
City of	Glendale
Council	Meeting	Agenda	

	
December	11,	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	
Ian	Hugh	‐	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 SPECIAL MEETING 
Council Chambers 

5850 West Glendale Avenue 
November 26, 2012 

3:00 p.m. 
 

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Elaine M. Scruggs, with Vice Mayor Steven E. Frate 
and the following Councilmembers present: Joyce V. Clark, Yvonne J. Knaack and Manuel D. 
Martinez. 
 
Councilmember Norma S. Alvarez participated telephonically. 
 
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 1 resolution to be considered at the meeting was 
available for public examination and the title posted at City Hall more than 72 hours in advance 
of the meeting. 
 
1. CANVASS OF ELECTION FOR THE 2012 GENERAL 
PRESENTED BY: Pamela Hanna, City Clerk 
RESOLUTION: 4628  
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt a resolution declaring and adopting the results of 
the November 6, 2012 General Election.  Staff is requesting Council adopt the Canvass of 
Election for the 2012 General Election. 
 
Resolution No. 4628 New Series was read by number and title only, it being A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, DECLARING AND ADOPTING THE RESULTS OF THE 
GENERAL ELECTION HELD ON NOVEMBER 6, 2012; DECLARING THE 
ELECTION OF THE MAYOR AND THREE COUNCILMEMBERS; AND ORDERING 
THAT A CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS RESOLUTION BE RECORDED. 
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Knaack, to pass, adopt and approve Resolution 
No. 4628 New Series.  The motion carried unanimously. 



 
CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
There were no citizen comments. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
 
There were no comments from Councilmembers. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 3:10 p.m.  

 
________________________________ 

       Pamela Hanna - City Clerk 
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(CAT) auger scraper from Empire Southwest, LLC.  Staff recommends approval of the 
agreement in an amount not to exceed $373,966.30. 
 
It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Martinez, to award Invitation for Bid (IFB) 13-14 
and authorize the City Manager to enter into an agreement for a certified power train 
rebuild of the landfill Caterpillar (CAT) auger scraper from Empire Southwest, LLC.   The 
motion carried unanimously. 
 
2. CISCO SMARTNET MAINTENANCE 
PRESENTED BY: Chuck Murphy, Executive Director, Technology & Innovation 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve the expenditure of funds for the city’s Cisco 
Smartnet maintenance and support renewal from the State of Arizona contract with Insight 
Public Sector, Inc. in the amount of $59,957.93. 
 
It was moved by Martinez, and seconded by Knaack, to approve the expenditure of funds 
for the city’s Cisco Smartnet maintenance and support renewal from the State of Arizona 
contract with Insight Public Sector, Inc. in the amount of $59,957.93.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
3. AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE ORACLE DATABASE LICENSES 
PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve the purchase from Mythics, Inc. for Oracle database 
licenses in an amount not to exceed $84,546.00.  These licenses are a required component of the 
new Computer Aided Dispatch (CAD) and Records Management System (RMS) approved by 
Council in October 2011. 
 
It was moved by Clark, and seconded by Martinez, to approve the purchase from Mythics, 
Inc. for Oracle database licenses in an amount not to exceed $84,546.00.  The motion 
carried unanimously. 
 
ORDINANCES 
 
4. AD-HOC CITY MANAGER RECRUITMENT COMMITTEE 
PRESENTED BY: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
ORDINANCE:  2825 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt an ordinance establishing an Ad-Hoc City Manager 
Recruitment Committee.   
 
Staff recommends Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance establishing 
the Ad-Hoc City Manager Recruitment Committee. 
 
Ordinance No. 2825 New Series was read by number and title only, it being AN 
ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
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COUNTY, ARIZONA, ESTABLISHING AN AD-HOC CITY MANAGER 
RECRUITMENT COMMITTEE; APPOINTING MEMBERS THERETO; AND 
SETTING FORTH ITS CHARGE. 

Mr. Skeete said item 4 is a request to adopt an Ordinance to establish an ad hoc city manager 
recruitment committee.  The purpose of the committee was to begin to outline the process to 
select a city manager.  On November 20, 2012, Council directed this Ordinance be brought 
forward.  It was recommended the committee be comprised of the City Council members, the 
Mayor Elect and the Councilmembers Elect to determine how the City Manager would be 
appointed in the future.  He recommended to waive reading beyond the title and adopt the 
Ordinance and establish the committee. 
 
Mayor Scruggs asked Councilmembers if they had any questions or comments.  She stated there 
were residents who requested to speak on this item. 
 
Mr. Ken Jones, an Ocotillo resident, said several things should be required of the next City 
Manager.  He should do a really good job of serving the citizens.  The city is known as the 
easiest place to fleece or to con.  He said a good City Manager can change all of this by being a 
good businessman who will do the job. 
 
Mr. Arthur L. Thruston, a Cactus resident, said he has attended every meeting for the past year.  
The city needs new blood and he hopes they hire a good City Manager.  He asked specifically 
that the new City Manager not be a professional negotiator.  If negotiators are needed, they 
should be hired. 
 
It was moved by Knaack, and seconded by Frate, to approve Ordinance No. 2825 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”: none. 
 
5. ARENA LEASE AND MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA HOCKEY 

ARENA PARTNERS, LLC AND ARIZONA HOCKEY PARTNERS, LLC 
PRESENTED BY: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
ORDINANCE:  2826 
 
This is a request for City Council to vote upon an ordinance with an emergency clause, 
authorizing and directing the City Manager to enter into an Arena Lease and Management 
Agreement with Arizona Hockey Arena Partners, LLC and Arizona Hockey Partners, LLC for 
the use of the city-owned Jobing.com Arena by the Phoenix Coyotes. 
 
Ordinance No. 2826 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 EXECUTION AND 
DELIVERY OF THE LEASEHOLD INTEREST WITHIN THE ARENA LEASE AND 
MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA HOCKEY ARENA PARTNERS, 
LLC AND ARIZONA HOCKEY PARTNERS, LLC; AND DECLARING AN 
EMERGENCY. 
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Mr. Skeete advised that Mr. Jamison and his associates were in the audience.  The slides will 
compare the original agreement from June and the new modified agreement.  This agreement 
includes a five year extension at the end of the 20 years.  It also includes minimum performance 
standards, which the prior agreement did not have.  There is also a fee should the minimum 
standards not be met.  This penalty provision does not apply to this fiscal year.  Mr. Jamison has 
agreed to accept a proration of the first fiscal year’s management fee.  It was discussed that Mr. 
Jamison would be unable to deliver on any of the non-hockey events; given the fact that it will be 
almost 6 months into the fiscal year before the agreement can be signed, therefore, the 
performance standards were removed from the agreement for the first fiscal year. 

The original agreement called for $24 million to go towards the capital improvement fund.  The 
new agreement calls for $12 million to go to the capital improvement fund.  The total payments 
in the original agreement were $324 million.  Total payments in the current agreement, prorating 
the first year, will be about $315 million. Net present value in the original agreement was $203 
million.  Prorating the first year of the new agreement, present value is $182.9 million, for a 
savings to the City of $20.8 million.  Mr. Skeete said the new arena management agreement also 
provides an incentive of $500,000 per annum for every 20 events over the required 30 minimum 
required, with an average of 7,000 attendees.  This will not apply to FY12-13.  The new 
agreement provides for a $60,000 per game penalty in the event of a strike or lockout.  This does 
not apply to FY 12-13. Mr. Skeete stated this is an analysis and not budget forecast predictions. 

Ms. Schurhammer showed a side by side analysis of the two options.  One option assumes the 
team still plays at the arena and the other option shows the team no longer there.  There are main 
assumptions in both options and those are that the temporary sales tax increase remains in effect 
until its sunset in August of 2017, debt is restructured based on the information recently 
presented about the Municipal Property Corporation and Public Facilities Corporation 
refinancing, the expected debt service schedule, net of the savings from the refinancing is 
incorporated into both scenarios.  Adjustments for the fund of the Risk Workers’ Comp 
Employee Benefit Trust Funds are included in both scenarios.  The expected AZSTA 
contribution for baseball is incorporated beginning in FY18 and beyond.  This is at a 
conservative $700,000 per fiscal year.  That contribution is essentially revenue offset to a portion 
of the baseball debt service for those fiscal years.  Any inflationary adjustments were removed in 
the fiscal years where we show reductions since they essentially offset each other. 

Ms. Schurhammer said in the option where the team remains in place, it shows a revised arena 
management fee based on the information Mr. Skeete just presented.  For example, the arena 
management fee is now $6 million instead of the $11.5 million.  This is just for that one change 
in FY13.  This is a one-time adjustment, not an ongoing adjustment so it doesn’t have a 
cumulative impact as an ongoing adjustment would have.  As a result, there is no adjustment of 
the $20 million on ongoing reductions that must be made over five years with this option.   

Ms. Schurhammer explained for the option without the team, the arena management fee has been 
adjusted at the same inflationary amount used for the City’s operating expenditures.  The main 
difference in the two scenarios for the first five years is the option with the team shows operating 
budget reductions totaling $20 million and the option without the team shows operating budget 
reductions totaling $12 million.  Under both options, the end fund balance is expected to grow to 
approximately $60 million. 
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Ms. Schurhammer next discussed FY18 through FY22, the ten-year scenario.  In both scenarios, 
the sales tax increase will go away in FY18, so there is a big drop in the revenue number from 
FY17.  The estimated ending fund balance is expected to decline over the five year period 
assuming there is no change in the operating budget or the operating revenues other than the 
minor changes related to growth and inflation.  Showing this option, they are assuming no other 
changes to the operating budget. 

Ms. Schurhammer next looked at the twenty-year scenario.  By 2022, there is a negative fund 
balance in both options.  That means that something would have to be done to the expenditure 
side of the equation, the revenue side, or a mix of the two to address the negative fund balance.  
Based on the assumptions in this analysis of the two options, over the long run, the City is in a 
relatively better financial position with the team than without the team.  What is not reflected 
here, is the cumulative operating budget reductions that must be done between FY13 and FY16 
under both options.  It is $12 million if the team is gone and it is $20 if the team stays. 

For the first round of budget cuts, which would occur in FY13 and FY14, under both options, the 
services that would not be affected would be Police and Fire, Rose Lane pool would remain 
open, all libraries would remain open, but operations would be restructured, and the special 
events would remain with the exception of the Jazz Festival.  The range of reductions that would 
have to be done in the first round, this fiscal year and next fiscal year, is between $4 and $6 
million.  Approximately $3.6 million would come from salary and benefits.  This makes sense 
because the majority of the operating expenses are on salary and benefits.  There are currently 
about 30 vacancies in the general fund, excluding those in public safety.  All other operating 
expenses would account for $2.3 million.  They are still working on the exact mix of the 
reductions.  Those are still be evaluated as to what can be done now and what can be phased in 
later. 

Councilmember Alvarez asked what the fee would be for a child to swim at Rose Lane Pool if it 
remains open for this coming year.  Ms. Schurhammer said there would be no change in fees 
from what they were this past summer.  She did not know the exact amount of the fee, but it 
would be the same as last summer.  Councilmember Alvarez said Rose Lane Pool is the only 
pool south of Northern and is in an impoverished area, so she was concerned about the fee 
possibly being $6.  Councilmember Alvarez asked if the library restructuring would include 
changing to the libraries being administered by Maricopa County. 

Mr. Skeete said there were three options being considered.  The most favorable option at this 
point would probably be a restructuring of the current employee staffing structure.  That is the 
most economical way to continue to provide the services.  They are continuing to fine tune 
numbers from the other options of privatization and the Maricopa County Library System, but 
the Head Librarian and her staff has provided a restructuring model that the City would accept.  
It would require a complete restructure of the staff and the way they do business, but the model 
presented continues to insure that the current 111 hours of open service to the public will remain 
and there will be significant savings with that restructuring.  Councilmember Alvarez asked how 
many employees were at the libraries now.  Mr. Skeete said there were currently 57 employees at 
the libraries.  The current proposal being considered would reduce the number of employees and 
restructure the management.  Either through attrition or layoffs, they would potentially lose 10 
employees to make the savings projected by the head librarian.  Councilmember Alvarez asked if 
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the libraries were going to stay at the same place.  Mr. Skeete said correct.  All three libraries 
would remain open. 

Councilmember Alvarez asked about the 30 current vacancies and if part time employees were 
included in this figure.  Ms. Schurhammer said the part time employees were not included.  
Councilmember Alvarez asked how many part time or contract employees the City had right 
now.  Ms. Schurhammer said they are still gathering that information and are trying to confirm a 
final piece of information before it is provided.  She said there were only 9 contract employees 
receiving benefits and this makes a lot of difference on the money that is being spent.  She 
wanted to know the number of contract employees and how much we were spending. 

Mr. Strunk advised the resident rates for Rose Lane Pool, ages 2 and under, is free, ages 3-17 are 
$2.50, ages 18+ are $5.00, seniors 55+ are $3.00.  For non-residents, ages 2 and under are free, 
ages 3-17 is $3.50, ages 18+ is $6.00, and seniors 55+ are $5.00. Mr. Strunk commented that 
100% cost recovery had been discussed recently.  

Mayor Scruggs asked what Mr. Strunk meant when he said we discussed one hundred percent 
cost recovery, but that wasn’t the question. What do you mean?  Mr. Strunk said as a part of the 
budget discussions held recently, the Mayor asked for 100 cost recovery models and that was 
prepared and shared with the Council and he received direction to maintain Rose Lane Pool at 
the current fees. 

Mayor Scruggs said Mr. Skeete that leads into some statements that have been made, clearly 
certain things have been taken off the chopping block because of Council direction and those are 
that public safety doesn’t get touched in any way, shape or form, the festivals stay, the fees don’t 
go to 100% cost recovery at Rose Lane Pool and there are a couple of others.  She thought he 
made it clear that’s for the first round.  When we get to the cuts that need to be made, the 
reductions that need to be made later on in FY15, everything is back on the table.  She wanted to 
go back to something he said last Tuesday.  It was a comment he made and nobody followed up 
on it and she would like for him to follow up on it now so that the residents have an idea of 
what’s coming before them.  The statement he made, if she understood it correctly, was there 
will be no service provided by the City of Glendale that will not be fee-based, or all services will 
be fee-based.  She couldn’t recall if was phrased positively or negatively but asked for 
clarification. 

Mr. Skeete said he made that statement in the context of if we were to consider holding the 
public safety sector of the City’s operating budget harmless through the cuts, throughout the next 
phase of the $8 to $10 million cuts and the $4 million cuts after that.  In order for us to be able to 
provide any services to the community and hold the public safety group harmless and at current 
level of funding, all discretionary spending will be used up in providing support services to the 
enterprise funds that must be operated, such as sanitation, tax collection, the minimum financial 
services, as well as providing the admin services to the public safety.  There will be no more 
funds available for any discretionary services beyond some minimum services levels like 
keeping the parks mowed and the right of way clean.  Services such as recreation and the 
libraries would be unable to be kept open if they choose not to impact the public safety funds. 

Mayor Scruggs said so that statement relates to if you choose to keep, either the next Council 
chooses to keep public safety whole and charge for everything else, or close services, or spread it 
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around and public safety comes into the cuts too.  Mr. Skeete said that was correct.  He said 
another alternative would be for another dedicated revenue stream that could be applied to public 
safety, which would make more general funds available.  That is having to consider a tax 
increase immediately after the tax increase has sunset. 

Councilmember Alvarez asked what services are paid for by the property taxes paid by Glendale 
residents.  Mr. Skeete said the current property tax is currently slightly under $4 million.  The 
maximum amount that could be collected according to state law is slightly under $5 million.  
Those funds are used for providing general services to the community and are part of the general 
fund operating budget.  The majority of the funds collected are limited to the payment of debt 
services for capital improvements that Council has approved in the past.  That number is about 
$20 per year.  Councilmember Alvarez wanted to confirm that general funds were not being used 
for services like O’Neill and things like that.  Mr. Skeete said the City is receiving a small 
portion of the general fund operating budget, slightly under $4 million, that is applied to the $130 
million of general fund operating expenses.  That is comingled with the sales tax; franchise fees 
and the state shared revenues and then used to fund the $131 million of operating expenses. 

Councilmember Alvarez said although the pools are open and there is police and fire, the centers 
are closed and there is nothing for the kids to do.  She said this will increase the crime rate, 
which affects Police.  If there is nothing for the kids to do, they get bored and get into gangs.  
The kids need the recreation centers and community services.  The fees being charged at the 
pools doesn’t work for the area.  There are many apartment complexes and a lot of people on 
food stamps.  If there are no recreation centers through the schools, the City needs to provide 
these services.  They need to take a look at the money in the general fund that is being held for a 
special interest group.  She would like the Council to think about this some more as she is 
concerned about an increase in crime.  Kids need services when they are very young, such as 
sports.  Citizens are very interested in what the City offers.  She said having the pool open isn’t 
enough and closing the community centers is not going to help.  She said a lot of the kids go the 
library to do their homework, as not a lot of kids have computers. 

Councilmember Martinez commented when budget discussions started, under the first three 
scenarios presented, if the team left, there would still be a $6 million deficit.  Mr. Skeete he 
thought that was correct and a subsequent scenario showed no cuts would have to be made if we 
didn’t have the team.  Mr. Skeete said he owed the Council and the community an explanation of 
that, as that was one of the scenarios presented at the time.  That scenario as it was developed 
and presented did not account for any of the systematic reductions that should be made, knowing 
that the sales tax would sunset in 2018.  Showing that no cuts would have to be made 
immediately did not account for the fact that the City would potentially lose $25 to $28 million 
after five years.  The revised scenarios presented today showing a $12 million cut should be 
made between this year and the next two years and this would allow the City to systematically 
take out the $12 million to smooth out the impact of the loss of revenue from the sunset sales tax 
in 2018.  Mr. Skeete said there was a little bit of misunderstanding with that scenario as he 
initially presented it.  It did not reflect the realities beyond the first five years.  It was an analysis 
that showed the first five years, where the fund balances would be, what the cuts would have to 
be in order to maintain that fund balance.  It did not reflect the changes that would have to be 
made to the system once the sunset sales tax went away in the second five years.  The analysis 
given this evening shows the information and incorporates the smoothing out effect. 
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Mayor Scruggs said with all the work you’ve been doing on this, surely you have an idea where 
those smoothing out cuts are going to happen.  Can you give us any idea of that, or will you, 
please give us an idea of where those are. 

Mr. Skeete said the scenarios shown today are meant to show the earlier the cuts are made to the 
base operations; the longer the benefit of the revenues collected by the sales tax will last.  If the 
cuts are delayed in the first year of $4 or $6 million, there would still be a positive fund balance 
at the end of five years, but the drop off in the fund balance would be dramatic after that in 2018.  
In an attempt to smooth that out and drop the cuts in the funding, Mr. Skeete proposed cuts of $6 
million in the first option or $4 million in the second option and then $8 million or $10 million in 
2015 and $4 million in 2016 in the scenario that keeps the team.  This would give the City 9 
years to continue to monitor growth and to determine if the growth of 3.5% is sufficient and 
would give the City time to make adjustments as new realities appear.  There would also be an 
additional four years after the tax to make any drastic changes again to operations. 

Mayor Scruggs said okay so I think that the answer to my question is if you’re going to cut the 
$6 million immediately, you are going to do that by eliminating 67 full time positions, which 
equates to $3.7 million in salary and benefits.  Of those 67, you feel 30 have vacancies today.  
Does that mean that 30 don’t need to be filled because there are certain jobs that you don’t have 
a choice on filling them or not. 

Mr. Skeete said the 30 vacancies today are not necessarily positions that will remain vacant.  
That number is just to give the Council an idea of how many current vacancies there are.  Some 
of those positions may need to be filled because they may be deemed essential.   

Mayor Scruggs said okay, that’s what we are getting at.  There are going to be 67 people that 
won’t have a job anymore, or there may be less if you can eliminate some vacancies because you 
deem them not to be essential to this organization.  So, those 67 positions that belong to people 
equate to $3.7 million in salary and benefits and then all other operating expenses, I don’t know 
what that is, but you’re, we won’t be doing some things we are doing in order to achieve the 
other $2.3 million.  Do you have any idea what those types of those things are?  What are we not 
going to do that we are doing now? 

Mr. Skeete some of the recreation programs will be eliminated as part of that.  The attempt was 
to keep some of the recreation programs in place, including the biggest recreation activity, the 
Rose Lane Pool, but the after school programs and some recreation programs would be 
eliminated.  Other savings would come through reorganization and some services may be 
privatized.  Some of the special events the City is keeping may be smaller in magnitude.  
Marketing and Channel 11 would be restructured and provided at a smaller level 

Mayor Scruggs asked is this what we are going to talk about next Tuesday, December 4th.  

Mr. Skeete said next Tuesday included a discussion on the details of the structural fixes in the 
risk management and employee benefit funds. 

Mayor Scruggs said okay so those accounts have to have funds replaced, we are going to discuss 
that next Tuesday.  Mr. Skeete said in detail.  Mayor Scruggs said but that’s not included in this 
money?  Mr. Skeete said yes, they are included in these numbers.  Mr. Skeete said he is going to 
present on the 4th, the details of the numbers included in there.  Mayor Scruggs said okay, it 
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really makes no sense because we are talking about reductions whereas in the other case we have 
to look for money to fill, replenish.  Mr. Skeete said the operating expenses for FY13 at $135 
million do include the numbers required to make those fixes and adjustments to the fund balance.  
On the 4th of December, the details behind how those fixes will be developed will be discussed.  
The total numbers are already factored into these scenarios and options.  

Mayor Scruggs asked when will all this take place, whichever scenario we go forward with, the 
$6 million or $4 million.  When will those have to take place?  Mr. Skeete said the process will 
include consideration within the next 60 days and a full blown presentation in that time frame as 
well.  It will be presented to both this Council and the new Council over the next 60 days. 

Councilmember Alvarez said the discussion will be held on December 4th, but the decision to 
contract with Mr. Jamison will be made today.  She asked why they were deciding on the 
Coyotes issue without knowing the full plan from Mr. Skeete.  She said we are getting into a 
contract for millions of dollars, but don’t know what is coming up on December 4th.  She said the 
discussions should have been held prior to resolving the Coyotes issue.  She doesn’t think this is 
a good business deal and Council should investigate all the money issues before deciding on the 
Coyotes issue. 

Mayor Scruggs said Councilmember Alvarez and members of the public who have been calling 
for this item to be tabled, either until we have more financial information or until we have the 
new Council who will get to work with whatever is put in place, and she did offer that option to 
the Council at Workshop on November 20th, last Tuesday, and the majority of the Council said, 
they did not wish to hold this over, so Councilmember Alvarez, to answer your question, the 
reason it’s here tonight is because the majority of the Council said to bring it forward and vote on 
it tonight.  If you want to try a motion to table, you are welcome to do that.  She didn’t think 
Councilmember Alvarez was going to get very far. 

Councilmember Alvarez said she knew that and she was at that meeting. 

Mayor Scruggs said she knew Councilmember Alvarez was at the meeting and was just 
reviewing it. 

Councilmember Alvarez wanted to bring it to the Mayor’s attention to consider they were not 
doing a good business deal.  Mr. Jamison deserves the courtesy of knowing the City has the 
money and they are going to keep their word.  The Council was told there were zero funds in the 
general fund.  She said they needed to do what was best for their community. 

Mayor Scruggs said she didn’t mean to imply that Councilmember Alvarez  didn’t understand 
what happened last Tuesday, she was saying people viewing on TV, the people keep saying 
leave it over for the next group and she was just reviewing and she did not have it within her  
authority to change what the floor wants.  We will go forward with this.  Does anyone else have 
any questions?   

Councilmember Martinez commented with respect to Northern Crossing.  To refresh the memory 
of the audience and viewing public the City bought the property because the owners were going 
to make a big swap mart.  The Council did not see that as an option for the future.  In addition to 
that, when the arena issue came up, in talking with Mr. Ellman, part of the deal was we would go 
ahead with Westgate and the hockey arena on the condition that Mr. Ellman would develop the 
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property at Northern Crossing, which he did.  It is now a viable and thriving center.  Also, the 
sales tax generated from that would help to pay the debt for the arena.  Also, with respect to 
reduction in recreation services, he said the County has some recreation programs and asked if 
anyone had looked into tapping into some of those programs. 

Mr. Skeete said he was not sure how the Recreation Department uses leverages to maximize the 
benefits to the community.  The City will look at the YMCA and the Boys and Girls Club for 
what services they could provide.   

Mr. Skeete advised the Mayor he had an answer to the question about the number of regular part 
time employees.  He said the number of regular part time employees that we currently have on 
staff is 46.  Those employees work no more than 30 hours per week.  That number does not 
include part time employees that we partner with other agencies for traffic jobs around the arena. 

Mayor Scruggs asked Councilmember Alvarez did you have any follow up questions to that 
information that Mr. Skeete just provided.  Councilmember Alvarez said no, but asked how long 
contract employees could work.  She thought it was about two years.  Mr. Skeete said he was not 
aware of any specific time limitations on the contract employees.  He said they were evaluated 
annually if their services continue to be needed, they do extend service. 

Mayor Scruggs said several years ago, and it really doesn’t bear on this, but somewhat why 
Councilmember Alvarez is asking the questions, many years ago under a previous City Manager, 
we were told there was a federal law or some sort of law where we could not keep our part time 
employees without paying benefits more than a certain amount of time.  She remembered the two 
years also, so they had to be converted to full time or let go.  That may be what she is saying, but 
it doesn’t bear on this, but I think it goes to what she is talking about. 

Mayor Scruggs asked Mr. Jamison, would you or anyone in your group in the front row care to 
address the Council or the audience.   

Mr. Jamison said he realizes this is a big decision and the Council has had a lot of information to 
deal with.  Three brief points:  Number 1, its hockey, it’s a wonderful sport and has a tendency to 
unite people both here in Glendale and throughout the valley.  It’s something more and more 
kids will get involved with.  It’s a natural, logical byproduct of having a major league sport in the 
community.  Number 2, the arena, the arena is beautiful and well done.  He admired the City for 
building and providing it for the team.  It is a very positive thing.  The arena and mall has gone 
through a tough time, but it provides jobs, both full and part time for 800 to 1,000 people.  It can 
be an economic driver.  Many of the hotels and restaurants in the area know when the events are 
being held.  It is probably one of the many reasons Glendale put the arena here. The goal of this 
partnership is to help make not only the mall but also the City more money, be an economic 
driver and be a good partner.   Number 3, the City is taking a chance and has had big decisions to 
make.  We are just now recovering from 2008.  The City is trying to count its costs, look at 
potential revenue and see what’s on the horizon, and see what can get Glendale through this.  
The major league franchise has a very strong obligation to be a partner with the City where it 
resides.  That is something he takes very seriously and believes in.  This is the reason he has 
eliminated $30 million in costs from this deal, so hopefully in the short run this will allow the 
City to make a decision.  He respects the decision and the due diligence the City needs to go 
through to get to the correct answer.  He understands this.   He cares about the Coyotes and it is 
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important to him that he understands the City has a big decision to make.  If the City votes to 
keep the Coyotes, this partner will work with them to try and overcome some of their obstacles 
in the short term.  Thank you, Mayor. 

Mayor Scruggs said before you go away; there may be some questions for you.  Mayor Scruggs 
said she had three questions that she had been asked to ask you by citizens of Glendale.  The last 
time you were here, she asked who were your investors and you declined to answer.  Will you 
tell us tonight who your investors are?  Mr. Jamison said he would not. 

Mayor Scruggs  said there is a strong feeling around the community, She didn’t if  know if you 
would call it a rumor, a belief, or what it is, but there is a very strong feeling that current and/or 
former Glendale employees will be on your staff or be affiliates according to the terms used in 
this agreement.  Can you verify if that is accurate?  Mr. Jamison said he did not understand the 
question.  Mayor Scruggs said are you planning on hiring current or former City of Glendale 
employees to manage this deal once it’s completed.  Mr. Jamison said he was not aware of what 
Mayor Scruggs was talking about.  Mayor Scruggs asked do you understand the question.  Mr. 
Jamison said he understood the question.  He said that could go very broad and he might not be 
going broad enough.  Mayor Scruggs said maybe ones you’ve been working with closely.  Mr. 
Jamison said no.  Mayor Scruggs said no what?  Mr. Jamison said no, he was not. 

Mayor Scruggs asked and the third thing is when are you going to close the purchase?  Mr. 
Jamison said they had to wait for this meeting and then they were going to work with the NHL to 
go as quickly as possible.  He didn’t have a specific date, but he couldn’t go forward until the 
City Council voted to accept this deal.  He said he will then move as quickly as he can to work 
with the NHL to provide them with the terms of the lease and then get on a schedule to close as 
quickly as possible.  Mayor Scruggs asked you can’t give us an estimate now?  Mr. Jamison said 
hopefully in 30 to 60 days. 

Mayor Scruggs said she actually has messages on her phone from a year ago, not from Mr. 
Jamison, but from one of our negotiators saying Mr. Jamison has the money and he’s closing the 
deal, he has the money he’s closing the deal, month after month after month, he has the money 
he’s closing the deal.  What can you say to that, do you have the money?  Mr. Jamison said when 
it’s time to present the money and close the deal, we will do so.  He has not has not yet had the 
opportunity to do that.  Mayor Scruggs said then why was the negotiator for the City of Glendale 
telling me it was all done and you had the money and you were going to close the deal?  Mr. 
Jamison asked was that a year ago?  Mayor Scruggs said oh, it’s gone through months and 
months and months.  Mr. Jamison said we didn’t have a lease until June 8, 2012.  From then 
from 2012 until now when we were prepared to move forward, she then got a call from Mr. 
Skeete who said we needed to renegotiate.  Mayor Scruggs said so all of the messages that were 
before June of 2012 were not accurate?  Mr. Jamison said he wasn’t saying that.  He said they 
couldn’t go forward until he had a lease.  Mayor Scruggs said but when she has messages that 
say he has the money, he’s closing the deal, it didn’t say based on a lease.  Mr. Jamison said he 
didn’t send those messages.  Mayor Scruggs said she’s not saying that.  Mr. Jamison said he was 
prepared to answer that in a very fair and honest way.  Mayor Scruggs asked do any of the other 
people who have come with Mr. Jamison wish to speak. No response. 

Mayor Scruggs called a ten minute recess. 
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Mayor Scruggs said thank you, the Glendale City Council meeting of November 27, 2012 is 
called back to order.  Council was now going to begin to receive public comment regarding item 
5, and she knew there were some people who have changed their cards they had filled out for 
Item 6 and decided they wanted Item 5.  If you had signed up for 6 and now want 5, just go to 
the back and fill out a yellow card for 5 and give it to our City Clerk.  Give her a moment since 
the numbers changed.  Okay, Council is going to try to get these all in within one hour, which is 
the amount of time she was going to allot and if she received more, then she will ask that 
comments be presented in a shorter amount of time.  We begin with Mr. Ken Jones.  
Councilmember Alvarez are you there?  Councilmember Alvarez said yes. 

Ken Jones, an Ocotillo resident, said the biggest mistake of their lives will occur tonight if this 
item is approved.  Tanger Outlet is now the anchor tenant and the city doesn’t need the Coyotes 
for that role anymore.  The sales tax was approved to save people’s jobs, not to keep the sports 
team here.  Mr. Skeete did not recommend this deal and his reasoning was it would require more 
layoffs. He noted Mr. Jamison said having the Coyotes would be good for the children in the 
Valley.  The Valley isn’t being asked to pay for this, Glendale is being asked to pay for it.  Mr. 
Jamison indicated he would be a good financial partner, but he wants $300 million from the City.  
Mr. Jones said that Mr. Jamison is not giving the City $300 million, but wants $300 million of 
our money.  He asked that the Council vote with their hearts and conscience.  He said to give up 
the idea of being a wonderful sports mecca.  We don’t owe the people from Chicago anything.  
We owe the people of Glendale.  He said if this item is passed, he will talk about a referendum 
plan that will delay it again under the citizen’s comment part of the meeting 

Jennifer Lacey, a Sahuaro resident,  said she is a 20 year resident of Glendale with her family 
and she owns a home here.  She worked for the City of Glendale at the libraries for ten years and 
at Glendale Elementary School District.  She is invested in the success of the City.  She is in 
support of the lease agreement of Jobing.com arena.  While she was pursuing her degree in the 
east valley, she said her friends never came to the west valley as they had everything they needed 
on their side of town.  This summer she has met many people who do come to the west valley in 
support of the anchor tenant at the arena, the Coyotes.  She said people come here because of the 
Coyotes.  They spend money, buy merchandise and eat at restaurants.  This keeps jobs.  Glendale 
is fortunate it has sports facilities to attract people from all over the valley.  The Coyotes in 
Glendale will increase west valley exposure from 5 months of the year to 8 months of the year.  
If the anchor tenant was removed, 40 nights of events would need to be found.  In the current 
economy, large scale concerts are too expensive for musicians and those performers that do 
come to the valley are evenly distributed throughout the other venues in the valley.  She believes 
the lease agreement is in the best interest of her city, now and for the future. 

Darrin Lacey, a Sahuaro resident, said he was opposed to Proposition 457.  He made it his goal 
to educate Glendale on the negative effects of Prop 457.  He only desires what is best for the 
city.  The city has grown and emerged as a diverse area that includes shopping, business, sports 
and entertainment districts.  The discussions held by the city have been distorted to a Coyotes 
centered issue.  The true issue is that Glendale owns an arena and will have to operate the arena 
regardless of whether the tenant occupies the arena.  What should be decided is what makes best 
use of the arena and what will provide enough foot traffic to help the area fully realize its 
potential and vision.  The City has been experiencing what life would be without an anchor 
tenant during the NHL lockout.  Restaurants and retailers have reported $18,000 to $25,000 
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losses per game due to the decreased foot traffic.  The lockout does provide a glaring example of 
the consequences of allowing the team to leave.  The agreement provides for 70 guaranteed 
events, under penalty. That is largely due to the Coyotes being the anchor tenant.  In order to 
fully realize the potential of the Westgate area, it is imperative that Glendale secure the Coyotes 
as an anchor tenant.  Mr. Jamison has a proven track record of running an arena.  He can 
accomplish this by building up throughout the community.  This is what we lack surrounding this 
team.  With this agreement, we not only guarantee an anchor tenant, but gain a community leader 
in Mr. Jamison.  Westgate was designed to bring economic growth and stability to Glendale.  
This will be accomplished by being both a jobs creator and a revenue stream for the City.  It has 
been a big investment for the City and has a future potential to become a major economic engine.  
This is a long term investment for Glendale to flourish and come out ahead in the end.  At the 
end of this agreement, Glendale comes out ahead by almost a 2 to 1 margin, about $100 million.  
This alone, proves this is a wise investment for the City.  He requests the Council votes yes on 
this agreement. 

Monique Reaux, a Phoenix resident, said the Council does amazing things for the City every day.  
This matter has gone on way to long and this issue needs to be put to rest.  It is unfortunate, but 
the City knows this is going to cost them.  There isn’t really anything new to say.  Out of all the 
people who have come forward for this deal, Mr. Jamison is the only one who has wanted to 
partner to get this deal done.  The debt has to be serviced.  No one has ever made a profit from 
subtraction.  Subtracting 40 games and trying to rebuild the area doesn’t make any sense.  Mr. 
Jamison is willing to do 30 more events or pay a penalty.  That hasn’t been on the table before.  
Ms. Reaux commended Mayor Scruggs and Councilmember Clark for their perseverance in the 
face of great opposition.  The Council’s efforts are inspiring.  She asked that the Council approve 
the agreement. 

Larry Feiner, a Sahuaro resident,  said he previously asked the Council to negotiate the best deal 
they could without losing the Coyotes.  He knew losing the team would be worse than anything.  
He has looked at all the deals and this one is by far better than all the others.  For an arena 
management agreement to work, they need to hire someone who is experienced in these issues.  
Mr. Jamison is experienced and wants the job.  This contract would give the City and the 
franchise everything needed to turn around the team and Westgate.  He has done it before in San 
Jose and can do it again in Glendale.  Mr. Feiner provided a list of Mr. Jamison’s 
accomplishments.  Mr. Jamison deserves this lease and Glendale deserves to have the Coyotes 
and this lease for years to come. 

Gary Lamme, a Sahuaro resident, said he has no problem with the Coyotes and knows several 
hockey players.  He said the City does not have the money and is broke.  He understands the 
supporters of the Coyotes, but the fact is the City does not have the money.  He was led to 
believe that if Prop 457 passed, everything would go back to normal, Police and Fire would not 
suffer any losses.  He said this was printed in the Glendale Star.  He said the money is now going 
to be used for the Coyotes.  He said he was not told the truth.  He said we cannot do without 
Police and Fire, but we can do without the Coyotes.  He volunteers with the Police Department.  
If the City has to cut pool operation and the libraries, it doesn’t put anyone in harm’s way, but 
Police and Fire cuts just are not acceptable. 

Rod Williams, an Ocotillo resident, said if the arena does not hold an extra 30 events, the city 
will be reimbursed $750,000.  If there are no hockey games, the city will be reimbursed $2.4 
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million, yet the City is willing to give Mr. Jamison $16 million a year.  For about $13 million a 
year, he wouldn’t have to do one thing.   The City Council is going to have to face the employees 
they are going to lay off.  Five years from now, Police and Fire will be faced with cuts.  The 
Council says how great the employees are all the time, but they are going to be rewarding those 
employees by laying them off. 

Walt Opaska, a Cholla resident, asked the Council to reject this agreement.  He said if the 
revenue projections overstated the revenue and benefits to the City then Glendale is headed for 
bankruptcy.  The City is in a bad state with or without this deal and if the City is paying millions 
of dollars and the economic projections don’t come true, the City is not going to be able to afford 
its bills.   Glendale does not have a good history of making economic projections related to 
stadiums.  In 2001, the City projected it would be making millions of dollars on Jobing.com 
arena.  In 2007, the City projected Camelback Ranch would be a boom for the City.  Neither of 
these projections came true.  Both deals were very bad for the City.  Now, we are supposed to 
believe the new projections are correct and are going to be good for the City in 10 or 15 years.  
Don’t fall for the same trap this time of accepting overly optimistic projections that inflate the 
revenue when we just don’t know what is going to happen.  He asked for the City Council to 
reject this agreement and try and negotiate a new deal that is good for the City, based on sound 
economic projections. 

Councilmember Elect Sam Chavira, a Yucca resident, said he has lived in the district for 20 
years.  He has been a Phoenix Firefighter 15 years ago.  He chose Glendale to raise a family.  He 
said Glendale has safe neighborhoods and is a well-maintained city.  Earlier this year, he entered 
politics because he saw a chance to strengthen his family’s chance of enjoying a better quality of 
life in Glendale.  He personally knocked on thousands of doors during his campaign.  He talked 
about the right priorities for Glendale, attracting high paying jobs, promoting education and 
protecting public safety.  He also did a lot of listening.  He said there is a genuine concern that 
deals made by the City Council have threatened the very quality of life that makes Glendale 
special.  Citizens are tired of risky deals being made that benefit out of state corporations and 
developers that leave Glendale without proper guarantees and puts City services at risk.  Over 
and over they heard frustration of city events that have been cancelled and the children growing 
up not being able to celebrate what makes Glendale special.  Through attrition, Glendale has lost 
nearly 50 police and firefighters.  The streets are less safe and neighbors are left waiting for help 
at their time of greatest need.  He has never wavered in his support of the Coyotes at Westgate.  
The Coyotes can be one of the City’s greatest assets; however, Glendale needs to start making 
smart deals that puts the interests of Glendale first.  He asked the City Council to consider the 
long term impacts of their vote.  For the outgoing councilmembers, today’s vote may write the 
legacy they leave behind to the City after years of dedicated service.  For those continuing their 
term, the deal will continue to impact the City for years.  He hopes the proper research has been 
done, budgetary figures are confirmed and safety nets are in place to protect the citizens of due 
diligence.  He looks forward to bringing that style to the Council when he takes office.  He looks 
forward to serving alongside the Councilmembers for the benefit of their neighbors.  He asked 
that the City fiscally cleans house, get it in order and find out exactly where we are at with the 
budget before making any deals. 

Arthur Thruston, a Cactus resident, talked about quacking ducks, dead ducks, and lame ducks.  
He discussed the Mayor and Councilmembers who were leaving. He didn’t think it was right that 
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this Council should be voting on this issue this evening.  The vote should wait until the new 
Mayor and Council are seated. 

Jessica Engel, a Phoenix resident, said she has been watching the process for several years.  She 
said the Westgate needs an anchor tenant that brings the foot traffic in.  The Coyotes bring in 
about 600,000 a year.  Studies show we are going to recoup the arena management fee.  
Someone has to manage the arena and its better if the anchor tenant is managing it.  This is not 
the time to be focused on the here and now; we need to focus on the long term good for the City.  
Mr. Jamison has a proven past. 

Ronda Pearson, a Phoenix resident, asked the Council how they would invest their personal 
money.  She asked if the Council would trust their money with an investor who has no proven 
financial success.  Mr. Jamison has a proven track record of financial success.  The City has 
invested in Jobing.com Arena and the Phoenix Coyotes and it is time to let the successful 
investor take control of it.  After going through this process, this is about friends and community.  
She believes in this deal.  She said there is no plan if this deal doesn’t go through. 

Darrold Larson, a Cave Creek resident, opted to not speak. 

Joe Fraser, a Tempe resident, said he came to the meeting tonight as a small business owner.  He 
would question why his own Council might not prevent a large business from leaving his city.  
The arena employs 150 full time employees and provides 550 part time jobs.  Westgate shops 
employees about 500 people and the surrounding hotels an additional 200 employees.  These 
businesses provide livelihoods to many people and they chose Westgate because there is a 
professional hockey playing there.  They rely on the team and supporting activities that take 
place there.  Mr. Jamison will bring 40 nights of hockey and 30 additional nights of concerts or 
other activities that bring more than 7,000 people to the arena.  He asked the Council to reach a 
deal with Mr. Jamison. 

Bill Demski, a Sahuaro resident, said he got pushed to the back of the Council Chambers, even 
though he has paid taxes in Glendale for 30 years.  He said it is insane what is going on with this 
deal.  He said taxes have gone up on everything, including on his in-laws who are on a fixed 
income.  He said many people are living in poverty and free loaders are coming in and taking all 
the money.  He said giving Mr. Jamison $320 million is insanity. 

Troy Baker, a Surprise resident, said every Sunday he and his family attend Cardinals games.  
He goes to about 60 games, 65 events at Jobing.com alone.  He said he has had an opportunity to 
do all the events and visit the businesses at Westgate.  He passes all the businesses near his home 
and comes to Glendale to spend his money.  He believes the Council is doing a good thing and 
moving in a good direction.  He has been a Coyotes fan from the beginning.  He talked about 
Canadians who visit Glendale to see the hockey team. 

Mayor Scruggs said well that completes all the speaker cards and we did all fourteen cards in 58 
minutes.  We did a great job.  Now we will go back to discussion of the Arena Management 
Lease Agreement.  Do any of the Councilmembers wish to ask any questions about that or make 
any statements?  She was not calling for the Ordinance to be read yet.  No response. She said let 
me ask a couple of questions then. She said this would go to either/or Mr. Skeete or Mr. Tindall.  
Hopefully, you agree on the answer. 
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Mayor Scruggs said okay, she talked to both of them about the fact that the agreements mention 
both a team owner and an arena manager, even though they are going to be the same entity.  
They’ve explained this is the way it has always been, it is always this way, but they are two 
different entities for the purpose of going forward.  Is that correct?  Mr. Tindall said yes that is 
correct. 

Mayor Scruggs said a question she had is if the entity is the one we enter into an agreement with, 
chooses to be one or the other, the entity doesn’t want to be an arena manager anymore but just 
wanted to be a team owner, can that happen?  Mr. Tindall said the agreement states if the arena 
managing entity no longer wishes to manage the arena, the city has the ability to hire another 
manager, but it does not relieve the team of its obligations under the agreement.  The team 
doesn’t have the option not to fulfill its obligations under the agreement so long as the City 
doesn’t default. 

Mayor Scruggs said she was more interested in what happens if the team owner decides they do 
not want to continue to be the arena manager, and who gets to pick that new arena manager, and 
is there any involvement on the party of the City in this new arena manager coming on board?  
Mr. Skeete said the way the agreement is written, if the current arena manager chooses to have a 
new manager manage the arena on his behalf, that process will require review and approval by 
the City Council.  Mayor Scruggs said so the entity could not decide they just don’t want to be 
the arena manager anymore, but they could enter into an agreement with somebody else to take 
over the responsibilities.  Mr. Skeete said that while the City does have some approval, that 
approval is limited as long as the new entity is ready to honor the obligations and agreements in 
this contract.  Mayor Scruggs asked could the arena manager enter into some contractual 
arrangement with this new entity without coming through the City for approval by the Council.  
Mr. Skeete said my guess is not.  Mayor Scruggs said no, she doesn’t want a guess, she wanted 
to know.  Mr. Skeete said the way the agreement is written today, it must be approved by the 
City Council.  Mr. Tindall said there is a section in the agreement that allows the arena manager 
to delegate responsibilities to an arena sub-manager.  The arena manager still maintains the same 
obligations, but it can use another entity to fulfill those obligations.  Mayor Scruggs asked do we 
have a deal, without any position taken by the City as to whether they want that other person to 
take over or not.  Mr. Tindall said that was true, but the arena manager would still have the same 
obligations, so they could contract out all or part of the obligations, but they would still have the 
same obligations to the City.  If the arena manager was not fulfilling his responsibilities, the City 
would be able to take action against the arena manager. 

Mayor Scruggs said she had a question regarding several places in which there is reference to a 
waiver of conditions and she would just pick out one. This is section 17.2.3, Conditions to the 
Obligations of the City, reference a waiver of such conditions when it talks about waiving 
conditions in this agreement, who has the right to waive conditions for the city.   Mr. Tindall said 
in order for these to be waived, this would be a substantial waiver of a material part of the 
agreement, so counsel would be required to take action to waive those conditions.  Mayor 
Scruggs said okay here’s one that is in complete sentences.  Closing and closing date, page 7, 
“means the consummation of the transaction and the date of consummation contemplated by this 
agreement upon the satisfaction or waiver of all conditions set forth in section 17.2.”  So her 
question was could such a waiver be an administrative act.  Mr. Tindall said it would require 
council action. 



17 
 

Mayor Scruggs asked if no one else has any questions.  She said if this is approved tonight, when 
do you sign it, Mr. Skeete.  When do you have to sign this agreement?  Mr. Skeete said the 
signing of the agreement can take place anytime between now and when Mr. Jamison officially 
owns the team.  The agreement does not take effect until after he owns the team.  So, signing the 
agreement after tonight’s vote will not put the agreement into effect that would only happen 
when Mr. Jamison is able to sign the agreement after he owns the team.  Mayor Scruggs asked 
would there be any reason why he would sign before he completes his purchase of the team since 
it can’t go into effect.  What would the reason be to sign it?  Mr. Skeete said there will be no 
sense of urgency to sign the agreement until Mr. Skeete gets word from the NHL that Mr. 
Jamison is in the process of closing the transaction on the purchase of the team.  Mr. Tindall said 
part of Mr. Jamison’s efforts to raise the necessary financing is contingent on the lease 
agreement.  The provision that allows for the City to sign the agreement with a condition 
precedent, that it not be effective until the team is purchased, does facilitate Mr. Jamison’s effort.  
That is the purpose of that provision being in there. 

Mayor Scruggs proposed an approach for the Council to consider.  Mr. Jamison said he brought 
into this deal 17 months ago and she imagined that must be the case because Council’s been 
hearing about it for 17 months.  This prolonged delay of actually having the team purchased and 
things going forward has been very detrimental to the City of Glendale in many ways and it 
looks like it could go on indefinitely.  Now, we have another dynamic at work and that is some 
people who say you’re going to leave us with this thing to manage and we should have a say in 
this, meaning the newly elected Councilmembers and Mayor who will actually be a majority of 
the Council at that time.  So, she’s going to propose for Council consideration that rather than 
leave this open-ended as we did in June when this was approved, that there be an end date on 
this, that the purchase of the team must be finalized by January 15, 2016, because on January 16, 
2013, new people are seated. She said Councilmember Alvarez actually made a reference in our 
workshop a week ago and she said yeah, it’s like we are renting a house only the renter tells us 
how much rent they are going to pay, when they are going to pay it and sets all the other 
conditions of being a renter and we, the landlord, just say okay, whatever you say.  So, she’s  
going to propose when the Ordinance is read that a motion include a date of January 15th by 
which the purchase must be consummated so that the agreement can be signed and entered into 
so that this City can move on with its fiscal life.  The longer this stays in abeyance, the more 
difficult it is for the city, so she was putting this out for your consideration. 

Councilmember Clark said this has come out of nowhere and she would like to hear Mr. 
Jamison’s thoughts of a date certain. 

Mayor Scruggs called Mr. Jamison forward.  

Mr. Tindall said he wanted to point out that the agreement does have a date in it.  It has a date of 
January 31, 2013, which is the end date for the closing.  Mayor Scruggs said okay, then missed 
that, she apologized.  Mayor Scruggs said the one date she found was June 30th, 2013 for him to 
get the $11 million.  Mr. Tindall said it is page 63, its 17.2.3, subsection F, the closing date shall 
occur on or before January 31, 2013, unless extended by the City.  Mayor Scruggs said okay now 
you say this is on page 63.  Mr. Tindall said page 63 of the non-redline version.   

Mayor Scruggs said okay on page 66, she found F, the closing date shall….So what happens then 
unless extended by the City.  So, at that point, if it has not occurred, it comes back to the City 
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Council, which would be the new City Council, to make a decision.  Is that correct?  Mr. Tindall 
said probably before that, but that was correct.  Mr. Tindall said January 31, 2013, is the outside 
closing date, unless extended by the City.  Mayor Scruggs said but that would be by the City 
Council action, not an administrative act.  Mr. Tindall said it would require City Council action.  
Mayor Scruggs said in the past everything was done administratively and that is why she asked 
these questions.  Things were done administratively and we were not told, so how would we 
know this would be a City Council action.  Mr. Tindall said this is a substantive alteration of this 
agreement, so it would require Council action.  Mayor Scruggs said well it will be recorded then 
in the minutes, so she appreciated that. 

Councilmember Clark said every major change that has occurred to this deal has been brought to 
the Council.  She did not know what administrative actions the Mayor is referring to.  Mayor 
Scruggs said she agreed totally.  What she was referring to, other actions, notably having to do 
with the arena and Coyotes previously and other situations.  She was not referring to this and she 
would like to compliment Mr. Skeete because the changes in terms of the negotiations, the 
money aspect of this, the fact that there is some accountability are all due to him and she gave 
him credit for his work. 

Councilmember Clark said on December 27, 2003 they celebrated the grand opening of the arena 
and now almost 9 years later, hopefully they are celebrating an event as important as the opening 
of the arena itself.  This lease agreement will guarantee stability of the arena for at least 20 years.  
She said it is time to give the arena a chance to improve the area.  They have devoted more land 
to development in this area than in any other area of the City.  Glendale’s western area because 
more centrally located as the valley grows.  Years ago, a vision was created for west Glendale 
and Westgate.  With an affirmative vote, they hold true to the vision of 9 years ago.  A promise 
was made to the residents of Glendale to fully, economically develop the western region of the 
city.  If the agreement is not approved, Glendale takes one step toward their own fiscal cliff and 
toward the failure of Westgate. 

Councilmember Martinez pros and cons of the agreement have been discussed and direction was 
given to proceed.  Based on the most recent revisions that were negotiated, his decision is a lot 
easier, with the lease payments being prorated.  He has supported keeping the Coyotes in 
Glendale for the longest time and he thinks it’s the best decision for the City long term.  He 
thanked Mr. Jamison for showing his willingness to renegotiate some of the terms of the 
agreement. 

Councilmember Alvarez made her decision a long time ago.  She can’t say she feels this is the 
best decision when the City can’t afford it.  She said at the November 20th meeting she said they 
couldn’t afford it.  She said I don’t know or I wasn’t told is not a good excuse.  Transfers were 
done that were not legal to do.  She asked how much profit has been made from the arena and 
Mr. Skeete told the Council zero profit has been made.  If it wasn’t for the Mayor exposing some 
of what was going on, they would have no idea about any of this.  She said this isn’t a good deal.  
She said it is their job to look for a better way to make Glendale a safe community.  Investment 
should be made for Glendale’s future and not for business.  She has asked for information from 
day 1, but not all of it has been shared.  She said they have not done a good job.  She said they 
need to be responsible.  She will not vote for this because she sees what is happening.  She can’t 
believe the City is in this position. 
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Councilmember Knaack said this has been a very tough decision.  She appreciates all the input 
from the citizens.  She doesn’t think it is a sports issue; it is an anchor tenant issue.  It means 
bringing over half a million people to Westgate every year.  She is concerned about the loss of 
jobs, both at the City and at Westgate. The economy is the reason we are in this financial 
situation.  She sees the economy as the problem, but Westgate will help improve things.  She 
said the agreement with Mr. Jamison is the best one we will get.  Mr. Jamison will do his best to 
see this succeed.  She will vote in favor of this agreement. 

Mayor Scruggs said she would like to make a clarification to Rod Williams’ statements made 
with regard to the cuts to public safety starts in 2015, not 2018 and the tax ends after 2017.  Mr. 
Lamme summed it up best.  He said this is what we can afford and what we can’t afford is what 
this is all about and we just don’t have the money.  Proposition 457, so many people voted it 
down and they voted it down because they voted for their services and for the City they knew 
and loved.  Way back in February, we were told by our then City Manager that this sales tax 
increase had nothing to do with the Coyotes, but yet when the City staff went all over making 
their explanations of the cuts that would happen, it was stated very clearly, it was stated by Mr. 
Skeete in workshops, that if that sales tax didn’t stay, then we couldn’t do the Coyotes deal.  So, 
that sales tax is totally tied to being able to pay money to somebody to bring in these 600,000 
people a year.   

On November 5th, we were told our general fund balance was negative.  She didn’t know about 
you, but in my house, first of all she doesn’t have a checking account that is going to be negative, 
but if you have less than zero in your checking account, do you go up and sign up on a long term 
contract?  That’s what this is about, signing a 20 year contract when the city has less than zero in 
our general fund.  She believed the public will find they were misled when they voted against 
Proposition 457 and they are going to find that because they are going to lose their services.  She 
will continue to not support this, and the reasons are that she chooses to support small businesses 
in downtown Glendale who do not have a New York based real estate firm, like Westgate has, 
that can lower their rents, make concessions and do whatever they need in order to keep those 
businesses in business.  The most recent article from the Phoenix Business Journal says Westgate 
is 70% leased and it says there are several new tenants coming.  It doesn’t say depending on the 
Coyotes thing, it just says there are several new tenants coming and they are looking forward to 
the 5 million people that will be visiting Tanger Outlets.  So, she thought it was up to Ice Star to 
keep those businesses profitable.  You know, our folks downtown here, nobody gave them 
money.  They invested their own money to start their businesses.  They don’t have some big  rich 
organization that says okay, you’re not doing well, we’ll fix the rent or you don’t have to pay 
rent for a long time, or whatever, just to keep you in business.  Why does she focus on 
downtown?  She focuses on downtown because, quite honestly, our festivals, our special events 
that have been developed for economic development for downtown Glendale will be back on the 
chopping block.  They were on the chopping block before, they will be again.  She was asking 
Mr. Skeete, to tell her what those operating expenses are that he is going to cut that aren’t 
personnel.  He kind of danced all over the place, but he said there are not many places to go.  
There’s not much that can be taken.  Well, folks, when you go outside, enjoy those lights, 
because it’s probably going to be the last year you are going to see them.   

How does that tie to downtown, that’s what we do?  You know, there’s a whole lot being said 
it’s our responsibility to save Westgate. She didn’t think so, because they’ve got big, rich Ice 
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Star to save them.  But these businesses out here don’t and that’s our attempt to help them and 
she thought that’s all going to be gone and she thought that’s going to destroy the heart of our 
City.  Finally, and most importantly, she chose to support people in different uniforms than 
Coyotes uniforms.  She chose to support people in our Police Department uniforms and our Fire 
Department uniforms and our road crew, streets crew uniforms and our Public Works uniforms, 
and our custodians’ uniforms.  She chose to support people in those uniforms over people in 
Coyotes uniforms.  She believes that’s what our residents wanted when they supported keeping 
the tax increase.  She had been saddened and been shocked by this reference to it being more 
important or just as important to save jobs in Westgate as it is to save our employee’s jobs.  We 
each took an oath of office.  That oath of office had nothing to do with saving jobs at a private 
development, none whatsoever.  My oath of office directs that she protect services to our citizens 
and those services are provided by our employees.  To hear that people feel they are expendable 
is shocking and very saddening.  Finally, she knew a lot of you heard the discussion at the last 
workshop and she knew you’ve been all talking to each other about it back and forth about those 
mysterious documents that the Mayor said she got, but nobody else got, that were released on 
April 21, 2012. They have since been released in response to a public records request. They were 
sent to all the Councilmembers again, even though they had them the first time.  In those 
documents was one sheet of paper and the title of it, now remember these were all created in 
2009 around the time Mr. Moyes put the team into bankruptcy, maybe a little before or a little 
after.  This one document was titled 2009 Coyotes Financial Assistance Plan.  You can’t say it 
much more plainly than that.  In 2012, this is still a Coyotes financial assistance plan.  She chose 
to support a City of Glendale financial assistance plan instead.  Thank you.  If there are no other 
statements, she would call for the vote.   

It was moved by Clark, and seconded by Frate, to approve Ordinance No. 2826 New Series.  
Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Clark, 
Knaack, Martinez, and Frate.  Members voting “nay”: Alvarez and Scruggs. 
 
She stated the emergency clause does not go into effect.  The Ordinance has passed.  There is no 
emergency clause, because it did not meet the requirements set out in our Charter for the number 
of votes. 
 
RESOLUTIONS 
 
6. ARENA LEASE AND MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT AND NONCOMPETITION AND 

NON-RELOCATION AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA HOCKEY ARENA PARTNERS, 
LLC AND ARIZONA HOCKEY PARTNERS, LLC 

PRESENTED BY: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
RESOLUTION: 4629 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt a resolution authorizing the entering into of the 
following agreements with Arizona Hockey Arena Partners, LLC and Arizona Hockey Partners, 
LLC for the use of the city-owned Jobing.com Arena by the Phoenix Coyotes:  (1) Arena Lease 
and Management Agreement and (2) Noncompetition and Non-Relocation Agreement. 
 
Mayor Scruggs asked does anybody have any questions before she opened this up for public 
comment.  At this time, there are 14 speaker cards.   
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Troy Baker, a Surprise resident, said he already spoke on the last matter and just wanted to say 
thank you for Council’s time. 
 
Jordan Dickson, a Cholla resident, said he was a 22 year old native of Arizona and a student at 
Glendale Community College.  He loves watching hockey and has been a ticket holder for the 
past three seasons.  He said we are a Coyotes family.  He is ready to do whatever it takes to keep 
the Coyotes.  He is ready to make Westgate his all things destination, especially now that the 
Tanger Outlets are open.  This affects all of us.  He thanked Mr. Jamison for coming out tonight.  
Although he has lived in Glendale for 22 years, he has never used the recreation center and has 
been the library only once, but he was called a leech and a freeloader tonight.  He is a taxpaying 
resident and a true fan begging to hear the goal horn one more time. He is in favor of savings the 
jobs of hundreds of Westgate’s employees, because he used to be one of them. 
 
JoJo Fraser, a Tempe resident, opted to not speak. 
 
Kaleb Reedy, a Goodyear resident, thanked the Councilmembers for voting yes and said he will 
make sure to see things through.  He praised Vice Mayor Frate and Councilmember Martinez.  
He said he was worried about Councilmember Knaack, but thanked her for coming through.  He 
gave credit to Mayor Scruggs, but said her support on previous deals got us to the deal that has 
been a resounding best deal for the City.  He also thanked Councilmember Clark for her hard 
work that she did.  He said he goes to school here, works here and looks forward to spending 
money here. 
 
Jim Schulte, a Sahuaro resident, was not present when called. 
 
Bill Demski, a Sahuaro resident, asked where the city was going to get $324 million. 
 
Arthur Thruston, a Cactus resident,  said he wanted to make congratulatory remarks to the 
Coyotes fan.  He has never been to a Coyotes game.  He commended Councilmember Clark to 
stand up against the other Councilmembers. 
 
Darrin Lacey, a Sahuaro resident, opted to not speak. 
 
Jennifer Lacey, a Sahuaro resident, opted to not speak. 
 
Monique Reaux, a Phoenix resident, opted to not speak.. 
 
Larry Feiner, was not present when called. 
 
Resolution No. 4629 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 EXECUTION AND 
DELIVERY OF THE FOLLOWING TWO AGREEMENTS: (1) ARENA LEASE AND 
MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA HOCKEY ARENA PARTNERS, 
LLC AND ARIZONA HOCKEY PARTNERS, LLC; AND (2) NONCOMPETITION AND 
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NON-RELOCATION AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA HOCKEY PARTNERS, LLC 
AND ARIZONA HOCKEY ARENA PARTNERS, LLC. 

It was moved by Frate, and seconded by Martinez, to pass, adopt and approve Resolution 
No. 4629 New Series.  Motion carried with the following Councilmembers voting “aye”: 
Clark, Knaack, Martinez, and Frate.  Members voting “nay”: Alvarez and Scruggs. 
 

7. EQUITABLE SHARING AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF 
GAMING 

PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4630 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into an agreement with the Arizona Department of Gaming 
for the equitable sharing of Racketeering Influenced Corrupt Organization (RICO) assets.   
 
Participation in this program allows the Police Department to receive a portion of the RICO 
assets seized on criminal cases worked in conjunction with the Arizona Department of Gaming.  
This agreement allows the Police Department to collect 40% of the assets seized from a recent 
joint investigation. 
 
Resolution No. 4630 New Series was read by number and title only, it being A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF 
AN EQUITABLE SHARING AGREEMENT FROM SEIZURE AND FORFEITURE 
WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF GAMING ON BEHALF OF THE 
GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 

It was moved by Martinez, and seconded by Knaack, to pass, adopt and approve 
Resolution No. 4630 New Series.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
8. LICENSE, MANAGEMENT AND OPERATIONS AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA 

GOLF VENTURES, LLC FOR GLEN LAKES MUNICIPAL GOLF COURSE 
PRESENTED BY: Erik Strunk, Executive Director, Parks, Recreation & Library Services 
RESOLUTION: 4631 
 
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 two-year contract with Arizona Golf Ventures, LLC 
for the management and operations of the Glen Lakes Municipal Golf Course. 
 
In September 2008, the Council approved a 10 year agreement with Glen Lakes Golf 
Management LLC to operate and maintain the golf course.  Through a series of actions, it was 
necessary to find that company in breach of contract and on October 24th, the City took 
possession of and seized the assets of Glen Lakes Golf Course.  The City worked with Arizona 
Golf Ventures LLC and staff was recommending a two year management agreement with that 
company.  The City will not incur any costs at the golf course which will continue to generate 
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revenue for the City.  The City is asking they pay the City $1,000 per month beginning after the 
6th month of operation, in addition to $60,000 per year in in-kind services.  
 
Mr. Strunk said the two year contract is time to work through a separate request that the Council 
discussed in workshop in October which was the potential repurposing of the golf course.  That 
will take time and this agreement is reflective of that. 
 
Mayor Scruggs asked if all operating expenses were going to be assumed by Arizona Golf 
Ventures.  Mr. Strunk said yes.  Mayor Scruggs said so there is no expense on the city’s side?  
Mr. Strunk said that is correct. 
 
Vice Mayor Frate thanked Mr. Strunk for resolving this in a timely manner with no cost to the 
City.  
 
Councilmember Knaack is happy and this agreement and so are the citizens who live in the area.  
She would like to keep the golf course self-sustaining. 
 
Resolution No. 4631 New Series was read by number and title only, it being A 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A 
LICENSE, MANAGEMENT & OPERATIONS AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA GOLF 
VENTURES, L.L.C. FOR THE MANAGEMENT AND OPERATION OF THE GLEN 
LAKES GOLF COURSE LOCATED AT 5450 WEST NORTHERN AVENUE IN 
GLENDALE, ARIZONA. 

It was moved by Knaack, and seconded by Clark, to pass, adopt and approve Resolution 
No. 4631 New Series.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
9. COUNCILMEMBER APOINTMENT 
PRESENTED BY: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
 
This is a request for the City Council to fill the Councilmember vacancy in the Cactus District. 
 
The Mayor will accept a motion or motions, call for a second, and conduct a vote of the Council 
that shall, by virtue of assent of a majority, fill the Councilmember vacancy in the Cactus 
District. 
 
Councilmember Martinez said this issue came up at the workshop last Tuesday.  At that time, he 
did not support this as he didn’t think it would make that much difference.  However, after 
thinking about it, he has changed his mind and he would have no problem with going ahead and 
letting Ian Hugh complete the term of Councilmember Lieberman. 
 
It was moved by Scruggs, and seconded by Knaack, to approve to fill the Councilmember 
vacancy in the Cactus District with the Councilmember Elect, Ian Hugh.  The motion 
carried unanimously. 
 
REQUEST FOR FUTURE WORKSHOP AND EXECUTIVE SESSION 
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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, December 4th, 2012, to be 
followed by an Executive Session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03.  The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
Bill Demski, a Sahuaro resident, commented about the latest listing of the 10 most dangerous 
occupations.  He talked about a list of the highest paid police officers and firefighters and how 
much police officers and firefighters earned in overtime.  He talked about Mr. Beasley’s 
retirement pay and the amounts of money put into pension accounts by police and fire 
administrators.  He suggested an audit of the administrator’s salaries. 
 
Helga Bermgard, a Cactus resident, commented she has lived there for 38 years.  She worked for 
Larry Miller for many years.  She said the fence with the barbed wire was taken down at 
Glendale and 47 Avenue and was thankful for that.  She is hoping to get big names at the arena 
now.  Fourteen palm trees were taken out of her neighborhood because of wires.  She thought the 
trees should have stayed and the wires could have been put underground.  She said they were 
promised a city building at 47th and Glendale, but now it is a body shop. 
 
Bud Zomock, an Ocotillo resident commented about placing the public comment item at the 
beginning of the meeting.  He stated Councilmember Alvarez asked that public comment go first 
at recent council meeting.  He said he was not in favor of that because after listening to the 
meeting, many of the questions he had were answered.  He said this is his government and he 
should be able to sit through a council meeting to answer his questions. 
 
Salvador Reza, a Phoenix resident, said he thought Phoenix was bad, but Glendale topped it.  He 
talked about the 1948 United Declaration of Human Rights and the fact that human rights were 
being violated every day.  He talked about police officers who practice racial profiling and 
provided a CD to prove this.  He said Glendale is tied to the same thing Sheriff Joe is doing.  He 
asked that Glendale declare itself a human rights city. 
 
Aviola Lara spoke Spanish and a person from the audience translated.  She said she lived in 
Glendale.  She was not stopped by the police, but she does have evidence of racial profiling by 
the police.  The police stopped a person for his physical appearance.  It bothers her that Glendale 
would be the same as living in Phoenix. In Phoenix you have less confidence with the police, but 
she didn’t want to lose confidence of the police in Glendale.  She is concerned about how the 
image of Glendale is presented. 
 
Bonnie Steiger, a Sahuaro resident, spoke and said most of the people speaking were very good, 
except the gentleman who insulted some people, they were not freeloaders and they pay a price 
to attend the games.  She thought he was rude, telling people what others earned.  She is for the 
Coyotes. 
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COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
 
Councilmember Frate congratulated Councilmember Martinez and his wife, Mary, upon the 
celebration of their 60th wedding anniversary yesterday.  He came to work on his anniversary.  
He commended Councilmember Martinez and wanted to acknowledge him for that.  Please 
watch children around water. 
 
Councilmember Martinez thanked everyone who showed up and spoke today.  They heard good 
arguments by both sides.  It is important that people do show up and tell them what they think. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 11:18 p.m.  

 
________________________________ 

       Pamela Hanna - City Clerk 
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Meeting Date: 12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ARIZONA SPORTS FOUNDATION 
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 Arizona Sports 
Foundation.  The event will be held at University of Phoenix Stadium's Parking Lot located at 1 
North Cardinals Drive on Thursday, January 3, 2013, from 12:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m.  The purpose of 
this special event liquor license is for the 2013 Fiesta Bowl pregame party. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

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

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Liquor License Attachments 

Police Calls for Service Report 
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Meeting Date: 12/11/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title:  SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ARIZONA SPORTS FOUNDATION 

General Information 
Request:  Special Event Liquor License 

Location:  1 North Cardinals Drive Parking Lot 

District:   Yucca 

Zoned:  PAD 

Applicant:  Chris Robert Myers 

Owner:  Arizona Sports Foundation 

Background 
 
1. The event will be held on Thursday, January 3, 2013, from 12:30 p.m. to 5:30 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 the 2013 Fiesta Bowl pregame party. 
 

4. Proceeds from this event go to the Arizona Sports Foundation. 

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: 12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-7869, SO 
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 transferrable 
series 7 (Bar - Beer and Wine) license for SO located at 10630 North 59th Avenue, Suite 104.  The 
Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 07070501) was submitted by 
Chang Hui So. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
The location of the establishment is in the Barrel District.  The property is zoned PAD (Planned 
Area Development).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 16,622.  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 2 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 1 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 2 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 5 
12 Restaurant 2 
 
 
 
 

Total 12 
 
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:  12/11/2012 
To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-7869, SO 

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

License:  Series 7 (Bar - Beer and Wine) 

Location:  10630 North 59th Avenue, Suite 104 

District:  Barrel 

Zoned:  PAD (Planned Area Development) 

Applicant:  Chang Hui So 

Owner:  So and Grosse, LLC 

Background 
 
1. The 60-day deadline for processing this license was December 3, 2012.  A letter requesting 

an extension was sent to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control on 
October 10, 2012. 

 
2. The population density is 16,622 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
3. The business is over 300 feet from any church or school. 
 
4. 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, October 12 through November 1, 
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:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting  
Title: TOWING AGREEMENT EXTENSION 
Staff Contact: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a month-to-month 
extension, for no longer than one year, to the towing agreement with DV Towing, LLC.  
 

Background Summary 
 
The city’s current agreement with DV Towing, LLC expires on December 31, 2012.  Staff would like 
to extend the current agreement with DV Towing, LLC to have an opportunity to provide more 
time for the city to draft a Request for Proposal (RFP) for a new towing agreement with more 
favorable terms to the city.  Upon receiving Council approval, the Police Department will begin 
working with Materials Management on the solicitation process.  Before the extension ends, staff 
will return to Council with a new towing agreement. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On December 11, 2007, Council authorized the city to enter into an agreement with DV Towing, 
LLC. 
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
The extension will be at no additional cost to the city; the same pricing structure that is currently  
being used will continue. 
 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Agreement 
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 To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Debora Black, Interim Police Chief 
Item Title: TOWING AGREEMENT EXTENSION 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed towing agreement extension with DV Towing, 
LLC.  The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item to the City 
Council for their consideration and approval. 

BACKGROUND 
 
The city’s current agreement with DV Towing, LLC expires on December 31, 2012.  The term of 
this extension will be month-to-month, for no more than one year; it will expire upon the 
execution of a new agreement.  The Police Department has been very satisfied with the 
performance of duties under the current contract, as well as the community mindedness 
demonstrated by DV Towing, LLC.  The purpose of this extension is to provide more time for the 
city to draft a Request for Proposal (RFP) for a new towing agreement.  The RFP process enables a 
careful evaluation of competitive offers received from towing companies.  These actions are 
intended to enhance the establishment of a new towing agreement with more favorable terms to 
the city.   

ANALYSIS 
 
It is in the city’s best interest to draft the RFP and towing agreement with favorable terms to the 
city not included in the current agreement.  Upon receiving Council approval, the Police 
Department will begin working with Materials Management on the solicitation process.   
 
It is important that this item be considered at this meeting, as the current agreement expires on 
December 31, 2012.   
 
Staff will be recommending that City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a month-to-
month extension, for no longer than one year, to the towing agreement with DV Towing, LLC.  
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FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The extension will be at no additional cost to the city; the same pricing structure that is currently 
being used will continue. 
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA12-01 (RESOLUTION) AND REZONING 
APPLICATION ZON12-04 (ORDINANCE):  MIDWESTERN UNIVERSITY –         
19555 NORTH 59TH AVENUE (PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED) 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request by Midwestern University for City Council to approve a General Plan Amendment 
and a Rezoning Application to add 32 acres to the existing 123 acre Midwestern University 
Planned Area Development (PAD).  The properties are located south of the Loop 101 Freeway, 
between 51st and 59th Avenues. 
 
Staff is requesting Council conduct a public hearing, waive reading beyond the title, and adopt a 
resolution for GPA12-01 and an ordinance for ZON12-04, subject to the stipulation as 
recommended by Planning Commission. 

Background Summary 
 
Midwestern University is requesting to add 32 acres to the existing PAD.  Future phases of the 
campus include the development of a new veterinary medicine school and clinic as well as a small 
inn for prospective students, their families, and other visitors to stay overnight on campus. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On January 23, 1996, the City Council approved Rezoning Application Z-95-16 which established 
the existing PAD zoning for the Midwestern University – Glendale Campus.  The land area included 
in the PAD at that time was 123 acres.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Approval of these applications will allow further development of the existing university campus, 
which provides graduate level education for healthcare careers.  The campus also includes clinical 
facilities to serve the public, providing care to approximately 70,000 patients each year. 
 
On June 11, 2012, the applicant mailed 156 notification letters to adjacent property owners and 
interested parties inviting them to a neighborhood meeting held on June 21, 2012.  Excluding city 
staff and Midwestern employees, two people attended the meeting and expressed overall support 
for the project.  No concerns were expressed.  The applicant also held a one-on-one meeting at the 
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request of an individual representing nearby property owners.  No concerns were expressed 
during this meeting.  The applicant’s Citizen Participation Final Report is attached. 
 
Following approval of the Citizen Participation Final Report, a homeowner near 53rd Avenue, 
south of Escuda Road, contacted Planning with questions about future development of the 
property at the northeast corner of 53rd Avenue and Escuda Road.  Planning staff responded to 
the questions and referred the resident to the applicant for more details.  The applicant contacted 
the homeowner and explained that no plans for the property are in place; however, prior to 
development, Midwestern will notify adjacent property owners and request input regarding the 
proposed development.  The individual was satisfied with this response. 
 
At the November 15, 2012 Planning Commission public hearing, one individual spoke with 
questions related to the timing for development of Phase 3 and how it would impact his property.  
Staff and the applicant answered the individual’s questions to his satisfaction.  The Planning 
Commission recommended approval of GPA12-01, as written, and ZON12-04, subject to one 
stipulation. 
 
A Notice of Public Hearing for the City Council hearing was published in The Glendale Star on 
November 22, 2012.  The property was posted on November 21, 2012.  Notification postcards 
were mailed to 156 adjacent property owners and interested parties on November 21, 2012.   

Attachments 

Staff Report 

Resolution 

Ordinance 

GPA12-01 Map 

GPA12-01 Aerial 

ZON12-04 Map 

Excerpt of Meeting Minutes ZON12-04 Aerial 

Narrative 

PAD Booklet 

CP Final Report 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director 

Item Title: 
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA12-01(RESOLUTION) AND  
REZONING APPLICATION ZON12-04 (ORDINANCE):  MIDWESTERN  
UNIVERSITY – 19555 NORTH 59THAVENUE (PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED) 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
These are requests by Midwestern University for City Council to approve a General Plan 
Amendment and a Rezoning Application to add 32 acres to the existing 123 acre Midwestern 
University Planned Area Development (PAD).  The properties are located south of the Loop 101 
Freeway, between 51st and 59th Avenues.  Specifically, the requests are to: 
 

• Amend the land use designation on approximately seven acres within the Arrowhead 
Ranch Specific Plan from Business Park to Education. 

• Amend the General Plan land use designation on approximately 2.5 acres from Low Density 
Residential, 1-2.5 du/ac to Education. 

• Rezone 32 acres from A-1 (Agricultural), C-2 (General Commercial), and B-P (Business 
Park) to PAD.  

BACKGROUND 
 
1. On January 23, 1996, the City Council approved Rezoning Application Z-95-16 which 

established the existing PAD zoning for the Midwestern University – Glendale Campus.  The 
land area included in the PAD at that time was 123 acres. 
 

2. The Arrowhead Ranch Specific Plan (ARSP) acts as the General Plan for the area of the 
Midwestern University campus.  The ARSP was adopted in April 1995.  At that time, the 
land use designation of the Midwestern campus was Business Park (BP) and was not 
modified when the PAD was approved in 1996.  When the General Plan was updated in 
2002, the land use designation of the campus was changed to Education (EDU) to create a 
designation that was consistent with the actual land use.  Since that time, Midwestern has 
purchased a seven acre property that is adjacent to its campus and is located on the west 
side of 57th Avenue, south of Utopia Road.  The applicant requests to amend the ARSP as it 
applies to this property, affecting Section 29 of the ARSP, The Parks Neighborhood.  The 
proposed General Plan Amendment would change the land use designation of these seven 
acres from BP to EDU. 
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3. A 2.5 acre property, also owned by Midwestern but not included in the ARSP, is designated 

on the General Plan as Low Density Residential, 1-2.5 dwelling units per acre (LDR).  The 
property is located at the southeast corner of 53rd Avenue and the Loop 101 Freeway.  
Midwestern acquired the property from the City of Glendale in 2007 in exchange for the 
University providing permanent housing on its campus for a city paramedic unit.  This 
request is to amend the land use designation for this property from LDR to EDU to create a 
consistent designation over the entire campus. 

 
4. Since PAD approval in 1996, Midwestern has acquired 30 additional acres of land, 

including the two discussed above.  With the exception of the property adjacent to the 
south side of the existing campus south of Utopia Road, all parcels are north of the Behrend 
Drive alignment.  The University is requesting to add these 30 acres to its master plan to 
allow the expansion of the campus, student village, and associated campus services land 
uses.  These properties are currently zoned A-1 (Agricultural), C-2 (General Commercial), 
and B-P (Business Park) and would be rezoned to PAD. 
 

5. Arizona Public Service (APS) owns a 1.67 acre electrical substation located south of the 
southeast corner of 57th Avenue and the Loop 101 Freeway.  The property is currently 
zoned A-1.  In an effort to rezone the property to a district more compatible with the 
surrounding area, APS has agreed to include its property in the Midwestern PAD.  While the 
zoning district will change, the existing land use and operation of the substation will 
remain. 
 

6. Future phases of the campus include the development of a new veterinary medicine school 
and clinic as well as a small inn for prospective students, their families, and other visitors 
to stay overnight on campus.  Design Review approval will be required prior to 
construction of future phases. 
 

7. At the November 15, 2012 Planning Commission public hearing, one individual spoke with 
questions related to the timing of development of Phase 3 and how it would impact his 
property.  Staff responded that approval of the requests should encourage development in 
an area that has remained vacant since the construction of the Loop 101 Freeway.  Prior to 
development of the property Design Review will occur to make sure the property meets 
development requirements, including any need for traffic mitigation.  The applicant 
responded that there is no anticipated date for the development of Phase 3.  The Planning 
Commission recommended approval of GPA12-01, as written, and ZON12-04, subject to 
one stipulation. 
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ANALYSIS 
 
Specific Area Plan Amendment 

Findings: 

• The amendment is consistent with the policies and objectives of the rest of the General 
Plan; and 

• The proposed amendment furthers the public health, safety and general welfare of the 
citizens of Glendale. 

 
Analysis: 

• The amendment from Business Park to Education will create minimal impact to the 
neighborhood and is compatible with the area.  It is directly adjacent to the existing 
Midwestern campus, which is also designated as Education, and will merely be an 
extension of this land use designation along 57th Avenue. 

• The requested Specific Plan amendment is consistent with goal five of the Land Use 
Element of the General Plan, which encourages infill development.  The expansion of the 
campus takes advantage of an undeveloped parcel with existing infrastructure. 

 
General Plan Amendment 

Findings: 

• The amendment is consistent with the policies and objectives of the rest of the General 
Plan; and 

• The proposed amendment furthers the public health, safety and general welfare of the 
citizens of Glendale. 

 
Analysis: 

• Amendment to the land use designation from Low Density Residential, 1-2.5 du/ac to 
Education will be compatible with the area.  An office complex exists to the east and single-
family homes to the south, across Escuda Road.  The Education land use will blend well 
with the neighborhood and should not have a negative impact. 

• The location of this property better suits the Education land use.  The site fronts the Loop 
101 Freeway frontage road.  Development under this land use will provide a transition 
from the freeway to the residential uses to the south. 
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• This request is consistent with goals three and four of the Land Use Element of the General 
Plan by creating a compatible land use transition from the Loop 101 Freeway and 
residential development. 

• The requested General Plan Amendment is consistent with goal five of the Land Use 
Element of the General Plan.  While infrastructure exists adjacent to the site, the property 
has remained vacant since the development of the freeway.  The proposed land use 
designation will encourage development of this property. 

 
Rezoning 

Findings: 

• The amendment is consistent with the policies and objectives of the Glendale General Plan; 
• The proposed amendment furthers the public health, safety and general welfare of the 

citizens of Glendale; and 
• If the amendment is to the official Zoning Map, the proposed change will include any 

conditions necessary to mitigate any adverse impacts on the businesses, persons, or 
properties adjacent to the requested amendment. 

 
Analysis: 

• If the proposed Specific Plan and General Plan amendments are approved, the requested 
PAD expansion will be consistent with the adopted plans. 

• The request will add approximately 32 acres of land to the existing Midwestern PAD.  The 
majority of land being added is adjacent to the university campus and will serve to expand 
a land use that fits in well with the existing neighborhood. All development standards and 
design guidelines of the existing PAD zoning, including setbacks, landscaping, and 
architectural themes will remain the same. 

• The language of the proposed PAD amendment anticipates necessary off-site 
improvements for future campus development.  The applicant will be responsible for 
future roadway and utility improvements. 

• All applicable city departments have reviewed the application and recommend approval, 
subject to a stipulation. 

 
Staff recommends approval of GPA12-01 by Resolution. 

Staff recommends approval of ZON12-04, by Ordinance, subject to the following stipulation: 

1. Development shall be in substantial conformance with the development plan outlined 
in the PAD document, date stamped October 30, 2012. 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4632 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 
THE ARROWHEAD RANCH SPECIFIC PLAN AND 
GENERAL PLAN MAP OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
ARIZONA, BY APPROVING GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT 
GPA12-01 FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT 19555 NORTH 59th 
AVENUE. 

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

 
SECTION 1.  That the General Plan Map of the City of Glendale, Arizona, is hereby 

amended by approving General Plan Amendment GPA12-01 amending the Arrowhead Ranch 
Specific Plan from Business Park to Education and the General Plan Land Use Map from Low 
Density Residential, 1-2.5 du/ac to Education for property located at 19555 North 59th Avenue. 
 

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 
 
gpa 12-01.doc 



ORDINANCE NO. 2827 NEW SERIES 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, REZONING 
PROPERTY FROM A-1 (AGRICULTURAL), C-2 (GENERAL 
COMMERCIAL), AND B-P (BUSINESS PARK) TO PAD 
(PLANNED AREA DEVELOPMENT) FOR DEVELOPMENT 
PLAN TITLED “MIDWESTERN UNIVERSITY” LOCATED AT 
19555 NORTH 59TH AVENUE; AMENDING THE ZONING 
MAP; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Glendale Planning Commission held a public hearing on 
November 15, 2012, in zoning case ZON12-04 in the manner prescribed by law for the purpose 
of rezoning property located at 19555 North 59th Avenue from A-1 (Agricultural), C-2 (General 
Commercial), and B-P (Business Park) to PAD (Planned Area Development); 
 
 WHEREAS, due and proper notice of such Public Hearing was given in the time, form, 
substance and manner provided by law including publication of such notice in the Glendale Star 
on October 25, 2012; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Glendale Planning Commission has recommended to the Mayor 
and the Council the zoning of property as aforesaid and the Mayor and the Council desire to 
accept such recommendation and rezone the property described on Exhibit A as a PAD (Planned 
Area Development) in accordance with the Development Plan currently on file with the Planning 
Department as of the date of this ordinance. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE as follows: 
 
 SECTION 1.  That a parcel of land in Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona located at 
19555 North 59th Avenue is hereby conditionally rezoned from A-1 (Agricultural) as enacted by 
Ordinance No. 1092 dated September 11, 1979, C-2 (General Commercial) as enacted by 
Ordinance No. 1245 dated August 9, 1983, and B-P (Business Park) as enacted by Glendale City 
Council on October 9, 1984 to PAD (Planned Area Development) in accordance with the 
Development Plan currently on file with the Planning Department as of the date of this 
ordinance. 
 
 SECTION 2.  That the rezoning herein provided for be conditioned and subject to the 
following: 
 

1. Development shall be in substantial conformance with the development plan outlined 
in the PAD document, date stamped October 30, 2012. 

 



 SECTION 3.  Amendment of Zoning Map.  The City of Glendale Zoning Map is herewith 
amended to reflect the change in districts referred to and the property described in Section 1 
above. 
 
 SECTION 4.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall become effective at the time and in 
the manner prescribed by law. 
 

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

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
Acting City Manager 
 
z_ZON12-04.doc 







































 

MINUTES 

CITY OF GLENDALE PLANNING COMMISSION 

 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

5850 WEST GLENDALE AVENUE 

GLENDALE, ARIZONA 85301 

 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 15, 2012 

7:00pm 

 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

The meeting was called to order at approximately 7:00pm. 

 

Commissioners Present:  Chairperson Sherwood (Sahuaro), Commissioner Petrone (Cholla), 

Commissioner Larson (Mayoral), Commissioner Williams (Ocotillo), and Commissioner Penilla 

(Barrel). 

 

There are two vacant positions, Cactus and Yucca. 

 

City Staff Present:  Tabitha Perry, Assistant Planning Director, Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director,  

Craig Tindall, City Attorney, Karen Stovall, Senior Planner, and Diana Figueroa, Recording Secretary. 

 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Chairperson Sherwood called for Approval of Minutes. 

 

Commissioner Petrone made a motion to approve the minutes of the September 6, 2012, 

Workshop.  Commissioner Williams seconded the motion, which was approved 

unanimously. 

 

Commissioner Petrone made a motion to approve the minutes of the September 6, 2012, 

Public Hearing.  Commissioner Penilla seconded the motion, which was approved 

unanimously. 

 

Commissioner Penilla made a motion to approve the minutes of the October 4, 2012, 

Workshop.  Commissioner Petrone seconded the motion, which was approved 

unanimously. 

 

Commissioner Petrone made a motion to approve the minutes of the October 4, 2012, 

Public Hearing.  Commissioner Penilla seconded the motion, which was approved 

unanimously. 

 

WITHDRAWALS AND CONTINUANCES 

Chairperson Sherwood called for any withdrawals and/or continuances.  There were none presented for 

approval. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS 

Chairperson Sherwood called for staff’s presentation. 
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 GPA12-01: A request by Midwestern University to amend the land use designation on 

approximately 7 acres within the Arrowhead Ranch Specific Plan from Business 

Park to Education.  The site is located south of the southwest corner of 57
th

 

Avenue and Utopia Road (19555 North 59
th

 Avenue).  A second request to amend 

the General Plan land use designation on approximately 2.5 acres from Low 

Density Residential, 1-2.5 du/ac to Education.  The site is located at the southeast 

corner of 53
rd

 Avenue and the Loop 101 Freeway (19555 North 59
th

 Avenue). 

Staff Contact: Karen Stovall, Senior Planner (Cholla District). 

 

 ZON12-04: A request by Midwestern University to rezone approximately 32 acres from A-1 

(Agricultural), C-2 (General Commercial), and B-P (Business Park) to PAD 

(Planned Area Development).  The site is generally located at the southeast corner 

of 59
th

 Avenue and the Loop 101 Freeway (19555 North 59
th

 Avenue).  Staff 

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

 

Ms. Karen Stovall, Senior Planner, presented GPA12-01 and ZON12-04.  She said these are requests by 

Midwestern University for several properties totaling 32 acres and generally located south of the Loop 

101 Freeway, between 51
st
 and 59

th
 Avenues. 

 

She stated that in 1996, City Council approved Rezoning Application Z-95-16, which established the 

existing Planned Area Development zoning for the Midwestern University – Glendale Campus.  The 

land area included in the PAD at that time was 123 acres. 

 

Ms. Stovall explained that the two General Plan Amendment requests are to amend the land use 

designation on approximately seven acres within the Arrowhead Ranch Specific Plan from Business 

Park to Education and amend the General Plan land use designation on approximately 2.5 acres from 

Low Density Residential, 1-2.5 du/ac to Education. 

 

She added that the rezoning request is to rezone 32 acres from A-1 (Agricultural), C-2 (General 

Commercial), and B-P (Business Park) to PAD and add these properties to the existing Midwestern 

University PAD.  A property owned by Arizona Public Service, located south of the southeast corner of 

57
th

 Avenue and the Loop 101 Freeway is included in these 32 acres.  While the zoning district on this 

property will change, the existing land use and operation of the substation will remain.  This rezoning 

request would expand the campus.  Future phases of the campus include a veterinary medicine school 

and clinic as well as a small inn. 

 

The applicant held a neighborhood meeting in June 2012.  Excluding city staff and Midwestern 

employees, two people attended and expressed overall support.  The applicant also held a one-on-one 

meeting at the request of an individual representing nearby property owners.  No concerns were 

expressed. 

 

Ms. Stovall reported that following approval of the Citizen Participation Final Report, a homeowner 

near 53rd Avenue, south of Escuda Road, contacted Planning with questions about future development 

of the property at the northwest corner of 53rd Avenue and Escuda Road.  Planning staff responded to 

the questions and referred the resident to the applicant for more details.  The applicant contacted the 
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homeowner and explained that no plans for the property are in place; however, prior to development, 

Midwestern will notify adjacent property owners and request input regarding the proposed development.  

The individual was satisfied with this response. 

 

Ms. Stovall explained that the amendment from Business Park to Education will create minimal impact 

to the neighborhood and is compatible with the area.  It is directly adjacent to the existing Midwestern 

campus, which is also designated as Education, and will be an extension of this land use designation 

along 57th Avenue.  The requested Specific Plan amendment is consistent with the General Plan, which 

encourages infill development.  The expansion of the campus takes advantage of an undeveloped parcel 

with existing infrastructure. 

 

Ms. Stovall stated that the amendment to the land use designation from Low Density Residential, 1-2.5 

du/ac to Education will be compatible with the area.  The location of this property better suits the 

Education land use.  The site fronts the Loop 101 Freeway frontage road.  Development under this land 

use will provide a transition from the freeway to the residential uses to the south.  She stated while 

infrastructure exists adjacent to the site, the property has remained vacant since the development of the 

freeway.  The proposed land use designation will encourage development of this property. 

 

She continued explaining that if the proposed Specific Plan and General Plan amendments are approved, 

the requested PAD expansion will be consistent with the adopted plans.  The majority of land being 

added to the existing PAD is adjacent to the university campus and will serve to expand a land use that 

fits well with the existing neighborhood.  All development standards and design guidelines of the 

existing PAD, including setbacks, landscaping, and architectural themes will remain the same.  The 

language of the proposed PAD amendment anticipates necessary off-site improvements for future 

campus development.  All applicable city departments have reviewed the application and recommend 

approval, subject to one stipulation. 

 

Ms. Stovall concluded by saying that the Planning Commission should recommend approval of     

GPA12-01 and ZON12-04, subject to the stipulation listed in the staff report. 

 

Chairperson Sherwood called for any questions. 

 

Commissioner Penilla asked about the adequacy of the notice to adjacent homeowners and interested 

parties.  He also questioned the project narrative on page four which refers to the general plan 

amendment and the change in land use designation from Low Density Residential to Education.  And on 

page five, there is a discussion that the property might be developed as a small inn for visitors and guests 

to the campus.  He asked if that language is meant to designate a dormitory or something similar to a 

large hotel. 

 

In reply, Ms. Stovall explained that the existing planned area development permits this specific wording 

for the associated campus services, use of a hotel.  It could be open to the public; however, the applicant 

can discuss the intent. 

 

Commissioner Penilla referenced the June 11, 2012, notice to property owners and interested parties, the 

first four paragraphs regarding change in usage.  The fourth paragraph discusses in detail their 
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commitment to maintenance.  He asked if the notice for the original PAD zoning case was adequate to 

the people adjacent to the area that they were going to potentially have a hotel.  From this letter, anyone 

concerned would have no notice of a potential use of the land and the intended change. 

 

Staff was not sure if the letter sent out for the 1995 rezoning application included information about a 

hotel. 

 

Commissioner Penilla expressed concern that we adequately notify people that they might have a hotel 

across the street instead of a university.  He felt it might make the difference for an interested property 

owner to attend a public meeting. 

 

Ms. Tabitha Perry added a correction by stating that as part of the process in a rezoning case, the process 

stands today as it was during the time of the original PAD.  The applicant had to go through the same 

process as they would today.  Therefore, a notice was sent out.  A letter does exist; however, staff does 

not have that letter.  She said these requests are for an amendment to make additions.  The hotel as a 

land use was permitted within the original PAD.  The individuals who live in the area have the 

opportunity to attend the meeting and are provided more specific information that is not typically 

provided in a notification letter.  The intent in the process is to give notification that they can be aware 

of and if the applicant or surrounding neighbor desire more specific information, there are several 

avenues in which to seek that information.  For this project, the original PAD stands that a hotel is a 

permitted use. 

 

Commissioner Penilla said his concern is about adequate notice of a potential hotel and traffic 

implications. 

 

Ms. Perry replied that it is based on a practice and process that adequate information was provided.  It is 

possible that the applicant has the ability to provide additional information because the letter comes 

from the applicant.   

 

Commissioner Penilla responded that he understands and believes when it says in the letter and notice, 

similar campus buildings, that the university is an educational institution and that education is their 

business and not lodging. 

 

Ms. Perry commented that based on the original PAD approval and the intent of a university, they 

envision down the road there was a possibility for a need for a hotel. 

 

Chairperson Sherwood called for the applicant’s presentation. 

 

Dr. Kathleen Goeppinger, President of Midwestern University, introduced herself and said they are in 

the housing business and have many overnight stays.  It is within the scope of a university.  Dr. 

Goeppinger stated they envision an inn, not a big hotel.  Applicants are brought on campus for 

interviews.  An inn at the corner of 59
th

 Avenue and Loop 101 would give access for visitors and 

families.  With 2,800 students on campus, their families visit on a regular basis.  Others visit for 

continuing medical education hours and housing would be helpful.  She said the building would look 

like others on the campus and be for people coming on a temporary basis. 
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Commissioner Penilla asked about the language and meaning of a small inn. 

 

Dr. Goeppinger stated that it could be a two or three story building.  It may include a courtyard; it will 

be well landscaped. 

 

Commissioner Penilla commented that he likes the project.  His concern is about giving notice to the 

adjacent property owners and if that was done properly.  It would be helpful to have the concern 

clarified that the original notice was provided to adjacent homeowners.   

 

Dr. Goeppinger said there were several meetings and discussions on campus.  When inviting people to 

campus for this zoning process, there were phone calls and there was no concern about the project. 

Commissioner Penilla said that the letter in no way would advise anyone that there would be a hotel 

built and that is the concern. 

 

Commissioner Petrone stated that Midwestern University has been a great neighbor and asked if the inn 

was built, would it be leased to outside management at the same quality of oversight. 

 

Dr. Goeppinger replied that they do not lease out, they manage, staff, handle maintenance and landscape 

and are self-contained. 

 

Commissioner Petrone commented that Midwestern University and Dr. Goeppinger have done a 

wonderful job.  When the project was originally approved, this was foreseeable at that time and we are 

now approving an extension. 

 

Dr. Goeppinger thanked the City of Glendale for being a good neighbor to Midwestern University. 

 

Commissioner Williams asked if the public could use the facility. 

 

Dr. Goeppinger said it will be called The Inn at Midwestern so it doesn’t indicate the public could stop; 

however, this would have to be discussed. 

 

Chairperson Sherwood said that Midwestern University is a great place, a credit to the community and 

does well for the City of Glendale.  It is exciting to see the growth planned and even with the recession, 

it hasn’t slowed down the University. 

 

Chairperson Sherwood opened the public hearing. 

 

Mr. Don May, 19855 N 53
rd

 Avenue, explained he resides south of the subject property along the 2.5 

acres in phase III area, and stated that staff provided him the information about the plan.  He said the 

applicant did contact him to discuss their proposal.  He said his concerns, having moving here in 2006, 

are being unaware of any developments, his land value, traffic, carbon dioxide, timeframe and possible 

eminent domain. 

 

Chairperson Sherwood asked if his questions were resolved after speaking with the applicant.   
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Mr. May replied that his concern is how he fits in financially.  He agrees with the project and doesn’t 

want to be harmed financially. 

 

Chairperson Sherwood asked staff to comment and shared his experience with Thunderbird Hospital’s 

major improvement and noted that properties around there did improve. 

 

Mr. May asked about the timeline. 

 

Ms. Stovall stated that it has been zoned A-1 since it was annexed in to the city in 1979.  Since the 

freeway has been constructed, that property has remained undeveloped and staff believes that allowing 

Midwestern University to develop the property, it will encourage development.  The details will be 

addressed at the time they submit plans to the city.  When a project goes through the development 

process, transportation makes sure that any type of traffic devices will be installed in the area to ensure 

there aren’t issues with circulation.  The applicant has stated that she will notify the adjacent property 

owners before plans are submitted to the city to give citizens a chance to voice concerns and work 

through any issues.  The city has no desire to take ownership of those properties in that area. 

 

Commissioner Larson asked if the applicant can discuss how they plan to use the land and how that 

relates to residents and traffic. 

 

Dr. Goeppinger stated that the land was planned to be a city fire station.  There was a study prepared and 

it was found the city did not need another full fire station and only a paramedic unit was needed.  

Midwestern University built an entire unit of the building at no cost to the city for the paramedic truck, 

for housing of the paramedics and equipment so they have a self-contained area and a better response 

time.  In return, Midwestern received the land.  There are no immediate plans.  She said there are plans 

for three additional buildings, one on main campus and two buildings on the clinic side of the campus 

but no plans for the land that is being discussed at this time. 

  

Commissioner Petrone commented that anecdotally, in 1973, at ASU West, there is a large portion of 

property at 43
rd

 Avenue and Thunderbird Road and sometimes there is a long gestation period for 

projects to become what is intended. 

 

Commissioner Penilla questioned about the time of original submission and a traffic study. 

 

In reply, as far as pollution concerns, those issues are not addressed by local jurisdictions, they are 

handled by Arizona Department of Environmental Quality. 

 

Chairperson Sherwood asked if there were additional comments.  There were none. 

 

Commissioner Petrone made a motion to recommend approval of GPA12-01.  

Commissioner Larson seconded the motion, which was unanimously approved. 

 

The Planning Commission’s recommendation will be forwarded to City Council for final action. 
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Commissioner Penilla made a motion to recommend approval of ZON12-04 subject to the 

stipulation listed in the staff report.  Commissioner Larson seconded the motion, which was 

unanimously approved. 

 

The Planning Commission’s recommendation will be forwarded to City Council for final action. 

 

OTHER BUSINESS 

Chairperson Sherwood called for Other Business.  There was none. 

 

OTHER BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR 

Chairperson Sherwood called for Other Business from the Floor.  There was none. 

 

PLANNING STAFF REPORT 

Chairperson Sherwood called for the Planning Staff Report.  There was none. 

 

COMMISSION COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 

Chairperson Sherwood called for Commission Comments and Suggestions.  There were none. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

With no further business, Commissioner Williams made a motion to adjourn the Meeting.  

Commissioner Petrone seconded the motion, which was approved unanimously.  The meeting adjourned 

at 7:55pm. 

 

The next meeting is scheduled for December 6, 2012. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

__________________________________ 

Diana Figueroa, Recording Secretary 
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE REPRESENTATION SERVICES FOR THE  
PROTECTION OF THE MISSION OF LUKE AIR FORCE BASE 

Staff Contact: Jenna Goad, Interim Assistant to the Mayor 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a special procurement 
professional services agreement with Hyjek & Fix, Inc. for the continuation of federal legislative 
consultant services for continued protection of the mission of Luke Air Force Base (AFB). 

Background Summary 
 
In 2006, 14 West Valley communities conducted a national search for the hiring of a 
consulting/legal/public relations team to develop and execute a strategy which would ensure the 
long-term viability of Luke AFB.  As a result of the competitive process, a Washington, D.C. based 
firm, Hyjek & Fix, Inc., was selected.  Through the collaborative efforts of the West Valley 
communities, Arizona’s Congressional Delegation and Hyjek & Fix, Inc., the Air Force announced in 
August 2012 that Luke AFB was the selected site for F-35 Active Duty Training. 
 
The current contract expires December 31, 2012.  A new contract should be initiated prior to that 
date so there is no gap in federal representation.  Although Luke AFB has been selected as the 
training site for the F-35, there are still many issues that could threaten Luke’s long-term viability 
including sequestration, federal budget cuts, and any Base Realignment and Closure Commission 
(BRAC) or other Force Structure Adjustment-related issues.     
 
Hyjek & Fix, Inc. has the background, knowledge, and experience necessary to be successful in 
lobbying Congress, the Administration, and the Department of Defense to protect and enhance the 
mission of Luke AFB.  The firm has irreplaceable knowledge and relationships that are necessary 
to fulfill the proposed scope of work as stated in the contract.  Additionally, while being 
administered by the City of Glendale, this contract is unique in that it is shared, paid for, and 
utilized by 14 member jurisdictions in the West Valley, all of whom have expressed the critical 
desire for consistent representation of the Base over the next few turbulent years where 
important defense and financial decisions impacting the Armed Services will be made.  All 
necessary documentation to request a special procurement purchase has been submitted to the 
Materials Management Department and after careful review, has been approved. 
 
The total annual contract cost is $144,000, of which Glendale’s portion is $27,273.  The balance of 
the contract is collected from the 13 other West Valley community partners.   
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Previous Related Council Action 
 
On November 28, 2006, Council approved a contract with Hyjek & Fix, Inc. for federal legislative 
representation services for the protection of the mission of Luke AFB.  In June 2011, Council 
approved a one year extension to June 2012, and at that time, the contract was extended for an 
additional six months.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Arizona’s military industry represents one of the largest industries in the state and generates 
more than $9 billion in economic impact annually to Arizona.  Luke AFB is the largest military 
installation in the state in terms of the number of personnel it employs (more than 7,000), the 
population it serves (more than 100,000 base personnel, military families and retirees) and its 
economic impact to the state of Arizona ($2.17 billion annually). 
 
In addition to protecting our nation’s defense and being an economic asset to the state, Luke AFB 
has a profound impact in our community, as base personnel volunteer more than 100,000 hours 
annually at local schools, churches, youth sports leagues and non-profit organizations. 

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 

$27,273 Intergovernmental Programs 1000-10910-518200 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Jenna Goad, Interim Assistant to the Mayor 

Item Title: FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE REPRESENTATION SERVICES FOR THE  
PROTECTION OF THE MISSION OF LUKE AIR FORCE BASE  

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a special procurement 
professional services agreement with Hyjek & Fix, Inc. for the continuation of federal legislative 
consultant services for continued protection of the mission of Luke Air Force Base (AFB). 

BACKGROUND 
 
In 2006, the West Valley communities of Avondale, Buckeye, El Mirage, Gila Bend, Glendale, 
Goodyear, Litchfield Park, Peoria, Phoenix, Surprise, Tolleson, Wickenburg, Youngtown and 
Maricopa County conducted a national search for the hiring of a consulting/legal/public relations 
team to develop and execute a strategy which would ensure the long-term viability of Luke AFB.  
As a result of the competitive process, a Washington, D.C. based firm, Hyjek & Fix, Inc., was 
selected.  
 
A strategic plan was developed by the consulting team and West Valley communities to seek and 
acquire the designation of Luke AFB as the United States Air Force’s F-35 Joint Strike Fighter 
Active Duty Training site.  This designation will secure the future of Luke AFB well into the 21st 
century. The introduction of the F-35 to Luke AFB is associated with nearly $150 million in 
anticipated military construction projects.  Additionally, Luke AFB’s annual $2.17 billion economic 
impact from employment and purchases of commodities or services will remain strong for 
decades. 
 
Through the collaborative efforts of the West Valley communities, Arizona’s Congressional 
Delegation and Hyjek & Fix, Inc., the Air Force announced in August 2012 that Luke AFB was the 
selected site for F-35 Active Duty Training. 

ANALYSIS 
 
On November 28, 2006, Council approved a contract with Hyjek & Fix, Inc. for federal legislative 
representation services for the protection of the mission of Luke AFB.  In June 2011, Council 
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approved a one year extension to June 2012 and at that time the contract was extended for an 
additional six months.   
 
The current contract expires December 31, 2012.  A new contract should be initiated prior to that 
date so there is no gap in federal representation.   
 
Although Luke AFB has been selected as the training site for the F-35, there are still many issues 
that could threaten Luke’s long-term viability including sequestration, federal budget cuts, and 
any Base Realignment and Closure Commission (BRAC) or other Force Structure Adjustment-
related issues.  Additionally, the firm will assist with securing funding for Luke AFB and the Barry 
M. Goldwater Range and will work to ensure that any potential aircraft or staff departures are 
minimized to reduce the detrimental impact to Luke AFB. 
 
This agreement is for an initial term of two years (through December 31, 2014) with three one 
year renewal options, for a maximum potential contract length of five years.  The proposed 
contract represents a significant reduction from past contracts.  Following the F-35 Record of 
Decision, the need for federal lobbying services has been somewhat reduced.  Previously, the 
annual contract was $340,000 of which Glendale’s portion was $65,155.  The new contract, at a 
total cost of $144,000 annually, represents over a 50% reduction.  Glendale’s portion will be 
$27,273.   
   
Hyjek & Fix, Inc. have developed and demonstrated an in-depth knowledge of Luke AFB’s 
capabilities and the most effective ways to favorably impact the Air Force decision-making 
process.  Their understanding of the nuances of the F-35 mission has been critical to Luke AFB 
being designated as the selected site for the active duty training.  Additionally, Hyjek & Fix, Inc. 
have played a key role in developing the community and public official support required to secure 
the West Valley communities ultimate objective of protecting Luke AFB with the F-35 mission.   
 
The loss of Hyjek & Fix, Inc.’s knowledge of the issues surrounding the basing decision and the 
Environmental Impact Statement process would be detrimental to the overall goal of 
implementing the F-35 mission at Luke AFB.  Further, Hyjek & Fix, Inc. have secured the trust and 
confidence of the Arizona Congressional Delegation, state and local officials as well as key Air 
Force decision-makers.  Sustaining the trust and confidence of these individuals at this time is of 
paramount importance to protecting the continued mission viability of Luke.  
 
Hyjek & Fix, Inc. has the background, knowledge, and experience necessary to be successful in 
lobbying Congress, the Administration, and the Department of Defense to protect and enhance the 
mission of Luke AFB.  The firm has irreplaceable knowledge and relationships that are necessary 
to fulfill the proposed scope of work as stated in the contract.  Additionally, while being 
administered by the City of Glendale, this contract is unique in that it is shared, paid for, and 
utilized by 14 member jurisdictions in the West Valley all of whom have expressed the critical 
desire for consistent representation of the Base over the next few turbulent years where 
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important defense and financial decisions impacting the Armed Services will be made.  It would 
not be strategically wise or appropriate to change firms in the middle of a multi-year strategy to 
protect Luke AFB. 
 
All necessary documentation to request a special procurement purchase has been submitted to 
the Materials Management Department and after careful review has been approved. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The total annual contract cost is $144,000, of which Glendale’s portion is $27,273.  The balance of 
the contract is collected from the 13 other West Valley community partners.  Glendale invoices 
each of the partners and serves as the contract administrator.   
 
This is a budgeted expense and funds are available in the FY 2012-13 operating budget of the 
Intergovernmental Programs Department for Glendale’s portion of the contract. 
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: CONSTRUCTION AGREEMENT WITH MCKENNA CONTRACTING, LLC 
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 $110,480. This 
construction agreement will allow the City of Glendale’s Community Housing Division to replace 
aging windows and doors within Glendale Public Housing.   

Background Summary 
 
The Glendale Community Housing Division maintains three public housing complexes in three 
separate locations, with a total of 155 apartments. There are 51 apartments at Lamar Homes 
located at 6100 West Lamar Rd, 70 apartments at Glendale Homes located at 5215 West Ocotillo 
and 34 apartments at Cholla Vista Apartment Homes located at 5320 West Maryland Avenue. 
 
As part of the ongoing maintenance program, all windows in the 51 Lamar Homes apartments will 
be replaced along with 30 exterior doors at the same complex.  New windows will be double pane 
low-e insulated windows.  The new doors will be insulated fiberglass doors.   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
Council approved funding for this project during the adoption of the FY 2010-11 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 

$110,480 1320-31089-518200 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Elaine Adamczyk, Housing Services Administrator 
Item Title: CONSTRUCTION AGREEMENT WITH MCKENNA CONTRACTING, LLC 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         

12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on a proposed contract with McKenna Contracting, LLC, to 
provide and install window and doors to apartments 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 
 
The Glendale Community Housing Division maintains three public housing complexes in three 
separate locations, with a total of 155 apartments.  There are 51 apartments at Lamar Homes 
located at 6100 West Lamar Rd, 70 apartments at Glendale Homes located at 5215 West Ocotillo, 
and 34 apartments at Cholla Vista Apartment Homes located at 5320 West Maryland Avenue. 
 
As part of the ongoing maintenance program, all windows in the 51 Lamar Homes Apartments will 
be replaced along with 30 exterior doors at the same complex.  New windows will be double pane, 
low-e insulated windows and insulated fiberglass exterior doors.  Existing doors are hollow metal, 
installed 18 years ago, and the existing windows are single pane.  
 
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 
 
The Glendale Community Housing Division was successfully awarded a Community Development 
Block Grant to replace aging public housing windows and doors during the Fiscal Year (FY) 2010-
11 funding cycle in the amount of $200,000.    



 
Without this funding, these maintenance 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.    
 
The city’s Engineering Division followed the city procurement process, a Request for Proposal was 
issued and bids were received.  McKenna Contracting, LLC, was identified as the most qualified 
bidder. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Council approved funding this project during the adoption of the FY 2010-11 CDBG Annual Action 
Plan.   
 
Of the awarded $200,000, $41,775.04 was used for critical emergencies such as door replacement, 
window replacement and the purchases of door hardware (locks, deadbolts, hinges and 
doorknobs). 
 
Funds in the amount of $158,224.96 are available to construct all proposed window and door 
replacements through the approved Community Development Block grant account (1320-31089-
518200).   
 
No General Funds will be used for this project. 
 
 































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

DATE: September 20, 2012 - 9:00 a.m.

CONTRACTOR
BID BOND/           

CHECK
ACKNOWLEDGE 

ADDENDUM 1 BASE BID TOTAL COST
ALTERNATE NO. 1    

TOTAL COST
BASE BID & ALT. #1 

GRAND TOTAL COST

1 MCKENNA CONTRACTING, LLC BB YES 87,101.00$                           23,379.00$                           110,480.00$                         

2 G&G SPECIALTY CONTRACTORS, INC. BB YES 137,087.00$                         20,241.00$                           157,328.00$                         

3 FCI CONSTRUCTORS, INC. BB YES 171,541.60$                         13,034.63$                           184,576.23$                         

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Engineers Estimate:  $148,000,000

Time of completion for this project is ninety (90) consecutive days from and
including the date of receipt of the notice to proceed. 

BID TABULATION

PROJECT# 111212 - LAMAR HOUSING COMPLEX - DOORS AND WINDOWS REPLACEMENT
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: AWARD OF PROPOSAL 13-01, PHILIPS DEFIBRILLATOR SERVICE 
AGREEMENT 

Staff Contact: Mark Burdick, Fire Chief  

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to award proposal 13-01 and authorize the City Manager to enter 
into an agreement for Philips Defibrillator Service with Philips Healthcare for five years. 

Background Summary 
 
The Glendale Fire Department (GFD) uses 29 Philips MRX defibrillators/heart monitors.  These 
portable monitors are stored on apparatus and are readily available for all emergency incidents.  
The defibrillators provide paramedics the ability to evaluate and treat patients based on their 
heart rhythm, heart rate, oxygen level and blood pressure.  The monitors allow paramedics to 
quickly determine the method of treatment including defibrillation of patients who may be in 
cardiac arrest.  These monitors are essential pieces of emergency medical equipment in treating 
patients with potentially life threatening illnesses or symptoms.  This agreement ensures the 
defibrillators are up-to-date on software, ongoing maintenance, and semi-annual manufacturer 
performance inspections. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Sudden cardiac arrest is the leading cause of death of adults and accounts for 325,000 annual 
adult deaths in the United States.  Eighty-five percent of all out-of-hospital cardiac arrests occur 
either at work or at home.  A treatment delay of four to five minutes decreases survival rates by as 
much as 40 percent and a delay of 10 minutes or longer results in death 95 percent of the time.  
Sudden cardiac arrest requires immediate treatment with a working defibrillator.  This device 
sends an electric shock to the heart in an attempt to restore a normal heart rhythm and pulse. The 
Philips MRX monitors have been in-service and worked well for the citizens of Glendale since 
2006.  The community will benefit with fully functioning, well maintained and updated Philips 
MRX monitors and this contract will ensure their operational effectiveness for the next five years. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
The breakdown below is for one year, $32,298.  This same breakdown will be used for years two 
through five.  Funds are available in the Fiscal Year 2012-13 budget.  



     

   CITY COUNCIL REPORT   
 

 

2 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report Agreement 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

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

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

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

$2,227 1000-12492-518200 (H.A.L.O.-Professional/Contractual) 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Mark Burdick, Fire Chief 

Item Title: AWARD OF PROPOSAL 13-01, PHILIPS DEFIBRILLATOR SERVICE  
AGREEMENT 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on Award of Proposal 13-01, Philips Defibrillator Service 
Agreement (Agreement).  The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this 
item to the City Council for their consideration and approval. 

BACKGROUND 
 
The Glendale Fire Department (GFD) currently has 29 Philips MRX defibrillators/heart monitors.  
These portable monitors are stored on apparatus and are readily available for all emergency 
incidents.  The defibrillators provide GFD Paramedics the ability to evaluate and treat patients 
based on their heart rhythm, heart rate, oxygen level and blood pressure.  The monitors allow GFD 
Paramedics to quickly determine the method of treatment including potentially defibrillating, or 
shocking, patients who may be in cardiac arrest.  These monitors are an essential piece of 
emergency medical equipment in treating patients with potentially life threatening illnesses or 
symptoms.   
 
Each shift, the firefighters conduct inspections of the defibrillators in order to confirm they are in 
proper working order.  This Agreement ensures the defibrillators are up-to-date on software, 
ongoing maintenance, and semi-annual manufacturer performance inspections.  This Agreement 
also ensures that the defibrillators are functioning to modern emergency medical science 
standards.   

ANALYSIS 
 
The initial purchase of the defibrillators was completed in 2006 through the procurement process.  
Included in this purchase was a five year service plan which expired in 2011.  Glendale then 
purchased a one year service agreement in order to ensure the defibrillators were in working 
order while staff prepared a Request for Proposal.  The current warranty and performance 
contract expired on November 30, 2012.  The new Agreement will be effective upon Council’s 
approval.  There will be a lapse of maintenance coverage for 10 days.  The defibrillators will still 
work and in the event one becomes inoperable during this time, GFD will use a spare defibrillator 
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until the service agreement is back in effect.  Staff is prepared to proceed immediately upon 
approval.  The service work provided by Philips Healthcare is paramount to the heart monitors 
performance during emergency medical situations of all types. 
 
The city has completed its evaluation process of the offers received for RFP No. 13-01.  Philips 
Healthcare was the only response received for this RFP.  Staff’s recommendation is to award the 
solicitation to Philips Healthcare.  If Council decided to decline this Agreement, the potential costs 
associated with repairing this sensitive equipment would greatly exceed the cost of the 
Agreement.   

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
This agreement has been budgeted through a combination of the fire medical services and special 
events/operations budgets.  This agreement will be billed annually with the first installment due 
upon approval of the Agreement.  The annual fee is $32,298 for 29 units.  The RFP allows GFD to 
add or remove units from the agreement.  GFD anticipates purchasing additional units prior to the 
end of the five year agreement. 
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: AWARD OF BID 13-03, LIGHT TOWER RENTALS FOR STADIUM AND  
ARENA EVENTS  

Staff Contact: Debbie Albert, Principal Engineer, Transportation Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to award the bid and authorize the City Manager to enter into an 
agreement with Pride Group, LLC in an amount not to exceed $100,000 annually for rental of light 
towers for events held at Jobing.com Arena and University of Phoenix Stadium. 

Background Summary 
 
By agreements with various Stadium and Arena partners, the city is responsible for providing 
improved parking spaces for events held at Jobing.com Arena and University of Phoenix Stadium.  
Such improvements include lighting, through either permanent or temporary means, to provide 
for safety and security within these parking lots.  Temporary lighting is also used to supplement 
street lighting in areas of high pedestrian activity on event days, as well as to support the 
spectator shuttle the city operates during large stadium events.  As a result of moving a portion of 
the parking allotment from one large, centralized location to three temporary lots near Westgate 
City Center, there has been an increase in the number of towers required from previous years.   
 
Due to this increased need for parking lot lighting, the city issued Invitation for Bid (IFB) 13-03 for 
light tower rentals.  Pride Group, LLC submitted the only responsive and responsible bid.  The 
resulting contract is for one year with the option to renew annually for up to four additional years, 
subject to the agreement of both parties. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On June 12, 2012, Council awarded the bid and authorized the City Manager to enter into a 
construction agreement with Regional Pavement Maintenance of Arizona, Inc. to construct two 
temporary parking lots at Westgate City Center. 
 
On June 12, 2012, Council authorized the City Manager to enter into an access agreement with 
Outlets at Westgate, LLC and to execute the easements provided under that access agreement for 
access to the parking lot leased from the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT). 
 
On May 22, 2012, Council authorized the City Manager to enter into an intergovernmental 
agreement with ADOT for the lease of 9.84 acres of property at the southeast corner of Glendale 
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Avenue and Loop 101 for temporary parking for major events in the Sports and Entertainment 
District.   
 
On May 22, 2012, Council authorized the City Manager to enter into a temporary parking lease 
agreement with The New Westgate, LLC for the use of Lot 5 of Westgate for temporary parking for 
major events. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Parking lot lighting provides for improved safety and security within the lots.  Additional lighting 
in high-pedestrian areas assists in efficiently moving people to and from the event venues. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
The estimated annual cost to provide light towers assuming 58 Arena and Stadium events is 
$80,000 including equipment and fuel usage.  However, the recommended not-to-exceed contract 
amount of $100,000 per year will account for additional unplanned events that may arise 
throughout the year, such as playoff games and concerts.   
 
Expenditures will be made from the following three accounts, based on need. 

 

 

 

 

 
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 

$100,000 1281-16840-518200 (Stadium-Transportation Ops.) 

1281-16845-518200 (Transportation-Fiesta Bowl Event) 

1282-16830-518200 (Arena-Transportation Ops.) 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Debbie Albert, Principal Engineer, Transportation Services 

Item Title: AWARD OF BID 13-03, LIGHT TOWER RENTALS FOR STADIUM AND  
ARENA EVENTS 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report explains the proposed contract for light tower rentals for events held at Jobing.com 
Arena and University of Phoenix Stadium.  The purpose of this report is to request that the City 
Manager place this item on an agenda for City Council action. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
By agreements with various Stadium and Arena partners, the city is responsible for providing 
improved parking spaces for events held at Jobing.com Arena and University of Phoenix Stadium.  
Such improvements include lighting, through either permanent or temporary means, to provide 
for safety and security within these parking lots.  Temporary lighting is also used to supplement 
street lighting in areas of high pedestrian activity on event days, as well as to support the 
spectator shuttle the city operates during large stadium events. 
 
In previous seasons, the city has only provided temporary lighting for off-site overflow stadium 
parking and for shuttle operations.  As a result of moving a portion of the parking allotment from 
one large, centralized location to three temporary lots near Westgate City Center, there has been 
an increase in both the number of towers required and the number of events at the Stadium and 
Arena.   

ANALYSIS 
 
Due to the need for additional lighting, staff issued Invitation for Bid (IFB) 13-03 for light tower 
rental for parking lot lighting for Arena and Stadium events.  Staff recommends awarding IFB 13-
03 and authorizing the City Manager to enter into a contract with Pride Group, LLC in an amount 
not to exceed $100,000 per year for light tower rentals for special events. 
 
Prior to releasing the IFB, two scenarios to provide lighting for parking lots were evaluated.  Staff 
looked at the feasibility of installing permanent lighting versus the use of temporary lighting.  
Installation of permanent lighting would require establishment of new service from Salt River 
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Project (SRP), design of the lighting improvements and installation of equipment.  Prior to 
completing a cost estimate for permanent installation and ongoing electricity, staff determined 
there was not sufficient time in the construction schedule to complete each of these steps and 
meet the deadlines for completion of construction of permanent lighting.  Additionally, several of 
the properties that require lighting are not owned by the city; therefore, the timeline for use could 
not be established.   
 
When evaluating temporary lighting, staff compared the cost of renting light towers per event 
versus purchasing the same equipment.  The cost of renting equipment was estimated to be 
approximately $200 per day, and the purchase cost was $9,000; therefore, the city would recoup 
its purchase cost by the 46th event.  It is estimated there are 48 Arena and 10 Stadium events that 
would require light towers each year. 
 
The cost of fuel was not included as it would be the same in both instances and typically costs 
$6.00 to $8.00 per gallon, which includes delivery.  Based on this information, the city purchased 
five light towers for use in lots or areas that would be used most frequently for parking, reducing 
the total quantity of towers to be rented.  The remaining light tower locations were identified as 
candidates for a rental agreement since they are used in areas primarily to support Stadium 
events, which occur 10 to 15 times per year.  These events could include soccer, football or 
concerts. 
 
Responses were received for IFB 13-03 on July 27, 2012.  Pride Group, LLC submitted the only 
responsible, responsive bid.  The contract is for one year with the option of four annual renewals, 
subject to the agreement of both parties.   

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Per the Pride Group, LLC response to the IFB, the cost of renting three light towers for each Arena 
event is $624.94.  With 48 events requiring supplemental lighting, the total annual cost of light 
tower rentals for Arena events is estimated at $30,000.  The cost of equipment rental for each 
Stadium event is $3,734.90.  This cost includes 20 towers for an anticipated 10 events per year, 
which totals an estimated $37,350.  Fuel will be charged based on the actual usage at $7.50 per 
gallon.   
 
Based on these estimates, annual expenditures will total approximately $80,000.  The 
recommended not-to-exceed contract amount of $100,000 per year will account for additional 
unplanned events that may arise throughout the year, such as playoff games. 
 
Funds for these expenses are available in the Fiscal Year 2012-13 operating budget in the Stadium, 
Fiesta Bowl and Arena Transportation Operations Accounts (1281-16840-518200, 1281-16845-
518200, and 1282-16830-518200).   
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH STANLEY CONSULTANTS,  
INC. FOR 67TH AVENUE INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS DESIGN  

Staff Contact: Debbie Albert, Principal Engineer, Transportation Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
Staff is requesting Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional services 
agreement with Stanley Consultants, Inc., for the design of intelligent transportation systems (ITS) 
infrastructure on 67th Avenue, between Glendale Avenue and Cholla Street, in an amount not to 
exceed $194,878. 

Background Summary 
 
Since 2003, the city has made a significant investment in deployment of ITS infrastructure along 
arterial streets to enhance the management of traffic.  These improvements enable Transportation 
staff to remotely monitor traffic and make signal timing changes based on current traffic patterns, 
as well as in response to resident requests.  The city’s ITS system is currently comprised of over 
60 miles of fiber optic communications cable that provides communications to 140 of the city’s 
195 traffic signals, 93 closed circuit television (CCTV) cameras, and 10 dynamic message signs.  
Future infrastructure expansions on Peoria Avenue, as well as along Cactus, Thunderbird, and 
Greenway roads, are under design and expected to be constructed in fall 2013.   
 
This project to design communications infrastructure along 67th Avenue allows for seven 
additional signals and four CCTV cameras to be added to the system.  Transportation Services, in 
coordination with the Engineering Department, identified Stanley Consultants, Inc. as the most 
qualified company on Engineering’s on-call consultant list to perform this work. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Technology enhancements will continue to provide efficient traffic management for the traveling 
public, and this design project will address improvements to the ITS infrastructure along one of 
Glendale’s most critical north-south corridors. 
 

Budget and Financial Impacts  
The cost for design, including post design services, is estimated to be $194,878.   
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Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Agreement 

 

 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$194,878 2210-65005-518200 (Smart Traffic Signals) 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Debbie Albert, Principal Engineer, Transportation Services 

Item Title: 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH STANLEY  
CONSULTANTS, INC. FOR 67TH AVENUE INTELLIGENT  
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS DESIGN 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report provides information regarding a professional services agreement with Stanley 
Consultants, Inc., for the design of intelligent transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure on 67th 
Avenue, between Glendale Avenue and Cholla Street.  Staff requests that the City Manager place 
this item on an agenda for City Council action. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
Since 2003, the city has made a significant investment in deployment of ITS infrastructure along 
arterial streets to enhance the management of traffic.  These improvements include fiber optic 
cable and conduit, as well as advanced traffic signal control equipment, closed circuit television 
(CCTV) cameras and dynamic message signs.   
 
This system allows Transportation Services staff to monitor traffic in real time and make changes 
to signal operations remotely to limit the impact of construction or incidents.  Through the remote 
communications, staff also has the ability to respond to resident comments and concerns more 
quickly.  Additionally, the system is heavily used during events in the Sports and Entertainment 
District to manage event traffic by providing drivers guidance to parking lots and displaying 
information on roadway restrictions.   
 
To date, the city’s ITS system is comprised of over 60 miles of fiber optic communications cable 
that provides communications to 140 of the city’s 195 traffic signals, 93 CCTV cameras, and 10 
dynamic message signs.  Currently, there are two federally funded ITS design projects underway 
that will allow for remote communications to signals and cameras on Peoria Avenue, Cactus, 
Thunderbird, and Greenway roads.  This project to design communications infrastructure along 
67th Avenue allows for seven additional signals and four CCTV cameras to be added to the system, 
and provides a secondary path for communications circuits on Olive and Peoria avenues.   
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ANALYSIS 
 
The timeline for design of a federally funded project is typically 18 to 24 months.  Due to federal 
funding deadlines, design of this project needs to commence no later than January 2013.  Once 
design is complete, staff will bring forward, for Council approval, an intergovernmental agreement 
(IGA) with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), and ADOT will administer the 
construction of this project on behalf of the city.  This agreement for construction of this project 
will be brought to Council for approval once the project has proceeded to the 95-percent design 
stage. 
 
Initially, staff sought to secure federal funds for the design of this project; however, funds were 
directed to other regional priorities.  Moving forward, it has been determined that using an on-call 
consultant is the most efficient way to select a qualified design consultant given the current time 
constraints to complete this federally funded project.   
 
Staff investigated two options for completion of this design project.  The first option considered 
was to utilize the Engineering Department’s on-call list; and the second was to use the Arizona 
Department of Transportation’s (ADOT) local government on-call list.  Using a contractor from 
Engineering’s on-call list requires that the design contract be approved by City Council and allows 
for a Transportation Services staff member to serve as project manager.  Using a consultant from 
ADOT’s list requires that the city enter into an IGA with ADOT and an ADOT staff member would 
serve as project manager.  Using the ADOT on-call list would result in an approximate four-month 
delay to begin the project because of the time required to draft and approve the IGA.  Using 
ADOT’s list would also result in the city relinquishing direct oversight of the project.  For these 
reasons, staff recommends using the Engineering Department’s on-call list.  Transportation 
Services and Engineering staff identified Stanley Consultants, Inc., a consultant on the city’s on-call 
list, as the most qualified consultant. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The cost for design of this ITS project in accordance with the federal aid requirements is estimated 
to be $194,878, which includes the project assessment, utility, right-of-way, and environmental 
clearances, construction plans, project specifications and an engineer’s estimate.  Additionally, the 
scope of work includes post design services, such as attending construction meetings, responding 
to contractor questions, reviewing project submittals, preparing design changes and completing 
as-built drawings as required by ADOT.  The design of this project is 100% GO-funded and funding 
is available in the Smart Traffic Signals account (2210-65005-551200) in the FY 2012-13 capital 
improvement plan.    
 
The funding needed for construction of this project is estimated at $1.2 million and is 
programmed in the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) 2014 Transportation 
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Improvement Program (TIP).  Of the total anticipated cost, $987,000 is available through the 
federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) program.  The remaining funding is 
available in the GO Transportation Program Smart Traffic Signals account (2210-65005-551200). 
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH RIDER LEVETT  
BUCKNALL, LTD. FOR  LIFE-CYCLE COST ASSESSMENT 

Staff Contact: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
Staff is requesting Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional services 
agreement with Rider Levett Bucknall, Ltd. in an amount not to exceed $120,341 to develop a total 
life-cycle cost assessment for the following city-owned facilities: Jobing.Com Arena, the 
Renaissance Glendale Convention and Media Center, and Camelback Ranch in Glendale.  

Background Summary 
 
The City of Glendale owns the following three facilities: Jobing.Com Arena, the Renaissance 
Glendale Convention and Media Center, and Camelback Ranch in Glendale.  Each of these facilities 
requires maintenance and capital improvements for facility operations.  The facilities are managed 
by the current tenants, with the associated costs for operation and basic maintenance the 
responsibility of the tenants. The cost for the capital replacement and repairs are the 
responsibility of the city in each agreement.  The cost analysis will establish baseline budgets for 
each facility for capital maintenance, repairs, and replacement and will summarize the overall 
annual costs for capital investments for each of the next five years individually as well as in five 
year increments for the estimated life of the facility.  
 
A Request for Qualifications was issued in September 2012, to select a qualified consultant to 
develop life-cycle cost assessments for the three city-owned facilities. Four firms submitted 
proposals, with Rider Levett Bucknall, Ltd. selected by staff as the most qualified for the project. 
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$120,341 A new CIP department will be created under GF PAYGO (Fund 
1000) 
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Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

An appropriation authority transfer of $120,341 will be completed from the GIS Enterprise System 
PAYGO capital project, account number 1000-81062-551500, to a new PAYGO project that will be 
created upon Council’s approval of this item.  Additionally, the remaining appropriation authority 
of $294,966 in the GIS Enterprise System PAYGO capital project will be transferred from account 
number 1000-81062-551500 to the General Fund CIP Reserve, account number 1000-91012-
510200. 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

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

Item Title: PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH RIDER LEVETT  
BUCKNALL, LTD. FOR  LIFE-CYCLE COST ASSESSMENT 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager to forward this item for City Council 
consideration and action.  Staff plans to request the City Council authorize the city to enter into a 
professional services agreement with Rider Levett Bucknall, Ltd., to develop a total life-cycle cost 
assessment for the following city-owned facilities: Jobing.Com Arena, the Renaissance Glendale 
Convention and Media Center, and Camelback Ranch in Glendale.  

BACKGROUND 
 
Over the past 10 years the City has made significant public investments including the construction 
of Jobing.Com Arena, the Renaissance Glendale Convention and Media Center and Camelback 
Ranch.  Each of these facilities is managed by the tenant who is responsible for day-to-day 
operations and maintenance.   In accordance with each agreement for these facilities, the city is 
responsible for capital investment and repairs.   The consultant will conduct a physical assessment 
of each facility, review the pertinent agreements, and will develop a capital replacement schedule 
for each facility.  The analysis will establish baseline budgets for each facility for capital 
maintenance repairs and replacement and will summarize the overall annual costs for capital 
investments for each of the next five years individually as well as in five year increments for the 
estimated life of each facility.  
 
A Request for Qualifications was issued in September 2012, to select a qualified consultant to 
develop life-cycle cost assessments for the three city-owned facilities.  Four firms submitted 
proposals, with Rider Levett Bucknall, Ltd. selected by staff as the most qualified for the project. 

ANALYSIS 
 

• Staff recommends entering into a professional services agreement with Rider Levett 
Bucknall, Ltd. to develop the cost assessments. 

• This will be the first assessment of this nature for each of the facilities. 
• Staff recommends having an assessment performed at this time to plan appropriately for 

capital expenditures related to each site. 
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• Each facility will be evaluated for current and future costs. 
• Separate budget programs will be established for the costs arising from owning, and 

repairing each facility. 

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The professional services agreement with Rider Levett Bucknall, Ltd. has a total cost not to exceed 
$120,341, allocated as follows: 
 
Jobing.Com Arena: $43,909 
Camelback Ranch: $40,217 
Renaissance Convention & Media Center: $36,215 
 
An appropriation authority transfer of $120,341 will be completed from the GIS Enterprise System 
PAYGO capital project, account number 1000-81062-551500, to a new PAYGO project that will be 
created upon Council’s approval of this item.  Additionally, the remaining appropriation authority 
of $294,966 in the GIS Enterprise System PAYGO capital project will be transferred from account 
number 1000-81062-551500 to the General Fund CIP Reserve, account number 1000-91012-
510200. 
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH BLACK & VEATCH  
CORPORATION FOR EFFLUENT PIPELINE CONDITION ASSESSMENT  

Staff Contact: Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional 
services agreement for an assessment of the Arrowhead Ranch effluent pipeline and recharge well 
system.  This agreement is with Black & Veatch Corporation in an amount not to exceed $682,050.  

Background Summary 
 
An assessment of the Arrowhead Ranch Effluent Pipeline is recommended as the system is now 25 
years old.  The pipeline conveys treated effluent from the Arrowhead Ranch Water Reclamation 
Facility to the Arrowhead Ranch Master Planned Community lake system.  The recharge well 
system located at the reclamation facility will also be evaluated to check current flow efficiency. 
The assessment proceeds in a progressive manner and if no areas of concern are found in the 
initial evaluation, there may be no need to investigate further.  If repairs or improvements are 
required to either system, Council will be asked to consider an amendment to the contract. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
By performing this assessment, the city can pro-actively determine any risk of a failure or 
significant interruption in the effluent delivery system and address timely solutions.  Optimal 
results are obtained if the assessment is conducted during low-flow times which are typically the 
winter months when demand for treated effluent is reduced.   
Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$682,050 2360-60007-550800 (Arrwhd Wtr Reclam Fac Imps) 
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Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Agreement 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 

Item Title: PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH BLACK & VEATCH 
CORPORATION FOR EFFLUENT PIPELINE CONDITION ASSESSMENT 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed agreement with Black & Veatch Corporation for 
an assessment of the Arrowhead Ranch effluent pipeline, and recharge well system in an amount 
not to exceed $682,050.  The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this 
item to the City Council for their consideration and approval. 

BACKGROUND 
 
The Arrowhead Ranch Effluent Pipeline was constructed in 1987 to convey treated effluent from 
the Arrowhead Ranch Water Reclamation Facility (ARWRF) to the lake system within the 
Arrowhead Ranch Master Planned Community.  The pipeline is a critical link in this delivery 
system and is now over 25 years old.  Based on the age of the pipeline, an assessment should be 
performed to determine its remaining service life.  Additionally, the ARWRF recharge well system 
will be evaluated to check current flow efficiency.   
 
This project includes an evaluation of the existing conditions of the pipeline and recharge well 
system, and allows the assessment to proceed in a progressive manner.  If no areas of concern are 
found in the initial evaluation, there may be no need to investigate further.  If the assessment 
determines that repairs or improvements are required to the pipeline or recharge well system, an 
amendment to the contract will brought forward to Council for consideration for the design and 
construction administration services. 
 
Water Services worked with the Engineering Department to issue a Request for Qualifications in 
June 2012 to hire a consultant to provide professional services to perform the assessment and 
identify rehabilitation alternatives, if needed.  Seven firms submitted proposals, and Black & 
Veatch Corporation was determined by staff to be the most qualified for the project.   

ANALYSIS 
 
Performing this assessment project allows the city to pro-actively determine any risk of a failure 
or significant interruption in the Arrowhead Ranch effluent delivery system and provide timely 
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solutions.  The pipeline assessment is best conducted in times of low demand for treated effluent 
which is typically in the winter months during the low flow period.  Currently, the recharge well 
system is not operating at optimal levels, and this assessment is necessary to fully evaluate 
recharge well system capabilities and flow efficiencies.   

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
The professional services agreement with Black & Veatch Corporation for condition assessment 
services is in an amount not to exceed $682,050.  Funding is available for this budgeted item in the 
Fiscal Year 2012-13 capital improvement plan. 
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting  
Title: PURCHASE OF ULTRAVIOLET EQUIPMENT PARTS AND SUPPLIES  
Staff Contact: Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the purchase of parts and supplies for the ultraviolet 
(UV) disinfection systems at the West Area and Arrowhead Ranch Water Reclamation Facilities.  
These purchases will be made from DC Frost Associates Inc. in an amount not to exceed $400,000 
annually.   

Background Summary 
 
The UV disinfecting systems and related components at the facilities are constantly operating and 
must be replaced on a regular basis.  The systems and any replacement parts are proprietary in 
nature with Trojan Technologies, Inc. as the sole manufacturer.  DC Frost Associates Inc. is a 
subsidiary of Coombs-Hopkins, Co., who is Trojan Technologies’ sole authorized representative for 
Arizona. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
Council approval was given on January 27, 2009 for purchases from Trojan Technologies or its 
authorized representatives, in the amount of $400,000. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
This request allows the Water Services Department to purchase necessary parts to continue to 
treat reclaimed water to A+ standards for delivery to community lakes and recharge facilities. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$400,000 2360-17160-523400 (Arrowhead Reclamation Plant) and 
2360-17170-523400 (West Area Plant) 
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Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Other 

 

 

 

 

 



 

    STAFF REPORT   

 

1 
 

To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 
Item Title: PURCHASE OF ULTRAVIOLET EQUIPMENT PARTS AND SUPPLIES  
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information regarding purchase of parts and supplies from DC Frost 
Associates Inc. in an amount not to exceed $400,000 annually for the ultraviolet (UV) disinfection 
systems at the West Area and Arrowhead Ranch Water Reclamation Facilities.  The purpose of this 
report is to request the City Manager forward this item to the City Council for their consideration 
and approval, and to allow annual purchases not to exceed $400,000 annually. 

BACKGROUND 
 
The West Area (WAWRF) and Arrowhead Ranch (ARWRF) Water Reclamation Facilities both use 
UV disinfecting technology during the treatment process to effectively treat wastewater to A+ 
effluent standards.  UV lamps are used in the disinfecting process when treating reclaimed water 
at the city’s reclamation facilities.  The lamps and other related components at the facilities are 
constantly operating and must be replaced on a regular basis.   

The UV disinfecting systems and any replacement parts are proprietary in nature with Trojan 
Technologies, Inc. as the sole manufacturer.  The Water Services Department has submitted all 
required documentation to request a sole-source procurement, and after review, Materials 
Management concurs that a sole-source procurement is appropriate under City Code.  DC Frost 
Associates, Inc. is a wholly-owned subsidiary of The Coombs-Hopkins, Co., who is Trojan 
Technologies’ sole authorized representative for Arizona. 

ANALYSIS 
 
The Water Reclamation Facilities function to safely treat wastewater.   Water reclamation includes 
the disinfection of the final treated effluent through use of a combination of UV light and 
supplemental chlorine addition.  The facilities require this system and the proper maintenance of 
the equipment.   
 
Council has previously approved purchases from Trojan Technologies or its authorized 
representatives, on January 27, 2009 in the amount of $400,000.  
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FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Total cost is not to exceed $400,000 annually.  Funds for this budgeted item are available in the FY 
2012-13 operating budget of the Water Services Department.   
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: AUTHORIZATION FOR WATER RECLAMATION BLOWER MAINTENANCE 
SERVICES 

Staff Contact: Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the purchase of equipment and services for the 
maintenance of blowers at the West Area Water Reclamation Facility.  Maintenance services will 
be done by Western Environmental Equipment Company in an amount not to exceed $177,604.90. 

Background Summary 
 
Water reclamation facilities provide a biological stabilization process to treat sewage and reclaim 
wastewater.  Blowers are used to provide the continuous air supply required by this process.  The 
West Area Water Reclamation Facility has three blowers which run continually in a 24-hour a day 
operation and all three blowers are due for scheduled maintenance. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Approval of this request will continue to provide uninterrupted plant operations, high-quality 
reclaimed water output, and continued compliance with state and federal regulations. 
 

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? 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$177,604.90 2360-17170-523400 (West Area Plant) 
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Attachments 

Staff Report 

Other 

Other 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Craig Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 

Item Title: AUTHORIZATION FOR WATER RECLAMATION BLOWER  
MAINTENANCE SERVICES 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This report contains information on the proposed work by Western Environmental Equipment 
Company for the maintenance of blowers at the West Area Water Reclamation Facility in an 
amount not to exceed $177,604.90.  The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager 
forward this item to the City Council for their consideration and approval.   

BACKGROUND 
 
The West Area Water Reclamation Facility blowers are a major component in the biological 
stabilization process used at this facility.  These high volume blowers provide the process air 
supply required to treat sewage reclaimed by this facility. 
 
Water reclamation is a non-stop 24 hour a day operation and blowers require regular 
maintenance to ensure they continue to function properly.  The West Area Water Reclamation 
Facility has three Turblex brand blowers currently in use and all are due for scheduled 
maintenance.  The blower system and replacement parts are proprietary in nature.  The Water 
Services Department has submitted all required documentation to request a sole-source 
procurement and, after review, Materials Management concurs that a sole-source procurement is 
appropriate under City Code.  Siemens Energy, Inc. is the sole provider of Turblex products and 
has designated Western Environmental Equipment Company as their exclusive representative for 
maintenance and repairs. 

ANALYSIS 
 
Regular maintenance of the blowers ensures the system continues to function properly resulting 
in efficient and uninterrupted plant operations, high quality A+ rated effluent production, and 
continued federal and state regulatory compliance.   
 
Water Services will be requesting Council authorization for the maintenance services for the three 
blowers.  Western Environmental Equipment Company will provide two service technicians, 
necessary equipment, and any replacement parts.   
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FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
Anticipated cost is $177,604.90 and funds for this budgeted item are available in the FY 2012-13 
operating budget of the Water Services Department.   



Western Environmental Equipment Company
8320 East Gelding Drive, Suite 101
Scottsdale, AZ 85260

 -Manufacturers Representatives for the Water and Wastewater Industries
 

Phone:  480-607-2884                        Website:  www.weeci.com                                      Fax: 480-607-7009

Quotation # 3770R2
11/5/2012

Karla Canou Guerra

City of Glendale
5901 N Glen Harbor Blvd.
Glendale,   AZ    85307

Class II Service for Siemens - Turblex Blowers SN 4889, 4890, 6098

Item Qty Description Unit Price Ext. Price

1) 1 Class II Service (air-end and gearbox) with typical Class II
replacement parts:

 - Class II Service of three (3) Blowers at the Glendale
West WRF -  includes Class II typical replacement parts,
round-trip shipment/rental of A-Frame and two service     
technicians to perform Class II Service.

$54,871.00

Sales Tax on Typical Replacement Parts $391.20

Total $55,262.20

Items included in Class II service:

 -Dismantle compressor air-end
 -Inspect and clean variable vane system
 -check variable vane geometry
 -check axial movement of high and low-speed shafts
 -check unit alignment before re-start as required
 -dismantle gearbox
 -inspect gearwheels, bearings and seals and check               
  clearances
 -replace flexible seals (o-rings)
 -inspect electric motor, oil pump, oil cooler, coupling,         
  valves, etc.

Typical Replacement Parts for Class II Service:

3  GL225T0001   Shim Set



Western Environmental Equipment Company
8320 East Gelding Drive, Suite 101
Scottsdale, AZ 85260

 -Manufacturers Representatives for the Water and Wastewater Industries
 

Phone:  480-607-2884                        Website:  www.weeci.com                                      Fax: 480-607-7009

3  GL315T004     Shim Set
3  GL315T035     Shim Set
3  9332260869     Sealing Ring
3  9332253500     O-Ring
3  89027262         O-Ring
6  89027296         O-Ring
3  89412415         O-Ring
1                           Laser Alignment

Additional Parts that maybe required:

3  GL225T005   Thrust/Journal Bearing     $9,498.00
3  GL225 T006  Thurst/Journal Bearing     $8,433.00
3  GL315T055   Journal Bearing                   $18,465.00
3  GL315T009   Journal Bearing                   $22,713.00
3  GL315T006   Counter Bearing                 $5,904.00
3  GL315T049   Thrust Bearing                    $6,141.00
3  GL225T004   Sealing Ring                        $9,036.00
3  9332230640   Labyrinth Seal                    $9,027.00
3  9332230573   Sealing Sleeve                     $8,184.00
3  N17A35507   Sealing Ring                       $48.00
3  GL225T001   Sealing Ring                       $14,637.00

Sub-Total of Possible Additional Parts: $112,086.00
Sales Tax on Possible Additional Parts $10,031.70

Freight/Shipping $225.00

Expected Not To Exceed Number $177,604.90

   

Delivery: Proposal includes an estimated eighteen days of labor, two days of travel, and three      
                 weekend stay overs. Service requires 2 week notice for scheduling.

Terms:     Net 30 days.  Purchase order should be made out for the Expected Not to Exceed    
                 Number of $177,604.90.  All parts listed will be shipped to the site before service    
                 begins. Any parts not used will be credited back to the City of Glendale and not             
                 invoiced. All freight is included in the price. No restocking charges will apply to parts
                 not used and returned.



Western Environmental Equipment Company
8320 East Gelding Drive, Suite 101
Scottsdale, AZ 85260

 -Manufacturers Representatives for the Water and Wastewater Industries
 

Phone:  480-607-2884                        Website:  www.weeci.com                                      Fax: 480-607-7009

 Please Make Purchase Order To:

   Western Environmental Equipment Co. (WEECI)
 8320 E. Gelding Drive, Suite 101
 Scottsdale, AZ.  85260

Validity: Prices valid through December 31, 2012

Clarifications:

1. Work will be performed by a Siemens - Turblex technician and one helper provided by              
    WEECI. All Siemens work will be contracted by WEECI with Siemens - Turblex. The City of     
    Glendale only needs to issue a purchase order to WEECI as outlined above.

2. Any unexpected wear or abnormalities indentified during the Class II service will be noted      
    to the customer and an additional quote will be provided for the labor and parts required to     
    for repair if not covered by this proposal.

3. Only parts used will be charged.

Regards,
Dennis Gamache
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting  
Title: TRANSFER OF PROPERTY WITH MIDWESTERN UNIVERSITY 
Staff Contact: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt an ordinance authorizing the City Manager to 
authorizing the transfer of property of a city-owned parcel to Midwestern University in exchange 
for roadway improvements constructed by Midwestern University.  Staff is requesting Council 
waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance authorizing the City Manager to execute 
the documents necessary to complete the land transfer. 

Background Summary 
 
In 2011, Midwestern University, at the request of city staff, constructed roadway improvements to 
57th Avenue and the Loop 101 frontage road. The frontage road and 57th Avenue intersection was 
reconstructed to improve the safety of this intersection. The roadway work eliminated an acute 
right angle at the intersection which is now configured at a standard 90 degree angle. The city is 
obligated to construct these safety improvements. The city-owned parcel to be transferred was 
deeded to Glendale by the Paloma Corporation, the original developer of Arrowhead Ranch, for 
drainage purposes in 1985 and was recently split into two parcels through the minor land division 
process.  Only the east parcel is required for the 55th Avenue Drainage Channel.  The west parcel, 
which the city has no plans to improve, should be deeded to Midwestern.  The improvement costs 
for this intersection and street improvements was approximately $926,648 which exceeds the fair 
market value of the city parcel which is estimated at $34,500 to $46,000 per a broker letter of 
valuation.  There are no costs incurred as a result of this action.  
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
A public notice regarding this transfer of property was posted at Glendale City Hall for 12 
consecutive days prior to Council action. 

Attachments 
Staff Report Other 

Ordinance Map 

Other 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Gregory Rodzenko, P.E., Acting City Engineer 
Item Title: TRANSFER OF PROPERTY WITH MIDWESTERN UNIVERSITY 
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting 

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Manager forward this item for City Council 
consideration and action.  Staff requests the City Council adopt an ordinance authorizing the 
transfer of city-owned property to Midwestern University in exchange for roadway improvements 
constructed by Midwestern and to authorize the City Manager to execute any and all documents to 
complete the transfer. 

BACKGROUND 
 
In 2011, Midwestern University, at the request of city staff, constructed roadway improvements to 
57th Avenue and the Loop 101 frontage road. The frontage road and 57th Avenue intersection was 
reconstructed to improve the safety of this intersection. The roadway work eliminated an acute 
right angle at the intersection which is now configured at a standard 90 degree angle.  The city is 
obligated to construct these safety improvements. The city-owned parcel to be exchanged was 
deeded to Glendale by the Paloma Corporation, the original developer of Arrowhead Ranch, for 
drainage purposes in 1985 and was recently split into two parcels through the minor land division 
process.  Only the east parcel is required for the 55th Avenue Drainage Channel.  The west parcel, 
which the city has no plans to improve, should be deeded to Midwestern.  The improvement costs 
for this intersection and street improvements was approximately $926,648 which exceeds the fair 
market value of the city parcel which is estimated at $34,500 to $46,000 per a broker letter of 
valuation. 

ANALYSIS 
 
• Staff recommends approval of this property transfer. 
• There will be no impact on any city departments, staff or service levels as a result of this 

action. 
• A public notice regarding this transfer of property was posted at City Hall for 12 

consecutive days prior to Council action. 
• The city will retain its waterline easement through this parcel to accommodate the 

existing water line at this location. 
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FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
There are no costs incurred as a result of this action.  
 



ORDINANCE NO. 2828 NEW SERIES 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING 
THE TRANSFER OF PROPERTY TO MIDWESTERN UNIVERSITY 
OF REAL PROPERTY LOCATED SOUTH OF BEARDSLEY ROAD 
BETWEEN 57TH AVENUE AND THE 55TH AVENUE DRAINAGE 
CHANNEL AND NEAR THE INTERSECTION WITH THE LOOP 
101 FRONTAGE ROAD; AND ORDERING THAT A CERTIFIED 
COPY OF THIS ORDINANCE BE RECORDED. 

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

 SECTION 1.  That the City Council hereby authorities the transfer of property more fully 
described in Exhibit A to Midwestern University in consideration for Midwestern University’s 
improvement of the public right-of-way at 57th Avenue and Utopia Road.   

 SECTION 2.  That the City Council authorizes and directs that the Mayor execute a special 
warranty deed in the form attached hereto as Exhibit B, containing the legal description, and that the 
Acting City Manager and City Clerk execute any and all other necessary documents to effectuate said 
property exchange. 

SECTION 3.  That the City Clerk be instructed and authorized to forward a certified copy of 
this ordinance for recording to the Maricopa County Recorder’s Office. 

 
PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of Glendale, 

Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2012. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                     (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
Acting City Manager 
 
p_transfer_midwestern(2).doc 











 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

BROKER OPINION OF VALUE 
 

SW/SWC 55th Ave & Loop 101 Freeway 
Glendale, Arizona  

 
November 13, 2012 
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Mike Schwab 
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BROKER OPINION OF VALUE 
 
 
PROPERTY ADDRESS:  SW/SWC 55th Ave & Loop 101 Freeway, Glendale Arizona  
 
PARCEL #: 200-27-015 
 
PROPERTY SIZE:  ±1.15 Acres  
  
PROPERTY ZONING: R-43 
              
TAXES:   N/A 
 
VALUATION DATE:  November 13, 2012 
 
COMMENTS:  ▪  No frontage on 55th Ave.  

▪  Poor location/ visibility 
 ▪  Poor access 
 
   
VALUE RANGE/LOT: Based on our assessment of the property, including comparable sales/ reversions 

in the submarket, we believe that the subject property has a value between $34,500 
and $46,000.  This estimate of value is based upon an anticipated sales price between 
$30,000 and $40,000 per acre. 

 
 
 

LOCATION ±ACRES BUYER SELLER $/ACRE COE 

NWC Union Hills Drive & 51st Ave  9.80 Mandalay Homes  Cattlemen’s Mortgage  $61,224 6-15-12 

SEC Loop 101 & 51st Ave  5.91 Sonoran Medical Centers  Cason Tyler  $60,111 5-4-12 

SEC Bell Road & 59th Ave  6.20 West Coast Capital  Suncor Homes  $44,355 10-21-11 

 
 
 
DISCLAIMER: 
This document serves as Land Advisors Organization’s Opinion of Value for the above referenced Property.  Although we 
believe our opinion and the supporting data to be accurate, this is an opinion and should not be interpreted or relied upon as an 
appraisal or other such formal or binding document.  Land Advisors Organization reserves the right to modify this Opinion of 
Value upon the receipt and review of any documents recorded against the Property (i.e., JDA’s, ECR’s, special assessments, 
etc.) and any zoning stipulations that may affect the Property. 
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: CITY CODE CHAPTER XIII ORDINANCE AMENDMENTS  
Staff Contact: Elizabeth Finn, Presiding Judge  

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
amending provisions of the Glendale City Code contained in Chapter XIII concerning compensation 
of Glendale City Court judicial officers.   
 
The existing ordinance was adopted in 2002.  The proposed amendment is intended to address 
current circumstances and future changes in court operations and administration.   

Background Summary 
 
All background summary information on this request is contained in the attached proposed 
ordinance revision. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
In 2005, Council indicated that it found inequitable the fact that judicial salaries for city court 
judges and court hearing officers would be tied to the presiding judge for a four year period. To 
address that concern, on July 26, 2005, Council revised the subject ordinance regarding the 
presiding city court judge’s term from four years to two years.  The proposed amendment 
presents an alternative and consistently addresses the equitability of judicial officers’ salaries.     
 
Glendale City Court requests the City Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt an 
ordinance amending Chapter XIII, Section 13-6(b) and (c) of the Glendale City Code. 
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

There are no fiscal impacts associated with this recommended action.  All staffing positions 
included with this request are currently budgeted. 

Capital Expense? Yes   No  

Budgeted? Yes   No  
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Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer?  Yes   No  

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Ordinance 
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To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 
From: Elizabeth Finn, Presiding Judge 
Item Title: CITY CODE CHAPTER XIII ORDINANCE AMENDMENTS  
Requested Council  
Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
The purpose of this report is to request the City Council adopt an ordinance amending certain 
provisions of the Glendale City Code contained in Chapter XIII concerning compensation of judicial 
officers.  
 
The existing ordinance was adopted in 2002.  The proposed amendment is intended to address 
current circumstances and future changes in court operations and administration.   

BACKGROUND 
 
See the attached proposed ordinance. 

ANALYSIS 
 
Existing ordinances were enacted to limit the occasions Council is required to address the salaries 
of city court judges and court hearing officers.  If the Council increases the salary of the presiding 
city court judge, the current ordinances automatically increase the salaries of city court judges and 
court hearing officers, based on the existing percentage in the ordinance.  However, the current 
ordinances do not adequately address what may occur in the event a new presiding judge is 
appointed, in which case city court judges and court hearing officers may be subject to an 
inequitable adjustment to their salaries.  The proposed revisions would preclude the salaries of 
judicial officers from being inequitably affected.  
 
The proposed revisions would retain the salaries of city court judges and court hearing officers if 
the presiding city court judge is appointed at a salary that would result in a decrease in judicial 
salaries.  Moreover, judicial salaries would increase only when the existing percentage in the City 
ordinance is obtained. 
 
Other options evaluated would require the Council to set salaries for city court judges and court 
hearing officers for a four-year period.  However, this alternative was rejected because the Council 
has previously indicated they did not want to set salaries for these judicial officers for a period of 
this duration.  To address that concern, on July 26, 2005, Council revised the ordinance regarding 
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the presiding city court judge’s term from four years to two years.  The proposed amendment 
presents the best alternative, because the ordinance will remain consistent with Council prior 
action.   
 
Glendale City Court requests Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance amending 
certain provisions of Chapter XIII, Section 13-6(b) and (c) of the Glendale City Code concerning 
compensation of judicial officers.  

FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
There are no fiscal impacts associated with this recommended action.  All staffing positions 
involved in this request are currently budgeted.  The Account Name, Fund, and Line Item Number 
are “City Court, Fund 1000, Department 10410, Authorized Salaries.” 



 
[Additions are indicated by underline.] 

ORDINANCE NO. 2829 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 
GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 13 (CITY COURT), 
ARTICLE 1 (IN GENERAL), SEC. 13-6 (COMPENSATION OF 
JUDICIAL OFFICERS; 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 13 (City Court), Article I (In General), 
Sec. 13-6 (Compensation of Judicial Officers) is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 13-6.  Compensation of judicial officers. 

… 

 (b)  The salary of a city judge shall be set at eighty-five percent (85%) of the salary of the 
presiding city judge.  The salary of a city judge shall not be adjusted during said judge’s term of 
office except for adjustments which are applicable to all employees of the city, without regard to 
performance, or adjustments required to establish the city judge’s salary at eighty-five percent 
(85%) of the presiding city judge’s salary.  The salary of a city judge shall remain the same and 
not be reduced as the result of the appointment of a presiding judge until such time as the 
presiding city judge’s salary is made greater than a city judge’s salary divided by eighty-five 
percent (85%). 

 (c)  The salary of a court hearing officer shall be set at sixty percent (60%) of the salary 
of the presiding city judge.  The salary of a court hearing officer shall not be adjusted during said 
term of office except for adjustments which are applicable to all employees of the city, without 
regard to performance, or adjustments required to establish the court hearing officer’s salary at 
sixty percent (60%) of the presiding city judge’s salary.  The salary of a court hearing officer 
shall remain the same and not be reduced as the result of the appointment of a presiding judge 
until such time as the presiding city judge’s salary is made greater than a court hearing officer’s 
salary divided by sixty percent (60%). 

SECTION 2.  That the provisions of this ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) 
days after passage of this ordinance by the Glendale City Council. 
 

  



 
[Additions are indicated by underline.] 

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 
 
c_chapter xiii judicial officers.docx 
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: FISCAL YEAR 2012-13 BUDGET AMENDMENTS – WATER/SEWER FULL- 
TIME EMPLOYEES  TO GENERAL FUND  

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
approving the transfer of 3.5 Full Time Employees (FTEs) from the Water/Sewer Enterprise Fund, 
and the associated appropriation authority from the Water/Sewer Fund to the General Fund (GF), 
both of which are within the Financial Services Department.   

Background Summary 

A budget amendment is a transfer of appropriation authority, a transfer of cash, or both.  This 
request includes the transfer of 3.5 FTEs and the associated appropriation authority between 
funds within the same department (intradepartmental).  Currently, 3.5 FTEs are paid from the 
Water/Sewer Fund in the customer service division of the Financial Services Department; along 
with the associated appropriation authority should be transferred to the GF for the remainder of 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013.  The transfers to accomplish this will be between two separate funds, but 
within the same department (intradepartmental).   
 
These transfers are recommended because the duties of one of the positions have changed over 
the past couple of years from primarily water and sewer related duties to sales tax and licensing 
duties.  These changes occurred as several new technology systems (cashiering, municipal billing, 
tax and license, and document imaging) were implemented.  With the implementation of these 
new systems, work duties changed as manual processes were eliminated or minimized so 
employees could be redirected to focus on more value-added work such as residential rental 
licensing and analyzing sales tax returns for inconsistencies or anomalies.     
 
The other 2.5 FTEs were temporarily moved to the Water/Sewer Fund to avoid being eliminated 
during the reduction in work force in late FY 2009 and early FY 2010.  The elimination of these 
positions would have been detrimental to the department and organization as these positions are 
instrumental in licensing businesses, reviewing and ensuring accurate filing and payment of 
returns filed by the more than 16,000 taxpayers, as well as validating refund requests.  The 
elimination of these positions would have resulted in a loss of revenue to the city.     
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Previous Related Council Action 
 
At the November 13, 2012 voting meeting, City Council approved the FY 2011-12 final budget 
amendments.  This clean-up ordinance action dealt with budget amendments that have been 
routinely taken parallel to the preparation of the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for the 
prior fiscal year. 
 
At the October 9, 2012 voting meeting, City Council approved the FY 2012-13 clean-up ordinance 
to reconcile the prior year’s actual savings with requested carryover to FY 2013 for capital 
improvement projects. 
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

The City of Glendale’s total FY 2012-13 budget appropriation across all funds is unchanged.   
 

Attachments 

Ordinance  

 

 



ORDINANCE NO. 2830 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING TRANSFERS OF APPROPRIATION AUTHORITY 
WITHIN THE WATER AND SEWER FUND TO THE 
GENERAL FUND IN THE ADOPTED FISCAL YEAR 2012-
2013 BUDGET. 

 
 WHEREAS, Glendale City Charter, Article VI, Sec. 11, authorizes the transfer of any 
unencumbered appropriation balance or portion thereof between general classifications of 
expenditures within an office, department or agency. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE as follows: 
 
 SECTION 1.  That the following transfers of appropriation authority related to moving 
3.5 full time employees from the Water and Sewer Fund to the General Fund within the same 
department in the adopted Fiscal Year 2012-2013 budget are hereby authorized: 
 

[See Exhibit A attached hereto and 
incorporated herein by reference.] 

 
PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this 11th day of December, 2012. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

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



Exhibit A - FY 2013 Water/Sewer Budget Amendment Ordinance

Transfer From… Transfer To…
Line Type of Transfer Date Fund Rollup Div Division Description Acct Amount Fund Rollup Div Division Description Acct
1 Cust Svc A6000 Approp X-fe 12/31/2012 2360 221 17020 Customer Service Office 500200 87,661 1000 221 11340 License/Collection 500200
2 Cust Svc A6000 Approp X-fe 12/31/2012 2360 221 17020 Customer Service Office 503400 5,435 1000 221 11340 License/Collection 503400
3 Cust Svc A6000 Approp X-fe 12/31/2012 2360 221 17020 Customer Service Office 505400 1,271 1000 221 11340 License/Collection 505400
4 Cust Svc A6000 Approp X-fe 12/31/2012 2360 221 17020 Customer Service Office 503800 9,187 1000 221 11340 License/Collection 503800
5 Cust Svc A6000 Approp X-fe 12/31/2012 2360 221 17020 Customer Service Office 504000 10,861 1000 221 11340 License/Collection 504000
6    Total Customer Service Salaries & Benefits for Remainder of FY 2013 (6 months) 114,415 
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: FISCAL YEAR 2012-13 BUDGET AMENDMENTS – RISK MANAGEMENT  
TRUST FUND  

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
approving an operating cash transfer from the General Fund (GF) to the Risk Management Trust 
Fund (RMTF); and the transfer of three Full Time Employees (FTEs), and the associated 
appropriation authority, from the RMTF to the GF, both of which are within the Human Resources 
and Risk Management Department.   

Background Summary 
 
A budget amendment is a transfer of appropriation authority, a transfer of cash, or both.  This 
request includes an operating cash transfer between funds, as well as the transfer of three FTEs 
and the associated appropriation authority between funds within the same department 
(intradepartmental).   
 
The Fiscal Year (FY) 2012 ending budget basis fund balance for the RMTF is $2.9 million, 
exceeding the 55% confidence level identified in the April 2012 actuarial report.  Therefore, 
premium adjustments are not required at this time.  However, a $489,000 cash transfer from the 
GF to the RMTF is required to repay the fund for the salaries charged in FY 2011 and FY 2012.   
 
Additionally, the three FTEs currently in the RMTF must be transferred, along with the associated 
appropriation authority, from the RMTF to the GF for FY 2013 for the last half of the FY.  The 
transfers to accomplish this will be between two separate funds but within the same department 
(intradepartmental) and therefore, can be done now rather than wait for the fourth quarter of the 
FY.    

Previous Related Council Action 
 
At the November 13, 2012 voting meeting, City Council approved the FY 2011-12 final budget 
amendments.  This clean-up ordinance action dealt with budget amendments that have been 
routinely taken parallel to the preparation of the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) 
for the prior fiscal year. 
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At the October 9, 2012 voting meeting, City Council approved the FY 2012-13 clean-up ordinance 
to reconcile the prior year’s actual savings with requested carryover to FY 2013 for capital 
improvement projects.   
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
The City of Glendale’s total FY 2012-13 budget appropriation across all funds is unchanged.   
 

Attachments 

Ordinance  

 



ORDINANCE NO. 2831 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AN OPERATING CASH TRANSFER; AND 
AUTHORIZING TRANSFERS OF APPROPRIATION 
AUTHORITY FOR THE RISK MANAGEMENT TRUST FUND 
IN THE ADOPTED FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 BUDGET. 

 
 WHEREAS, Glendale City Charter, Article VI, Sec. 11, authorizes the transfer of any 
unencumbered appropriation balance or portion thereof between general classifications of 
expenditures within an office, department or agency. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE as follows: 
 
 SECTION 1.  That the operating cash transfer related to the Risk Management Trust 
Fund shown in Exhibit A is hereby authorized; and 
 
 SECTION 2.  That the transfers of appropriation authority for the Risk Management 
Trust Fund related to moving three full time employees from one fund to another fund within the 
same department in the adopted Fiscal Year 2012-2013 budget as shown in Exhibit A are hereby 
authorized: 

[See Exhibit A attached hereto and 
incorporated herein by reference.] 

 
PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this 11th day of December, 2012. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

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



Exhibit A - FY 2013 Risk Management Budget Amendment Ordinance

Transfer From… Transfer To…
Line Type of Transfer Date Fund Rollup Div Division Description Acct Amount Fund Rollup Div Division Description Acct
1 Risk Oper Cash Transfer 12/31/2012 1000 100 01000 General Fund 702540 489,312 2540 100 02540 Self-Insurance Rev. 601000
2 Risk Oper Cash Transfer 12/31/2012 1000 100 01000 General Fund 702540 978 2540 100 02540 Self-Insurance Rev. 601000
3    Total Risk Mgt FY 2011 & FY 2012 salaries and associated internal service premiums 490,290 
4

5 Risk A6000 Approp Xfers 12/31/2012 2540 191 18010 Risk Mgmt Trust Fund 500200 246,338 1000 191 11010 Risk Management/Safety 500200
6 Risk A6000 Approp Xfers 12/31/2012 2540 191 18010 Risk Mgmt Trust Fund 503400 15,274 1000 191 11010 Risk Management/Safety 503400
7 Risk A6000 Approp Xfers 12/31/2012 2540 191 18010 Risk Mgmt Trust Fund 503800 27,186 1000 191 11010 Risk Management/Safety 503800
8 Risk A6000 Approp Xfers 12/31/2012 2540 191 18010 Risk Mgmt Trust Fund 504000 23,459 1000 191 11010 Risk Management/Safety 504000
9 Risk A6000 Approp Xfers 12/31/2012 2540 191 18010 Risk Mgmt Trust Fund 505400 3,573 1000 191 11010 Risk Management/Safety 505400
10 Risk A6000 Approp Xfers 12/31/2012 2540 191 18010 Risk Mgmt Trust Fund 506800 (53,992) 1000 191 11010 Risk Management/Safety 506800
11 Risk A7500 Approp Xfers 12/31/2012 2540 191 18010 Risk Mgmt Trust Fund 517000 68 1000 191 11010 Risk Management/Safety 517000
12 Risk A7500 Approp Xfers 12/31/2012 2540 191 18010 Risk Mgmt Trust Fund 530200 2,873 1000 191 11010 Risk Management/Safety 530200
13 Risk A7500 Approp Xfers 12/31/2012 2540 191 18010 Risk Mgmt Trust Fund 533000 1,087 1000 191 11010 Risk Management/Safety 533000
14    Total Risk Mgt FY 2013 salaries and associated internal service premiums 265,866 
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: WORKERS’ COMPENSATION TRUST FUND CASH TRANSFER (NO ORDINANCE 
REQUIRED) 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to consider and approve Fiscal Year (FY) 2012-13 budget 
amendments related to the Workers’ Compensation Trust Fund (WCTF).   

Background Summary 
 
This request is for authorization to transfer cash between funds.  For FY 2013, a cash transfer of 
$1.4 million from those funds that currently pay into the WCTF is required in order to maintain 
the reserve requirement established by the Arizona Industrial Commission.  This item does not 
require Council action by ordinance because this action authorizes only the transfer of 
unencumbered, non-appropriated cash.  It is not a transfer of budget appropriation, which would 
require an ordinance.  Departments will continue to be assessed its proportionate share based on 
the distribution of premiums paid into the trust fund as shown in Schedule 9 of the FY 2013 
budget document.  During the fourth quarter, this cash transfer will be reversed and un-utilized 
appropriations will be transferred to the departments to accommodate the increased 
requirements of the WCTF, and clearly reflect this fund’s requirements in the city’s financial 
reports.  The later transfer of appropriation will be brought to Council at the appropriate time.  
This transfer and the plan for securing later appropriation transfer is consistent with the state 
Budget Law and the Glendale City Charter. 
 
For FY 2014, the total contribution rate for this trust fund will be set at $1.4 Million based on the 
last actuarial report.  Should the upcoming actuarial report for calendar year 2012 indicate a 
higher level of contributions are required to maintain the 55% confidence level of funding, a 
proposal will be brought forward to City Council for consideration. 
 

     Previous Related Council Action 
 
At the November 13, 2012 voting meeting, City Council approved the FY 2011-12 final budget 
amendments.  This clean-up ordinance action dealt with budget amendments that have been 
routinely taken parallel to the preparation of the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for the 
prior fiscal year. 
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At the October 9, 2012 voting meeting, City Council approved the FY 2012-13 clean-up ordinance 
to reconcile the prior year’s actual savings with requested carryover to FY 2013 for capital 
improvement projects.   
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 

The City of Glendale’s total FY 2012-13 budget appropriation across all funds is unchanged.   

Attachments 
Other 

 



Exhibit A - FY 2013 Workers' Compensation Operating Cash Transfers

Transfer From… Transfer To…
Line Type of Transfer Date Fund Rollup Div Division Description Acct Amount Fund Rollup Div Division Description Acct
1 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1000 100 01000 General Fund 702560 690,346 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601000
2 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1040 100 01040 Equip Mgmt Charges 702560 21,573 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601040
3 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1100 100 01100 Telephone 702560 22 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601100
4 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1140 100 01140 PC Replacement Revenues 702560 22 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601140
5 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1281 100 01281 Stadium Event Operations 702560 8,018 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601281
6 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1282 100 01282 Arena Event Operations 702560 44 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601282
7 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1340 100 01340 Street Fund Revenue 702560 80,623 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601340
8 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1660 100 01660 Transportation Sales Tax 702560 23,480 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601660
9 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1700 100 01700 Police Sales Tax 702560 86,435 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601700
10 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1720 100 01720 Fire Sales Tax 702560 50,602 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601720
11 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1740 100 01740 Civic Center Revenue 702560 1,549 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601740
12 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1760 100 01760 Airport Revenue 702560 900 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601760
13 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 1880 100 01880 Rec. Self-Sustaining 702560 4,442 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 601880
14 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 2360 100 02360 Water/Sewer Revenue 702560 20,330 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 602360
15 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 2400 100 02400 Water 702560 86,521 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 602400
16 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 2420 100 02420 Sewer 702560 12,448 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 602420
17 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 2440 100 02440 Landfill Revenue 702560 24,014 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 602440
18 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 2480 100 02480 Sanitation Revenue 702560 81,701 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 602480
19 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 2500 100 02500 Public Housing 702560 3,000 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 602500
20 WC Oper Cash X-fer 12/31/2012 2530 100 02530 Training Facility Revenue 702560 3,930 2560 100 02560 Worker's Comp Revenues 602530
21    Total Workers' Compensation Tranfsers modeled at mid-range ($1M - $1.4M)* 1,200,000 

* the actual cash transfer amount needed by calendar year‐end will result in a proportional adjustment across all the funds listed above.



Budget Amendment Reason
Calendar Yr EFB needs to be
$4.2M in accordance with AZ state
Industrial Commission changing
the annual funding requirements
from a fiscal year basis to a 
calendar year basis.
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Meeting Date:         12/11/2012 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF ARIZONA WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 
EXEMPTION  

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to request an exemption from the requirement by the Industrial 
Commission of Arizona to post a security deposit for City of Glendale’s self-insured workers’ 
compensation claims in calendar year 2013.  
  

Background Summary 
The Industrial Commission of Arizona requires self-insured employers to annually post financial 
security for claim liabilities.  The Industrial Commission revised the rules in March 2005 to 
exempt public entities from posting financial security, provided a certified statement signed by the 
governing body is provided annually to the Industrial Commission prior to January 1 of each year.  
The certified statement must state funds are sufficient to pay liabilities for workers’ compensation 
claims, and this is accomplished through a resolution that is adopted by Council and submitted to 
the Industrial Commission.   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
At the November 22, 2011 Council meeting, City Council adopted Resolution No. 4528 for calendar 
year 2012 compensation claims.  This has been an annual request of the Council since 2005. 
 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
By adopting this resolution, the city is not required to provide a security deposit to the Industrial 
Commission of Arizona.  
 

Attachments 

Staff Report  

Resolution 



    STAFF REPORT   

 

To: Horatio Skeete, Acting City Manager 

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

Item Title: INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF ARIZONA WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 
EXEMPTION 

Requested Council  
Meeting Date:     12/11/2012 

Meeting Type: Voting  

PURPOSE 
 
This is a request for City Council to adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to request an 
exemption from the requirement by the Industrial Commission of Arizona to post a security 
deposit for City of Glendale’s self-insured workers’ compensation claims in calendar year 2013. 
 

BACKGROUND 
The Industrial Commission of Arizona requires self-insured employers to annually post financial 
security for claim liabilities.  The Industrial Commission revised the rules in March 2005 to 
exempt public entities from posting financial security, provided a certified statement signed by the 
governing body is provided annually to the Industrial Commission prior to July 1 of each year.  
Last year, the Industrial Commission changed the certified statement due date from July 1, 2011 to 
January 1, 2012.  The certified statement must state funds are sufficient to pay liabilities for 
workers’ compensation claims, and this is accomplished through a resolution that is adopted by 
Council and submitted to the Industrial Commission.  Last year, Council adopted Resolution No. 
4528 on November 22, 2011; this has been an annual request of the City Council since 2005. 

ANALYSIS 
 
The alternatives to adopting this resolution would be posting an acceptable form of a security 
deposit.  The acceptable forms of security deposits are: a surety bond, a letter of credit, or U.S. 
Treasury Notes.  The amount of the security deposit needed would be $3,915,832.  Therefore, the 
most cost effective solution is to request exemption from the requirement by the Industrial 
Commission of Arizona to post security for the City of Glendale’s self-insured workers’ 
compensation claims.  This resolution must be provided to the Industrial Commission of Arizona 
prior to January 1, 2013. 
 
 



FISCAL IMPACTS 
 
By adopting this resolution, the city is not required to provide a security deposit to the Industrial 
Commission of Arizona.  



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4633 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 
REQUESTING EXEMPTION FROM THE REQUIREMENT BY 
THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF ARIZONA TO POST 
SECURITY FOR THE CITY OF GLENDALE’S SELF-INSURED 
WORKERS’ COMPENSATION CLAIMS. 

 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to the approved revised rules of The Industrial Commission of 
Arizona dated April 4, 2005, Section R20-5-1114, a statement is required from the City of 
Glendale, a chartered Arizona municipality and duly qualified Arizona Workers’ Compensation 
self-insurer, requesting exemption from the requirements to post security for pending self-insured 
workers’ compensation claims; and 
 

WHEREAS, Glendale City Charter, Art. II, Sec. 1 provides the City Council with all 
powers of the City, not in conflict with the Constitution and subject to the limitations of the 
Charter, which shall be vested in the council, who shall enact appropriate legislation and do and 
perform any and all acts and things which may be necessary and proper to carry out these powers 
or any of the provisions of the Charter. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE as follows: 
 

SECTION 1.  That the City of Glendale has a fully-funded workers’ compensation trust 
fund sufficient to cover actuarial liabilities for workers’ compensation as determined by the self 
insurer in accordance with Glendale City Code Sec. 2-202(b) and the Government Accounting 
Standards Board Statement #10. 

 
SECTION 2.  That the City of Glendale provides funding to the workers’ compensation 

trust fund each fiscal year sufficient to cover actuarial liabilities for workers’ compensation as 
determined by the self-insurer in accordance with Glendale City Code Sec. 2-202(b) and the 
Government Accounting Standards Board Statement #10. 

 
SECTION 3.  That based upon the above statements, the City of Glendale meets the 

conditions required under subsection (A) of The Industrial Commission of Arizona Section R20-
5-1114. 

 
SECTION 4.  That the City Manager or his designee shall immediately notify The 

Industrial Commission of Arizona and provide security as otherwise required by Section R20-5-
1114, should the workers’ compensation trust fund have insufficient funds to cover all workers’ 
compensation liabilities 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 
 
rm_industrial commission_wcclaims.doc 
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