
 
Ms. Goke explained the external audit was performed on an annual basis to look for any 
inconsistencies and internal control issues with financial reports as well as performing tests on 
various transactions in the city.   
 
Mr. Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager, stated one of the things the external auditor does 
during the course of the review of the financial statements for the year, is to review every 
Council meeting and every action the Council takes during the course of the year and track if 
everything was done correctly according to regulations.  This audit committee would start on the 
ground floor from the beginning of next year’s audit and review the auditor findings.  The 
committee will highlight concerns for the auditors, make recommendations for improvements, 
following up with staff, and bring to Council.  
 
Mr. Skeete noted that as far as Councilmember Alvarez’s remarks about the need for an external 
audit and an explanation for the $1.1 billion in debt the city has, staff has provided a listing of 
projects and debt issuance at least twice to Council and the information was also on the city’s 
website.  However, he will be happy to provide the list again.  He said these were all projects that 
were approved by Council as well as the debt issuance.  He noted anyone can second guess 
whether or not any of those projects should have been done, but to insinuate that the $1.1 billion 
debt was incurred without the knowledge of the Council or some impropriety was made was 
unfair to all involved in this process including the City Council.  He indicated the economy had a 
great deal to do with this situation as well as other factors such as the debt that had been incurred 
in prosperous times.  He noted that if not for the down turn in the economy, they would not be 
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having this conversation.  Nevertheless, it was an injustice to Council and staff to insinuate that 
something irregular happened in this process.  Some of the major items were libraries, PFC debt, 
arena, water bonds and transportation bonds, which are close to the $1 billion about which 
Councilmember Alvarez was inquiring.  
 
Councilmember Alvarez stated her remarks should not be an insult to the employees since they 
are not the last decision makers.  She reiterated her previous comments that if the city has 
nothing to hide, they should welcome an outside auditor to look at the books.  She said there 
were many questions and rumors starting in the community regarding this issue.  She disagreed 
that everything has been done with transparency when even the Council has said they were not 
informed on some issues.  She indicated the problem was not the employees but the leadership; 
therefore, they need to check into this situation and please the community.  She was not against 
this audit committee, but against the Council being on this committee.  She restated she was not 
accusing staff since they have done a good job; however, they have protected some management.  
She explained that even now, they have a budget that carries $17 million for a team when they 
are laying-off employees.  
 
Councilmember Lieberman agreed with Mr. Skeete’s detailed explanation of the financial 
situation.  However, he was still in favor of three civilians and two city staff for the audit 
committee.  He suggested having a budget workshop with the audit people.  He added they also 
need a closer working relationship with the audit committee.  He does not remember ever getting 
a detailed letter from the auditor regarding any changes or recommendations.  
 
Councilmember Clark asked Ms. Goke to explain what a comprehensive annual report was.  Ms. 
Goke stated it was the results of their operations for the entire year.  It includes detailed financial 
information, financial statements and assets in a comprehensive view which was about 150 pages 
long. 
 
Councilmember Clark inquired how long the city had been doing those comprehensive annual 
financial reports.  Ms. Goke replied for many years, probably since the 1980’s.  
 
Councilmember Clark asked if the comprehensive annual financial report included any of the 
information received from the external auditor.  Mr. Goke replied yes.  
 
Councilmember Clark commented there has been the implication of collusion between the 
consultants that produce the comprehensive annual financial report, the city’s annual external 
auditor.  The suggestion was being made that since the city was paying for it, it will return a 
favorable result to the city.  She asked if there was some sort of code of ethics that external 
auditors have to follow with regards to the audits they perform.  Ms. Goke replied there were 
certain standards that the outside external auditors need to maintain and they need to be 
independent of the city.  In addition, they also have a peer review every year.  
 
Councilmember Clark asked if the city has consistently used the same auditor over the last 30 
years.  Ms. Goke replied no.  She explained the city goes out with an RFP just like any other 
process with which the city was involved.  
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Councilmember Martinez suggested that if anybody had questions on this matter, they can 
always write to the City Manager to get an answer.  In regards to the $17 million in the budget 
for the arena, the City Manager a week ago had presented alternatives including that the $17 
million will actually be $ 11 million.  
 
Mayor Scruggs asked Ms. Goke to give very easy instructions for people to follow as to how to 
find this financial information on the city’s web site.  The items that Mr. Skeete mentioned 
tonight come up to $720 million worth of debt and that is for investment in the water system.  
She didn’t know if sewer systems investments were in there too or just water and sewer system 
investments and the transportation system investments and in flood control management and 
investments in the Regional Public Safety Training Facility, Parking Garage, Media Center and 
Expo.  So that comes to $720 million of the $1 billion.  But if somebody goes to the City of 
Glendale website and they want to look at the budget they could find these debts there in the 
budget, correct?   
 
Ms. Goke replied she was correct.   
 
Mayor Scruggs asked if people want to find the city budget, what’s the first thing they do. They 
go to the website and they have city officials, visitors, residents, businesses. What should they 
click on to start to find the city budget?  Departments?  
 
Ms. Goke stated they would click on departments and under that would be the budget. 
 
Mayor Scruggs clarified they would go to departments and then there are all the A’s and there 
are the B’s and the C’s.  So in the B’s they will see budget.  Is that correct?  Okay so they click 
on “budget”.  Now what do they have in front of them?   
 
Ms. Goke stated a screen will come up that will direct them to the FY 13 budget and one of those 
is a schedule of debt. 
 
Mayor Scruggs continued now they will see schedule of debt and over here it says what page 
number that’s on and what was being looked at is the budget book.  So let’s say its page 349 or 
something, whatever, so now you scroll down until you get to page 349 and you will find the 
debt and the things that Mr. Skeete was talking about of where the debt actually is.  It’s the 
parks, whatever the bonds were sold for.   
 
Ms. Goke said the public will find the payments that are related to that debt.  She also suggested 
the public go to the debt management plans that were also on the city’s website under “F” for 
Finance Department.  
Mayor Scruggs commented the website was maybe not the easiest thing to navigate to if it hasn’t 
been done before.  So go to departments, and then look for finance, click on finance, and go to 
debt management plan and then anyone can read all the debt and what project it’s associated 
with.  Is that correct?   
 
Ms. Goke replied yes. 
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Councilmember Lieberman commented on what Mr. Skeete said earlier regarding the $1 billion 
in debt.  He said the three items Mr. Skeete mentioned, the $430,000 for water, $200,000 for 
baseball and $173,000 for the stadium, those three alone without any of the other seven he 
mentioned came to $823 million.  He said Mayor Scruggs also had the figures incorrect in her 
earlier comments.  
 
Mayor Scruggs explained to Councilmember Lieberman, what she was doing was referring to 
non-sports related items.  What Mr. Skeete was trying to say when he was speaking was that the 
debt is related to many investments in building, the infrastructure of the City of Glendale that 
have gone on for more than a decade. And he was trying to give examples because many times, 
because the public discussion is getting a little carried away, so the thought is that the billion in 
debt is all related to sports facilities.  She continued that Mr. Skeete was trying to point out was 
that the billion in debt, which no one is disputing, is related to building the city that we know 
now and there are many things that are needed in the city especially when talking about things 
like flood control.  When talking about water,  or waste water operations, or about maintaining a 
landfill, or about building fire stations and buying fire trucks, all of that goes together into the 
debt that builds up to this billion.  So she was referring to those items non-sports related and she 
thought she had made that very clear.   
 
Councilmember Clark explained this debt has been incurred for more than ten years.  She stated 
each payment debt was structured differently with different life cycles.  Therefore, when they 
talk about this debt, it’s not debt that comes due tomorrow or next year.   She noted that all debt 
was looked at very carefully by staff to ensure it was in the best interest of the city.  She 
remarked the recession had a lot to do with the city’s financial problems.  She explained that in 
2006 to 2011, the city has lost $16 million in state shared revenue as well as sales tax revenue 
around the same time period.  She noted it was easy to say ‘how could the Council be so 
irresponsible’ but at the time they approved those decisions they did not believe they were being 
irresponsible.  
 
Councilmember Clark asked Mr. Skeete if it would be safe to say that even now, the city was 
managing their debt.   Mr. Skeete replied yes. 
 
Councilmember Knaack stated that this ordinance was a good thing and was just another layer of 
transparency for the city, citizens, staff and Council.  She believes this was a good thing.  She 
added that the suggestion of having an outside audit was something the city already does and has 
been doing annually.  
 
Ordinance No. 2819 New Series was read by number and title only, it being AN 
ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING GLENDALE CITY CODE CHAPTER 2 
(ADMINISTRATION), ARTICLE VIII (BOARDS, COMMISSIONS, ETC.) BY 
ESTABLISHING AN AUDIT COMMITTEE. 
 
Ken Jones, an Ocotillo resident, stated he would like to discuss the audit.  He said no one had 
made a misstatement on this issue but left out a lot of things.  He noted that an audit doesn’t 
mean anything if the public does not trust it or believe it.  He explained the new candidates 
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welcome an independent audit and he sees no reason why they can’t table this until the new 
Council was seated and let them make the recommendation.  He realized he comes up here and 
speaks a lot but was doing it for other citizens who were afraid to come and speak.  He noted the 
people did not trust this Council to provide the truth; therefore, they should table this item for the 
new Council that comes in January.   
 
Arthur Thruston, a Cactus resident, talked about his experience with an audit of his company 
when it was sold.  He explained the detailed accounting that has to be done.  He also talked about 
the Fiesta Bowl audit that nearly tore the organization apart.  Therefore, he believes the city 
needs an independent audit of each department to find out exactly where the money is going so 
the public can begin to trust the city again.  
 
Mayor Scruggs commented she was not going to let this go because there are some things that 
seem to be totally confused.  First of all it sounded to her that some people think the audit 
committee is going to conduct the audit, which is not at all the case.  People say the city needs an 
outside external auditor, Ms. Goke explained they put out a request for proposals for external 
outside auditors and then one is chosen.  She didn’t know how much further outside you can go.  
And they are the ones that do it, not city staff.  City staff does other audits internally, but to 
satisfy all the government financial reporting records the city has to have an external auditor 
which, to her understanding, the city has done and they are doing the work right now. Is that 
correct?   
 
Mr. Skeete replied she was correct. 
 
Mayor Scruggs commented this committee is not going to be auditing anything they are going to 
be overseeing and be a watch dog over what the professional auditor has done.  Is that correct?   
 
Mr. Skeete replied yes. 
 
Mayor Scruggs asked what other kind of external auditor can there be other than the kind that is 
already hired?  Is there another kind of external auditor that can be hired?   
 
Mr. Skeete stated the auditor does a review of the financial statements and the financial 
transactions in context with the directions that were by Council during the course of the year.  He 
explained there was another audit called a compliance audit that is similar to the process that the 
internal auditor conducts.  This audit goes into the procedures and detail operations of all the 
different departments from an administrative stand point.  
 
Mayor Scruggs commented there seems to be some concern among people from the community 
as to why this external audit is being done right now versus six months from now.  Is there some 
sort of regulation or rules or something that say the city must have its audit done at a certain 
time?  
 
Mr. Skeete explained the city audit must be completed no later than the end of December or six 
months after the close of the FY year.   
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Mayor Scruggs asked whose rule was that.   
 
Mr. Skeete stated that was a state regulation.  
 
Mayor Scruggs clarified the City of Glendale has an external auditor right now conducting an 
audit that is required by state law to be completed no later than December 31st of this year.  And 
every year there is the same requirement that within six months after the end of the fiscal year, 
there must be an audit by a professional external auditing company of all transactions and has to 
be completed by December 31st of that year.  That is what’s happening right now.  If not done, 
the city would be out of compliance with state law.  The audit committee that may or may not be 
formed will have no part in conducting that audit other than to review findings, ask questions, 
send them back for ‘this isn’t clear’, whatever, but those five people are not going to be 
conducting the audit.  There may be other audits that go on throughout the year by the city 
auditor who is looking for compliance with other regulations, ways of doing business so forth, 
accuracy and filing reports which Mr. Skeete as the new Acting City Manager has said he would 
put on the internet for everybody to read.  Is all that correct?   
 
Mr. Skeete replied that was correct and added that under “City Auditor” on the website, there 
were already three audits posted.   He noted the public should look under the city auditor to find 
the audit page.  
 
Councilmember Lieberman stated the ordinance was not clear at all and needs to be rewritten.    
 
Councilmember Clark agreed this audit keeps the city in compliance with state statutes with 
completing the tasks that must be completed by December 31st.  She added should the new 
Council believe it necessary to call for an external audit; it will be their right and privilege.  She 
asked the Mayor to call for the question. 
 
It was moved by Martinez, and seconded by Knaack, to approve Ordinance No. 2819 New 
Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the following Councilmembers voting “aye”: 
Clark, Knaack, Martinez, Frate, and Scruggs.  Members voting “nay”: Alvarez and 
Lieberman. 
 
12. GROUND LEASE WITH VIESTE 
PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 
ORDINANCE:  2820 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into a 30 year ground lease with Vieste SPE, LLC (Vieste) 
for six acres of city-owned property at the Glendale Municipal Landfill (Landfill).   
 
Ordinance No. 2820 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 MAYOR AND/OR 
CITY MANAGER AND CITY CLERK TO EXECUTE A GROUND LEASE WITH 
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VIESTE SPE, LLC, FOR SIX ACRES OF LAND LOCATED AT THE GLENDALE 
LANDFILL, 11480 WEST GLENDALE AVENUE. 
 
Councilmember Alvarez thought they were the first to start this project but apparently they have 
projects started in other countries. 
 
Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works, explained mixed waste processes were not 
unique and were all over the county, however, this process was a little different in terms of how 
they were phasing it. 
 
Mark Branaman, project manager, Vieste Energy, stated the technology they were employing 
was commercially proven and viable and has been proved throughout the world.   
 
Councilmember Alvarez asked if Mexico and Florida had any success with these types of 
projects.  Mr. Branaman stated they have had great success and the company has had many 
achievements in this field in building these types of projects.  
 
Councilmember Alvarez asked if this went through the RFP process. 
 
Mr. Kent explained Vieste Energy approached the city about two years ago regarding this 
project; therefore there was not a separate RFP.  They approached the city as a local partner to 
develop this type of a project.  Over the past two years, other companies have approached the 
city with similar projects but those proposals were typically more costly to the city.  The Vieste 
project is unique in that there is no city capitol going into the facility. The agreement is based on 
the waste they provide and the fees for the lease agreements before them today.  Therefore, this 
was a much more straight forward arrangement and dramatically limits the amount of risks the 
city has in relation to other projects.  
 
Councilmember Alvarez stated her concern was that others have not gone through the RFP 
process and also the city does not have any money.  She said she does not want the city to lose 
anything else.  She added she still does not know who these people were and needed more 
information on this item.  
 
It was moved by Clark, and seconded by Frate, to approve Ordinance No. 2820 New Series.  
Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Clark, 
Knaack, Martinez, Frate, and Scruggs.  Members voting “nay”: Alvarez and Lieberman. 
 
RESOLUTIONS 
 
13. WASTE SUPPLY AGREEMENT WITH VIESTE 
PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 
RESOLUTION: 4618 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into a 30 year waste supply agreement with Vieste SPE, 
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LLC, and Vieste Energy, LLC, (Vieste) for the implementation of a mixed waste processing 
facility at the Glendale Municipal Landfill (Landfill). 
 
Resolution No. 4618 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 THE 
“WASTE SUPPLY AGREEMENT” WITH VIESTE SPE, LLC, AND VIESTE ENERGY, 
LLC, FOR THE OPERATION OF A MIXED WASTE PROCESSING FACILITY 
LOCATED AT THE GLENDALE LANDFILL, 11480 WEST GLENDALE AVENUE. 
 
It was moved by Clark, and seconded by Knaack, to pass, adopt and approve Resolution 
No. 4618 New Series.  The motion carried.  Aye:  Clark, Frate, Martinez, Knaack and 
Scruggs.  Nay:  Alvarez and Lieberman. 
 
14. INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE MARICOPA COUNTY 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR USE OF CITY INSPECTORS ON 
NORTHERN PARKWAY 

PRESENTED BY: Terry Johnson, Ph.D., Deputy Transportation Director, Transportation Services 
RESOLUTION: 4619   
 
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 Maricopa County for 
the use of city inspectors on the Northern Parkway project.   
 
Resolution No. 4619 New Series was read by number and title only, it being A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF 
AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE MARICOPA COUNTY 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR CONSTRUCTION INSPECTION 
SERVICES FOR NORTHERN PARKWAY FROM SARIVAL AVENUE TO DYSART 
ROAD. 
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Lieberman, to pass, adopt and approve Resolution 
No. 4619 New Series.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
15. MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 

PUBLIC SAFETY FOR COMMERCIAL VEHICLE ENFORCEMENT MATTERS 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4620 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a memorandum of 
understanding (MOU) with DPS for commercial vehicle enforcement matters. The MOU will 
allow the Police Department to access the Arizona Department of Public Safety (DPS) 
commercial vehicle inspection database.   
 



14 
 

Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the 
City Manager to enter into a MOU with DPS for commercial vehicle enforcement matters. 
 
Resolution No. 4620 New Series was read by number and title only, it being A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF 
A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT 
OF PUBLIC SAFETY REGARDING COMMERCIAL VEHICLE ENFORCEMENT ON 
BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 
 
It was moved by Clark, and seconded by Knaack, to pass, adopt and approve Resolution 
No. 4620 New Series.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
16. REAPPOINTMENT OF CITY JUDGE 
PRESENTED BY: Jim Brown, Acting Human Resources Director 
 
This is a request for the City Council to reappoint City Judge John Burkholder to a four-year 
term.  His current term expires October 31, 2012. 
 
Councilmember Clark commented that in reviewing the materials they received, she did not read 
anything that made her feel uncomfortable about this appointment.  She noted all the materials 
and letters of recommendation provided speak to the outstanding work he has done for the city.  
Therefore, Council was very pleased to reappoint him. 
 
Vice Mayor Frate congratulated Judge Burkholder on his reappointment.  
 
Councilmember Martinez also offered his congratulations. 
 
Councilmember Knaack offered her congratulations and added they were very proud to have him 
as a judge in their city. 
 
Mayor Scruggs thanked Judge Burkholder for his service. She commented it’s not always the 
easiest thing to do but Council knows that he has a real passion for it, his profession, and his 
service.  She commented that he has a great loving family and thanked them for coming here 
tonight.  She thought it was very special that they were all here.  
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Lieberman, to reappoint City Judge John 
Burkholder to a four-year term.  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, October 16, 2012, to be 
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followed by an Executive Session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03.  The motion carried 
unanimously.   
 
CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
Bill Demski, a Sahuaro resident, explained that everybody agrees they were $1.1 billion in debt 
but if they add the interest its closer to $2 billion in debt.  He talked about foreclosures in his 
neighborhood which were still happening.  He stated he worked for the city for 17 years and 
knows what it’s all about.   He said there were a lot of kings and queens working for the city and 
was talking about Ed Beasley and Alma Carmicle who left the city broke and still received 
money from the city.  He also talked about the 20 police volunteers who received large amounts 
of overtime pay for the landfill search.  He said one received close to $63,000 in overtime pay 
while another received $42,419.  He said the total overtime for this project was $3.8 million in 
overtime and compensation.  He noted now they have to cut out libraries and other services.  He 
stated that on top of all that, the city gave out $85,000 in raises last year and now wants to raise 
taxes.  He indicated people were already being taxed to death with all the city taxes they have to 
pay.  He stated that in 1993, he went to speak with the City Manager and Mayor Scruggs about 
possible illegal activities and was eventually fired for rocking the boat.   
 
Ken Jones, an Ocotillo resident, stated he attended one of the city’s Vote No on Prop 457 
meetings last night at Desert Mirage School.  He said few people attended the meeting and the 
city had twice as many staff members as people attending.  He noted there were 54 in the 
building and only 18 citizens came to see what was going on.  Therefore, the city had 36 people 
trying to convince 12 citizens to vote no on Prop 457 since the others had already made up their 
minds to vote yes.  He reiterated that if the city quits giving millions to the Coyotes there won’t 
be any need to have layoffs.  He said they only need one Councilmember to change their vote on 
the Coyotes and stop supporting Mr. Jamison.  He explained that supporting the Coyotes means 
more debt to the city and the inability to restructure their debt with the bond companies.  
 
Bob Stratton, a Yucca resident, stated he was here on behalf of the Glendale Airport Pilots 
Association to explain their view on the subject of the hangars.  He said he was concerned with 
the management of the airport as it exists.  In his mind the airport was on a downward spiral.  He 
talked about the lawsuit the city had to settle in the amount of $2 million.  As a result of the 
lawsuit the FAA was notified of other possible violations which threaten future grant money 
until the situation is resolved.  He said he and many other hangar owners bought their hangars 
and are not leasing them.  He explained that when he and others bought their hangars they were 
not aware only their airplanes were allowed to be stored in the hangar.  He added his hangar was 
inspected by city personnel on an annual basis and he was told everything was acceptable.  He 
stated that in 2011 a new game plan was formed regarding inspections and storage and ever since 
then it has been nothing but a disaster. He discussed some harassing letters he has received.  In 
short, the city failed in a lawsuit attempt and the city’s problem all of a sudden became the 
hangar owner’s problem which up to then was a non-problem.  He said many were very 
disgruntled and what was once a busy area now has 150 hangars that are empty.  
 
Arthur Thruston, a Cactus resident, stated he would like to reference the Forrest Gump movie 
and the statement “Stupid is as stupid does” which is a part of all of their lives if they are not 
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careful.  He would like to correct Mr. Ken Jones regarding the figure of $320 million since he 
recently found out it will not be costing them $25 million a year but $11 million.  However, to 
make up for their stupidity, they have brilliantly tacked on at the end of the arena agreement 
$375 million to $380 million.  He said this was just a bunch of numbers that nobody understands.  
He said this was simply outrageous.  He stated the city has lost every casino court case and still 
wants to move forward to the Supreme Court which they think they might win.  He said it was 
absurd that they city still wants to continue to fight this even when they have lost every time.  
 
Rod Williams, an Ocotillo resident, stated he was shocked that the internal auditor did not work 
under the direction of the Council.  He commented on the $25 million that was taken from the 
sanitation fund.  He said he was told there was a promissory note to pay back those funds; 
however, there was no note to be found.  He said next year the city was planning to raise water 
and sewer rates in order to keep their bond rating.  He noted this was why people were concerned 
with some of the Council’s actions when money is taken and no one knows about it until 
something comes up and people start asking questions. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
 
Councilmember Lieberman reiterated they made a mistake on approving the audit committee.  
He said he wanted to tell the Cactus citizens he has enjoyed serving them for 21 years.  He 
explained he will only be here for one more Council meeting since his last day working for the 
city was October 30th and he has resigned effective that date.  He believes whoever wins his seat 
can possibly have an early seating on the Council.  He thanked the citizens of Glendale for the 
great opportunity to serve them faithfully.  He will sorely miss his constituents but will not miss 
working on this Council and was glad he was escaping early.  
 
Vice Mayor Frate stated he was glad to announce that a lot of streets have been paved in the 
Sahuaro District.  He also mentioned a new RV business that recently located to Glendale.  He 
reminded everyone to watch children around water.  
 
Councilmember Martinez invited everyone to an open house on October 20th from 10:00 a.m. to 
12:00 noon at the Foothills Library.  He explained he was making this change to see if 
attendance improves.  He stated staff will be on hand to answer any questions.  He also 
congratulated new Interim Assistant City Manager Mr. Mehta.  
 
Councilmember Knaack commented on Mr. Jones’ remarks that very few people attended the 
information meeting regarding Prop 457.  She stated this was very disheartening to her to see the 
city making every effort to inform the public on these important issues and the public is just not 
there.  She invited everyone to the next two community meetings to see where the city was 
regarding these important issues.  She encouraged everyone to attend and voice their opinion and 
hear what the city has to say in this coming election.  She also congratulated new Interim 
Assistant City Manager Mr. Mehta and thanked staff for all their work in these trying times.  
 
Mayor Scruggs stated she would like to speak briefly on a different subject but one that is 
extremely serious.  She had an opportunity to visit the President of the Glendale Arizona 
Historical Society recently and he told her they were considering very, very seriously stopping 
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all tours of Sahuaro Ranch Park as well as all of the assistance to the brides that are having their 
weddings in the Rose Garden because of the dwindling number of volunteers.  And the 
volunteers that they do have have health issues and have said they just can’t keep up the pace.  
One of the things the City of Glendale has that many, many other communities do not have is 
just a marvelous inventory of historical assets.  And everyone has worked hard over the last 
couple of decades to really save those parts of the community that tell Glendale’s history.   
 
Mayor Scruggs continued to preserve them and to keep them open to the public to learn about 
the city to maybe reminisce about their childhood and so forth.  And to think the city is on the 
verge of maybe no longer being able to offer that to visitors, to residents is just an extraordinarily 
sad, sad thing.  So she was reaching out every way she could and asking others to also think 
whether they had an interest in giving time to volunteer.  It’s a beautiful place, the history is 
great, and it’s very rewarding or whether you know somebody who does.  And young people are 
welcome also, high school students or anybody who wants to give even if it’s maybe just one 
Saturday a month or something.  If she was reaching anybody here in the audience this evening 
or listening on television and they had an interest, please call the Mayor’s office at 623-930-2260 
and leave contact information and the Mayor’s office will pass the information on to the 
Historical Society.  This is a need that is needed right now, not a year from now, but right now.  
And she hoped that anyone listening will say that is something they would really like to do and 
give it a try.  Thank you for listening.  
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 9:27 p.m.  

 
________________________________ 

       Pamela Hanna - City Clerk 
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Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 
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.  
 
Aviation Advisory Commission    
Marc Terrill Sahuaro Appointment  10/23/2012 11/24/2014 
     
Board of Adjustment   
Barbara Garland Ocotillo Appointment  10/23/2012 06/30/2014 
William Toops Barrel Appointment 10/23/2012 06/30/2014 
     
Citizens Transportation Oversight Commission   
Gerald Woodman Yucca Appointment 10/23/2012 07/25/2014 
     
Community Development Advisory Committee   
Marcellous Sanders Jr.- Neighborhood Rep. Ocotillo Appointment  10/23/2012 07/10/2014 
Richard Schwartz Yucca Reappointment 10/23/2012 07/01/2014 
     
Judicial Selection Advisory Board   
Terrance Mead – Chair Barrel Appointment  11/29/2012 11/29/2013 
Randall Warner – Vice Chair  Appointment 11/29/2012 11/29/2013 
     
Planning Commission    
Paul Alexander Yucca Appointment  10/23/2012 03/25/2014 
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Meeting Date: 10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, OUR LADY OF PERPETUAL HELP 
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 Our Lady of Perpetual Help.  
The event will be held at Our Lady of Perpetual Help located at 5614 West Orangewood Avenue on Friday, 
October 26, from 4 p.m. to 10 p.m. and Saturday and Sunday, October 27 and 28, 2012, from 7 a.m. to 10 
p.m.  The purpose of this special event liquor license is for a fundraiser. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
If this application is approved, the total number of days expended by this applicant will be three 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 

 

 

 



    STAFF REPORT   

Meeting Date: 10/23/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title:  SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, OUR LADY OF PERPETUAL HELP 

General Information 
Request:  Special Event Liquor License 

Location:  5614 West Orangewood Avenue  

District:   Ocotillo 

Zoned:  R1-6 (Single Family Residential) 

Applicant:  Blanca Nelly Herrera 

Owner:  Our Lady of Perpetual Help 

Background 
 
1. The event will be held on Friday, October 26, from 4 p.m. to 10 p.m. and Saturday and 

Sunday, October 27 and 28, 2012, from 7 a.m. to 10 p.m. 
 

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

3. The purpose of this event is for a fall festival fundraiser. 
 

4. Proceeds from this special event go to Our Lady of Perpetual Help. 

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. 
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Meeting Date: 10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, HORSES HELP FOUNDATION, INC. 
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for the Horses Help 
Foundaion, Inc.  The event will be held at University of Phoenix Stadium's Great Lawn located at 1 
North Cardinals Drive on Saturday, October 27, 2012, from 9 a.m. to 5 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 

 

 

 



    STAFF REPORT   

Meeting Date: 10/23/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title:  SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, HORSES HELP FOUNDATION, INC. 

General Information 
Request:  Special Event Liquor License 

Location:  1 North Cardinals Drive 

District:   Yucca 

Zoned:  PAD 

Applicant:  Gregg Stephen Goodman 

Owner:  Horses Help Foundation, Inc. 

Background 
 
1. The event will be held on Saturday, October 27, 2012, from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. 

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

per calendar year. 
 

3. The purpose of this event is for a fundraiser at the KOOL FM Classic Car Show. 
 

4. Proceeds from this special event go to the Arizona Cardinals Football Club, the Horses Help 
Foundation, Inc., and Rojo Hospitality Group, LLC. 

Review/Analysis 

In accordance with A.R.S. § 4-203.02, the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control may 
issue a special event liquor license only if Council recommends approval of such license. 
 
The City of Glendale 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: 10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. HELEN COUNCIL 11738 
KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS  

Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for St. Helen Council 
11738 Knights of Columbus.  The event will be held at St. Helen's Social Center located at 5510 
West Cholla Street on Saturday, October 27, 2012, from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m.  The purpose of this 
special event liquor license is for a fund raiser. 
 
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 two 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: 10/23/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Title:  SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. HELEN COUNCIL 11738 KNIGHTS   
OF COLUMBUS  

General Information 
Request:  Special Event Liquor License 

Location:  5510 West Cholla Street 

District:   Barrel 

Zoned:  R1-7 (Single Family Residential) 

Applicant:  Donald J. Gorny 

Owner:  St. Helen Council 11738 Knights of Columbus 

Background 
 
1. The event will be held on Saturday, October 27, 2012, from 6:00 p.m. to 11:00 p.m. 

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

per calendar year.  St. Helen Council 11738 Knights of Columbus was previously approved 
for an event on August 25, 2012. 
 

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

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. 
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Meeting Date: 10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, CITY OF GLENDALE SPECIAL 
EVENTS DIVISION 

Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve four special event liquor licenses for the City of 
Glendale Special Events Division to produce Glendale’s 2012-13 signature festival season.  The 
following events will be held in downtown Glendale, located at 58th Avenue and Glenn Drive. 
 

1. Glendale Glitters Spectacular Weekend: 
Friday, November 23, 2012, from 5-10 p.m.  
Saturday, November 24, 2012, from 5-10 p.m. 

2. Glendale’s Winter Wonderland: 
Friday, December 7, 2012, from 6-10 p.m. 
Saturday, December 8, 2012, from 6-10 p.m. 

3. Glendale Glitter & Glow Block Party: 
Saturday, January 12, 2013, from 4-10 p.m. 

4. Glendale’s Chocolate Affaire: 
Friday, February 8, 2013, from 5-10 p.m. 
Saturday, February 9, 2013, from 10 a.m.-10 p.m. 
Sunday, February 10, 2013, from noon-5 p.m. 

 
Staff is requesting Council to forward these applications to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
If these applications are approved, the total number of days expended by this applicant will be 10 
of the allowed 10 days for the 2012 calendar year and four days of the allowed 10 days for the 
2013 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 these applications and 
determined that it meets all technical requirements. 
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Attachments 

Staff Report  

Liquor License Attachments 

Police Calls for Service Report 

 

 

 



    STAFF REPORT   

Meeting Date: 10/23/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Title:  
SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSES, CITY OF GLENDALE SPECIAL 
EVENTS DIVISION 

General Information 
Request:  Special Event Liquor Licenses 

Location:  Downtown Glendale located at 58th Avenue and Glenn Drive 

District:   Ocotillo 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Jerry P. McCoy 

Owner:  City of Glendale 

Background 
 
1. The special event liquor licenses will cover the following City of Glendale festivals. 
 

Glendale Glitters Spectacular Weekend: 
Friday, November 23, 2012, from 5-10 p.m.  
Saturday, November 24, 2012, from 5-10 p.m. 

Glendale’s Winter Wonderland: 
Friday, December 7, 2012, from 6-10 p.m. 
Saturday, December 8, 2012, from 6-10 p.m. 

Glendale Glitter & Glow Block Party: 
Saturday, January 12, 2013, from 4-10 p.m. 

Glendale’s Chocolate Affaire: 
Friday, February 8, 2013, from 5-10 p.m. 
Saturday, February 9, 2013, from 10 a.m.-10 p.m. 
Sunday, February 10, 2013, from noon-5 p.m. 

 
2. If these applications are approved, the total number of days expended by this applicant will 

be 10 of the allowed 10 days for the 2012 calendar year and four of the allowed 10 days for 
the 2013 calendar year. 
 



 

3. The purpose of these liquor licenses are for fundraisers. 
 

4. The proceeds for these special events go to the City of Glendale and the Civic Pride 
Ambassadors. 

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

Staff Recommendation 

It is staff’s recommendation to forward these applications to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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Meeting Date: 10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 1-43280, THE GLENDALE PUBLIC MARKET  
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a person-to-person, location-to-location transferable 
series 7 (Bar - Beer and Wine) license for The Glendale Public Market located at 5650 North 55th 
Avenue.  The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 07070360) was 
submitted by Travis Allen Brown. 
 
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 M-2 (Heavy 
Industrial).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 18,278.  This series 7 is a new 
license, therefore, the approval of this license will increase the number of liquor licenses in the 
area by one.  The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile radius is as listed below. 
 

Series Type Quantity 
06 Bar - All Liquor 8 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 1 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 4 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 14 
12 Restaurant 3 
14 Private Club 1 
 
 
 
 

Total 31 
 
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:  10/23/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 1-43280, THE GLENDALE PUBLIC MARKET 

General Information 
Request:  Person-to-Person, Location-to-Location Transferable 

License:  Series 7 (Bar - Beer and Wine) 

Location:  5650 North 55th Avenue 

District:  Ocotillo 

Zoned:  M-2 (Heavy Industrial) 

Applicant:  Travis Allen Brown 

Owner:  SYUFY Properties, Inc. 

Background 
 
At the May 22, 2012 Meeting, City Council recommended denial to the Arizona Department of 
Liquor Licenses and Control for a Series 7 (Bar – Beer and Wine) license for this location based on 
the Police Department’s concerns.  The applicant’s intended use of the liquor license was for their 
Public Market business not the Drive-in Movie Theater business; however the Glendale Public 
Market is a secondary business with the primary business purpose being the Drive-in Movie 
Theater.  In an attempt to work with the applicant, discussions occurred involving stipulating 
days and times, as well as isolating an area on the property in which the alcohol could be sold and 
consumed, however state law doesn’t allow for an Arizona State Liquor License to have 
stipulations and the map of the site, as presented to Council that evening, was the map submitted 
with the application to the Arizona Dept. of Liquor Licenses and Control and included the entire 
site.   
 
After Council’s recommendation, the applicant withdrew their application with the State before 
being heard by the State Liquor Board.  The applicant has since resubmitted an application to the 
State with a revised site plan isolating an area on the premises in which alcohol can be sold and 
consumed.  This new submittal has satisfied the Police Department’s concerns and therefore staff 
is recommending approval of this liquor license.  
 
  



 

1. The population density is 18,278 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
2. The business is over 300 feet from any church or school. 
 
3. This series 7 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, September 4 through September 24, 
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 person-to-person, location-to-location 
transferable series 7 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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Meeting Date: 10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-6377, CHEVYS FRESH MEX 
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 Chevys Fresh Mex located at 7700 West Arrowhead Town Center, #2199.  The Arizona 
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 12079234) was submitted by David 
Howell Wilton. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
The location of the establishment is in the Sahuaro District.  The property is zoned PAD (Planned 
Area Development).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 9,215.  Chevys Fresh Mex 
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 
03 Domestic Micro - Brewery 2 
05 Government 1 
06 Bar - All Liquor 2 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 3 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 6 
12 Restaurant 38 
 
 
 
 

Total 52 
 
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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Meeting Date:  10/23/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-6377, CHEVYS FRESH MEX 

General Information 
Request:  New, Non-Transferable 

License:  Series 12 (Restaurant) 

Location:  7700 West Arrowhead Town Center, #2199 

District:  Sahuaro 

Zoned:  PAD (Planned Area Development) 

Applicant:  David Howell Wilton 

Owner:  RM Chevys, LLC 

Background 
 
1. The population density is 9,215 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
2. The 300 feet from any church or school rule does not apply to this series license. 
 
3. Chevys Fresh Mex 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, September 5 through September 25, 
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 this 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: 10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-6703, MARISCOS VUELVE A LA VIDA 
FISH/MEAT MARKET & RESTAURANT 

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 Mariscos Vuelve A La Vida Fish/Meat Market & Restaurant located at 5630 West Camelback 
Road, Suite 103.  The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 
12079266) was submitted by Theresa June Morse. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
The location of the establishment is in the Cactus District.  The property is zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 20,618.  This series 12 is a new 
license, therefore, the approval of this license will increase the number of liquor licenses in the 
area by one.  The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile radius is as listed below. 
 

Series Type Quantity 
06 Bar - All Liquor 4 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 1 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 3 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 6 
12 Restaurant 1 
14 Private Club 1 
 
 
 
 

Total 16 
 
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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Meeting Date:  10/23/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Title: 
LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-6703, MARISCOS VUELVE A LA VIDA FISH/ 
MEAT MARKET & RESTAURANT 
 

General Information 
Request:  New, Non-Transferable 

License:  Series 12 (Restaurant) 

Location:  5630 West Camelback Road, Suite 103 

District:  Cactus 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Theresa June Morse 

Owner:  Tellez Restaurant Investments 3, LLC 

Background 
 
At the August 14, 2012 Voting Meeting,  City Council recommended approval to the Arizona 
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control for a Series 10 Liquor Store (Beer and Win) license for 
Mariscos Vuelve A La Vida Fish/Meat Market & Restaurant located at 5630 W. Camelback Road,  
Suites 101-102.  The Series 10 license allows for this retail store to sell beer and wine to be taken 
away from the premises and consumed off-site.   
 
This Series 12 (Restaurant) license allows Mariscos Veulve A La Vida Fish/Meat Market & 
Restaurant to sell and serve alcohol for consumption on the premises in Suite 103, which is the 
restaurant side of their business.   
 
1. The population density is 20,618 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, September 12 through October 2, 
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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Meeting Date: 10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-7514, PRONTO MART 
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 10 (Liquor Store - Beer 
and Wine) license for Pronto Mart located at 5635 North 59th Avenue.  The Arizona Department of 
Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 10076325) was submitted by Abrahim Saliba Sayegh. 
 
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 21,787.  Pronto Mart is currently 
operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of this license will not increase the 
number of liquor licenses in the area.  The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile 
radius is as listed below. 
 

Series Type Quantity 
06 Bar - All Liquor 5 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 1 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 7 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 16 
12 Restaurant 6 
14 Private Club 3 
 
 
 
 

Total 38 
 
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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Meeting Date:  10/23/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-7514, PRONTO MART  

General Information 
Request:  New, Non-Transferable 

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

Location:  5635 North 59th Avenue 

District:  Ocotillo 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Abrahim Saliba Sayegh 

Owner:  AZ Best General, LLC 

Background 
 
1. The population density is 21,787 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
2. The business is over 300 feet from any church or school. 
 
3. Pronto Mart is currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of this 

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

Citizen Participation to Date 

No protests were received during the 20-day posting period, September 7 through September 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 this new, non-transferable series 10 
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:         10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
LETTER ADDENDUM TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH 
THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR TRAFFIC  
SIGNALS ON GRAND AVENUE  

Staff Contact: Debbie Albert, Principal Engineer, Transportation Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into a letter addendum to an intergovernmental agreement 
(IGA) with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) for maintenance and operation of 
signals and highway lighting along Grand Avenue within the City of Glendale.  This addendum will 
update the list of signalized intersections covered in the IGA to reflect current conditions. 
 

Background Summary 
 
In 1980, the city of Glendale entered into an IGA with ADOT to establish maintenance and 
operation responsibilities for traffic signals along Grand Avenue within the city of Glendale.  As a 
result of the Grand Avenue improvements completed in 2006, two signals along Grand Avenue 
were removed (59th and Glendale avenues and 55th and Maryland Avenues) and an additional 
signal was added at 57th Drive and Grand Avenue.   
 
This letter addendum eliminates the two removed signals from the IGA, and adds the new signal.  
The addendum also establishes ongoing maintenance responsibilities to ADOT for this additional 
signal.  The city will continue to pay the electricity costs.   
 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On February 21, 1980, City Council approved an IGA with ADOT for maintenance and operation of 
signals and highway lighting along Grand Avenue within the City of Glendale.  This IGA established 
the initial list of signalized intersections along Grand Avenue. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Grand Avenue is a vital regional transportation corridor in Glendale and the northwest valley.  
Having all of the intersections along the corridor under the management of one jurisdiction 
(ADOT) will result in improved operations and traffic flow.   
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Budget and Financial Impacts 

The city currently expends approximately $540 annually ($45 per month) on electricity for the 
57th Drive and Grand Avenue signal.  That will remain unchanged under this agreement.  
Transferring the operation and maintenance responsibilities for the signal to ADOT will decrease 
the number of traffic signals that city staff must maintain, resulting in a cost savings of 
approximately $600 per year in staff time and materials. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Resolution

Amendment to Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Debbie Albert, Principal Engineer, Transportation Services 

Item Title: 
LETTER ADDENDUM TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT  
WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR  
TRAFFIC SIGNALS ON GRAND AVENUE 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request that the City Manager place the proposed letter addendum 
to an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) 
on an agenda for City Council action.  The proposed addendum to the IGA with ADOT is for 
maintenance and operation of signals and highway lighting along Grand Avenue within the City of 
Glendale.  This letter addendum will update the list of signalized intersections covered in the IGA 
to reflect current conditions.  

BACKGROUND 
 
In 1980, the city entered into an IGA with ADOT to establish maintenance and operation 
responsibilities for traffic signals and intersection lighting along Grand Avenue within the city 
boundaries.  This agreement stated that Glendale would pay for electricity charges, while ADOT 
would be responsible for all other operation and maintenance charges, including any remote 
communications.  Due to the installation of new signalized intersections over the years, the list of 
intersections included in the IGA has changed. 
 
Between 2004 and 2006, construction of overpasses and underpasses at two intersections 
necessitated the removal of signals along Grand Avenue; the first at 59th and Glendale avenues and 
the second at 55th and Maryland avenues.  This change resulted in the installation of a new signal 
at 57th Drive and Grand Avenue.   
 
Per the design and construction agreements, the new signal at 57th Drive and Grand Avenue was to 
be operated and maintained by the City of Glendale.  In 2012, ADOT updated its vision for Grand 
Avenue and has taken measures to have the roadway operate as one cohesive corridor through 
deployment of up-to-date signal timing plans that coordinate the movement of traffic from one 
intersection to the next.  As part of this effort, ADOT now wishes to take over the operation and 
maintenance of the 57th Drive and Grand Avenue signal.   
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ANALYSIS 
 
Grand Avenue is a vital regional transportation corridor in Glendale and the northwest valley.  
ADOT and Glendale elected officials and staff are working together to share this vision.  ADOT has 
agreed to take responsibility for the operation and maintenance of all signalized intersections 
along the corridor, including 57th Drive and Grand Avenue.  ADOT will be responsible for signal 
timing, and Transportation Services staff will work closely with ADOT to mitigate any signal 
timing issues that may arise. 
 
Staff recommends moving forward with the letter addendum to the IGA with ADOT to modify the 
list of signalized intersections operated and maintained by the state. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The city currently expends approximately $540 annually ($45 per month) on electricity for the 
57th Drive and Grand Avenue signal.  That will remain unchanged under this agreement.  
Transferring the operation and maintenance responsibilities for the signal to ADOT will decrease 
the number of traffic signals that city staff must maintain, resulting in a cost savings of 
approximately $600 annually in staff time and materials.   



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4621 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF LETTER 
ADDENDUM TWO TO IGA/JPA 80-008I WITH THE 
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR THE 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC SIGNALS 
AND/OR HIGHWAY LIGHTING ALONG US 60 (GRAND 
AVENUE) IN THE CITY OF GLENDALE. 

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

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

citizens thereof that Letter Addendum Two to IGA/JPA 80-008I with the Arizona Department of 
Transportation for the operation and maintenance of traffic signals and/or highway lighting along 
US 60 (Grand Avenue) be entered into, which addendum is now on file in the office of the City 
Clerk of the City of Glendale.  The existing list of intersections to be operated and maintained is 
hereby amended as follows: 

 
Adding: 
 Intersection of US 60 (Grand Avenue) at 57th Drive. 
Eliminating: 
 Intersection of US 60 (Grand Avenue) at 55th Avenue and Maryland Avenue; and 
 Intersection of US 60 (Grand Avenue) at 59th Avenue and Glendale Avenue. 

 
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_LtrAdden2.doc 
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Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: CONTRACT CHANGE ORDERS WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR FEDERAL 
TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANT FUNDS 

Staff Contact: Cathy Colbath, Transit Administrator, Transportation Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into three contract change orders to intergovernmental 
agreements (IGAs) with the City of Phoenix for acceptance of Federal Transit Administration grant 
funds for transit services. 
 

Background Summary 
 
In 2010 and 2012, the Glendale City Council approved IGAs with the City of Phoenix for the 
acceptance of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) grant funds for transit projects.  Phoenix is the 
designated agent for FTA grant funds in the region.  
 
This item requests approval of three change orders relating to one grant approved in 2010, and 
two grants approved in 2012.  One change order extends the expiration date of the grant approved 
in 2010, to an expiration date of December 31, 2013.  The other two change orders increase the 
amount of federal funds for vehicle maintenance reimbursement for the grants approved in 2012.    

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On February 23, 2010, Council approved FTA grant AZ-90-X096.  This grant provides $926,606 in 
federal funds for the purchase of replacement transit vehicles, the acquisition of computer 
hardware and reimbursement of vehicle maintenance expenses.  Phoenix has issued a change 
order extending the grant expiration date to December 31, 2013, which will allow federal funds to 
remain active for the projects identified in this grant.  There is no change to the amount awarded.  
 
On February 14, 2012, Council approved FTA grants AZ-90-X109 and AZ-95-X009.  Grant AZ-90-
X109 provides for the reimbursement of transit vehicle maintenance expenses.  This change order 
will increase the federal portion of the vehicle maintenance funds by $4,506, which increases the 
required local match by $1,127. 
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FTA grant AZ-95-X009 also provides transit vehicle maintenance reimbursement funds.  This 
change order will increase the amount of federal funds by $13,936, and the amount of local match 
increases by $842. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
These additional federal funds will further help offset the cost of maintenance for transit vehicles 
that are used for Dial-A-Ride services.   
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

The change orders for the 2012 grants result in an additional $18,442 of federal funds to be used 
to offset vehicle repair costs for Dial-A-Ride vehicles.  The local match amount has increased to a 
total of $1,969.   

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Resolution 

Other 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$1,969 1660-16530-532400 (Dial-A-Ride) 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Cathy Colbath, Transit Administrator, Transportation Services 

Item Title: CONTRACT CHANGE ORDERS WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR  
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANT FUNDS 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report describes the need to amend current intergovernmental agreements (IGAs) with the 
City of Phoenix for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funds for transit services.  Three change 
orders are being presented for approval.  The purpose of this report is to request that this item be 
placed on an agenda for City Council action. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
In 2010 and 2012, the Glendale City Council approved IGAs with the City of Phoenix for the 
acceptance of FTA grant funds for transit projects.  Phoenix is the designated agent for FTA grant 
funds in the region.   
 
Grant AZ-90-X096 was approved in February 2010, for multiple projects, including bus 
procurements, vehicle maintenance expenses and the acquisition of a computer system.  This 
change order will extend the grant contract expiration date to December 31, 2013, to allow for 
completion and reimbursement of all projects. 
 
Grants AZ-95-X009 and AZ-90-X109 were approved by Council in February 2012.  These grants 
provide federal funding for projects, including vehicle maintenance and bus procurements.  The 
change orders for these two grants will provide additional federal funds to be used to offset 
vehicle maintenance expenses.  Additional federal funds were recently made available and 
distributed throughout the region. 

ANALYSIS 
 
On February 23, 2010, Council approved FTA grant AZ-90-X096.  This grant provided $926,606 in 
federal funds for the purchase of replacement transit vehicles, the acquisition of a computer 
hardware system and reimbursement of vehicle maintenance expenses.  While many of these 
projects have been completed, the vehicle purchase project is not yet complete.  A procurement 
process was initiated through a regional purchase; however, the number of vehicles needed by 
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Glendale was determined to be unavailable using the regional contract.  As a result, Glendale 
began an independent procurement process.  The bus procurement is scheduled to be completed 
in June 2013, which is beyond the end of the initial grant period.  Therefore, Phoenix has issued a 
change order extending the grant expiration date to December 31, 2013.  The change order will 
allow federal funds to remain active for the projects identified in this grant.  This change order 
does not change the amount of funding provided for the projects. 
 
On February 14, 2012, Council approved FTA grants AZ-90-X109 and AZ-95-X009.  Additional 
federal funds are now available for each of these grants. 
 
Grant AZ-90-X109 originally totaled $306,705 ($245,364 in federal funds; $61,341 in local match 
funds) for the reimbursement of transit vehicle maintenance expenses.  This change order will 
increase the federal portion of the vehicle maintenance funds by $4,506 to a total of $249,870, 
which will increase the required city match by $1,127 to $62,468.  This will bring the new total 
grant amount for vehicle maintenance to $312,338.  The grant also includes $351,252 for bus 
procurements bringing the amended grant total to $663,590.  The amount for the bus 
procurement is not changed by this change order. 
 
FTA grant AZ-95-X009 also provides transit vehicle maintenance reimbursement funds.  The 
original project totaled $40,458 ($38,152 in federal funds; $2,306 in local match funds).  This 
change order will increase the amount of federal funds by $13,936 for a total of $52,088; and will 
increase the local match requirement by $842, for a total local match of $3,148.  The amended 
total of this grant is $55,236. 
 
These additional federal funds will further help offset the cost of maintenance of transit vehicles. 
 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The change orders for the 2012 grants result in an additional $18,442 of federal funds to be used 
to offset vehicle repair costs for Dial-A-Ride vehicles.  The local match amount has increased to a 
total of $1,969; however, this amount is already budgeted and would be an expense regardless of 
the receipt of federal funds.   
 
The extension of the 2010 grant will provide federal funds to be available to be used to complete 
the remaining projects in the grant. 
 



 
RESOLUTION NO. 4622 NEW SERIES 

 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHOR- 
IZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF THREE 
CONTRACT CHANGE ORDERS WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX 
FOR PASS-THROUGH GRANT FUNDING FOR TRANSIT 
SERVICES. 

 
 

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 following Contract Change Orders to the pass-through grant funding from the City of 
Phoenix for transit services be entered into, which change orders are now on file in the office of the 
City Clerk of the City of Glendale: 
 
 

1. Contract Change Order No. 1 to Grant No. AZ-90-X096 
Purchase Buses and Computer System Hardware, Preventative Maintenance 
Extending the term of the Agreement to December 31, 2013 

 
2. Contract Change Order No. 1 to Grant No. AZ-90-X109 

Purchase Bus and Preventative Maintenance 
Additional funding in the amount of $5,633 includes local match of $1,127 
 

3. Contract Change Order No. 1 to Grant No. AZ-95-X009 
Preventative Maintenance 
Additional funding in the amount of $14,778 includes local match of $842 

 
 

SECTION 2.  That the Mayor or City Manager and the City Clerk be authorized and directed 
to execute and deliver said change orders 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_ChangeOrder1_Phx_Transit.doc 
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Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: FINAL PLAT APPLICATION FP10-01:  F & R REDFIELD LUXURY HOMES – 
6675 WEST REDFIELD ROAD 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request by ESCA Environmental, Inc. for City Council to approve the final plat for F & R 
Redfield Luxury Homes, a single-family subdivision located at the southeast corner of 67th Avenue 
and Redfield Road. 
 
Staff recommends approval of Final Plat application FP10-01. 

Background Summary 
 
F & R Redfield Luxury Homes is a 12 lot single-family subdivision on 6.2 acres with a density of 1.9 
dwelling units per acre.  Lot sizes vary from 10,046 square feet to 13,390 square feet with an 
average lot size of 12,022 square feet.  The proposed minimum lot width is 90 feet, and the 
minimum lot depth is 114 feet. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On August 12, 2008, Council approved Rezoning Application ZON07-27 for this subdivision. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
This project provides for infill development on a vacant property and housing that is compatible 
with the surrounding area. 
 
On January 23, 2008, the applicant mailed notification letters to adjacent property owners and 
interested parties inviting them to a neighborhood meeting held on January 31, 2008.  Five people 
attended the meeting and expressed overall support of the project.  Issues discussed include 
buffering noise from 67th Avenue, open space, housing type, lot sizes, project timelines, and house 
prices. 
 
One resident voiced opposition to this project because the size and design of the homes have not 
been determined.  Both the applicant and Planning Department explained that the homes will be 
custom-built and design review for each of the homes will occur at the time of building permit 
application to the city. 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director 

Item Title: FINAL PLAT APPLICATION FP10-01:  F & R REDFIELD LUXURY 
HOMES – 6675 WEST REDFIELD ROAD 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This is a request by ESCA Environmental, Inc. for City Council to approve the final plat for F & R 
Redfield Luxury Homes, a single-family subdivision located at the southeast corner of 67th Avenue 
and Redfield Road. 

BACKGROUND 
 
1. The applicant proposes a 12 lot single-family subdivision titled F & R Redfield Luxury 

Homes on 6.2 acres with a density of 1.9 dwelling units per acre (du/ac).  Lot sizes vary 
from 10,046 square feet to 13,390 square feet with an average lot size of 12,022 square 
feet.  The proposed minimum lot width is 90 feet, and the minimum lot depth is 114 feet. 
 

2. Vehicular access is provided at one location on Redfield Road. 
 

3. Storm water runoff will be directed to the landscaped retention Tract A located in the 
southwest corner of the subdivision. 
 

4. The plat includes .83 acres of common open space or approximately 16 percent of the total 
site.  There is one storm water retention tract on the west side of the subdivision, adjacent 
to 67th Avenue.  Storm water retention in Tract A has been designed to collect on the south 
side, allowing the north side to remain dry.  The applicant is proposing a ramada and 
barbeque grill in Tract A. 
 

5. All landscape, maintenance, and irrigation of tracts and open spaces, perimeter walls, 
theme walls, and entry features within the subdivision will be owned and maintained by a 
homeowner’s association. 
 

6. On January 23, 2008, the applicant mailed notification letters to adjacent property owners 
and interested parties inviting them to a neighborhood meeting held on January 31, 2008.  
Five people attended the meeting and expressed overall support of the project.  Issues 
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discussed include buffering noise from 67th Avenue, open space, housing type, lot sizes, 
project timelines, and house prices. 

 
7. One resident voiced opposition to this project because the size and design of the homes 

have not been determined.  Both the applicant and Planning Department explained that the 
homes will be custom-built and design review for each of the homes will occur at the time 
of building permit application to the city. 
 

8. On June 5, 2008, the Planning Commission recommended approval of Rezoning Application 
ZON07-27 and approved Preliminary Plat Application PP07-05 for this subdivision.  On 
August 12, 2008, the Council approved Rezoning Application ZON07-27. 
 

9. Following approval of the land use applications, the applicant filed the final plat and 
construction documents with the city.  Reviews were in progress when the housing market 
crash occurred, and the project went dormant.  The owner is now prepared to develop the 
subdivision. 

ANALYSIS 
 
• The proposed final plat is consistent with the General Plan land use designation of MDR 

(Medium Density Residential, 2.5-3.5 du/ac) and the existing R1-10 (Single Residence) 
zoning district. 

 
• The proposed development is designed to be compatible with adjacent subdivisions and 

promotes infill development. 
 
• Perimeter landscaping, decorative theme walls, and entry features will enhance the 

development. 
 
• This request meets the requirements of the Subdivision and Minor Land Division 

Ordinance and meets the intent of the Residential Design and Development Manual. 
 
Staff recommends approval of Final Plat Application FP10-01. 
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Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: FINAL PLAT APPLICATION FP12-01:  CARMEL ESTATES – 19268 NORTH 
54TH AVENUE 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request by Mandalay Communities, Inc. for City Council to approve the final plat for 
Carmel Estates, a Planned Residential Development, located south of the intersection of the 54th 
Avenue and Topeka Drive. 
 
Staff recommends approval of Final Plat application FP12-01. 

Background Summary 
 
Carmel Estates is a 39 lot single-family subdivision on 9.8 acres with a density of 4.0 dwelling 
units per acre.  Lot sizes vary from 6,818 square feet to 13,254 square feet with an average lot size 
of 7,376 square feet.  The proposed minimum lot width is 62 feet, and the minimum lot depth is 
110 feet. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On January 10, 2006, Council approved Rezoning Application ZON05-01 for this subdivision. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
This project provides for infill development on a vacant property and housing that is compatible 
with the surrounding area. 
 
The applicant held a neighborhood meeting on September 12, 2005.  Of the 158 people invited to 
the meeting, 25 property owners and interested parties attended.  Issues discussed include:  who 
the homebuilder will be; how the lots will be released; if there will be a homeowner’s association; 
and how the existing site would be remediated.  The answers provided were:  it is anticipated that 
the subdivision would develop in one phase; a homebuilder had not yet been identified; a 
homeowner’s association would be established; and the site would be remediated as required.  
Meeting attendees were satisfied with these responses. 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director 

Item Title: FINAL PLAT APPLICATION FP12-01: CARMEL ESTATES – 19268  
NORTH 54TH AVENUE 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This is a request by Mandalay Communities, Inc. for City Council to approve the final plat for 
Carmel Estates, a Planned Residential Development (PRD), located south of the intersection of the 
54th Avenue and Topeka Drive. 

BACKGROUND 
 
1. The applicant proposes a 39 lot single-family subdivision titled Carmel Estates on 9.8 acres 

with a density of 4.0 dwelling units per acre (du/ac).  Lot sizes vary from 6,818 square feet 
to 13,254 square feet with an average lot size of 7,376 square feet.  The proposed minimum 
lot width is 62 feet, and the minimum lot depth is 110 feet. 
 

2. Vehicular access is provided by one connection on 54th Avenue and another connection on 
Topeka Drive. 
 

3. Storm water runoff will be directed to landscaped detention Tract A located along the west 
property line. 
 

4. The plat includes 1.02 acres of common open space or 10 percent of the total site.  A 
sidewalk connection is provided to the Skunk Creek trail system.  The developer will 
landscape and maintain City of Glendale owned land between the subdivision property line 
and the back of sidewalk along Skunk Creek; the inclusion of this city owned land brings 
the open space total to 15 percent. 
 

5. All perimeter landscaping, all landscape tracts, recreational amenities, perimeter walls, 
theme walls, and entry features within the project will be owned and maintained by a 
homeowner’s association. 
 



6. The applicant held a neighborhood meeting on September 12, 2005.  Of the 158 people 
invited to the meeting, 25 property owners and interested parties attended.  Issues 
discussed include:  who the homebuilder will be; how the lots will be released; if there will 
be a homeowner’s association; and how the existing site would be remediated.  Answers 
provided were:  it is anticipated that the subdivision would develop in one phase; a 
homebuilder had not yet been identified; a homeowner’s association would be established; 
and the site would be remediated as required. 
 

7. On November 17, 2005, the Planning Commission recommended approval of Rezoning 
Application ZON05-01 and approved Preliminary Plat Application PP05-01 for this 
subdivision.  On January 10, 2006, the Council approved Rezoning application ZON05-01. 
 

8. A portion of this property was previously used as a landfill, and the prior property owner 
completed significant work to prepare the site for development.  During site cleanup, the 
housing market took a downturn, and the project became inactive.  Since that time, the site 
cleanup has been completed, and the property is ready for development as the housing 
market continues to improve. 

ANALYSIS 
 
• The proposed final plat is consistent with the General Plan land use designation of MDR 

(Medium Density Residential, 3.5-5 du/ac) and the existing R1-6 PRD (Single Residence, 
Planned Residential Development) zoning district. 
 

• The request meets the requirements of the Subdivision and Minor Land Division Ordinance 
and meets the intent of the Residential Design and Development Manual. 
 

• The request is consistent with the Carmel Estates Development Plan. 
 
Staff recommends approval of Final Plat Application FP12-01. 
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Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
CONSTRUCTION AGREEMENT – GLENDALE PUBLIC HOUSING 
BATHROOM REMODEL  

Staff Contact: Elaine Adamczyk, Housing Services Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a construction 
agreement with McKenna Contracting, LLC, in an amount not to exceed $89,125.92.  This 
construction agreement will allow the City of Glendale’s Community Housing Division to continue 
the repair, and replacement of aging components in up to 18 bathrooms within Glendale Public 
Housing.   

Background Summary 
 
The city’s Community Housing Division maintains three public housing complexes in three 
separate locations.  There are 51 apartments at Lamar Homes located at 6100 W. Lamar Rd, 70 
apartments at Glendale Homes located at 5215 W. Ocotillo and 34 apartments at Cholla Vista 
Apartment Homes located at 5320 W. Maryland Avenue. 
 
As part of the city’s ongoing maintenance program, up to 18 city-owned public housing apartment 
bathrooms will be repaired, and aging components replaced.  Bathroom improvements will 
consist of tubs, showers, lavatories, flooring, medicine cabinets, vanities and lighting.   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
Council approved funding for this project during the adoption of the FY 2011-12 CDBG Annual 
Action Plan.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The apartments in the city’s three public housing communities are in very good condition due to 
ongoing maintenance programs funded by federal public housing Capital Fund Program and 
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) awards.  The funding will allow the Glendale 
Community Housing Division to continue to maintain the apartments while improving the quality 
of life for public housing residents.   
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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 

$89,125,92 1320-31099-518200 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Elaine Adamczyk, Housing Services Administrator 

Item Title: CONSTRUCTION AGREEMENT – GLENDALE PUBLIC HOUSING  
BATHROOM REMODEL 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on a proposed contract with McKenna Contracting, LLC, to 
continue the repair and replacement of aging components in bathrooms within Glendale Public 
Housing.  The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager place this item on an agenda 
for City Council consideration. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
On behalf of the city, the Glendale Community Housing Division maintains three public housing 
complexes in three separate locations.  There are 51 apartments located at 6100 W. Lamar Road 
(Lamar Homes), 70 apartments located at 5215 W. Ocotillo Road (Glendale Homes), and 34 
apartments located at 5320 W. Maryland Avenue (Cholla Vista Apartment Homes). 
 
As part of the ongoing maintenance program, up to 18 city-owned public housing apartment 
bathrooms will be repaired, and aging components will be replaced.  Bathroom components will 
consist of tubs, showers, lavatories, flooring, medicine cabinets, vanities and lighting.  
 
The apartments in the city’s three public housing communities are in very good condition due to 
ongoing maintenance programs funded by federal public housing Capital Fund Program and 
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) awards. The funding will allow the Glendale 
Community Housing Division to continue to maintain the apartments while improving the quality 
of life for public housing residents.   
 
 
 
 
 
 



ANALYSIS 
 
During FY 2011-12, the Glendale Community Housing Division was successfully awarded CDBG 
funds in the amount of $166,804.    
 
Without this funding, these activities would have to take place over a longer period of time as can 
be afforded within the federal public housing Capital Fund Program, and on a per item basis 
(shower head, faucet, sink, etc.).   
 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Council approved funding this project during the adoption of the FY 2011-12 CDBG Annual Action 
Plan.  These CDBG funds are required to be obligated and spent within 18 months.  Approval of 
this construction agreement in the amount of $89,125.92 satisfies this obligation within the 
allotted time frame. 
 
Of the awarded $166,804 in CDBG funds, a total of $27,149.98 was used for critical emergency 
bathroom repairs and replacements. 
  
Funds in the amount of $139,654.02 are available for all proposed bathroom repairs through the 
approved CDBG grant account (1320-31099-518200). 
 
 































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

DATE: August 21, 2012 - 10:00 a.m.

CONTRACTOR
BID BOND/           

CHECK
ACKNOWLEDGE 

ADDENDUM 1 TOTAL BASE BID

1 MCKENNA CONTRACTING BB YES 89,125.92$                           

2 JOVOS, INC. BB YES 121,590.00$                         

3 GOLDSTEIN & LUERA CONSTRUCTION, LLC BB YES 168,678.00$                         

4 VENTURELLI BUILDING & DESIGN, LLC BB YES 198,518.76$                         

5

6

7

8

9

10

Engineers Estimate:  $117,000.00

Time of completion for this project is three hundred sixty-five (365) consecutive days from and
including the date of receipt of the notice to proceed. 

BID TABULATION

PROJECT# 111209-GLENDALE PUBLIC HOUSING BATHROOM REMODEL



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

DATE: August 21, 2012 - 10:00 a.m.
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BID BOND/           

CHECK
ACKNOWLEDGE 

ADDENDUM 1 TOTAL BASE BID

BID TABULATION

PROJECT# 111209-GLENDALE PUBLIC HOUSING BATHROOM REMODEL
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Engineers Estimate:  $117,000.00

Time of completion for this project is three hundred sixty-five (365) consecutive days from and
including the date of receipt of the notice to proceed. 
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BID TABULATION
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Engineers Estimate:  $117,000.00

Time of completion for this project is three hundred sixty-five (365) consecutive days from and
including the date of receipt of the notice to proceed. 
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Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LANDSCAPE SPRINKLER IRRIGATION SERVICE 
Staff Contact: Erik Strunk, Executive Director, Parks, Recreation and Library Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional service 
agreement with Mariposa Landscape Arizona, Inc. in the amount not to exceed $113,697.96 for the 
maintenance and operation of the park and facility sprinkler and drip irrigation systems.  

Background Summary 
 
The Parks, Recreation and Library Services Department manages and maintains 119 
parks/facilities that are either sprinkler and/or drip irrigated.  In the past, these systems were 
maintained by four City of Glendale irrigation technicians.  As a part of the FY 2012-13 budget 
review process, the department eliminated its four irrigation technicians after determining it 
would be less expensive to outsource these functions.  As a result, the city solicited proposals to 
engage a sprinkler irrigation or landscape contractor to provide manual and technical work at a 
skilled level involving the maintenance, repair and operation of turf sprinkler systems, drip 
irrigation, and complex electrical and mechanical, irrigation systems at municipal parks.    
 
It is anticipated the contractor will begin providing the service in October 2012 and continue for 
two years.  The city may extend the term of the agreement three additional years in one-year 
increments.  

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On April 27, 2010, Council authorized the City Manager to enter into an agreement for park and 
facility landscape maintenance services with Mariposa Landscape Arizona, Inc.  The city is still 
using their services and Mariposa is meeting performance expectations.  
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Well maintained and operated irrigation and drip systems will enhance park appearance; allow 
for better water management; reduce the probability of turf and soil disease, improve landscape 
maintenance efficiency, and provide water applications that are conducive to safe open-space play 
areas. 
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Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Agreement 

 

 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$113,697.96 1000-13020-518200 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 

From: Erik Strunk, Executive Director, Parks, Recreation & Library  
Services 

Item Title: LANDSCAPE SPRINKLER IRRIGATION SERVICE  
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed contract for the outsourcing of city park 
landscape sprinkler irrigation services to Mariposa Landscape Arizona, Inc.  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 item was previously reviewed and approved in concept by the City Council as a part of the FY 
2012-13 budget setting process. 
 
The Parks, Recreation and Library Services Department manages and maintains 119 
parks/facilities city-wide that are either sprinkler and/or drip-irrigated.  In the past, these 
systems were maintained by four City of Glendale irrigation technicians.  The recent reduction in 
the department’s workforce resulted in the loss of four irrigation technicians.  Consequently, the 
city solicited proposals to engage a sprinkler irrigation or landscape contractor to provide manual 
and technical work at a skilled level involving the maintenance, repair and operation of turf 
sprinkler systems, drip irrigation, and complex electrical and mechanical, irrigation systems at 
municipal parks.   
 
It is anticipated the contractor will begin providing the service on October 1, 2012, and continue 
for a period of two years.  The city may extend the term of the agreement three additional years in 
one-year increments.  An evaluation panel consisting of staff from the City of Glendale Parks, 
Recreation and Library Services Department, the Water Services Department, and the cities of 
Mesa and Peoria reviewed the proposals.  Specific evaluation factors included: maintenance and 
operational plan, organizational background and experience, cost of services, and water 
conservation.  Mariposa Landscape Arizona, Inc. submitted the offer that scored the highest and 
was selected for recommendation by the evaluation committee. 
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ANALYSIS 
 
A total of $165,000 is budgeted for the management of the landscape sprinkler and irrigation 
services and necessary supplies in FY2012-13.  Mariposa Landscape Arizona, Inc. can provide the 
management and maintenance services for $113,697.96.  Additional funds are budgeted for lines 
supplies, such as sprinkler heads, PVC, valves, controllers, couplers, and other similar items 
related to routine irrigation repair. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The agreement identifies an initial annual payment of $113,697.96 for each of the first two years.  
Contract payments and funding for necessary supplies are budgeted in the FY2012-13 Parks, 
Recreation and Library Services Department operating budget account #1000-13020-518200.     
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Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: UPDATING CONSTRUCTION CODES  
Staff Contact: Deborah Mazoyer, Building Safety Director 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to pass an ordinance adopting the most current editions of the 
building construction codes, which will update the city’s codes to be consistent with the latest 
construction industry standards and ensure safety and consistency in construction in Glendale. 
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance amending the 
Code of the City of Glendale: Chapter 9, Buildings and Building Regulations with an effective date 
of December 1, 2012. 

Background Summary 
 
Construction codes are revised by building and fire officials on the national level every three 
years. This process enables government officials and industry experts to discuss and consider 
inclusion of standards for new building materials, technologies, and products.   
 
Glendale is proposing to adopt the 2012 editions of the International Code series, along with the 
2011 National Electrical Code.  The updated versions of these codes include a change to protect 
children from electrical accidents by requiring tamper resistant electrical receptacles. 
 
Glendale is also proposing to adopt the 2012 International Energy Conservation Code joining most 
jurisdictions in the state.  This code will provide standards for the design and construction of 
buildings to save energy costs over the life of the structure, and was reviewed by the Council 
Sustainability Committee last year.  Funds from the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block 
Grant (EECBG) were used for the purchase of the energy code books and staff training on the 
energy code. 
 
Amendments to the codes were developed by staff to more closely meet the needs of the city.  The 
amendments were also coordinated with other cities in the valley and the state for consistency. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
Glendale last adopted the 2006 International Code series, with amendments, on June 26, 2007. 
 
 



     

   CITY COUNCIL REPORT   
 

 

2 
 

 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Building codes benefit public safety and support the construction industry’s need for one set of 
codes without regional limitations.  Adopting the most up-to-date codes also enhances the quality 
of life for Glendale residents by providing a safely built environment and assists in preserving 
neighborhoods.   
 
With the adoption of the latest editions of the construction codes, Building Safety will maintain its 
compliance with Insurance Service Office criteria by adopting current and nationally recognized 
standards, which may lower insurance rates and assisting in attracting new businesses to the city. 
 
Building Safety conducted a public meeting on September 24, 2012 and received support from a 
representative from Salt River Project and from local staff of the International Code Council.  
Copies of the amendment package were sent electronically to stakeholders for their comments 
and their suggestions were incorporated into the amendment package.   
 
Public meeting notices were posted on the city website and on the city’s official posting board. 
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
Funds from the EECBG were used for the purchase of the energy code books and staff training on 
the energy code.  Additionally, funds from the Building Safety operating budget were used to 
purchase code books and to provide staff training. 
 

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Ordinance 

 

 

 



    STAFF REPORT   

 

To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Deborah Mazoyer, Building Safety Director 
Item Title: UPDATING CONSTRUCTION CODES 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed adoption of revised construction codes, which 
will update the city’s codes to be consistent with the latest construction industry standards and 
ensure safety and consistency in construction in Glendale.   
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item to City Council for 
their consideration and approval.   

BACKGROUND 
 
Building codes benefit public safety and support the construction industry’s need for one set of 
codes without regional limitations. These codes are revised by building and fire officials on the 
national level every three years to allow for new building materials, technologies, and products.   
 
Amendments to the codes were developed by staff to more closely meet the needs of the city and 
to conform to the geographical requirements of the city.  The amendments were also closely 
coordinated with other cities in the valley and the state for consistency and compatibility. 
 
Glendale last adopted the 2006 International Code series, with amendments, on June 26, 2007. 

ANALYSIS 
 
Glendale is proposing to adopt the 2012 editions of the International Code series, along with the 
2011 National Electrical Code.  Adoption of nationally recognized standards enhances public 
safety by providing Glendale’s residential, commercial and industrial communities with current 
and relevant fire and life safety standards.   
 
 
 



Significant changes to the new editions of the codes are as follows: 
 

• Requirements for hazardous materials reports are now required for combustible dust 
processes. 

• Provisions for live/work units are now included in the code. 
• Carbon monoxide detectors are now required in dwellings with fuel-fired appliances 

and/or attached garages. 
• Wireless technology is now allowed for the interconnection of smoke alarms. 
• Ground Fault Circuit Interrupter protection is now required on all outdoor receptacles and 

outlets in both residential and commercial structures.  
• Tamper-resistant receptacles are required in all dwellings to protect children from shocks 

and burns. 
 

Glendale is also proposing to join 19 other jurisdictions in the state and adopt the International 
Energy Conservation Code (IECC), which regulates the design and construction of both residential 
and commercial buildings to effectively save energy costs over the life of the building.  If adopted, 
the 2012 IECC will increase energy savings (heating, cooling, lighting and water heating) by 30% 
over the 2009 IECC. 
 
The U.S. Department of Energy published Arizona Energy and Cost Savings information for new 
single and multi-family homes.  This publication states that by adopting the 2012 edition of the 
IECC, the average annual savings in energy costs is projected to be $486 per home.   
 
The proposal to adopt the IECC was presented to the Council Sustainability Committee in 
September of 2011 and was recommended to move forward for the full Council’s consideration.   
 
Copies of the proposed code amendments were sent electronically to Valley Partnership, Valley 
Forward, the Home Builders Association of Central Arizona, the Arizona Multi Housing 
Association, the American Institute of Architects, Arizona Chapter, and the Structural Engineers 
Association of Arizona.  Staff received suggestions for minor amendments, which were 
incorporated, but received no opposition or negative feedback.   
 
Building Safety conducted a public meeting on September 24, 2012 to solicit comment from the 
development community and the public on the adoption of the codes and the proposed 
amendments.  A representative from Salt River Project attended and registered their support for 
the adoption of the IECC.  A local representative from the International Code Council also attended 
in support of adoption of the International Code series.   
 
With the adoption of the latest editions of the construction codes, Building Safety will maintain its 
compliance with Insurance Service Office criteria by adopting current and nationally recognized 
standards, ultimately lowering insurance rates and assisting in attracting new businesses to the 
city. 
 
 



FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Adoption of the updated construction codes will require the purchase of the code books, 
associated materials and staff training.  Funds are available in the Building Safety FY2012-13 
operating budget.  Funds from the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) were 
used for the purchase of the IECC books and for staff training on the energy code.   
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ORDINANCE NO. 2821 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 
GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 9, ARTICLE II, REGARDING 
THE ADOPTION OF AND AMENDMENTS TO THE TECHNICAL 
CODES RELATING TO BUILDINGS AND BUILDING 
REGULATIONS; AND SETTING FORTH AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

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

 
 SECTION 1.  That Glendale City Code Chapter 9, Article II is hereby deleted in its entirety 
and a new Article II is hereby adopted and shall read as follows: 
 
 ARTICLE II.  TECHNICAL CODES 
 
Sec. 9-16.  Adopted by reference; violation. 
 

(a)  The following publications, three (3) copies of which are on file in the office of the city 
clerk, are hereby adopted by reference as if set out at length in this Code. 
 

(1) 2012 International Building Code, as published by the International Code Council, 
Inc., including Appendix Chapters C and I; 

 
(2) 2012 International Residential Code, as published by the International Code Council, 

Inc., including Appendix Chapters H and J; 
 

(3) 2012 International Existing Building Code, as published by the International Code 
Council, Inc.; 

 
(4) 2012 International Mechanical Code, as published by the International Code 

Council, Inc.; 
 

(5) 2012 Uniform Plumbing Code, as published by the International Association of 
Plumbing and Mechanical Officials; 

 
(6) 2011 National Electrical Code, as published by the National Fire Protection 

Association; 
 

(7) 2012 International Property Maintenance Code, as published by the International 
Code Council, Inc.; 

 
(8) 2012 International Energy Conservation Code, as published by the International 

Code Council, Inc.; 
 

(9) Arizonans with Disabilities Act, (A.R.S. § 41-1492.03) and the Act’s implementing 
rules (28 CFR Part 35, and 28 CFR 36); 

 
(10) 2010 Americans with Disabilities Act Standards for Accessible Design; 
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(11) City of Glendale Revised Sound Attenuation Standards effective December 31, 2001; 

 
(12) Maricopa Association of Governments Fireplace Standard; 

 
(13) Fair Housing Accessibility Guidelines as published by the U.S. Department of 

Housing and Urban Development on March 6, 1991. 
 

(14) 2012 International Plumbing Code, as published by the International Code Council, 
Inc.; and 

 
(15) 2012 International Fuel Gas Code, as published by the International Code Council, 

Inc.; 
 

(b) Any person violating any of the provisions of the publications adopted in subsection 
(a) shall be guilty of a misdemeanor. 
 
Sec. 9-17.  Amendments to the 2012 International Building Code. 
 

The 2012 International Building Code is hereby amended in the following respects: 
 
Section 101.1 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

101.1 Title.  These regulations shall be known as the Building Code of the City of Glendale, 
hereinafter referred to as “this code.” 

 
Section 101.4.2 is hereby deleted and replaced by the following: 
 

101.4.2 Mechanical.  Any references to the International Mechanical Code shall be deleted 
and the words “Mechanical Code adopted by the City of Glendale and its amendments shall 
be inserted in lieu thereof. 

 
Section 101.4.3 is hereby deleted and replaced by the following: 
 

101.4.3 Plumbing.  Any references to the International Plumbing Code or International 
Private Sewage Disposal Code shall be deleted and the words “the Plumbing Code adopted 
by the City of Glendale and its amendments shall be inserted in lieu thereof. 

 
Section 102.6 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

102.6 Existing Structures.  The legal occupancy of any structure existing on the date of the 
adoption of this code shall be permitted to continue, without change, except as is specifically 
covered in this code, the International Fire Code, or as is deemed necessary by the building 
official for the general safety and welfare of the occupants and the public.  Existing 
buildings or structures that have been vacant or abandoned for a period of one year or longer 
are deemed to have been vacated and the certificate of occupancy expired.  Existing 
buildings or structures that have been vacant for a period of one year or longer are required 
to obtain a new certificate of occupancy before renewing occupancy or use.  Any remodeling 
work to a vacated building or structure shall comply with Section 102.7 of this code. 
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Section 102.7 is hereby added: 
 

102.7 Applicability of the Code.  All applications submitted on or after the effective date of 
this code shall be subject to the requirements of the codes adopted. 

 
Exception: Application under the provisions of the International Existing Building Code 

requires the approval of the building official. 
 
Section 103.1 is hereby deleted and replaced by the following: 
 

103.1 Creation of Enforcement Agency.  The authority and responsibility for administration 
and enforcement of this code is assigned to the building safety director who shall also be 
known as the building official.  The director may designate a person or persons to fulfill 
these duties. 

 
Section 104.10 is hereby amended by adding the following paragraph: 
 

Requests for a modification of code requirements shall be made in writing on a form 
provided by the building official.  The applicant is responsible for providing all information, 
calculations, or other data necessary to substantiate each request for a modification.  The 
building official shall approve, approve with stipulations, or deny such applications based 
upon the substantiating data submitted and the building official’s determination that the 
modification does or does not result in substantial compliance with the intent of the code.  In 
deciding each case, the building official may consider or require alternative methods or 
systems to be used in compensation for the particular code provision to be modified. 
 

Section 104.10.1 is hereby amended as follows: 
 
 Replace the words “building official” with “city engineer.” 
 
Section 105.2(2) is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

Fences not over 6 feet high except for perimeter subdivision fences. 
 
Section 105.3 is hereby amended by adding item number 8 as follows: 
 

8. Except where an imminent danger exists, any permit application being filed due to a 
pending enforcement action must be completed and filed within the timeframe as 
noted in the written notice.  Such timeframe shall not exceed thirty (30) days from 
the date of the notice.  Any required re-submittals must be completed and filed 
within sixty (60) days from the date of the notice.  All required fees and other 
required documentation must be included with the application. 

 
Section 105.3.2 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

105.3.2 Time Limitation of Application/Expiration of Plan Review.  An application for a 
permit for any proposed work shall be deemed to have been abandoned 180 days after the 
date of filing, unless the application has been pursued in good faith or a permit has been 
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issued; except that the building official is authorized to grant one or more extensions of time 
for additional periods not exceeding 180 days upon written request by the applicant or owner 
showing that circumstances beyond the control of the applicant have prevented action from 
being taken.  An application shall not be extended if this code or any other pertinent laws or 
ordinances have been amended subsequent to the date of application.  In order to renew 
action on an application after the expiration, the applicant shall resubmit plans and pay a 
new plan review fee. 

 
Section 105.5 is hereby deleted and replaced by the following: 
 

Section 105.5 Expiration.  Every permit issued by the building official under the provisions 
of the technical codes shall expire by limitation and become null and void, if the building or 
work authorized by such permit is not commenced within 180 days from the date of such 
permit, or if the building or work authorized by such permit is suspended or abandoned at 
any time after the work is commenced for a period of 180 days, or any permit shall expire 
180 days after the last approved inspection.  An approved inspection shall be an inspection 
that is requested and approved pursuant to Section 109. 

 
The building official is authorized to grant, in writing, one or more extensions of time, for 
periods not more than 180 days each.  The extension shall be requested, prior to expiration, 
in writing and justifiable cause demonstrated and the fee shall be one half the amount 
required for a new permit for such work, provided no changes have been made or will be 
made in the original plans and specifications for such work.  In order to renew action on a 
permit after expiration, a new full permit fee shall be paid based on the current fee schedule 
adopted by the city. 

 
Subsection 105.5.1 is hereby added: 
 

Section 105.5.1 Completing Work and Final Inspection.  Every permit issued by the building 
official, except demolition permits, shall expire 24 months after the date of permit issuance.  
If the building or work authorized by such permit has not received final inspection approval 
prior to the permit expiration date, all work shall stop until a new permit is obtained for the 
value of the work remaining unfinished. 
 
Exception:  the building official may approve a period exceeding 24 months for completion 
of work when the permit holder can demonstrate that the complexity or size of the project 
makes completing the project within 24 months unreasonable.  Any request shall be prior to 
expiration of the permit. 

 
Section 105.6 is hereby deleted and replaced by the following: 
 

Suspension or Revocation.  The building official is authorized to suspend or revoke a permit 
issued under the provisions of this code wherever the permit is issued in error or on the basis 
of incorrect, inaccurate or incomplete information, or in violation of any ordinance or 
regulation of any provisions of this code, or whenever the continuance of any work becomes 
dangerous to life or property. 

 
It shall be unlawful to proceed with any work for which a permit was issued after notice of 
permit suspension or revocation is served on the permit holder, the owner, or the person 
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having responsible charge of the work.  Reinstatement of a suspended permit shall be by 
written notice from the building official authorizing work to resume, with or without 
conditions.  Revoked permits shall be canceled and the permit fee shall not be refunded. 

 
Section 107.2.6 is hereby added to read as follows: 
 

107.2.6 Life Safety Report.  Prior to submitting construction drawings for high-rise 
buildings, covered mall buildings, buildings containing atriums, buildings containing H 
occupancies, sports arenas and stadiums, and other structures as determined by the building 
official, a life safety report shall provide a description of the fire protection systems in the 
building.  This description shall include the basic concepts used for suppression, alarm, 
notification, egress, compartmentation, smoke control, and other related systems, as well as 
the coordination of those systems.  Upon completion of the project, a copy of the approved 
documentation shall be maintained at the site and by the building safety department until 
demolition of the building. 
 

Section 108.3 The last sentence is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

. . .  The part covered by the temporary certificate shall comply with the requirements 
specified for temporary lighting, heat or power in the adopted National Electrical Code. 

 
Section 109 is hereby deleted and replaced by the following: 
 

Section 109 Fees 
 

109.1 Fee Schedule.  Fees shall be assessed in accordance with the provisions of this section 
and shall be as established by council resolution. 

 
109.2 Permit Fees.  Fees shall be as established by council resolution. 

 
109.3 Plan Review Fees.  When submittal documents are required by Section 106 of this 
code, a plan review fee shall be paid at the time of submitting the documents for plan 
review.  The plan review fees specified in this section and as by council resolution are 
separate fees from, and in addition to, the permit fees specified in Section 109.2 of this code 
and by council resolution. 

 
When plans are incomplete or changed so as to require additional plan review, an additional 
plan review fee shall be charged at the rate established by council resolution. 

 
109.4 Building Permit Valuations.  The determination of value or valuation under any 
provisions of the code shall be made by the building official.  The value to be used in 
computing the building permit and building plan review fees shall be the total value of all 
construction work including all materials, labor, overhead and profit for which the permit is 
issued including all finish work, painting, roofing, electrical, plumbing, heating, air-
conditioning, elevators, fire-extinguishing systems, and other permanent equipment. 

 
109.5 Work Commencing Before Permit Issuance.  Whenever work for which a permit is 
required by this code has been commenced without first obtaining a permit, a special 
investigation shall be made before a permit may be issued for such work. 
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An investigation fee, in addition to the permit fee, shall be collected whether or not a permit 
is then or subsequently issued.  The investigation fee shall be as adopted by council 
resolution.  The payment of such investigation fee shall not exempt an applicant from 
compliance with all other provisions of either this code or other adopted laws and ordinances 
of this city. 

 
109.6 Related Fees.  The payment of the fee for construction, alteration, removal or 
demolition for work done in the connection to or concurrently with the work authorized by a 
building permit shall not relieve the applicant or holder of the permit from the payment of 
other fees that are established by council resolution. 

 
109.7 Fee Refunds.  The building official may authorize refunding of all fees paid hereunder 
which were erroneously paid or collected. 

 
The building official may authorize refunding of not more than 80 percent of the permit fee 
paid when no work has been done under a permit issued in accordance with this code.  

 
The building official may authorize refunding of not more than 80 percent of the plan review 
fee paid when an application of a permit for which a plan review fee has been paid is 
withdrawn or canceled before any examination time has been expended. 

 
The building official shall not authorize the refunding of any fee paid except upon written 
application filed by the original permittee not later than 180 days after the date of payment. 

 
Section 109.8 is hereby added to read as follows: 
 

109.8 Inspections and Reinspections.  Permit fees provide for customary inspections only.  A 
reinspection fee may be assessed for each inspection or reinspection when such portion of 
the work for which inspection is called is not complete or when corrections called for are not 
made. 

 
Reinspection fees may be assessed when the inspection record card is not posted or 
otherwise readily available to the inspector, for failure to provide access on the date for 
which inspection is requested, or for deviating from plans requiring the approval of the 
building official. 

 
In instances where reinspection fees have been assessed, additional inspection of the work 
will not be performed until the required fees have been paid. 

 
Section 110.1 is hereby amended by adding the following paragraph: 
 

Property owners shall obtain and display on the residence, business, or otherwise, the correct 
building number or numbers as assigned to such property(ies) by the community 
development group of the City of Glendale in accordance with established street assignment 
policy, prior to final inspection and /or issuance of a certificate of occupancy.  The building 
numbers shall be of a durable material not less than two and one-half inches (2½”) high with 
a stroke of not less than one-half inch (½”) in width, permanently attached to the building 
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and must be readily distinguished and readable from the nearest paved public/common 
roadway fronting that property. 

 
Section 110.3.4 is hereby amended by adding the following sentence: 
 

The building shall be weather-tight at the time of the frame inspection. 
 
Section 110.3.9 is hereby deleted and amended to read as follows: 
 

110.3.9 Special Inspections.  In addition to the inspections required by Section 110, the 
engineer or architect of record acting as the owner’s agent shall employ one or more special 
inspectors who shall provide inspections during construction for types of work outlined in 
Section 1704 and as outlined below: 
 
110.3.10.1 Electrical Special Inspections. 

 
1. Ground-fault protection performance tests for equipment are required to be 

provided with ground-fault protection. 
 

2. Switchboards, panelboards, motor control centers, and other equipment rated 
1,000 amps or more; or over 600 volts. 

 
3. Emergency and standby power systems, including switchboards, panel 

boards, distribution boards, transfer equipment, power source, conductors, 
fire pumps, and exhaust and ventilation fans. 

 
110.3.9.2 Electrical Observation.  Electrical observation shall be provided for the following 
installations: 

 
1. Installation or alteration of that portion of health care facility electrical 

systems which fall within the scope of Article 517, Chapter III of the adopted 
National Electric Code where critical care areas are present. 

 
2. Installations or alternations of high-voltage electrical systems, which exceed 

600 volts.  Installations or alterations of electrical systems within locations 
classified as hazardous by the provisions of adopted the National Electric 
Code, or the International Fire Code, except for gasoline dispensing 
installations and systems located within storage garages, repair garages or 
lubritoriums. 

 
3. When such observation is specifically required by the building official. 

 
The owner shall employ the engineer responsible for the electrical design, or another 
engineer designated by the engineer responsible for the electrical design to perform visual 
observation of complex electrical equipment and systems for general conformance to the 
interconnection of equipment.  Electrical observation shall be performed at significant stages 
of the construction and when the installation is complete and ready to be inspected by the 
building official. 
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Section 110.3.10 is hereby added as follows: 
 

110.3.10 Building Service Equipment Inspections.  All building service equipment 
inspections for which a permit is required by this code shall be inspected by the building 
official.  No portion of any building service equipment intended to be concealed by any 
permanent portion of the building shall be concealed until inspected and approved.  When 
the installation of any building service equipment is complete, an additional and final 
inspection shall be made.  Building service equipment regulated by the technical codes shall 
not be connected to the water, fuel or power supply or sewer system until authorized by the 
building official. 

 
1. Electrical inspections.  A rough-in inspection is required for all conduit, semi-

rigid piping or wiring after installation but prior to being concealed.  Final 
inspection is required when all conduit, wires, fixtures and equipment 
including covers, have been installed and connected, but prior to energizing 
any such circuit or equipment. 

 
2. Mechanical inspections.  All mechanical equipment and systems for which a 

permit is required by the code, including all associated ductwork, flues, 
condensate and refrigeration lines, shall be subject to inspection and shall 
remain accessible and exposed for inspection purposes until approved. 

 
3. Plumbing inspections.  A rough-in or underground inspection is required for 

all sewer, drainage and vent piping, and for all water and gas distribution 
systems prior to their being buried or concealed.  A final inspection is 
required when all fixtures are set and operating or ready to operate pending 
final utility connection.  Tests shall be performed as required by the currently 
adopted plumbing code. 

 
Section 111.3 is hereby deleted and replaced by the following: 
 

111.3 Temporary Certificate of Occupancy.  If the building official finds no substantial 
hazard will result from occupancy of any building or portion thereof before the same is 
completed, a temporary certificate of occupancy may be issued for the use of a portion or 
portions of a building or structure prior to the completion of the entire building or structure 
provided the applicant agrees that: 

 
1. When construction is complete, final inspection will be requested and a 

certificate of occupancy issued. 
 

2. The applicant will state in writing the length of time the temporary certificate 
of occupancy is required.  The length of time shall not exceed 180 days.  The 
temporary certificate of occupancy will expire at the end of the time period 
stated in writing, at which time the power will be de-energized.  The building 
official may extend the temporary certificate of occupancy upon written 
request by the permittee or applicant, showing that circumstances beyond the 
control of the permittee or applicant have prevented the completion of the 
project.  The applicant must show the building official substantial proof the 
project was unable to be completed within the requested time frame. 
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3. It is the responsibility of the applicant to complete any required work prior to 

the expiration date of the temporary certificate of occupancy and call for final 
inspection. 

 
4. The building official may request the utility company to de-energize power, if 

required work is not completed on or before the expiration date of the 
temporary certificate of occupancy. This includes occupying the structure 
after the temporary certificate of occupancy has expired. 

 
5. Neither the City of Glendale nor the utility company will be held liable for 

any damages or delays, for de-energization of power. 
 

Applicant must be the owner or authorized agent.  If the owner is not available to provide 
signature on the application for temporary certificate of occupancy, then the owner shall 
provide a letter on company letterhead or notarized letter of authorization stating the name of 
the person authorized to act on owner’s or company’s behalf. 

 
Section 113 is hereby deleted and replaced by the following: 
 

113 BOARD OF APPEALS 
 

113.1 General.  Decisions of the building official shall be appealed to the Board of 
Adjustment.  An application for an appeal of any order, decision or interpretation made by 
the building official shall be filed in writing, along with the appropriate fee established by 
resolution or pursuant to Glendale City Code Sec. 2-3, and shall be delivered to the building 
official within thirty (30) calendar days of the date of the order, decisions or interpretation.  
The fee shall not be refundable.  The decision of the building official may be reversed or 
modified by the board upon their finding that: 

 
a. The decision of the building official is not supported by a reasonable 

interpretation and application of the city code to the specific facts presented, 
or the city code does not apply to the facts presented. 

 
b. The reversal or modification of the building official’s decision will not create 

or manifest injustice or affect the intent of the city code. 
 

c. The reversal of the building official’s decision will not be detrimental to the 
public health, safety and welfare. 

 
113.2 Limitations of Authority.  The Board of Adjustment shall have no authority relative to 
interpretation of the administrative provisions of the codes set forth in Sec. 9-16, nor shall 
the board be empowered to waive the requirements of the codes set forth in Sec. 9-16. 

 
Section 116 is hereby deleted and replaced by the following: 
 

Section 116 Unsafe Structures and Equipment 
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Section 116.1 General.  All buildings, structures or existing equipment regulated by this 
code that are structurally unsafe or not provided with adequate egress, or that constitutes a 
fire hazard, or are otherwise dangerous to human health or life are unsafe.  Any use of 
buildings or structures constituting a hazard to safety, health or public welfare by reason of 
inadequate maintenance, dilapidation, obsolescence, fire hazard, disaster, damage or 
abandonment is an unsafe use. 

 
The provisions of this code shall apply to all unsafe buildings or structures, as herein 
defined, which are now in existence or which may hereafter become unsafe in the 
jurisdiction. 

 
All buildings or structures which are required to be repaired under the provisions of this 
code shall be subject to the provisions of Chapter 34 of this code. 

 
Section 116.2 Definitions.  Unsafe conditions or defects shall be classified as imminent or 
incipient hazards. 

 
Imminent hazard is defined as a high, real and immediate risk to life, health or 
property. 

 
Incipient hazard is defined as a condition that can become an imminent hazard if 
further deterioration occurs or if reasonable additional loads are applied. 

 
Section 116.3 Unsafe Buildings or Structures.  Conditions or defects that render a building 
or structure unsafe include, but are not limited to: 

 
116.3.1 Whenever any door, aisle, passageway, stairway or other means of 
egress is not sufficient width or size, or is locked, blocked or constricted so as to 
prevent safe and adequate means of egress in case of fire or panic. 

 
116.3.2 Whenever the walking surface of any aisle, passageway, stairway, or 
other means of egress is so warped, worn, loose, torn or otherwise unsafe as to 
prevent safe and adequate means of egress in case of fire or panic. 

 
116.3.3 Whenever the stress in any materials, member or portion thereof, due to 
all dead and live loads, is more than one and one-half times the working stress or 
stresses allowed in this code for new buildings of similar structure, purpose or 
location. 

 
116.3.4 Whenever any portion thereof has been damaged by fire, earthquake, 
wind, flood or by any other cause, to such extent that the structural strength or 
stability thereof is materially less than it was before such catastrophe and is less 
than the minimum requirements of this code for new buildings of similar 
structure, purpose or location. 

 
116.3.5 Whenever any portion of a building, or any member, appurtenance 
thereof is likely to fail, or to become detached or dislodged, or to collapse and 
thereby injure persons or damage property. 
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116.3.6 Whenever any portion of a building, or any member, appurtenance or 
ornamentation on the exterior thereof is not of sufficient strength or stability, or 
is not so anchored, attached or fastened in place so as to be capable of resisting a 
wind pressure of one half of that specified in this code for new buildings of 
similar structure, purpose or location without exceeding the working stresses 
permitted in this code for such buildings. 

 
116.3.7 Whenever any portion thereof has wracked, warped, buckled or settled 
to such an extent that walls or other structural portions have materially less 
resistance to winds or earthquakes than is required in the case of similar new 
construction. 

 
116.3.8 Whenever the building or structure, or any portion thereof, is likely to 
partially or completely collapse because of fire, dilapidation, deterioration or 
decay; faulty construction; the removal, movement or instability of any portion 
of the ground necessary for the purpose of supporting such building; the 
deterioration, decay or inadequacy of its foundation; or any other causes. 

 
116.3.9 Whenever, for any reason, the building or structure, or any portion 
thereof, is manifestly unsafe for the purpose for which it is being used. 

 
116.3.10 Whenever the exterior walls or other vertical structural members list, 
lean or buckle to such an extent that a plumb line passing through the center of 
gravity does not fall inside the middle one third of the base. 

 
116.3.11 Whenever the building or structure, exclusive of the foundation, shows 
33 percent or more damage or deterioration of its supporting member or 
members, or 50 percent damage or deterioration of its nonsupporting members, 
enclosing walls or outside walls or coverings. 

 
116.3.12 Whenever the building or structure has become so damaged by fire, 
wind, earthquake, flood, vandalism or theft, or has become so dilapidated or 
deteriorated as to become an attractive nuisance to children; a harbor for 
vagrants, criminals or immoral persons; or as to enable persons to resort thereto 
for the purpose of committing unlawful or immoral acts. 

 
116.3.13 Whenever any building or structure has been constructed, exists or is 
maintained in violation of any specific requirement or prohibition applicable to 
such building or structure provided by the building regulations of this 
jurisdiction, as specified in this code or of any law or ordinance of this state or 
jurisdiction relating to the condition, location or structure of buildings. 

 
116.3.14 Whenever any building or structure which, whether or not erected in 
accordance with all applicable laws and ordinances, has in any nonsupporting 
part, member or portion less than 50 percent, or in any supporting part, member 
or portion less than 66 percent of the strength, fire-resisting qualities or 
characteristics, or weather-resisting qualities or characteristics required by law in 
the case of newly constructed building of like area, height and occupancy in the 
same location. 
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116.3.15 Whenever a building or structure, used or intended to be used for 
dwelling purposes, because of inadequate maintenance, dilapidation, decay, 
damage, faulty construction or arrangement, inadequate light, air or sanitation 
facilities, or otherwise, is determine by the building official to be unsanitary, 
unfit for human habitation or in such a condition that is likely to cause sickness 
or disease. 

 
116.3.16 Whenever any building or structure, because of fire, obsolescence, 
dilapidated condition, deterioration, damage, inadequate exits, lack of sufficient 
fire-resistive construction, faulty electric wiring, exposed conductors, inadequate 
grounding, overloaded conductors, improper overcurrent protection, faulty gas 
connections or heating apparatus, or other cause, is determined to be a fire 
hazard by the fire marshal or the building official. 

 
116.3.17 Whenever any building or structure is in such condition as to constitute 
a public nuisance know to the common law or in equity jurisprudence.  For the 
purposes of this article this shall apply to any structure that has been abandoned 
for more than one calendar year and that is not being maintained in the same 
overall condition as other structures in the immediate area. 

 
116.3.18 Whenever any portion of a building or structure remains on a site after 
the demolition or destruction of the building or structure.  
 
116.3.19 Whenever any building or structure is abandoned for a period in excess 
of six months so as to constitute such building or portion therof an attractive 
nuisance or hazard to the public. 

 
116.3.20 Whenever any building service equipment is in such condition as to 
constitute a fire hazard, or hazard to life, health, property or the public welfare 
by reason of use, construction, quality of materials or inadequate maintenance or 
dilapidation. 

 
Section 116.4 Authority for Inspection and Evaluation.  The building official may inspect 
any property, building, structure or building service equipment to determine compliance with 
this section whenever there is probable cause to suspect that an unsafe condition exists.  
Except in cases of emergencies or readily apparent imminent hazards, the building official or 
designee shall make reasonable attempts to obtain permission from the property owner or the 
person or persons occupying or having control of the property prior to conducting the 
inspection.  All entry onto property or into buildings of structures for purposes of this 
inspection shall be in accordance with legal requirements governing such entry. 

 
When the building official has inspected or caused to be inspected any property, building, 
structure or building service equipment and has found and determined that an unsafe 
condition exists, the building official is authorized to immediately issue abatement orders in 
accordance with Section 115.5 of this code, or the building official may require the property 
owner to obtain a detailed engineering evaluation of the suspected unsafe condition before 
the building official determines the extent of abatement required. 
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116.4.1 When so ordered by the building official, the owner of any building or 
property suspected of containing an unsafe condition shall engage the services of a 
design professional registered in Arizona to conduct a detailed investigation and 
analysis of the suspected unsafe condition.  The cost of such an investigation and 
report shall be paid by the property owner. 

 
116.4.2 The registered professional retained by the owner shall conduct a detailed 
investigation and evaluation of the suspected unsafe condition and shall issue a 
written report to the property owner and to the building official on the condition of 
the building, structure or building service equipment, including recommendations for 
steps necessary to abate any unsafe condition found.  The report shall be delivered to 
the building official on or before the date specified in the order requiring such report. 

 
116.4.3 The content, findings and recommendations contained in the owner’s 
engineering report may be utilized by the building official to determine whether or 
not an unsafe condition exists, whether the condition creates an imminent or 
incipient hazard and what, if any, abatement orders shall be issued. The building 
official reserves the right to approve, deny, make suggestions or require an additional 
report if deficiencies are found. 

 
116.4.4 Failure of a property owner to produce an engineering report on or before the 
date specified in the building official’s order shall be grounds for the building official 
to proceed with abatement proceedings up to and including orders to immediately 
vacate or demolish the subject building or structure. 

 
116.5 Abatement of Unsafe Buildings, Structures, or Building Service Equipment.  The 
building official shall, after inspection, determine whether a building, structure or building 
service equipment is determined to be unsafe, and, if so, whether it constitutes an imminent 
hazard or an incipient hazard, as defined in Section 115.2 of this code. 

 
116.5.1 Incipient Hazards.  If a building, structure or any building service equipment 
is determined to be an incipient hazard, the building official shall issue a written 
notice to the property owner or occupant of the premises describing the incipient 
hazard and ordering its repair or abatement within a certain time as necessary to 
prevent creation of an imminent hazard.  The time allowed for repair or abatement 
shall not be less than 10 days and not more than 90 days from the date of the notice.  
Failure to repair or abate the incipient hazard within the time specified shall 
constitute grounds for the building official to declare the condition an imminent 
hazard and to thereafter initiate formal abatement procedures. 

 
116.5.2 Imminent Hazards.  If a building, structure, or any building service 
equipment is determined to be unsafe and an imminent hazard, the building official 
shall serve a written notice of violation on the person or persons occupying or having 
control of the building, structure, or building service equipment and on the person or 
persons having recorded interest in the property.  The notice of violation shall declare 
the unsafe condition to be a nuisance and shall order its immediate abatement in 
accordance with the provisions of this section. 
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116.5.2.1 Notice of Violation.  Notices of violation declaring imminent 
hazards shall be by personal service or by certified mail, return receipt 
requested.  Service shall be deemed complete upon delivery. 

 
The notice of violation shall identify the address and legal description of the 
property in question and shall state the nature and extent of the unsafe 
condition in such detail as to allow the property owner to identify and abate 
the unsafe condition.  The notice shall provide the name and phone number of 
a city representative to contact concerning the unsafe condition. The notice 
shall state the city’s authority to abate the violation if the owner fails to do so 
and the city’s ability to assess the costs of such abatement against the 
property.  The notice shall state the procedures to follow should the owner 
wish to appeal the decision of the building official.  The notice shall state that 
all costs borne by the city are due upon completion and the city’s ability to 
assess the costs of such abatement against the property. Where the costs are 
not paid within 30 days of issuance of the final invoice, the city shall place a 
lien upon the property and charge a monthly interest fee of 1% until such time 
as the lien is satisfied.  Such assessment shall be recorded in the office of the 
county recorder and shall be a lien on such real property from the date of its 
recording until paid.  Such lien shall be subject and inferior to a lien for 
general taxes. 

 
Nothing herein shall preclude the building official from giving additional 
verbal or written information notices.  Nothing herein shall require the 
issuance of a notice of violation prior to commencement of emergency 
abatement or civil or criminal violation proceedings. 

 
116.5.2.2 Unsafe Buildings or Structures.  In the case of an unsafe building or 
structure containing imminent hazards, the building official shall order the 
hazard abated by repair or by demolition of the building or structure.  The 
unsafe building or structure and any building or structures placed in jeopardy 
by the unsafe buildings or structures shall be posted in accordance with this 
code.  The buildings or structures shall not be entered, used or occupied or 
reoccupied until determined safe by the building official. 

 
116.5.2.3 Unsafe Service Equipment.  In the case of unsafe building service 
equipment installation containing imminent hazards, the building official 
shall attach or affix a warning red tag to the service equipment declared to be 
unsafe.  Where equipment is declared to be unsafe, the building official shall 
order such equipment disconnected or its use discontinued until the nuisance 
created thereby is abated.  In addition, the building official may order any 
building or structure which is placed in jeopardy by the unsafe equipment to 
be vacated, or the building official may order the disconnection of the 
affected utility service to the building, structure or equipment, and these 
buildings or structures shall not be occupied, reoccupied or building service 
equipment reconnected until determined safe by the building official. 

 
116.5.2.4 Posting of Signs.  When necessary to protect life, health or public 
welfare, the building official may post signs which shall prohibit entry into 
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and occupation of an unsafe building, structure or property, provided, 
however, that with written permission of the building official is shall be 
lawful to enter the premises for the purposes of removing personal property 
or affecting any required repairs, rehabilitation or demolition.  Every notice to 
vacate shall be posted at or upon each exit of the building and shall be 
substantially the following form: 

 
DO NOT ENTER 

UNSAFE TO OCCUPY 
 

IT IS A CLASS 1 MISDEMEANOR TO OCCUPY THESE 
PREMISES, OR TO REMOVE OR DEFACE THIS NOTICE 

 
Whenever such notice is posted, the building official shall include a 
notification in the notice of violation issued reciting the emergency, and 
specifying the conditions which necessitate the posting. 

 
It shall be a Class 1 misdemeanor for a person, firm or corporation to enter, 
use or occupy any building or structure that has been so posted.  It shall be a 
Class 1 misdemeanor for any individual to remove any sign posted pursuant 
to this section. 
 

116.5.2.4.1 Whenever a building or structure is posted as unsafe a 
notice thereof shall be recorded in the county recorder’s office. 

 
116.5.2.4.2 Emergency Barricades.  If any building or structure is a 
hazard to life or limb of persons using a public street, alley or 
sidewalk, the public way shall be barricaded to prevent public use.  
The necessary barricades shall be erected on order from the building 
official.  The costs for barricading of a public way under this section 
shall be assessed to and paid by the owner of the unsafe building or 
structure causing the need for such barricades and is due upon 
completion.  Where the costs are not paid within 30 days of issuance 
of the final invoice, the city shall place a lien upon the property and 
charge a monthly interest fee of 1% until such time as the lien is 
satisfied.  Such assessment shall be recorded in the office of the 
county recorder and shall be a lien on such real property from the date 
of its recording until paid.  Such lien shall be subject and inferior to a 
lien for general taxes. 

 
116.5.2.4.3 Emergency Abatement.  In the event an emergency should 
occur wherein the continued existence of a building, structure or 
building service equipment would constitute an imminent hazard to 
life, health or other property, the building official may cause such 
building or structure to be demolished, building service equipment 
removed or disconnected, all without notice.  Such abatement shall be 
limited to the minimum work necessary to remove the imminent 
hazard. 
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116.5.2.4.4 Abatement by the City.  If the owner of any unsafe 
building, structure, or building service equipment fails to abate an 
imminent hazard within the time specified in the notice of violation, 
the city may abate any such unsafe condition by repair, removal or 
demolition in accordance with the provisions of this code.  The costs 
of any city abatement, including emergency abatement or temporary 
repairs, shall be paid by the property owner and is due upon 
completion.  Where the costs are not paid within 30 days of issuance 
of the final invoice, the city shall place a lien upon the property and 
charge a monthly interest fee of 1% until such time as the lien is 
satisfied.  Such assessment shall be recorded in the office of the 
county recorder and shall be a lien on such real property from the date 
of its recording until paid.  Such lien shall be subject and inferior to a 
lien for general taxes. 

 
116.6 Appeals.  Decisions, orders and notice of violation relating to unsafe buildings, 
structures or building service equipment may be appealed to the building official.  The 
appeal shall be filed within 30 days from the date of the order or action of the building 
official; provided however, that if the building or structure or building service equipment is 
in such condition as to make it immediately dangerous to the life, limb, property, or safety of 
the public or adjacent property and is ordered vacated and is posted in accordance with this 
code, such appeal shall be filed within 10 days from the date of the notice from the building 
official. 

 
116.6.1 Processing, Scheduling and Noticing of Appeal.  Upon receipt of any appeal 
filed pursuant to this section, the building official shall schedule a hearing with a 
hearing officer appointed by the city manager’s office.  As soon as practicable, the 
hearing officer shall fix a date, time and place for the hearing of the appeal.  Such 
date shall not be less than 10 days nor more than 60 days from the date the appeal 
was filed with the building official.  Written notice of the time and place of the 
hearing shall be given at least 10 days prior to the date of the hearing to each 
appellant by either causing a copy of such notice to be delivered to the appellant 
personally or by mailing a copy thereof, postage prepaid, addressed to the appellant 
at the address shown on the appeal. 

 
116.6.2 Failure to Appeal.  Failure of any person to file an appeal in accordance with 
the provisions of this code shall constitute a waiver of the right to an administrative 
hearing and adjudication of the notice of violation or any portion thereof. 

 
116.6.3 Scope of Hearing on Appeal.  Only those matters or issues specifically raised 
by the appellant shall be considered in the hearing of the appeal. 

 
116.6.4 Staying of Notice of Violation.  Except for vacation orders made pursuant to 
this section, enforcement of any notice of violation issued under this code shall be 
stayed during the pendency of an appeal therefrom which is properly and timely filed. 

 
116.6.5 Failure to Abate. 
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(a)  If the unsafe building, structure or building service equipment is not repaired 
or demolished as required by the notice provided for in Section 115, the 
building official shall give written notice to the owner of the unsafe building, 
structure or service equipment and other parties in interest, by certified mail 
or personal service, to appear before a hearing officer at a designated time 
and place to show cause why the unsafe conditions have not been repaired or 
demolished in accordance with the statement of particulars set forth in the 
notice provided for in Section 115.  The city manager shall appoint a hearing 
officer who shall conduct the hearing in accordance with this section. 

 
(b) The hearing officer shall hear such testimony as the building official, owner 

and other parties in interest may offer relevant to the condition of the unsafe 
building, structure or building service equipment and the failure to repair or 
demolish the same. 

 
(c) The hearing officer shall make written findings of fact from the testimony 

offered as to whether or not the building, structure or building service 
equipment in question is an unsafe condition as defined in this section and 
whether good cause exists for the failure to repair or demolish the unsafe 
condition. 

 
(d) If the hearing officer finds the building, structure, or building service 

equipment to be unsafe and if the owner of the unsafe building, structure or 
building service equipment or other parties in interest fail to show good cause 
why the unsafe building, structure or building service equipment should not 
be demolished forthwith, the hearing officer shall authorize the building 
official to cause the damaged building to be demolished.  The costs of such 
demolition shall be charged against the real property on which the unsafe 
building, structure or building service equipment existed as an assessment.  
Such assessment shall be recorded in the office of the county recorder and 
shall be a lien on such real property from the date of its recording until paid.  
Such lien shall be subject and inferior to a lien for general taxes and to all 
prior encumbrances of record. 

 
(e) If the hearing officer finds the building, structure or building service 

equipment to be unsafe and that good cause exists to grant the owner or other 
parties in interest additional time to complete the repair or demolition of the 
damaged building, structure, or building service equipment, the hearing 
officer shall order that such repairs or demolition be completed with diligence 
and before a date certain, provided that no extension of time longer than six 
(6) months shall be granted to complete the repairs or demolition.  If an 
extension of time to complete repairs or demolition of the unsafe building, 
structure or building service equipment is granted but the owner and other 
parties in interest do not complete the repair or demolition of the unsafe 
conditions within the extension of time granted, the building official, upon 
the expiration of the extension granted, shall cause the unsafe building, 
structure or service equipment to be demolished forthwith, no further 
extensions shall be allowed or granted.  The costs of such demolition are the 
responsibility of the property owner and are due 30 days after the final 
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invoice is submitted.  Where costs are not paid within 30 days of issuance of 
the final invoice, the city shall place a lien upon the property and charge a 
monthly fee of 1% until such time as the lien is satisfied.  Such assessment 
shall be recorded in the office of the county recorder and shall be a lien on 
such real property from the date of its recording until paid. Such lien shall be 
subject and inferior to a lien for general taxes. 

 
(f)  Any determination by the hearing officer, including any additional extension 

in time beyond that initially granted by the hearing officer may only be 
appealed to the superior court. 

 
116.6.6 Notice by Publication. 

 
If the whereabouts of any person entitled to notice under this section cannot be 
ascertained by the city in the exercise of reasonable diligence, service of such notice 
may be made by publishing the notice in a newspaper printed and published in the 
city for two (2) consecutive weeks. 
 

  116.7 Failure to Comply 
 

Failure of the property owner or occupant to comply with any part of this article or 
any lawful order given under the scope of this article is a Class 1 misdemeanor. 

 
Section 201.3 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

201.3 Terms Defined in Other Codes.  Where terms are not defined in this code and are 
defined in the International Energy Conservation Code, International Fuel Gas Code, 
Uniform Plumbing Code, International Fire Code, International Mechanical Code or 
International Plumbing Code, National Electrical Code, such terms shall have the meanings 
ascribed to them in those codes. 

 
Section 201.4 is hereby amended by adding to the end of this subsection: 
 

. . . Mirriam-Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary of the English Language shall be considered 
as providing ordinarily accepted meanings. 

 
Section 310.4 is hereby amended by adding the following item to the list of R-2 residential 
occupancies: 
 
 RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS 

 
Section 406.1 is hereby amended by adding the following subsection: 
 

406.1.6 Open Carports.  Carports for other than single family residential use which are open 
on all sides and constructed entirely of noncombustible materials, except for an approved 
fascia, shall not exceed 5,000 square feet and shall be located no closer than 3 feet to an 
adjacent lot line, nor closer than 6 feet to any projecting element of an adjacent building or 
structure.  The edge of the carport roof shall be used to measure the separation distance to 
adjacent lot lines, buildings or structures.  Fire walls shall not be required in these open 
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carports for each 3,000 square foot area. 
 

Section 406.3.4:  The first sentence of item 1 is amended to read as follows: 
 

1.  The private garage shall be separated from the dwelling unit and its attic area by means of 
a minimum ⅝-inch Type X gypsum board applied to the garage side. 

 
Sections 507.3 and 507.4 are hereby amended by adding a paragraph to each of these sections to 
read as follows: 
 

With the building official’s approval, a building code compliance covenant and reciprocal 
easement agreement may be used as an alternate method of compliance with the 60 foot 
wide yard requirement where a single development such as a shopping center is divided by 
lot lines or tract lines for financial purposes while the entire development is built and 
functions as one building on one undivided lot. 

 
Section 603.1.2 Piping is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

“International Plumbing Code or the 2012 Uniform Plumbing Code.” 
 
Section 707.3.11 Electrical Rooms with Service Entrance Equipment is hereby added and shall read 
as follows: 
 

Fire barrier walls and horizontal assemblies with a fire-resistance rating of one hour shall be 
provided to separate an electrical room containing service entrance equipment from adjacent 
rooms and spaces. 

 
Section 903.2 is hereby amended by replacing the first sentence with the following: 

Approved automatic sprinkler systems in new buildings and structures, and in existing 
buildings and structures, that are modified, expanded, remodeled, renovated or change 
occupancy classifications, shall be provided in accordance with the Glendale City Code, 
Chapter 16, Article III. 

 
Section 903.3.1.1.1 is hereby amended by deleting item number 4. 
 
Section 907.2.11.2 is hereby amended by adding new items 4 and 5: 
 

4. Where the ceiling height of a room open to the hallway servicing 
bedrooms exceeds that of the hallway by 24 inches or more, smoke 
detectors shall be installed in the hallways and in the adjacent room.  
Where soffits or other ceiling projections that separate a habitable 
room open to a hallway providing access to sleeping rooms creates an 
obstruction of 24 inches or more at the ceiling plane, smoke alarms 
shall be installed in the hallway and in the adjacent habitable room. 

 
5. At the top level of each stairway in the immediate vicinity of the 

stairway. 
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Section 1008.1.10:  The third paragraph is hereby amended deleting the words “and over 6 feet 
(1,829mm) wide.” 
 
Section 1011.5 is hereby amended by deleting the words “and photoluminescent.” 
 
Section 1101 is hereby amended by adding the following subsection: 
 

1101.3 Conflicting Requirements. Where there is a conflict between the requirements of this 
chapter and the 2010 Americans with Disabilities Act Standards for Accessible Design, the 
federal requirements shall govern. 

 
Section 1109.2.3 is hereby amended be deleting the following: 
 
 “Where the total lavatories provided in a toilet room or bathing facility is six or more, at 

least one lavatory with enhanced reach ranges shall be provided.” 
 
Section 1207 is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 

For requirements on sound transmission refer to City of Glendale Revised Sound Attenuation 
Standards effective December 31, 2001. 

 
Table 1607.1, #25 Residential is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

Habitable Attics and Sleeping Areas:  40 
 
Section 1609.3 Exposure Category is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

The basic wind speed (3-second gust) is 90 m.p.h. 
 
Section 1609.4.3 Exposure Categories is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

Single story one and two family dwellings shall use Exposure B, all other structures shall use 
Exposure C. 

 
Section 1704.3 Statement of Special Inspections is hereby amended by deleting the Exception. 
 
Section 1704.5 Masonry Construction is hereby amended by deleting Exception 2. 
 
Section 1806.1 Load Combinations is hereby amended by adding the following: 
 

In lieu of the presumptive load-bearing values of Table 1806.2, a soils report is required for 
new commercial and residential construction. 

 
Section 1806.2 Presumptive Load- Bearing Values is hereby amended by adding the following: 
 

In lieu of the presumptive load-bearing values of Table 1806.2, a soils report is required for 
new commercial and residential construction. 
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Section 1901.2 is hereby amended by adding the following: 
 

All concrete structures shall be designed and constructed to meet the minimum requirements 
of Seismic Design Category C. 

 
Section 2106.1 is hereby amended by adding the following: 
 

All masonry structures shall be designed and constructed to meet the minimum requirements 
of Seismic Design Category C. 
 

Table 2902.1 Minimum Number of Required Plumbing Fixtures is hereby amended by revising 
footnote “F” as follows: 
 

F. Occupant loads over 50 shall have drinking fountain(s) in accordance with 
this table.  Where water is served in drinking or dining establishments, 
drinking fountains shall not be required.  Within individual B occupancy 
tenant suites, bottled water may be substituted for a drinking fountain. 

 
Table 2902.1 Minimum Number of Required Plumbing Fixtures is hereby amended by adding the 
following footnotes:  
 

H. Drinking fountains shall not be installed in toilet rooms. 
 

I. In each mens’ toilet room, urinals shall not be substituted for more than 67% 
of the required number of water closets.  Where only two water closets are 
required, one urinal may be substituted for a water closet. 

 
J. Twenty-four (24) inches (610 mm) of wash sink or eighteen (18) inches (457 

mm) of a circular basin, when provided with water closets for such space, 
shall be considered equivalent to one lavatory. 

 
K. A restaurant is defined as a business which sells food to be consumed on the 

premises. 
 

L. The number of occupants for a drive-in restaurant (for fixture counts) shall be 
considered as equal to the number of parking stalls. 

 
M. Hand washing facilities must be available in the kitchen for employees. 

 
N. Where there is exposure to skin contamination with poisonous, infectious, or 

irritating materials, provide one (1) lavatory for each five (5) persons. 
 

O. For temporary construction facilities, one (1) urinal for each thirty (30) 
persons shall be provided. 
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Section 2902.2 is hereby amended by adding the following exception: 
 

4.   Separate facilities shall not be required in B occupancies with a total 
occupant load, including both employees and customers, of 30 or less. 

 
Section 2902.3 is hereby amended by adding the following at the end of the first paragraph: 
 

Food preparation areas shall not be used for access to public toilet rooms.  This restriction 
does not apply for access to employee toilet rooms.  However, employee toilet rooms shall 
not open directly into a room used for the preparation of food for service to the public. 

 
Chapter 31 is hereby amended by deleting Section 3109, Swimming Pool Enclosures.  See Chapter 
32 of the Glendale City Code for requirements. 
 
Section 3412.2 is hereby amended by inserting the following date in the first sentence: 
 
 1949 
 
Sec. 9-18.  Amendments to the 2012 International Residential Code. 
 

The International Residential Code, 2012 Edition is hereby amended in the following 
respects: 
 
Chapter 1. Administration is hereby amended by the deletion of Sections R101 through R114. 
 

For the administration of this code, see the 2012 International Building Code and related 
amendments. 

 
Section R201.4 is hereby amended by adding to the end of this subsection: 
 

. . . Mirriam-Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary of the English Language shall be considered 
as providing ordinarily accepted meanings. 

 
Table R301.2(1) is amended to read as follows: 
 

GROUND 
SNOW 
LOAD 

WIND DESIGN SEISMIC 
DESIGN 

CATEGORYf 

SUBJECT TO DAMAGE FROM WINTER 
DESIGN 
TEMPe 

ICE BARRIER 
UNDERLAYMENT 

REQUIREDh 

FLOOD 
HAZARDSg 

AIR 
FREEZING 

INDEXi 

MEAN 
ANNUAL 

TEMPi 
Speedd 

(mph) 
Topographic 

effectsk Weatheringa Frost line 
depthb Termitec 

N/A 90 
mph None B Moderate N/A Moderate 

to Heavy 32° F  No FEMA N/A 72.3° F 

 
Section R301.2.2.1 is hereby amended by adding the following paragraph: 
 

Masonry and concrete structures shall be designed and constructed to meet the minimum 
requirements of Seismic Design Category C. 

 
Table R301.5 Minimum Uniformly Distributed Live Loads is hereby amended as follows: 
 
 Habitable Attics and Attics Served  40 psf 
 With Fixed Stairs  
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 Sleeping Rooms    40 psf 
 
Section R302.5.1 is hereby amended by adding the following to the end of this subsection: 
 

Doors providing opening protection shall be maintained self-closing and self-latching. 
 
Table R302.6 Dwelling/Garage Separation is hereby amended as follows: 
 

SEPARATION MATERIAL 
From the residence and attics Minimum ⅝” Type X gypsum board applied to the 

garage side 
Garages located less than 3 feet from a dwelling unit 
on the same lot 

Minimum ⅝” Type X gypsum board applied to the 
interior side of exterior walls 

 
Section R305.1 is hereby amended by revising the first sentence to read as follows: 
 

Habitable rooms shall have a minimum ceiling height of 7 feet 6 inches (2,286 mm).  
Hallways, corridors, bathrooms, toilet rooms, laundry rooms, and basements shall have a 
minimum ceiling height of not less than 7 feet (2,134mm). 

 
Section R305.1 Exceptions is hereby amended as follows: 
 

1. For rooms with sloped ceilings, at least 50 percent of the required floor area of the 
room must have a minimum ceiling height of at least 7 feet 6 inches (2,286 mm) and 
no portion of the required floor area may have a ceiling height of less than 5 feet 
(1,524 mm). 
 

2. Bathrooms shall have a minimum ceiling height of 7 feet. A shower or tub equipped 
with a showerhead shall have a minimum ceiling height of 7 feet. 

 
Section R310.2 is hereby amended by adding the following to the first paragraph: 
 

A window well shall not be located beneath an emergency escape and rescue opening.  A 
protective grate shall be provided over all window wells.  The grate shall comply with 
Section R310.4 and shall be designed for a minimum uniformly distributed live load of 40 
pounds per square foot. 

 
Section R311.1 is hereby amended by adding the following sentences: 
 

The means of egress from dwelling units or sleeping rooms shall not lead through other 
sleeping rooms, toilet rooms or bathrooms. 

 
Section R311.3 is hereby amended by revising the title and first sentence as follows: 
 

R311.3 Floors and Landings at Doors.  There shall be a landing or floor on each side of 
each door. 
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Section R311.3.2 is hereby amended by adding the following text: 
 

A door shall not swing over a lower floor or landing. 
 
Section R313.2 Automatic Fire Sprinklers per A.R.S. § 9-807 is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 
Section R314.3 is hereby amended by adding the following paragraph: 
 

4. Where the ceiling height of a room open to the hallway servicing bedrooms exceeds 
that of the hallway by 24 inches or more, smoke alarms shall be installed in the 
hallways and in the adjacent room.  Where soffits or other ceiling projections that 
separate a habitable room open to a hallway providing access to sleeping rooms 
creates an obstruction of 24 inches or more at the ceiling plane, smoke alarms shall 
be installed in the hallway and in the adjacent habitable room. 

 
Section R314.3.1 is hereby amended by adding new exception 3 to read as follows: 
 

3. When the value of the alterations or repairs requiring a permit is less than Three 
Thousand Dollars ($3,000) and the work is limited to areas other than the rooms or 
areas listed in Section 313.1, the installation of smoke alarms is not required. 
 

Section R319.1 is hereby deleted it its entirety and replaced with the following: 
 

R319.1 Address Numbers.  Property owners shall obtain and display on the residence, the 
correct building number or numbers as assigned to such property(ies) by the community 
development group of the City of Glendale in accordance with established street assignment 
policy, prior to final inspection and /or issuance of a certificate of occupancy.  The building 
numbers shall be of a durable material not less than two and one-half inches (2½”) high with 
a stroke of not less than one-half inch (½”) in width, permanently attached to the building 
and must be readily distinguished and readable from the nearest paved public/common 
roadway fronting that property. 

 
Section 323 Storm Shelters is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 
Section R323 Security Provisions is hereby amended by adding the following: 
 

Section R323 Security Provisions 
 
R323.1 Scope.  The provisions of this section shall apply to door openings into dwelling 
units and to door openings between attached garages and dwelling units. 
 
R323.2 Entry Vision.  All main or front entry doors to dwelling units shall be arranged so 
that the occupant has a view of the area immediately outside the door without opening the 
door.  Such view may be provided by a door viewer having a field of view of not less than 
180 degrees through windows or through a view port. 
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R323.3 Door Strike Plate Installation.  In wood-frame construction, an open space between 
trimmers and wood door jambs shall be solid shimmed by a single piece extending not less 
than 12 inches above and below the strike plate. 
 
Strike plates shall be attached to wood with not less than four No.8 by 3-inch screws, which 
shall have a minimum of ¾-inch penetration into the nearest stud.  Strike plates when 
attached to metal shall be attached with not less than four No. 8 machine screws. 
 
R323.4 Door Hinges.  Not less than three 4½ - inch steel butt hinges shall be symmetrically 
fastened to both the door and frame with not less than four No. 9 by ¾-inch wood screws or 
to metal with not less than four No. 8 machine screws.  When hinges are exposed to the 
exterior, at least one of the three required hinges shall be equipped with non-removable 
hinge pins or a mechanical interlock to preclude removal of the door by removing the hinge 
pins. 
 
In wood construction, an open space between trimmers and wood door jambs shall be solid 
shimmed extending not less than 6 inches above and below the hinge plate. 
 
R323.5 Locking Hardware.  Single swinging doors and the active leaf of doors in pairs shall 
be equipped with an exterior key-operated deadbolt. 

 
Section R401.4 is hereby amended by adding the following sentence: 
 

A soils test and geotechnical evaluation report shall be required for all new buildings 
governed by this code. 

 
Section R403.1.1 the third sentence is hereby revised to read as follows: 
 

Spread footings shall be at least 10 inches in thickness. 
 
Section R403.1.2:  The title and the first sentence are revised to read as follows: 
 

Continuous Footings in Seismic Design Categories B, C, D0, D1 and D2.  The exterior walls 
of buildings located in Seismic Design Categories B, C, D0, D1 and D2 shall be supported by 
continuous footings. 

 
Section R403.1.3 is hereby amended by adding Seismic Design Categories B and C to all seismic 
design category requirements listed in this section.  In addition, this section is amended by deleting 
the Exception for one- and two-family dwellings. 
 
Section R403.1.3.1 is hereby amended by adding the following: 
 

No. 4 vertical reinforcing bars shall be installed at 48 inches maximum spacing.  The vertical 
bars shall tie the foundation stem wall to the footing and a 90 degree bend shall be provided 
at the no. 4 bar located in the footing. 
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Section R403.1.3 is hereby amended by adding the following subsection: 
 

Section R403.1.3.3 Foundation Ties.  When an addition is constructed, the new foundation 
shall be tied to the existing foundation by installing two (2) No. 4 dowel bars, minimum 12 
inches long.  These shall be embedded a minimum of 6 inches into the existing footing. 

 
Section R403.1.4 Minimum Depth is hereby amended by revising 12 inches to 18 inches. 
 
Section R403.1.6 is hereby amended by revising the first sentence of the second paragraph to read: 
 

The wood sole plates at all exterior walls shall be anchored to the foundation with anchor 
bolts spaced a maximum of 4 feet on center. 

 
Section R403.4.1 Crushed Stone Footings is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 
Table R404.1.1(1), Plain Masonry Foundation Walls is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 
Table R404.1.1(2), Masonry Foundation Walls is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 
Table R404.1.1(3), Masonry Foundation Walls is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 
Table R404.1.1(4), Masonry Foundation Walls is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 
Section R502.9 is hereby amended by adding the following subsection: 
 

R502.9.1 Framing Connections.  Framing details for bearing walls and posts shall be such 
that all components are tied together with positive connections to transmit wind uplift forces 
from the roof to the foundation.  Nails loaded in withdrawal by such forces shall not be 
considered as positive connections. 

 
Approved metal framing anchors shall be provided at the top and bottom of every other stud 
of a wood-frame bearing wall, except where structural panel sheathing is nailed directly to 
the studs, top plate and bottom plate in accordance with Table R602.3(1). 

 
Floor-to-floor connections shall have approved metal strap ties at a maximum of 48 inches 
on center, except where justified by an engineered analysis that bears the seal of an architect 
or engineer. 

 
Each truss, joist and rafter shall be connected to the top plate of the supporting wall with an 
approved metal framing anchor.  The framing anchor shall be of the type which connects to 
both members of the double top plate.  Beams shall be anchored to supporting walls and 
posts with approved metal framing connectors. 

 
Section R505.1.1 is hereby amended by replacing it entirely as follows: 
 

R505.1.1 Engineered Design Required.  For steel floor framing, the project drawings, 
details, calculations and specifications are required to bear the seal of a registered design 
professional responsible for the design. 
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Section R602.10 and R602.12 are hereby amended by adding the following: 
 

For buildings that are two (2) or more stories in height, the empirical design provisions for 
wall bracing in this section shall not be used.  An engineered design shall be provided to 
include both gravity and lateral load calculations.  The project drawings and engineering 
calculations shall bear the seal of a registered design professional. 
 

Section R603.1.1 is hereby amended by replacing it entirely as follows: 
 

R603.1.1 Engineered Design Required.  For steel wall framing, the project drawings, details, 
calculations and specifications are required to bear the seal of a registered design 
professional responsible for the design. 

 
Section R606.1 Professional Registration Not Required is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

Masonry walls and columns designed in accordance with the requirements of figure 
R606.11(3) shall not require an engineered design by an architect or engineer.  Such walls 
and columns shall support only a roof and shall be limited to 10 feet in height.  Masonry 
construction not meeting these empirical requirements shall require drawings and 
engineering calculations bearing the seal of a registrant. 

 
Section R606.11 is hereby deleted and replaced with the following: 
 

Masonry walls shall be anchored to floor and roof systems in accordance with the details 
shown in figures R606.11(1) and R606.11(3).  Footings may be considered as points of 
lateral support. 
 
The anchor bolt size and spacing shall be as required to support all imposed loads, but shall 
not be less than ½ inch diameter anchor bolts spaced at 4 feet on center, embedded a 
minimum of 4 inches. 

 
Section R611.1 General is hereby amended by revising the last sentence to read as follows: 
 

Project drawings, typical details, and specifications are required to bear the seal of a 
registered design professional responsible for the design. 

 
Section R613.1 General is hereby amended by revising the last sentence to read: 
 

Project drawings, typical details, and specifications are required to bear the seal of a 
registered design professional responsible for the design. 
 

Section R802.8 Lateral Support is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

Rafters and ceiling joists shall be provided with lateral support at points of bearing to 
prevent rotation.  Where lateral support is provided by wood blocking, the blocking shall be 
minimum nominal 2-inch thickness. 
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Section R802.8.1 Bridging. The first sentence is revised to read as follows: 
 

Rafters and ceiling joists shall be supported by nominal 2 x solid blocking, diagonal bridging 
(wood or metal) or a continuous 1-inch by 3-inch wood strip nailed across the rafters or 
ceiling joists at intervals not exceeding 8 feet. 

 
Section R804.1.1 shall be amended by replacing it entirely as follows:  
 

R804.1.1. Engineered Design Required.  For steel wall framing, the project drawings, 
details, calculations and specifications are required to bear the seal of a registered design 
professional responsible for the design. 

 
Section R806.1 is hereby amended by deleting the Exception. 
 
CHAPTER 11 (RE) ENERGY EFFICIENCY is hereby deleted in its entirety.  The requirements for 
energy efficiency shall be governed by the 2012 International Energy Conservation Code. 
 
Section M1701.1 is hereby amended by revising the last sentence to read: 
 

The requirements for combustion and dilution air for gas-fired appliances shall be in 
accordance with Chapter 24 or the Uniform Plumbing Code. 
 

Chapters 20 through 33:  The requirements for plumbing and fuel gas systems shall be governed by 
either these chapters or the 2012 Uniform Plumbing Code. 
 
Chapters 34 through 43 are hereby deleted.  The requirements for electrical systems shall be 
governed by the 2011 National Electrical Code. 
 
Sec. 9-19.  Amendments to the 2012 International Existing Building Code. 
 

The 2012 International Existing Building Code is amended in the following respects: 
 
Section 101.1 is amended to read as follows: 

 
Section 101.1 Title. These regulations shall be known as the Building Code of the City of 
Glendale, hereinafter referred to as “this code.” 

 
Section 410.4.2 is amended by adding item 7 as follows: 

 
7. A minimum of one accessible toilet room. 
 

Section 410.8.11 is amended by adding the following: 
 

As an alternative, in existing toilet rooms and bathing rooms, one fixture (water closet or 
urinal) may be removed (where two or more fixtures exist) to create the required space for 
an accessible water closet. 

 
Section 705.1.10 is hereby amended by adding the following: 



 29 

 
As an alternative, in existing toilet rooms and bathing rooms, one fixture (water closet or 
urinal) may be removed (where two or more fixtures exist) to create the required space for 
an accessible water closet. 

 
Section 1012.8.2 is hereby amended by adding item 7 as follows: 
 

7. A minimum of one accessible toilet room. 
 
Section 1203.3 is hereby amended by revising the title and the first sentence to read as follows: 
 

1203.3 Means of Egress and Emergency Escape and Rescue.  Existing window openings, 
door openings and corridor and stairway widths less than … (remaining text unchaged). 

 
Section 1205.6 is hereby amended by revising the title and the first sentence to read as follows: 
 

1105.6 Means of Egress and Emergency Escape and Rescue.  Existing window openings, 
door openings and corridor and stairway widths less than … (remaining text unchanged). 

 
Sec. 9-20 Amendments to the 2012 International Mechanical Code. 
 
 The 2012 International Mechanical Code is amended in the following respects: 
 
Chapter 1. Administration is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 

For the administration of this code, see the 2012 International Building Code and 
amendments. 

 
Section 602.2 Construction is hereby amended by adding the following after the first sentence of the 
first paragraph: 
 

When plenum enclosures are constructed of combustible materials all of the following shall 
apply: 

 
a. Sprinklers shall be installed within the plenum space as per the adopted International 

Fire Code. 
 

b. Area smoke detectors shall be installed within the plenum space as per their listing. 
 

c. Duct smoke detectors shall be installed in the return air system of all air moving 
equipment serving the plenum. 

 
d. The area smoke detectors and the duct smoke detectors shall shut down all air 

moving equipment serving the plenum whenever any smoke detector senses smoke. 
 

e. All smoke detectors shall be interlocked with the fire alarm system. 
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f. In occupancies not required to be equipped with a fire alarm system, actuation of any 
smoke detector shall activate a visible and audible signal in a location approved by 
the city. 

 
Sec. 19-21. Amendments to the 2011 National Electrical Code. 
 
 The 2011 National Electrical Code is amended in the following respects: 
 
ARTICLE 90 - INTRODUCTION 
 
Section 90.1(A) is hereby amended by adding a second paragraph to read as follows: 
 

90.1(a) Practical Safeguarding. The purpose of the code is the practical safeguarding of 
person and property from hazards arising from the use of electricity.  Any and all electrical 
work for light, heat, power, or any other purposes shall be installed in conformity with the 
rules and regulations as set forth in this code and that document titled, National Electrical 
Code, 2011 Edition, also known as NFPA 70, and in conformity with the rules, policies, 
regulations and amendments as set forth by the building official. 

 
Section 90.2(A)(5) is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

The engineer or architect of record, acting as the owner’s agent shall employ one or more 
special inspectors approved by the city and shall provide inspections during construction on 
the following types of work: 

 
Electrical special inspection: 

 
1. Ground-fault protection performance tests for equipment provided with 

ground-fault protection. 
 

2. Switchboard, panelboards, motor control center, and all other equipment 
rated 1,000 amps or more, or over 600 volts (over-potential test, commonly 
referred to as a hi-pot test). 

 
3. Emergency and standby power systems including: switchboards, panelboards, 

distribution boards, transfer equipment, power source, conductors, fire 
pumps, exhaust and ventilation fans. 

 
4. Other special inspections as required by the building official. 

 
Section 90.2A(6) is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

Electrical observation.  Electrical observation shall be provided for the following 
installations: 

 
1. Installation or alteration of that portion of health care facility electrical 

systems which fall within the scope of Article 517, Chapter III of the 2011 
National Electrical Code where critical care areas are present. 
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2. Installations or alterations of high voltage electrical systems, which exceed 
600 volts. 

 
 

3. Installations or alterations of electrical systems within locations classified as 
hazardous by the provisions of the 2011 National Electrical Code, or the 
currently adopted International Fire Code, except for gasoline dispensing 
installations and systems located within storage garages, repair garages or 
lubritoriums. 
 

4. When electrical observation is specifically required by the building official. 
 
The owner shall employ the engineer responsible for the electrical design, or another 
engineer designated by the engineer responsible for the electrical design to perform visual 
observation of complex electrical equipment and systems for general conformance to the 
approved plans and specifications, including but not limited to, placement and 
interconnection of equipment.  Electrical observation shall be performed at intermediate 
significant stages of the construction progression and when installation is complete and 
ready to be inspected by the building official.  Certificates of electrical observation shall be 
completed and sealed by the engineer of record for all life safety items as one of the 
requirements prior to release of a temporary certificate of occupancy. All certificates of 
electrical observation shall be completed and sealed prior to the project’s final approval and 
the electrical portion of the certificate of occupancy is completed. 

 
Section 90.4 is amended by adding the following paragraph at the end of the section: 
 

Periodically, technical bulletins may be issued by the building official to clarify policy of 
certain sections found within this code.  These technical bulletins shall have the same 
enforceable content as if was included and part of this code. 

 
ARTICLE 90 is amended by adding Section 90.10 to read as follows: 
 

90.10 Wiring in Public Right-of-Way.  No person, firm, or corporation shall place any wire 
for conduction of electricity for any purpose across or within the boundaries of any public 
street, alley, park or sidewalk, unless such a person, firm, or corporation is operating under a 
franchise or a permit from the proper authorities to do so. 

 
ARTICLE 100 - DEFINITIONS 
 
ARTICLE 100 is hereby amended by revising the definition of the following items to read as 
follows: 
 

Kitchens. Commercial and Institutional Kitchens and Bars.  For the purposes of this section, 
a kitchen or bar is defined as any area where food or beverage is prepared, served or 
dispensed. 
 
Structure.  Structures are an assembly of parts of components arranged in a logical form or 
manner for useful purpose.  Assemblies such as service pedestals, substations, poles with 
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panels or subpanels attached or similar equipment are considered to be structures.  A 
structure is that which is built or constructed. 

 
Section 110.22(B) Engineered Series Combination Systems and all sections in this code referring to 
this section are deleted in their entirety. 
 
ARTICLE 210 - BRANCH CIRCUITS 
 
Section 210.5 is hereby amended by adding a subsection (D) to read as follows: 
 

(D) Color Code.  Where branch circuits requiring a neutral, are installed in raceways, the 
conductors of branch circuits connected to the same system shall conform to the following 
color code: 

 
VOLTS PHASE SYSTEM PHASE A PHASE B PHASE C NEUTRAL 
120/208 3 WYE BLACK RED BLUE WHITE 

277/480 3 WYE BROWN ORANGE YELLOW GRAY 

120/240 3 DELTA BLACK ORANGE BLUE OR 
RED WHITE 

 
Exception 1:  The above color coding is required in residential occupancies that have a 
120/240 3 phase delta system.  The high leg must meet all the requirements of NEC 110.15, 
230.56, 408.3(e) and 408.3(f). 
 
Exception 2:  Existing industrial occupancies holding their own maintenance license may 
use their own color-coding system. 
 
Exception 3:  Conductors of listed cable assemblies shall be permitted to be permanently re-
identified at the time of installation by distinctive markings at each outlet or termination 
where the conductor is visible and accessible; such as, six-inch taping or other effective 
means. 
 
Exception 4:  Additions to existing structures, where an acceptable color coding system 
exists, the existing color coding system shall be continued. 
 
Exception 5:  Switch legs and/or travelers may be identified by purple or pink. 

 
Section 210.8(B)(2) is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

(2) Kitchens: Commercial and Institutional Kitchens and Bars - for the purposes of this 
section, a kitchen or bar is defined as any area where food or beverage is prepared, served or 
dispensed. 

 
Section 210.25(B) is hereby amended by adding the following sentence to the end of the paragraph: 
 

The source of power to common area branch circuits, as described above, shall be supplied 
by separate house equipment panels and shall be separately metered. 
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Section 210.50(D) is added as follows: 
 

210.50 (D) Prohibited Receptacle Locations.  Receptacles shall not be installed in areas 
readily accessible directly behind and above a sink, range, counter-mounted cooking unit, 
grill, deep fryer or any such appliances where cords or receptacles could be subject to 
physical damage or water. 
 

Exception:  Receptacles behind a range or stove made inaccessible unless the range 
or stove is moved and the receptacle is used to power lighting, timers, or igniters on 
the appliance. 

 
ARTICLE 220  – BRANCH-CIRCUIT, FEEDER, AND SERVICE CALCULATIONS 
 
Section 220.43(B) is hereby amended by adding the following sentence at the end of the paragraph: 
 

This section shall also apply to branch circuits for calculation purposes, as well as the 
feeders. 

 
Section 220.43(B) is hereby further amended by adding the following at the end of the Exception: 
 

Exception:  . . .  The branch circuit breaker shall not be used as the limiter device.  
This section shall also apply to the branch circuit for calculation purposes, as well as 
the feeders. 

 
ARTICLE 230 - SERVICES 
 
Section 230.2 is hereby amended by adding the following sentence and Exception to the end of the 
first paragraph: 
 

No electrical service on one property shall supply power to another separate and distinct 
property unless these properties are legally combined and under the same ownership.  
 

Exception:  Dwellings shall be allowed to supply other accessory structures on the 
same property. 

 
Section 230.43 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 
Section 230.43 Wiring Methods for 600 Volts, Nominal, or Less.  Service-entrance conductors shall 
be installed in accordance with the applicable requirements of this code covering the type of wiring 
method used and shall be limited to the following methods: 
 

1. Rigid metal conduit; 
 

2. Intermediate metal conduit; 
 

3. Wire ways; 
 

4. Bus ways; 
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5. Auxiliary gutters; 
 

6. Rigid non-metallic conduit may be used underground; or 
 

7. Schedule 80 rigid non-metallic conduit may extend above ground to the 
service equipment. 

 
(fpn):  Refer to the serving utility company’s requirements for additional information on 

installing service-entrance conductors on or within buildings and underground 
laterals serving the premises. 

 
Section 230.70(A)(1) is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

(A) Location.  The service disconnecting means shall be installed in accordance with 
230.70(A)(1), (A)(2) and (A)(3). 

 
(1) The service disconnecting means shall be installed at a readily accessible 

location either outside of a building or structure, or inside nearest the point of 
entrance of the service-entrance conductors.  The service disconnecting 
means shall be installed adjacent to, and accessible from, the same working 
area as the utility meter.  All service disconnecting means located inside a 
building shall be enclosed within a room or space separated from the rest of 
the building by not less than a one-hour fire-resistive occupancy separation. 
 
Exception:  The ceiling of this service entrance room may be constructed as 
required for a one-hour wall assembly with protected opening. 

 
Section 240.86(A) and all sections in this code referring to this section are hereby deleted in their 
entirety. 
 
ARTICLE 250 - GROUNDING 
 
Section 250.4(A)(6) is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

250.4(A)(6) Protection.  All copper bonding, grounding, and grounding electrode conductors 
shall be routed inside buildings unless impractical to do so if determined by the authority 
having jurisdiction.  Where it is absolutely necessary to route external to the building, 
conductors shall be installed in minimum schedule 80 non-metallic rigid conduits or other 
approved means and supported per NEC requirements for its article with 2-hole straps.  If 
metallic conduits are used, both ends of the conduits shall be bonded as required in 
250.64(E). 

 
Section 250.8(B) is hereby amended by adding a sentence as follows: 
 

Sheet metal screws shall not be used to connect grounding conductors or connection devices 
to enclosures. 
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Section 250.52(A)(3) is hereby amended by adding the following Exception: 
 

Exception:  A concrete encased electrode shall not be permitted in post-tensioned or 
mat slabs unless the concrete encased electrode terminates at an electrode as 
specified in 250.52(A)(5) or 250.52(A)(7) and complies with 250.56. 

 
Section 250.118 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

250.1118 Types of Equipment Grounding Conductors.  The equipment grounding conductor 
run with or enclosing the circuit conductors shall be one or more of a combination of the 
following: 
 

1. A copper or other corrosive-resistant conductor.  This conductor shall be 
solid or stranded; insulated, covered or bare; and in the form of a wire or a 
busbar of any shape. 

 
2. Rigid metal conduit. 

 
3. Intermediate metal conduit. 

 
4. Electrical metallic tubing with an individual equipment grounding conductor. 

 
5. Flexible metal conduit with an individual equipment grounding conductor. 

 
6. Type AC cable with an individual equipment grounding conductor. 

 
7. The copper sheath of mineral-insulted, metal-sheathed cable. 

 
8. Type MC cable with an individual equipment grounding conductor. 

 
9. Cable trays as permitted in Sections 392.10 and 392.60. 

 
10. Cablebus framework as permitted in Section 370.3. 

 
ARTICLE 300 WIRING METHODS 
 
Section 300.4(D), Exception 1 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

Exception 1:  Steel plates, sleeves, or the equivalent shall not be required to protect 
rigid metal conduit, intermediate metal conduit, or electrical metallic tubing. 
 
(fpn): Rigid nonmetallic conduits (PVC conduits) are required to be protected. 
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ARTICLE 310 - CONDUCTORS FOR GENERAL WIRING 
 
Section 314.24 Depth of Boxes is hereby amended by adding the following sentence:  
 

All outlet, switch or junction boxes less than 8 inches in any dimension, shall have no more 
than any combination of two extension boxes and/or one extension box and one plaster ring. 
These installations shall comply with Articles 300.14 and 110.3(b). 

 
ARTICLE 334 - NONMETALLIC SHEATHED CABLE 
 
Section 334.10(1), (2), (3), (4) and (5) are hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

334.10 Uses Permitted.  Type NM, type NMC, and type NMS cables shall be permitted to be 
used only in branch circuits in the following: 

 
1. One- and two- family dwellings and their attached or detached garages, and 

their storage buildings. 
 
2. Multi-family dwellings (R-2, apartments), except as prohibited in Section 

334.12(10). 
 
If an occupancy changes for other than a one- and two-family dwelling, or a multi-family 
dwelling (R-2, apartment) to any other occupancy, type NM, type NMC, and type NMS 
cable shall not be allowed and the wiring must be brought up to other approved methods.  
Where installed in cable tray, cables shall be identified for this use.  Type NM, NMC, NMS 
and SE cables shall not extend beyond each individual dwelling unit and shall not pass from 
one dwelling unit through another unless enclosed in a raceway approved by the city and 
shall not be used for wiring originating from a house panel in any two family or multi-family 
dwelling unit(s). 

 
Note: 334.10(A), 334.10(B) and 334.10(C) remain as written in the code. 

 
Subsection 334.12(A)(1) is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

In any dwelling or structure not specifically permitted in 334.10 as amended. 
 
Subsection 334.12(A)(11) is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

(11)  In all Non-Residential Occupancies.  Non-residential occupancies include all 
occupancies other than one- and two-family dwellings and multi-family dwellings 
(R-2, apartments). 

 
ARTICLE 358 - ELECTRICAL METALLIC TUBING:  TYPE EMT 
 
Section 358.10(B) is hereby amended as follows: 
  

358.10(B) Corrosion Protection.  Ferrous or nonferrous EMT, elbows, coupling, and fittings 
shall not be in concrete that is in direct contact with the earth, or in areas subject to severe 
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corrosive influences and judged unsuitable for the condition by the authority having 
jurisdiction. 

 
Section 358.12 is hereby amended by adding a new item 7 to read as follows: 
 

(7) When in direct contact with the soil. 
 
ARTICLE 406 - RECEPTACLES, CORD CONNECTORS, AND ATTACHMENT PLUGS 
(CAPS) 
 
Section 406.4(G) is hereby added to read as follows: 
 

(G) No receptacles shall be installed in areas readily accessible directly behind or 
above a sink, range, counter-mounted cooking unit, grill, deep fryer or any 
such appliances where cords or receptacles could be subject to physical 
damage. 

 
ARTICLE 410 - LUMINAIRES, LAMPHOLDERS, AND LAMPS 
 
Section 410.36(B) is hereby amended by deleting the last sentence in the first paragraph and by 
adding a second paragraph to read as follows: 
 

Intermediate or heavy-duty ceiling systems shall be used for the support of luminaires 
(lighting fixtures).  All light fixtures shall be positively attached to the suspended ceiling 
system.  The attachment device shall have a capacity of 100 percent of the lighting fixture 
weight acting in any direction.  Luminaires (fixtures) weighing less than 56 pounds and track 
lighting shall have two 12 gauge wires attached at opposing corners of the luminaire(s) 
(fixture) or track lighting strip to the structure above.  These wires may be slack, and shall 
contain, at a minimum, at least 3 tight twists within a 3-inch length of the wire at each end.  
Recessed luminaire housings, exit signage, all single bulb fixtures and emergency unit 
equipment that are installed within or on a suspended ceiling shall have a minimum of at 
least one 12 gauge wire attached to the structure above and this wire may be slack and shall 
contain, at a minimum, at least 3 tight twists of the wire within a 3-inch length at each end.  
Luminaires weighing more than 50 pounds shall comply with NEC 314.27 (b). 

 
ARTICLE 690 - SOLAR PHOTOVOLTAIC (PV) SYSTEMS 
 
Section 690.7 is hereby amended by adding the following sentence to the end of the first paragraph:  
 

The City of Glendale shall use the -6 to -10ºC (22-14ºF) with a voltage correction factor of 
1.14 in the ambient temperature columns. 

 
ARTICLE 725 - CLASS 1, CLASS 2, AND CLASS 3 REMOTE-CONTROL, SIGNALING, AND 
POWER-LIMITED CIRCUITS 
 
Section 725.4 is hereby amended and shall read as follows: 
 

725.4 Bell and Signal Transformers.  In residential occupancies, bell or signal transformers 
shall not be installed in attics, closets, or in any inaccessible concealed spaces. 
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Sec. 19-22. Amendments to the 2012 Uniform Plumbing Code. 
 
Section 312.10 Sleeves is hereby amended by adding the following after the first sentence: 
 

In lieu of a sleeve, a “jacket” may be installed around all piping (passing) through concrete 
and masonry walls and concrete floors.  The minimum thickness of the “jacket” shall be one 
half inch. 

 
Section 403.3.1 Nonwater Urinals is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 
Section 422.0 Minimum Number of Required Fixtures and Table 422.1 are hereby deleted in their 
entirety. For requirements see the 2012 International Building Code. 
 
Section 508.3 Access to Equipment and Appliances on Roofs is hereby deleted in its entirety.  For 
requirements see the 2012 International Mechanical Code. 
 
Section 603.5.12 Beverage Dispensers is hereby amended as follows: 
 

Potable water supply to beverage dispensers, carbonated beverage dispensers, or coffee 
machines shall be protected by a reduced pressure principle backflow prevention assembly.  
For carbonated beverage dispensers, piping materials installed downstream of the backflow 
preventer shall not be affected by carbon dioxide gas. 

 
Section 603.5.21 Swimming Pools, Spas, and Hot Tubs is hereby amended by inserting “or a 
pressure vacuum breaker” in the first sentence. 
 
Section 608.2 Excessive Water Pressure is hereby amended by adding the following Exception: 
 

Exception:  This section does not apply to single family residences if the pressure reducing 
valve is equipped with an integral by-pass. 

 
Section 608.5 Drains is hereby amended by inserting the following parenthetical phrase into the first 
sentence as follows: 
 
 Relief valves located inside a building (or outside a building) . . . 
 
Section 704.3 Commercial Dishwashing Machines and Sinks is hereby amended by deleting 
dishwashing machines and silverware machines from this section. 
 
Section 723.0 Building Sewer Test is hereby amended by adding to the last sentence the following: 
 

This test may be waived at the discretion of the authority having jurisdiction. 
 
Section 807.4 Domestic Dishwashing Machine is hereby amended by adding the following 
Exception: 
 

Exception:  Domestic dishwashers may be drained without air gap fittings provided the drain 
hose from the dishwasher is secured as high as possible, but in no case lower than 2 inches 
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below the flood rim of the sink to which it is connected.  The drain hose shall be connected 
to the sink tailpiece or to the water “boss” of a garbage disposal. 

 
Section 807.5 Commercial Dishwashing Machines and Silverware Washing Machines is hereby 
amended by adding the following: 
 

No dishwashing machine used for commercial purposes may be directly connected to a 
drainage system.  Commercial dishwashers and similar equipment shall discharge into an 
approved receptor (floor sink) through a minimum 1 inch air gap. 

 
Section 908.2 Horizontal Venting for Bathroom Groups is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 
Section 1007.1 General is hereby amended by adding the following Exception: 
 

Exception:  A hose bib may be installed in lieu of a trap primer as long as it is installed in 
the same room and within a reasonable distance to where the floor drain is located.  

 
Sections 1009.0 through 1017.2 are hereby deleted in their entirety.  The Pre-Treatment Division of 
the City of Glendale Water Services Department administers regulations for these devices and 
appliances and should be contacted directly. 
 
Section 1101.11.1 Primary Roof Drainage is hereby amended by adding the following sentence to 
the end of the paragraph: 
 

Scuppers may be used as a means of removing water from roofs as long as they are designed, 
sized and installed as per Section 1108.0 and shall include all the appropriate tables. 

 
Section 1101.11.2.2(B) Combined System is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 
Section 1210.2 Installation of Piping.  The first sentence is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

Piping installed above ground shall be securely supported and located where it will be 
protected from physical damage and shall be kept a minimum of 4 inches above grade or 
structure. 

 
Chapter 13 Health Care Facilities and Medical Gas and Vacuum Systems is hereby deleted in its 
entirety by reference to the requirements of NFPA 99C, latest edition, as a design and installation 
guideline. 
 
Appendix D, Sizing Storm Water Drainage Systems, Section D.1.1 General is hereby amended by 
deleting Table D 1-1 and by adding the following: 
 

Six inches (6”) of rainfall per hour shall be the amount of rainfall used to size roof drainage 
systems. 

 
Appendix F, Firefighter Breathing Air Replenishment Systems is hereby deleted in its entirety by 
reference to the requirements of the City of Glendale adopted International Fire Code. 
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Appendix H, Private Sewage Disposal Systems is hereby deleted in its entirety and replaced by 
reference to the requirements of the Maricopa County Department of Environmental Services 
Department, Septic Systems Division. 
 
Sec. 9-23.  Amendments to the 2012 International Energy Conservation Code. 
 
Chapter 1 (CE) Scope and Administration.  Amend chapter by deleting Part 2 –Administration and 
enforcement.  For the administration of this code, see the 2012 International Building Code and 
related amendments. 
 
Section C101.1 Title is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

These regulations shall be known as the International Energy Conservation Code of the City 
of Glendale, hereinafter referred to as “this code.” 

 
Chapter 4 (RE) Scope and Administration. Chapter 4 is hereby amended by deleting Part 2 –
Administration and enforcement. For the administration of this code, see the 2012 International 
Building Code and related amendments. 
 
Section R101.1 Title is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 

These regulations shall be known as the International Energy Conservation Code of the City 
of Glendale, hereinafter referred to as “this code.” 

 
Section R101.2 Scope is hereby amended by adding the following: 
 

Multi-family housing when defined as a “residential building” by Section R202, shall have 
the option of complying under the commercial provisions of this code regardless of height.  
Once defined as such on the submittal documents, all components of the commercial 
provisions of this code shall be followed. 

 
Section R402.4 shall be amended by adding the following exception: 
 
 Exception:  R-2 occupancies that comply with Section C402.4 
 
Section R403.2.1 Insulation (Prescriptive) is hereby amended to read as follows:  
 
Supply ducts in attics shall be insulated to a minimum of R-8.   All other ducts, including ducts 
through floor trusses, shall be insulated to a minimum of R-6.  

 
Exceptions: 
 
1. Ducts or portions thereof located completely inside the building thermal envelope. 
 
2. Supply ducts may be insulated to a minimum of R-6 when one or more of the 

following conditions are met: 
 

2.1 Minimum seer rating of the space heating and cooling system is increased to 
15. 
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2.2 Maximum U-factor is decreased to a 0.35 and maximum SHGC is decreased 

to a 0.22 for all fenestration products. 
 
2.3 Wall cavity insulation provides a minimum R-value of R-19. 

 
Section R403.9.3 is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
 
 SECTION 2.  That the provisions of this ordinance shall become effective on December 1, 
2012. 
 

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 
 
c_building 
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Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
MAIN EXTENSION AGREEMENT WITH EPCOR WATER ARIZONA, INC. TO  
SUPPLY WATER FOR NORTHERN PARKWAY LANDSCAPING 

Staff Contact: Terry Johnson, AICP, Deputy 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 main extension agreement with EPCOR Water Arizona, Inc. 
(EPCOR) to supply water for Northern Parkway landscaping.  This agreement will allow for 
construction of a waterline extension needed to deliver irrigation water to the landscaping along 
Northern Parkway.   

Background Summary 
 
This proposed main extension agreement is necessary for EPCOR, the water utility company 
serving this area, to supply and deliver water for Northern Parkway landscaping.  This 
approximately one-mile-long, 12-inch waterline will run from one-half mile south of Peoria 
Avenue to the Northern Parkway.  It will extend the existing EPCOR waterline and will deliver the 
water to the Northern Parkway landscaping between Sarival and 143rd Avenues.   
 
The city will design, construct and install the waterline and, upon completion, it will be conveyed 
to EPCOR who will own, operate and maintain it.  Landscaping and irrigation of the segment of 
Northern Parkway between 143rd Avenue and Dysart Road will be addressed under a separate 
agreement, which staff will bring forward at a later date. 

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

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

The cost of this waterline is estimated at $521,399.  Staff has concluded that it will be cost-
effective to turn the ownership of this waterline over to EPCOR to operate and maintain.  URS 
Corporation, a private engineering consulting firm, analyzed the payback period for this waterline 
in their report entitled, “Sarival Waterline for Northern Parkway Landscape Irrigation:  Refund 
and Cost Savings Documentation.”  This analysis was based on city-approved land use plans and 
the latest Maricopa Association of Governments socioeconomic projections for the timing of these 
plans.  The agreement allows full recovery of the cost of the waterline based on the following: 

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

waterline users for up to 10 years. 
• The main extension agreement’s commitment to refund the city up to 50% of all hookup 

fees for new waterline users for up to 20 years (the agreement limits EPCOR refunds to not 
more than the cost of the line). 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$521,399 2210-65016-551200 (Northern Ave. Super Street)  

http://www.glendaleaz.com/improvements/NorthernParkway.cfm
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• Ongoing costs that the city will not need to pay to operate and maintain this single, isolated 
waterline over its estimated 70-year life. 

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

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Resolution 

Agreement 



    STAFF REPORT   

 

To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Terry Johnson, AICP, Deputy Director, Transportation Services 

Item Title: MAIN EXTENSION AGREEMENT WITH EPCOR WATER ARIZONA, INC. 
TO SUPPLY WATER FOR NORTHERN PARKWAY LANDSCAPING  

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report describes a proposed main extension agreement with EPCOR Water Arizona, Inc. 
(EPCOR), which will allow for construction of a waterline extension needed to deliver irrigation 
water to the landscaping along Northern Parkway.  The purpose of this report is to request that 
this item be placed on an agenda for City Council action.  

BACKGROUND 
 
Northern Parkway is planned to be a 12.5-mile, high-capacity, six-lane expressway connecting 
Grand Avenue (US 60) to Loop 303.  Northern Parkway will provide regional connectivity, 
enhance east-west mobility, serve expected population and employment growth, reduce travel 
time and enhance flood protection.  Construction of the first phase of Northern Parkway is 
currently underway and is scheduled for completion in spring 2013.  Phase I comprises a four-
mile segment from Sarival Avenue to Dysart Road.  Construction of a waterline is needed to 
provide irrigation for landscaping along Northern Parkway that will improve the appearance of 
this roadway, which, in turn, will enhance economic development opportunities. 
 
On September 23, 2008, Council approved an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with Maricopa 
County and the cities of El Mirage, Glendale and Peoria, which stated that each jurisdiction would 
be responsible for maintenance of their portion of Northern Parkway.  On April 26, 2011, Glendale 
entered into another IGA with Maricopa County, the lead agency on this project, in which the 
county agreed to install landscaping on this portion of Northern Parkway and the city agreed to 
supply the water and maintain the landscaping. 
 
This proposed main extension agreement is necessary for EPCOR, the water utility company 
serving this area, to supply and deliver water for Northern Parkway landscaping.  This 
approximately one-mile-long, 12-inch waterline will run from one-half mile south of Peoria 
Avenue to Northern Parkway.  It will extend the existing EPCOR waterline and will deliver the 
water to Northern Parkway landscaping between Sarival and 143rd avenues.  The city will design, 



construct and install the waterline and, upon completion, it will be conveyed to EPCOR who will 
own, operate and maintain it.  Landscaping and irrigation of the segment of Northern Parkway 
between 143rd Avenue and Dysart Road will be addressed under a separate agreement, which staff 
will bring forward at a later date. 

ANALYSIS 
 
Staff is recommending Council enter into a main extension agreement with EPCOR because EPCOR 
is the utility company that provides water to this area.  Alternatives considered by staff included:  
(1) no landscaping and no waterline; (2) city constructs and operates its own waterline; and (3) 
city constructs the waterline and turns it over to EPCOR to own and operate.   
 
A landscaping option was selected because Glendale staff believes attractive landscaping on 
Northern Parkway will help ensure an aesthetically pleasing roadway that will attract quality 
economic development to the city.  Staff considered using a Glendale-owned waterline as an 
alternative to conveying it to EPCOR; however, owning, operating and maintaining a waterline 
would not be cost-effective because there are no other city waterlines in this area. 
 
Construction of the first phase of Northern Parkway is scheduled for completion by April 2013.  
Irrigation installation and landscaping construction will begin at that time; therefore, the 
waterline must be completed prior to April 2013.  Delays in approving this agreement could 
prevent the timely construction of the waterline and cost the city an extra $300,000 for interim 
erosion control. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The cost of this waterline is estimated at $521,399.  Staff has concluded that it will be cost-
effective to turn the ownership of this waterline over to EPCOR to operate and maintain.  URS 
Corporation, a private engineering consulting firm, analyzed the payback period for this waterline 
in their report entitled, “Sarival Waterline for Northern Parkway Landscape Irrigation:  Refund 
and Cost Savings Documentation.”  This analysis was based on city-approved land use plans and 
the latest Maricopa Association of Governments socioeconomic projections for the timing of these 
plans.  The agreement allows full recovery of the cost of the waterline based on the following: 

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

waterline users for up to 10 years. 
• The main extension agreement’s commitment to refund the city up to 50% of all hookup 

fees for new waterline users for up to 20 years (the agreement limits EPCOR refunds to not 
more than the cost of the line). 

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

This analysis estimates the city will be repaid for the cost of this line in approximately nine years.  
Should development proceed more slowly than reflected in this analysis, repayment will be 
slowed, but as indicated above, has a very high probability of ultimately being repaid in full.   



 
Funding is available in the FY 2012-13 capital improvement plan.  The cost of the waterline will be 
charged to the Northern Parkway Project account (2210-65016-551200), which is GO-funded.  A 
portion of this expenditure will be applied to the city’s local match contribution to the Northern 
Parkway Project. 
 



 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 4623 NEW SERIES 

 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF A MAIN 
EXTENSION AGREEMENT WITH EPCOR WATER ARIZONA 
INC. FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND SUBSEQUENT 
OWNERSHIP TRANSFER OF A WATERLINE EXTENSION 
NEEDED TO DELIVER IRRIGATION WATER TO THE 
LANDSCAPING ALONG NORTHERN PARKWAY. 

 
 

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 Main Extension Agreement with EPCOR Water Arizona Inc. for the 
construction and subsequent ownership transfer of a waterline extension needed to deliver 
irrigation water to the landscaping along Northern Parkway be entered into, which Agreement is 
now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale. 
 

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager and the City Clerk are hereby authorized and 
directed to execute and deliver said Main Extension Agreement along with any and all necessary 
documents to include subsequent ownership transfer documents on behalf of the City of 
Glendale. 
 

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

  
   M A Y O R 

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































































     

   CITY COUNCIL REPORT   
 

 

1 
 

Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LOOP 303 CORRIDOR 

Staff Contact: 
Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director, 
Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services, 
Dave McAlindin, Assistant Director, Economic Development 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt a resolution authorizing the City of Glendale to enter 
into a Pre-Annexation Development Agreement (PADA) and an agreement for Future Wastewater 
and Recycled Water Services (Wastewater Agreement).  The PADA is between the city and 
participating landowners within the Loop 303 Corridor Development Group (Owners) in order to 
facilitate the annexation of the Owners’ properties and the development of those properties within 
the City of Glendale.  The Wastewater Agreement between the city and a private company, Global 
Water Resources Inc. and its subsidiary (Global), will further efforts for the provision of 
wastewater services by a viable private provider within the Loop 303 Corridor. 
 
Staff is requesting Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the 
City of Glendale to enter into a PADA and an Agreement for Future Wastewater and Recycled 
Water Services.  

Background Summary 
 
Over the last seven years, staff has been working with the Owners who represent approximately 
3,000 acres of vacant land.  These two agreements represent the next step in the development of 
these properties.  Staff is bringing forward to Council two items; a PADA, and the Agreement for 
Future Wastewater and Recycled Water Services to allow Global to provide sewer and reclaimed 
water on behalf of the city in the Loop 303 Corridor area.   
 
The PADA is between the City of Glendale and participating landowners in the Loop 303 Corridor 
and provides assurances to both concerning the future annexation and provision of services for 
the landowner’s property.  Each property owner of this partnership will have to work directly 
with the city on the annexation and planning and zoning issues for their property. 
 
The Global Agreement between Global and the City of Glendale would allow sewer service in the 
area to be provided by Global with water service continuing to be provided by EPCOR and Adaman 
Mutual Water Company, both of whom currently provide water service to the area.  Presently, the 
areas west of Luke Air Force Base in the city strip annexation area have no sewer service even 
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though it is designated as a city service area in the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) 
Water Quality Management Plan (MAG 208 Plan). 
 
This effort will allow properties that develop in Glendale’s Loop 303 Corridor area to be provided 
sewer service by Global through the attached agreement.  Global has drafted this agreement for 
the provision of sewer service to the area west and north of Luke Air Force Base in the Loop 303 
Corridor. 
 
Global will work with city staff to develop the needed infrastructure plans, the right to serve the 
area from the Arizona Corporation Commission, the needed changes in the MAG 208 plan and 
other technical issues.  The provision of sewer service in this area would be subject to Glendale 
approval of various conditions including annexation into the city. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On October 2, 2012, staff made a formal presentation to the City Council concerning the Loop 303 
Corridor.  Council direction provided at the October 2, 2012 Workshop was to bring the PADA, and 
the proposed MAG 208 sewer amendment to allow Global to provide sewer and reclaimed water 
on behalf of the city forward for consideration at a future voting meeting. 
 
Previously, this item was discussed at the August 21, 2012 Council Workshop to advise Council of 
recent work completed by staff to effectively prepare this area for future potential annexation and 
to reaffirm prior Council direction. 
 
Council also approved a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) on March 9, 2010 that would 
permit Global, a private sewer company, to provide sewer services to the Loop 303 Corridor area.  
At the June 3, 2008 Workshop, Council provided direction that the provision of water and sewer 
services in the geographic area located west of 115th Avenue would be paid for by property 
owners in this area with no impact to existing Glendale water and sewer customers east of 115th 
Avenue. 
 
The Loop 303 Corridor and annexation of vacant land has been discussed by Council since 2005.  
Additional Workshops on this item were held in 2005, 2008, 2009 and 2010.  On July 15, 2005, 
Council adopted the current Annexation Policy, which states that viable private companies may 
provide water and sewer service for any annexed areas located beyond the city’s existing water 
and sewer areas. 
 
Council completed the “strip annexation” in 1978.  This established the Municipal Planning Area 
(MPA) for Glendale.  This geographic area is located between Peoria Avenue, Dysart Road, 
Camelback Road and Perryville Road.  Since 1978, Glendale has completed four significant 
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annexations within the MPA:  Luke Air Force Base in 1995, Glendale Promenade in 2005, Woolf 
Crossing in 2006 and Falcon Dunes Golf Course and the Dysart Drain in 2010. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
The provision of sewer service in the Glendale MPA will allow farmland to transition into the 
allowed uses in the general plan which has been carefully planned with Luke Air Force Base 
officials and consideration of the State of Arizona legislative restrictions for development near 
Military Installations.  The area has considerable economic potential for the City of Glendale and 
the region as a whole. 
 
The Global Agreement will allow a process to develop that will create the sewer capacity needed 
for the development at no cost to existing water and sewer customers.  Only Loop 303 Corridor 
Development Group owners who participate in the sewer solutions would be allowed to obtain 
service in the first phase. 
 
Annexation of the Loop 303 area allows Glendale to control the land uses and development 
pattern in and around Luke Air Force Base.  By doing so, Glendale will no longer rely on Maricopa 
County for land use decisions in this area.  Job creation, employment opportunities and private 
sector investment will be realized long term in this area as Loop 303, and the Northern Parkway 
are developed. 
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     STAFF REPORT   

To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: 
 
 

Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director, 
Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services, 
Dave McAlindin, Assistant Director, Economic Development 

Item Title: LOOP 303 CORRIDOR 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         10/23/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 
 
PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward for City Council’s approval the 
Pre-Annexation Development Agreement (PADA) as well as the Wastewater Agreement with 
Global Water Resources which will establish a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity (CC&N) 
with the Arizona Corporation Commission and will initiate a MAG 208 Plan Amendment.  With the 
support of the city, Global Water Resources will become the sewer service provider to the Loop 
303 Corridor area.  Global expects to complete the CC&N process and MAG 208 Amendment 
within one year following approval of the agreement.  This decision will effectively allow for water 
and sewer services to be provided by a private entity whereby allowing for this area to be 
developed. 
 
BACKGROUND 

The Loop 303 Corridor represents the final major area of development in Glendale’s Municipal 
Planning Area (MPA).  The opportunity to create a significant new section of the community that 
will include a major employment corridor as well as retail/commercial and residential 
development requires careful analysis of options and a sound plan to ensure successful execution.  
The proposed PADA represents an opportunity for the Council to continue to protect Luke Air 
Force Base by controlling the land uses and the type of development that will take place in the 
area and ensure one of Arizona’s most important economic engines is surrounded by compatible 
land uses in the future.  The careful development of the Loop 303 Corridor also presents the 
Council with an area that will likely be a major future revenue generator for Glendale. 
 
Council completed the “strip annexation” in 1978.  This established the MPA for Glendale.  This 
geographic area is located between Peoria Avenue, Dysart Road, Camelback Road and Perryville 
Road.  Since 1978 Glendale has completed four significant annexations within the MPA:  Luke Air 
Force Base in 1995, Glendale Promenade in 2005, Woolf Crossing in 2006 and Falcon Dunes Golf 
Course and the Dysart Drain in 2010. 
 



Annexation of vacant land in and around the Loop 303 has been discussed by Council since 2005.  
Workshops were held in 2005, 2008, 2009 and 2010.  This item was reintroduced at the August 
21, 2012 Council Workshop with a formal presentation at the October 2, 2012 Council Workshop 
to inform the Council of recent work completed by staff to study the request by The Loop 303 
Corridor Development Group represented by Commerce Realty Associates (CRA) for future 
annexation. 
 
The Arizona League of Cities and Towns defines annexation as the process by which a city or town 
may assume jurisdiction over unincorporated territory adjacent to its boundaries.  The reasons a 
city or town typically annex are: 
 
• Residents receive a higher level of municipal services 
• Orderly development occurs along municipalities’ boundaries 
• Development is subject to municipal codes, subdivision requirements and zoning 

ordinances 
• Increased revenue to the municipality 
 
City staff has been working closely with The Loop 303 Corridor Development Group represented 
by CRA regarding the potential annexation of approximately 3,000 acres of vacant land in the 
MPA.  The following departments have been involved in the review of this area:  Community and 
Economic Development, Police, Fire, City Attorney’s Office, Public Works, Engineering, 
Transportation, Environmental Resources and Water Services. 
 
Per Council direction, Glendale will not provide water and sewer services west of 115th Avenue.  
Land located west of 115th Avenue and east of Perryville Road currently obtains its water and 
sewer services from private water/sewer companies and private septic systems. 
 
On July 15, 2005 Council adopted the current Annexation Policy, which states that viable private 
companies may provide water and sewer service for any annexed areas located beyond the city’s 
existing water and sewer service areas.  At Council Workshop on June 3, 2008 there was a 
discussion on the entire strip annexation area.  Council provided direction that provision of water 
and sewer services to the geographic area located west of 115th Avenue would be paid for by 
property owners in this area with no impact to existing Glendale water and sewer customers east 
of 115th Avenue.  This position was reaffirmed at Council Workshops on August 21, 2012 and 
October 2, 2012.  In line with Council’s past directives the Council also approved a Memorandum 
of Understanding (MOU) on March 9, 2010 that allows Global Water Resources, a private sewer 
provider, to provide sewer services to the Loop 303 Corridor area.  Also in this same geographic 
area two important transportation corridors are presently under construction.  The Loop 303 and 
Northern Parkway will provide significant infrastructure and transportation options to this 
rapidly growing area in the West Valley. 
 
 
 
 
 



ANALYSIS 
 
The following topics have been identified as key components for the PADA and Wastewater 
Agreement for the Loop 303 Corridor request.  As individual properties are brought forward for 
annexation, staff will make recommendations for Council’s consideration: 
 
Water and Wastewater:  Water services are presently provided by two existing private water 
companies to the Loop 303 Corridor to allow for development:  EPCOR and Adaman Mutual Water 
Company.  There is a 2.5 square mile area nearest Olive Avenue and Reems Road that is currently 
not within the certificated area of a private water provider.  The landowner group is working with 
EPCOR to expand their service territory to provide water service to this area.  These two 
companies are well established and have been providing water services for a number of years. 
 
The land ownership group will need to obtain an assured water supply from the Arizona 
Department of Water Resources (ADWR) as part of the preliminary plat application to ensure that 
there are adequate water resources.  The city will not utilize its water resources to serve the area. 
 
Wastewater (sewer) will be provided by Global Water Resources per the MOU that Council 
approved on March 9, 2010.  The PADA and the associated agreement with Global Water 
Resources have been drafted to allow Global Water Resources to provide sewer service.  With 
Council’s approval of the Wastewater Agreement, Global Water Resources will establish a 
Certificate of Convenience and Necessity (CC&N) with the Arizona Corporation Commission and 
will initiate a MAG 208 Plan Amendment, with the support of the city, to become the sewer service 
provider to the Loop 303 Corridor area.  Global expects to complete the CC&N process and MAG 
208 Amendment within one year following approval of the agreement.  Once these processes are 
complete, Global will commence preliminary design of the sewer infrastructure with the intent of 
having it shovel ready in 30 to 36 months.  Concurrently, Global will also present the city with a 
Franchise Agreement to provide Utility Services in the area.  If deemed beneficial to the city, the 
Council will be asked to pass a resolution to submit the Franchise for consideration at the next 
regular election. 
 
Staff has reviewed the Agreement for Wastewater and Reclaimed Water services and has worked 
with Global Water Resources to address all issues related to providing service to participating 
property owners.  Staff believes the three private providers are viable and will provide long term 
service to the area.  
 
The provision of providing water and sewer services in this area by viable private providers 
benefits the city in that the city’s 100 year assured water supply will not be used to serve the area; 
there will be no city capital expenditures for water and sewer infrastructure; and revenue will be 
realized from the franchise fee. 
 
Since private providers will be serving areas in the city there may be some risk that the city will be 
asked to assist in resolving water and wastewater utility issues that arise between the landowners 
and the private providers. 
 



Flood Control Management:  At the time of development property owners will need to 
accommodate flood control measures on their individual properties.  The Maricopa County Flood 
Control District is completing a large retention basin located north of Olive Avenue on the west 
side of Reems Road to assist with regional floodplain management.  As staff evaluates this area a 
future request to set fees associated with flood control management will be brought forward to 
Council for their consideration. 
 
Streets / Transportation:  Future annexation requests will go to the section line of arterial and 
collector streets or to the Glendale City Limits Line.  Future street standards will be contemplated 
for this area depending on traffic demand and other factors.  Transportation and Public Works will 
work with Maricopa County to draft an Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) relative to street 
maintenance.  
 
Sanitation Services:  Glendale will provide sanitation services through stand alone accounts as is 
done in other parts of the city for any residential services.  For commercial service the city will 
compete with private refuse haulers as we do currently.  
 
Land Uses:  Glendale 2025, the City’s General Plan, identifies future land uses for this area that are 
compatible with Luke Air Force Base and captures appropriate land uses adjacent to the Loop 303.  
City Staff developed a list of undesirable land uses that have been included in the draft PADA.  
Much of the land in this area is located within the 65ldn noise contours for Luke with the goal of 
continuing to protect Air Force operations.   
 
Public Safety:  Police and Fire have studied service provision options for this area as described 
below.   
 
Police Service Options.  Police officer and support staffing levels are driven by Calls for Service 
(CFS).  Based on data from the Maricopa County Sheriff’s Office (MCSO), which currently has 
jurisdiction of the area, an estimated 648 Calls for Service will be handled in 2012.  At full build 
out, CFS levels are projected to reach 19,012 in this area. 
 
Three possible options to provide services to the Loop 303 Annexation areas have been explored: 
the Glendale Police Department, MCSO contract and a service-based contract with a Police 
Department.   
 
Glendale Police Option 1:  Calls for the Glendale Police Department providing traditional police 
service consistent with other areas of the city.  Service and support will be provided through 
increased officer and support staff.  A Glendale police officer handles on average 965 calls for 
service (CFS) per year, therefore 19.7 patrol officers and 7 support (civilian and non-patrol sworn) 
positions would be required to provide police service for the area. 
 
Actual staffing demand will depend upon the growth rate of the area as well as the pace of 
annexation.  Providing police services with city resources allows more flexibility to increase 
staffing incrementally based on true CFS demand.  Where feasible, certain economies may be 
obtained through the absorption of some service delivery through existing staff.  Conversely, staff 



reductions when service demands decline are more difficult.  The estimated staffing cost at full 
build out is $3.7 million annually. 
 
Capital facilities: Westside Substation. The Glendale Police and Fire Facilities Master Plan 
(2006) called for the construction of a “Westside” substation facility west of Luke AFB in the 2020 
time frame to accommodate growth and service demand in the area.  The Gateway Substation, 
located on 83rd Avenue, north of Bethany Home Road, is virtually at capacity allowing very limited 
ability to accommodate additional staff providing service to the Loop 303 annexation area.  The 
substation requirements called for a 19,500 gross square foot facility and would support 113 
additional staff and services at a cost of approximately $13 million.  The intervening economic 
situation makes the estimate currently valid.  Excess capacity would be used to alleviate 
overcrowding at the existing Gateway Substation.  The construction schedule would be dependent 
upon the rate of development and growth in the study area. 
 
Advantage – Service delivery through the Glendale Police Department would allow for 
consistency in the application of Mission, Philosophy and management control.  Staffing levels can 
be adjusted or reassigned in the short term to better meet service demands.  Savings may also be 
achieved through sharing of existing staffing and equipment resources. 
 
Disadvantage – This option represents a higher cost for the high quality service.  A significant 
financial commitment for Capital development is required to provide the substation facilities to 
support operations. 
 
MSCO Contract 
Option 2:  Involves the establishment of a contract with MCSO to provide the necessary police 
service.  MCSO already provides similar contract services to a number of communities in the 
County, including Litchfield Park in the West Valley. 
 
Staffing via MCSO contract allows considerable flexibility to determine staffing requirements 
including partial full time equivalence (FTE), accruing potential savings.  The contract period is 
usually three years with annual reassessment of staffing requirement and rates.  Based on the 
review of existing contract terms and conditions, the cost of such MCSO contract is estimated at 
$2.8 million at full build out, about 74% of Glendale Police Department (GPD) option.  It is 
estimated that this ratio would be consistent throughout the development period. 
 
Contracted Police Service through MCSO would eliminate the need for the near-term development 
of capital facilities.  Construction costs could be deferred until contract services are no longer 
needed or desired.  Higher costs might be incurred if development does not coincide with the 
development of joint police/fire facilities. 
 
Advantage – Capital development costs may be deferred as a new substation would not be 
necessary in the short term.  Operational costs would be reduced by approximately 25%.  Under 
contract terms and conditions with MCSO staffing levels can be set with increased specificity to 
match anticipated service demands. 
 



Disadvantage – Staffing level adjustments are limited to annual review of the contract conditions.  
Control of Mission, Philosophy, management and service quality would be reduced. 
 
Alternate Service Provider Contract 
Option 3:  Involves the establishment of a third-party contract for the provision of police services 
by Glendale Police or another agency at a less than full service level.   
Patrol, investigative and other services would be contracted from the police service provider.  
Specific hours of service would be determined based upon the services provided; the hourly rate 
would be negotiated with the provider and adjusted annually.  It is anticipated that the hourly rate 
would be similar to the cost for Glendale Police services which is approximately $123.00 per hour.  
The contract could be tailored to specific service expectations and therefore could be adjusted 
based upon mutual agreement of the city and population of the annexed area.   
 
As with an MCSO contract, no capital facilities would be required until contract services are 
terminated. 
 
Advantage – Capital development costs may be deferred as a new substation would not be 
necessary in the short term.  Significant cost savings may be obtained using this service-based 
costing, and service levels will be directly related to service demands. 
 
Disadvantage – Some service requests will be avoided or deferred due to direct cost resulting in 
lower quality environment and higher crime rates.  Control of Mission, Philosophy, management 
and service quality would be reduced. 
 
Glendale Fire 
Fire Department: The Loop 303 Corridor was researched and it was found that Fire Department 
response produced a total of 661 incidents for the 2011 calendar year.  In analyzing a similar area 
of Glendale we estimate an additional 341 incidents to 999 incidents per year, with build-out of 
the estimated population at 2,900.  The estimated number of incidents is extremely dependent 
upon the types of businesses that are developed in the area and may be affected by vehicle travel 
along Northern Parkway as well as the Loop 303. 
 
The standard that we have historically used to assess the need for a fire station, procurement of a 
fire truck, and the hiring of personnel is 1,000 calls per year.  This model would suggest that the 
annexation area will require that level of service at build-out.  The current estimates for this level 
of service are: a fire station at $23,025,000 one-time and $1,543,000 on-going, an engine company 
at $725,000 one-time and $35,000 on-going, and firefighters at $3,844,621 one-time and 
$2,231,000 on-going.  The total one-time cost will be $27,594,622 and the on-going will be 
$3,809,000 per year. 
 
While this practice has been utilized previously to determine the need for fire department 
resources in more densely populated areas of the city, we realize that the current economic 
conditions, proposed businesses, and projected population density in the annexation area do not 
support the previous model.  We would like to offer the Council four options for fire, rescue, and 
emergency medical services for the Loop 303 Corridor.  The following options provide alternative 
levels of response and financial commitment. 



 
Fire Service Option One 
Create a county island fire district (CIFD) that will generate revenue to offset the cost of providing 
service to the annexation area.  The CIFD is allowable per Arizona Revised Statutes (ARS) §48- 
851, §48- 852, §48- 853, §48-854 and §11-251.12.  The CIFD will fund staffing, equipment, and a 
facility that will provide service to not only the CIFD but to the annexation area as well. 
 
As annexation continues to grow the district will shrink and the annexed properties will transfer 
from the district’s tax role to the city.  Some properties in the western area may never annex into 
Glendale (e.g. Clearwater Farms).  The district will secure revenue from those properties whereas, 
if we didn’t have the district, we may be required to provide the service due to mutual aid without 
any revenue.  A current example would include Pendergast Estates which is located about one 
mile from our current fire station at 83rd Avenue and Maryland Avenue in a county island.  Rural 
Metro routinely requests mutual aid for our fire department because they cover those properties 
from their Litchfield Park Station located at Indian School and Litchfield Roads.  We currently 
provide the service and receive no revenue for it and this is true for other county islands 
throughout the city today. 
 
Advantage – The CIFD would provide revenue that will cover the cost of a joint-staffed engine 
company with Rural Metro to provide the current level of emergency service to all areas of the 
annexation area that will require service. 
 
Disadvantage – The CIFD will require the creation of a district which is expected to take a 
minimum of one year due to ARS requirements regarding petition signatures.  The petitions must 
be signed by more than one-half of the property owners in the area of the proposed district and be 
signed by persons owning collectively more than one-half of the assessed valuation of the 
property in the area of the proposed district for the district to be formed.  In the case of the 
proposed Glendale CIFD there are 6,831 real property parcels within the unincorporated area that 
would make up the district.  A total of 3,417 (50% plus one) of the total property owners would be 
the minimum number of parcel owners required to sign petitions to enable the CIFD to be formed. 
In addition, the collective owners of $67,039,835.50 (50% plus one) of the assessed valuation 
within the boundaries of the proposed district would also need to sign petitions to enable the 
district to be formed. 
 
Revenue will be available six months to one year after creation of the district, so the expected 
delivery of revenue will be approximately eighteen months to two years after initiation of the 
district process. 
 
Fire Service Option Two 
Provide a scalable level of service using tax funding with build-out featuring a current level of 
service delivery as found in other areas of the city.  The estimated cost to begin service with a two 
person brush truck, and rental of a home in the annexation area is approximately $2,030,781 for 
the first year and will escalate dependent upon the timeline for build-out to full service. 
 



Advantage – This option would provide a progressive level of emergency service to the 
annexation area similar to service provided during previous expansion in the late 1980s with 
Arrowhead Ranch and Fire Station 155 which opened in 1988. 
 
Disadvantage – The initial cost of $2,030,781 will require additional general fund allocation for 
the fire department budget.  Additional expansion will require estimated one-time costs of 
$23,025,001 for a fire station, $725,000 for an engine company, and an additional nine firefighters 
at $1,922,311.  On-going costs include a fire station at $1,543,001, engine company at $35,000, and 
firefighters at $1,115,501. 
 
Fire Service Option Three 
Contract with Rural Metro for fire service.  The estimated cost of this option is currently being 
calculated. 
 
Advantage – The contract would provide the current level of emergency service experienced in 
the unincorporated areas of the county.   
 
Disadvantage – This would be a direct expense to the city without any added benefit (e.g. 
automatic aid response).  The City Attorney’s Office should determine the liability with this 
concept as all other citizens potentially receive a higher level of service.  Additionally, economic 
development may be potentially hindered as the Insurance Services Office (ISO) rating will not be 
similar to the current ISO 2 Rating in all other areas of the city. 
 
Fire Service Option Four 
Utilize all of the options previously mentioned in a multiphase approach.  

 
1. Phase I would occur in FY12-13 and include a contract with Rural Metro for the first 

eighteen months.  This would allow for creation of the CIFD. 
 
2. Phase II would occur in FY14-15 and include the co-staffed unit with Rural Metro 

after revenue from the CIFD has been received to cover the Glendale Fire 
Department personnel costs. 

 
3. Phase III would begin in FY17-18 with the construction of Fire Station 1501 on Olive 

Avenue between Reems and Sarival. 
 
4. Phase IV would begin in FY19-20 with the hiring of nine additional Glendale Fire 

Department personnel to staff an engine company at Fire Station 1501.  Rural Metro 
would begin an exit strategy from their fire station located at Olive Avenue and the 
Loop 303. 

 
5. Phase V would follow development in the annexation area and if required would 

include the addition of Fire Station 1502 on Glendale near Cotton Lane, additional 
apparatus, and personnel. 

 



Advantage – This option would continue to provide a level of emergency service to the 
annexation area that is currently expected and strategically enhance service with development 
until the annexation area is provided the same level of service all other areas in the city are 
delivered.  The CIFD will also provide a funding source to offset service costs until the city can 
assume all fiscal responsibility. 
 
Disadvantage – The total costs for service may be higher than contracting directly with Rural 
Metro, however the level of service (e.g. response times) will eventually meet service delivery 
levels in the other areas of the city which will create parity among tax payers and also provide 
businesses in the annexation area with an ISO rating similar to the current ISO 2 rating in the city. 
 
City Court: The Presiding Judge is requesting assurances that the city will have jurisdiction over 
criminal and traffic enforcement actions if the contract law enforcement option is selected.  Court 
fees should be paid to Glendale City Court, not to other court systems should the Council agree to 
the PADA and associated agreements. 
 
Revenue Impact Analysis: Glendale retained an outside, independent consultant to conduct an 
economic impact analysis of the Loop 303 Corridor.  Staff asked the outside consultant, Sarah 
Murley, partner in Applied Economics, to examine three areas; Woolf Crossing, the balance of the 
area to be annexed along the Loop 303 and the remainder of the area not being annexed.  We 
asked the consultant to provide us with revenue expectations once the areas were built out.  There 
are a number of assumptions included in the analysis, including the land uses expected to occur 
along the Loop 303, based on the General Plan and the Luke Compatible Land Uses (LCLU) as 
identified on the Land Use Map.  The time horizon for build out is expected to be between 20 to 30 
years.  Based upon these assumptions and input and data from a variety of city departments 
including police, fire, water services, transportation, courts, environmental resources, planning, 
legal, engineering, public works, and marketing and communications, the following is the 
estimated net fiscal impact of each of the three areas to the General Fund, Streets, Transportation 
Sales Tax and Police and Fire Special Revenue Funds: 
 

• Woolf Crossing – Anticipated mix of residential, retail and industrial uses 
(previously annexed) – ($340,000) annually. 

• Balance of the area in Phase 1 along the Loop 303 Corridor – Anticipated mix of 
commercial/retail and office - $20.7 million annually. 

• Remainder of property not being annexed – Anticipated uses are mostly Luke 
compatible uses and generally heavy industrial - $2.0 million annually. 

 
The residential development at Woolf Crossing is the cause of the negative effect on the net fiscal 
impact to the city.  In the remaining area being annexed there is more than sufficient revenue 
generated to offset costs, mostly through sales tax. 
 
In summary, the estimated revenue generated from the development of the Loop 303 Corridor 
will more than sufficiently cover the costs of the annexation and annual on-going expenses given 
that projected development includes predominately nonresidential land uses and includes a 
sizable amount of retail/commercial space.  Police, fire and street maintenance will be the three 
largest costs at build-out. 



 
Staff has spent considerable time identifying the various components and is mindful of prior 
Council direction.  Staff has identified all of the services that will be required, reviewed the options 
for those services and is making recommendations that both minimize the city’s risk and cost to 
the city if the Council chooses to move forward with the pre-annexation and associated MAG 208 
Amendment.  Prior to the development of this area, staff will request council direction on 
preferences for both Police and Fire options.  Staff recommends that this area be annexed to allow 
future growth and employment opportunities for Glendale while simultaneously protecting Luke 
Air Force Base operations. 
 
Annexation of the Loop 303 area allows Glendale to control the land uses and development 
pattern in and around Luke Air Force Base.  By doing so, Glendale will no longer rely on Maricopa 
County for land use decisions in this area.  Job creation, employment opportunities and private 
sector investment will be realized long term in this area as Loop 303, and the Northern Parkway 
are developed and as rail served properties are created.  Over time, the anticipated revenues 
derived from the new developments will offset the expected costs of the providing services to this 
area as described in the Economic Impact Analysis. 
 
Following Council direction at the October 2, 2012 Workshop staff is bringing forward the Pre-
Annexation Development Agreement (PADA) and the proposed MAG 208 sewer amendment to 
allow Global Water to provide sewer and reclaimed water on behalf of the city for consideration at 
the October 23, 2012 Evening Meeting.  Considering this item on October 23, 2012 will allow all 
phases of the development of the Loop 303 Corridor to continue to move forward as desired by 
the applicant without additional delay. 



 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 4624 NEW SERIES 

 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF THE 
FOLLOWING TWO AGREEMENTS TO FACILITATE THE 
ANNEXATION AND DEVELOPMENT OF PROPERTIES 
WITHIN THE LOOP 303 CORRIDOR:  (1) PRE-ANNEXATION 
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT FOR LOOP 303 PHASE 1 
UTILITY GROUP AND (2) AGREEMENT FOR FUTURE 
WASTEWATER AND RECYCLED WATER SERVICES; AND 
DIRECTING THAT THE CITY CLERK RECORD ANY AND 
ALL NECESSARY DOCUMENTS. 

 
 

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 following documents be entered into, which documents are now on file 
in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale: 

 
(1) Pre-Annexation Development Agreement for Loop 303 Phase 1 Utility Group 

between the City of Glendale and Henry C. Conklin and Patricia A. Conklin; 
Reems Ranch, LLC; Northern Parkway Investors, LLC; Hua Mei Land, LLC; 
Cotton Barney, LLC; Cotton Bethany, LLC; 303 Cotton, LLC; White Tanks 
Storage, Inc.; Maricopa County Municipal Water Conservation District No. 1; 
303 Capital Holdings LP; Woolf Family Enterprises Limited Partnership; Huron, 
L.L.C.; Home Place Development, LLC; Bickman Farms; Frye Family LLLP; 
Saribeth, LLC; Peter Peter Cottontail, LLC; Four Leaf Operations, L.L.C.; Bank 
of the West Inc.; and LaPour 303, LLC. 
 

(2) Agreement for Future Wastewater and Recycled Water Services between Global 
Water Resources, Inc., Global Water-303 Utilities Company, Inc. and the City of 
Glendale. 

 
SECTION 2.  That the Mayor and the City Clerk are hereby authorized and directed to 

execute and deliver said Agreements along with any and all necessary documents on behalf of 
the City of Glendale. 
 

SECTION 3.  That the City Clerk is hereby directed to forward the Pre-Annexation 
Development Agreement 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: 
 
_______________________ 
Acting City Manager 
 
da_Loop303 

































































































































































AGREEMENT FOR FUTURE WASTEWATER AND RECYCLED WATER SERVICES 
BETWEEN 

GLOBAL WATER RESOURCES, INC., GLOBAL WATER - 303 UTILITIES COMPANY, INC., 
AND CITY OF GLENDALE  

 
 
This Agreement for Future Wastewater and Recycled Water Services (“Agreement”) is entered into as of this 
_____________ day of  ______________, 2012 between Global Water Resources, Inc., a Delaware 
corporation authorized to do business in Arizona, (“Global”), Global Water-303 Utilities Company, Inc., an 
Arizona corporation and a wholly-owned subsidiary of Global (“Utility”), and the City of Glendale, an 
Arizona municipal corporation (“City”).  City, Global, and Utility shall collectively be referred to herein as the 
“Parties,” and individually as a “Party.” 
 

RECITALS 
 

A. The City is an Arizona municipal corporation authorized to provide municipal services to residents and 
businesses within and without its corporate boundary. 
 

B. The City intends to facilitate and manage future growth in accordance with its obligation under the 
Growing Smarter Legislation and Growing Smarter Plus Legislation enacted by the Arizona State 
Legislature. 
 

C. The Utility will be an Arizona public service corporation defined in Article 15, Section 2, of the Arizona 
Constitution and, as such, will be regulated by the Arizona Corporation Commission (“ACC”). 
  

D. Ultimately, the Utility will, consistent with the terms of this Agreement, apply for a Certificate of 
Convenience and Necessity (“CC&N”) from the ACC to provide wastewater services and recycled water 
infrastructure services (collectively “Utility Services”) in the area generally bordered by Peoria Avenue to 
the North, Cotton Lane to the west, Camelback Road to the south and 143rd Avenue to the east 
(“Subject Territory”), as more fully set forth in Exhibit 1, attached to and incorporated into this 
Agreement. 
 

E. The initial CC&N application by the Utility will include the properties illustrated as “Participating 
Properties – Initial CC&N Application” on Exhibit 2, attached to and incorporated into this Agreement. 
  

F. The City has the potential of experiencing rapid growth, and in order to facilitate and manage this 
potential future growth, the City wishes to work with Global and Utility to establish Utility Services 
within the Subject Territory. 
 

G. On March 9, 2010, the City and Global entered into a Memorandum of Understanding that addressed the 
City’s support of Utility as the wastewater and recycled water provider for the Subject Territory. 
 

H. The City, Global, and Utility wish to enter into this Agreement to further define the rights and 
obligations among the Parties. 

 
AGREEMENT 

 
In consideration of the Recitals, which are confirmed as true and correct and incorporated by this reference, 
the mutual promises and covenants contained in this Agreement, and other good and valuable consideration, 
the Parties agree as follows: 
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1. Franchise Agreement   
 
1.1 Utility will present the desired franchise (“Franchise”) to the City’s governing body and file it 

with City Clerk after entry of a final order granting an Initial CC&N by the Arizona 
Corporation Commission granting Utility a CC&N to provide Utility Services in an area 
within the Subject Territory. 
 

1.2 If the City’s governing body deems the granting of the Franchise beneficial to the City, it will 
pass a resolution and thereafter submit the Franchise to the qualified electors as to whether 
or not the Franchise should be granted at the next regular election held in the City or at a 
special election called for the purpose of approving the Franchise.  The City will not call a 
special election for the purpose of approving the Franchise without the consent of Global. 
The Franchise election will be called and conducted in accordance with applicable law. 
 

1.3 Global will be responsible for all costs incurred by the City as a result of holding an election 
for the purpose of approving the Franchise, which costs shall not be unreasonably incurred 
by the City.  If other items or candidates are placed on the same ballot as the Franchise, the 
City will equitably apportion the election costs to Global. 
 

1.4 The City will invoice the estimated cost of the Franchise election (“Estimated Cost”) within 
60 days after the filing of the Franchise with the Glendale City Clerk.  Global will promptly 
pay the City the estimated cost within 30 days after receiving the invoice.  The City will 
reconcile the actual election cost attributable to the Franchise (“Actual Cost”) within 60 days 
after the Franchise election.  Global will promptly pay the City the difference between the 
Estimated Cost and the Actual Cost if the Actual Cost exceeds the Estimated Cost.  The 
City will promptly refund Global the difference between the Actual Cost and the Estimated 
Cost if the Actual Cost is less than the Estimated Cost. 
 

1.5 The Franchise filed by Utility, at a minimum, must contain the following provisions: 
 
1.5.1 The Franchise will be for a term of 25 years. 

 
1.5.2 Utility will pay the city a fee (the “Franchise Fee”) of 3% of Gross Revenue on a 

quarterly basis.  “Gross Revenues” shall include base fees, consumptive fees, 
wastewater, and recycled water sales collected but shall not include non-recurring 
fees collected by Utility as they arise from hookup fees, service connection fees, 
termination fees, reconnect or disconnect fees, late fees, NSF fees, or account 
handling fees.  
 

1.5.3 City will grant Utility a non-exclusive right and privilege to construct, maintain, and 
operate upon, over, along, across and under the present and future public rights-of-
way (including but not limited to streets, alleys, rights of ways, highways and 
bridges) within the present and any future corporate limits of the City for the areas 
within the Subject Territory, Utility infrastructure, together with all necessary 
appurtenances, for the purpose of providing Utility Services within the Subject 
Territory. 
 

1.6 Temporary License Agreement.  The City and Utility will enter into a Temporary License 
Agreement.  The Temporary License Agreement must contain, at a minimum, the following 
provisions: 
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1.6.1 The Temporary License Agreement will run from the time this Agreement takes 
effect until the earlier of (1) the time the Franchise described above takes effect; (2) 
two Franchise elections have been conducted; or (3) until January 1, 2017.  
Thereafter, in the event a successful Franchise election has not occurred, the Parties 
shall negotiate in good faith to revise the Franchise for submission to the voters 
and/or enter into a new agreement regarding the Utility’s operation in the City. 
 

1.6.2 Pursuant to the Temporary License Agreement, Utility will pay the City a fee (the 
“License Fee”) of 3% of Gross Revenues on a quarterly basis.  “Gross Revenues” 
shall include base fees, consumptive fees, wastewater, and recycled water sales 
collected but shall not include non-recurring fees collected by Utility as they arise 
from hookup fees, service connection fees, termination fees, reconnect or 
disconnect fees, late fees, NSF fees, or account handling fees.   This License Fee 
shall terminate when the Franchise takes affect or when the Temporary License 
Agreement expires; and in no circumstance shall Utility be obligated to pay both the 
Franchise Fee and the License Fee nor shall the Utility operate without payment of 
either a Franchise or License Fee to the City.  

 
1.6.3 City will grant Utility a non-exclusive right and privilege to construct, maintain, and 

operate upon, over, along, across and under the present and future public rights-of-
way (including but not limited to streets, alleys, rights of ways, highways and 
bridges) within the present and any future corporate limits of the City for the areas 
within the Subject Territory, Utility infrastructure, together with all necessary 
appurtenances, for the purpose of providing Utility Services within the Subject 
Territory. 
 

2. MAG 208 Amendment 
 
2.1 The City will sponsor, with the support of Global and Utility, an amendment to the MAG 

208 Plan for purposes of recognizing the wastewater treatment plant to be constructed by 
Utility to serve the area set forth in Exhibit 3, attached to and incorporated into this 
Agreement (“Initial 208 Amendment”).  The City, Global, and Utility agree the Initial 208 
Amendment must include an area not less than 3,200 acres, and may include the area located 
between the participating properties within the Subject, which are necessary to allow for a 
reasonable, contiguous and well-planned service area to be agreed upon by the City and 
Global.  The Parties acknowledge and agree that the area to be included within the Initial 
208 Amendment is in the City’s sole discretion. 
 

2.2 At a later time, the City will sponsor, with the support of Global and Utility, another 
amendment to the MAG 208 Plan for the purpose of recognizing the wastewater treatment 
plant to be constructed by Global to serve the portion of the Subject Territory not included 
in the Initial 208 Amendment (“Subsequent 208 Amendment”).  The City’s sponsorship of 
the Subsequent 208 Amendment, which will cover all the remaining properties within the 
original Subject Territory, is contingent on all of the following: (1) Utility having commenced 
providing Utility Service within the area covered by the Initial 208 Amendment; (2) Utility 
receiving requests for service from landowners owning an aggregate of at least 50% of the 
acreage located within the Subject Territory but not included within the area covered by the 
Initial 208 Amendment; and (3) Utility is not in violation of any rules, regulations or orders 
of the Arizona Corporation Commission, the Maricopa County Environmental Services 
Department, or the terms of this Agreement.  The Parties may otherwise agree in writing to 
move forward with the Subsequent 208 Amendment prior to all such contingencies being 
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satisfied.  
 

2.3 The Utility may also provide service to properties outside of the Initial 208 Amendment 
area, prior to approval of the Subsequent 208 Amendment, if such service is permitted by 
local, state and federal law and the property is either (1) within the corporate boundary of 
the City or (2) is subject to a recorded pre-annexation development agreement with the City. 
 

2.4 All costs associated with processing the Initial 208 Amendment and Subsequent 208 
Amendment will be borne by Global, Utility or a third party mutually agreed to by the 
Parties. 
 

3. Arizona Corporation Commission; Certificate of Convenience and Necessity 
 
3.1 Utility will not file an application to the ACC for the establishment or expansion of its 

CC&N within the Subject Territory except as provided in this Agreement. 
 
3.2 The Parties agree that the Utility may apply to the ACC for the establishment or expansion 

of its CC&N for Utility Services within the Subject Territory if the property to be included in 
the CC&N application is either:  (1) within the corporate boundary of the City or (2) is 
subject to a recorded pre-annexation development agreement with the City, which 
agreement sets forth the terms, conditions, restrictions, and requirements for the annexation 
of the property, for the construction and installation of public/private infrastructure 
improvements (including wastewater services and recycled water services), and other matters 
related to the annexation and development of the property. 

 
3.3 The Parties agree that the Utility may also provide service to a parcel contiguous to its 

CC&N area if such parcel 1) is permitted to be served by the Utility in accordance with ACC 
rules and regulations and (2) could be included in Utility’s CC&N application under 
paragraph 3.2.  The Parties acknowledge and agree that the requirement to either be annexed 
or subject to a recorded pre-annexation development agreement is a limitation on the parcels 
that could be included in a CC&N application or served as a parcel contiguous to an existing 
CC&N. 

 
3.4 Except as set forth in paragraphs 3.2 and 3.3, the Utility will not apply to the Arizona 

Corporation Commission to establish or expand its CC&N or extend Utility Services to a 
parcel outside of its CC&N area but contiguous to its CC&N service area without obtaining 
prior written consent from the City. 

 
4. General Conditions 

 
4.1 This Agreement, and all rights and obligations hereunder, shall be governed by and 

construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Arizona.  Venue of any litigation 
hereunder shall be in a court of competent jurisdiction sitting in Maricopa County, Arizona.  
The Parties understand and acknowledge that utility rates and charges, and other terms and 
conditions applicable to the provision of Utility Services may be modified from time-to-time 
by order of the ACC. 
 

4.2 This Agreement and the exhibits and attachments thereto contain all the agreements of the 
parties with regard to this Agreement and cannot be enlarged, modified or changed in any 
respect except by written agreement between the Parties. 
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4.3 The unenforceability, invalidity or illegality of any provisions of this Agreement shall not 
render the other provisions unenforceable, invalid or illegal, but the Parties shall negotiate as 
to the effect of said unenforceability, invalidity or illegality on the rights and obligations of 
the Parties. 
 

4.4 The Parties will each use their best efforts to fully cooperate with one another to obtain any 
required permits or other approvals that may be necessary to perform under, or take 
advantage of, the terms and conditions of this Agreement.  The Parties agree that each will 
use good faith efforts to resolve, through negotiation, disputes arising hereunder without 
resorting to mediation or litigation.  Notwithstanding the previous sentence, the parties are 
not precluded from utilizing mediation or litigation to resolve disputes. 
 

4.5 The captions, titles and headings in this Agreement are merely for the convenience of the 
Parties and shall neither limit nor amplify the provisions of the Agreement itself. 

 
4.6 Notices relevant to this Agreement to be given by a Party to another shall be in writing. All 

Parties agree that any such notice shall be effective when personally delivered or deposited, 
postage paid, in the U.S. Mail addressed by certified mail, return receipt request, to the 
address stated below: 
 
Global Water Resources, Inc. 
Attn:  Cindy Liles 
21410 N. 19th Avenue, Suite 201 
Phoenix, Arizona 85027 

 
Global Water – 303 Utilities Company, Inc. 
Attn:  Cindy Liles 
21410 N. 19th Avenue, Suite 201 
Phoenix, Arizona 85027 
 
City of Glendale 
Attn:  City Manager 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 
Glendale, Arizona  85301 
 
With a copy to: 
City of Glendale 
Attn:  City Attorney 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 
Glendale, Arizona  85301 
 
Each Party shall advise all other Parties in writing of any change in the address to which 
notice is to be provided hereunder. 

 
 

4.7 This Agreement is for the sole and exclusive benefit of the Parties hereto and shall not be 
construed to confer any rights upon any third party. Nothing herein shall be construed to 
confer standing upon any third party who did not otherwise have such standing. 
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4.8 Global guarantees it shall continue to have sufficient access to financial resources to perform 

its obligations and the obligations of the Utility under the terms of this Agreement and will 
perform such obligations in the event Utility is unable or unwilling to so perform.  

Neither Global nor Utility may assign this Agreement, in whole or in part, or any 
right or obligation hereunder, without the prior written consent of the City.  Further, 
Global agrees that if all or substantially all of the assets of the Utility are sold or otherwise 
transferred to a new owner, the obligations of Global and the Utility under the terms of this 
Agreement shall also be transferred and assigned to the new owner. 
 

4.9 The Parties are independent of each other and this Agreement creates no employee-
employer relationship or a principal-agent relationship. 
 

4.10 Global and Utility certify under A.R.S. §§ 35-391 et seq. and 35-393 et seq. that they do not 
have, and during the term of this Agreement will not have, “scrutinized” business 
operations, as defined in the preceding statutory sections, in the countries of Sudan or Iran. 
 

4.11 Immigration Law Compliance 

 

A. Global and Utility, and on behalf of any subcontractor, warrants, to the extent applicable 

under A.R.S. § 41-4401, compliance with all federal immigration laws and regulations 

that relate to their employees as well as compliance with A.R.S. § 23-214(A) which 

requires registration and participation with the E-Verify Program.   

 

B. Any breach of warranty under subsection (A) above is considered a material breach of 

this Agreement and is subject to penalties up to and including termination of this 

Agreement. 

 

C. City retains the legal right to inspect the papers of Global and Utility or subcontractor 

employee who performs work under this Agreement to ensure that Global and Utility or 

any subcontractor is compliant with the warranty under subsection (A) above.  

 

D. City may conduct random inspections, and upon request of the City, Global and Utility 

shall provide copies of papers and records demonstrating continued compliance with the 

warranty under subsection (A) above.  Global and Utility agrees to keep papers and 

records available for inspection by the City during normal business hours and will 

cooperate with City in exercise of its statutory duties and not deny access to its business 

premises or applicable papers or records for the purposes of enforcement of this Section 

4.11. 

 

E. Global and Utility agrees to incorporate into any subcontracts under this Agreement the 

same obligations imposed upon itself and expressly accrue those obligations directly to 

the benefit of the City.  Global and Utility also agrees to require any subcontractor to 

incorporate into each of its own subcontracts under this Agreement the same obligations 

above and expressly accrue those obligations to the benefit of the City. 

 

F. Global and Utility’s warranty and obligations under this Section 4.11 to the City is 

continuing throughout the term of this Agreement or until such time as the City 

determines, in its sole discretion, that Arizona law has been modified in that compliance 

with this section is no longer a requirement. 

 

G. The “E-Verify Program” above means the employment verification program 

administered by the United States Department of Homeland Security, the Social Security 

Administration, or any successor program. 
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4.12. Conflicts.  This Agreement is subject to cancellation for conflicts of interest under the provisions 

of A.R.S. § 38-511. 

 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first above 
written. 
 
 

 
GLOBAL WATER RESOURCES, INC., a 
Delaware corporation authorized to do business in 
Arizona 
 

GLOBAL WATER - 303 UTILITIES 
COMPANY, INC., an Arizona Corporation 

  
By:         By:         
       Ed Borromeo 
Its: Vice President 
 

       Ed Borromeo 
Its: Vice President 

  
Date:  _______________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
                             
Craig D. Tindall, City Attorney 
 
 

Date:  _______________________ 
 
 
CITY OF GLENDALE, 
an Arizona municipal corporation 
 
BY:  ___________________________ 
        Elaine Scruggs, Mayor 
 
 
Date:  __________________________ 
 

ATTEST: 
 
By:                              
       Pamela Hanna, City Clerk 
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