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CONSENT AGENDA 
 

Items on the consent agenda are of a routine nature or have been previously 
studied by the City Council.  Items on the consent agenda are intended to be 
acted upon in one motion unless the Council wishes to hear any of the items 
separately. 

 
1. APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, GLENDALE COMMUNITY WELFARE 

FOUNDATION 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
2. APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. RAPHAEL CATHOLIC CHURCH 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
3. APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12588, ROSE LANE MARKET 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
4. APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12589, BUKKANNA'S BAR 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
5. AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE REPLACEMENT NETWORK INFRASTRUCTURE  

AND AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH INSIGHT 
PUBLIC SECTOR, INC. 

PRESENTED BY: Chuck Murphy, Executive Director, Technology & Innovation 
 
6. AUTHORIZATION TO RATIFY THE AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA SUPREME COURT 

FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE APPLICATIONS 
PRESENTED BY: Elizabeth R. Finn, Presiding City Judge 
 
7. APPROVE A PARTIAL FEE WAIVER OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FEES IN  

THE AMOUNT OF $225,000 FOR AMERICAN FURNITURE WAREHOUSE 
PRESENTED BY: Brian Friedman, Executive Director, Community & Econ Development 
 
CONSENT RESOLUTIONS 
 
8. AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO SIX CONTRACT CHANGE ORDERS RELATING TO 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENTS WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR FEDERAL 
TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANTS 

PRESENTED BY: Cathy Colbath, Interim Asst Exec Director, Transportation Services  
RESOLUTION: 4768 
 
9. AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH  

THE ARIZONA NATIONAL GUARD FOR SUPPORT OF DRUG LAW ENFORCEMENT 
OPERATIONS 

PRESENTED BY: Debora Black, Police Chief 
RESOLUTION: 4769 
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GLENDALE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

Council Chambers 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 

February 11, 2014 
6:00 p.m. 

 
 
The meeting was called to order by Mayor Jerry P. Weiers. Vice Mayor Yvonne J. Knaack 
and the following Councilmembers were present: Norma S. Alvarez (telephonically), 
Samuel U. Chavira, Ian Hugh, Manuel D. Martinez and Gary D. Sherwood. 
 
Also present were Brenda Fischer, City Manager; Julie Frisoni, Interim Assistant City 
Manager; Michael Bailey, City Attorney; and Pamela Hanna, City Clerk. 
 
Mayor Weiers called for the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
The prayer/invocation was given by Reverend N. Susan Brims from Dove of the Desert 
United Methodist Church. 
 
Compliance with Article VII, Section 6(c) of the Glendale Charter 

A statement was filed by the City Clerk that the one ordinance 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. 
 
Approval of the minutes of the January 28, 2014 City Council Meeting 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Chavira, to dispense 
with the reading of the minutes of the January 28, 2014 Regular City Council meeting, as 
each member of the Council had been provided copies in advance, and approve them as 
written.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
PROCLAMATIONS AND AWARDS 
 
PROCLAIM FEBRUARY 2014 AS AFRICAN AMERICAN HISTORY MONTH 
PRESENTED BY: Office of the Mayor 
ACCEPTED BY: Mr. Lee Owens and Mr. Art Mobley 
 
This is a request for City Council to proclaim February 2014 as African American History 
Month.  This month will be a time for Glendale citizens to celebrate, learn, and reflect on the 
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innumerable contributions African Americans have made to our nation, our state, and our 
city. 
 
The proclamation was accepted by Mr. Lee Owens and Mr. Art Mobley. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Ms. Brenda Fischer, City Manager, read agenda item numbers 1 through 6. 
 
1.   APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12547, APPLEBEE'S NEIGHBORHOOD GRILL & BAR 
PRESENTED BY: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 12 (Restaurant) 
license for Applebee's Neighborhood Grill & Bar located at 5880 West Peoria Avenue.  The 
Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 12079744) was 
submitted by Andrea D. Lewkowitz. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 
2.  AUTHORIZATION FOR COOPERATIVE PURCHASE OF VEHICLES FROM MIDWAY 
CHEVROLET AND DON SANDERSON FORD 
PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the cooperative purchase of 20 vehicles from 
the State of Arizona cooperative purchasing agreements with two different vendors, 
Midway Chevrolet Company (Midway Chevrolet) and Don Sanderson Ford, Inc. (Sanderson 
Ford), in an amount not to exceed $507,277.77. 
 
3.  AUTHORIZATION TO TRANSFER THREE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT POSITIONS 
FROM THE SANITATION ENTERPRISE FUND TO THE LANDFILL ENTERPRISE FUND 
PRESENTED BY: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to transfer three Public 
Works department positions from the Sanitation Enterprise Fund to the Landfill Enterprise 
Fund.  This is an internal department transfer (division to division) and the positions will 
continue to remain in the Enterprise Fund within Public Works. 
 
4.  EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION FOR PURCHASE OF FERRIC CHLORIDE FROM KEMIRA 
WATER SOLUTIONS, INC. TO TREAT RAW WATER  
PRESENTED BY: Craig A. Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve expenditure authorization by the City Manager 
to purchase Ferric Chloride from Kemira Water Solutions, Inc. in an amount not to exceed 
$300,000 for the remainder of Fiscal Year (FY) 2013-14.   
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5.  EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE AN INDUCTIVELY COUPLED PLASMA 
OPTICAL EMISSION SPECTROMETER FROM PERKINELMER HEALTH SCIENCES, INC. FOR 
WATER SERVICES 
PRESENTED BY: Craig A. Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve expenditure authorization by the City Manager 
to purchase an inductively coupled plasma-optical emission spectrometer (ICP-OES) from 
PerkinElmer Health Sciences, Inc. in the amount not to exceed $102,609.94. 
 
6.  EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION FOR ULTRAVIOLET EQUIPMENT PARTS AND REPAIR 
SERVICES FROM DC FROST ASSOCIATES, INC. TO TREAT RECLAIMED WATER 
PRESENTED BY: Craig A. Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve expenditure authorization by the City Manager 
in an annual amount not to exceed $400,000 for ultraviolet system repair parts and 
ongoing maintenance from DC Frost Associates, Inc. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember  Martinez and seconded by Vice Mayor Knaack, to 
approve the recommended actions on Consent Agenda Item Numbers 1 through 6, 
and to forward Liquor License Application No. 5-12547 for Applebee’s Neighborhood 
Grill & Bar with the recommendation for approval.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
BIDS AND CONTRACTS 
 
7.  AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN ANNUAL SOFTWARE MAINTENANCE   
AGREEMENT WITH GE INTELLIGENT PLATFORMS, INC. FOR THE SUPERVISORY CONTROL 
AND DATA ACQUISITION SYSTEMS 
PRESENTED BY: Craig A. Johnson, P.E., Executive Director, Water Services 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into an annual 
software maintenance agreement with GE Intelligent Platforms, Inc. in an amount not to 
exceed $57,363.98 for the Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) systems used 
at all of the city’s water and wastewater treatment plants and remote sites.   
 
Mr. Johnson said the system assists staff in ensuring compliance with regulatory 
requirements.  The term of the agreement is for one year, with an option to extend for four 
additional years. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Hugh, and seconded by Councilmember Martinez, 
to enter into an annual software maintenance agreement with GE Intelligent 
Platforms, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $57,363.98 for the Supervisory Control 
and Data Acquisition (SCADA) systems used at all of the city’s water and wastewater 
treatment plants and remote sites.   The motion carried unanimously. 
 
8.   AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH  
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C & S ENGINEERS, INC. FOR THE DESIGN OF GLENDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT 
IMPROVEMENTS 
PRESENTED BY: Mr. Walter Fix, Airport Administrator 

 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional 
services agreement with C & S Engineers, Inc. for design and construction administration 
services for the Glendale Municipal Airport Apron Rehabilitation and Lighting 
Improvements project in an amount not to exceed $186,003.80. 
 
Mr. Fix said the apron is in need of repair and C & S was selected to perform the work.  
Grant funds should be available in FY2015.   
 
Mr. Marwick, a Phoenix resident, said this is a waste of money.  He said the airport is 
tremendously underused for its design.   He said the restaurant at the airport was only 
opened for about six months.  He said there has been no discussion about what the city 
wants the future of the airport to be.   He said the Council should debate what sort of uses 
they want for the airport.  He discussed the airports in Phoenix, Goodyear and Deer Valley.  
He said the city should put a lot more effort into what improvements should be made and 
what can be done to attract more visitors and business to the airport.  He also discussed the 
general plan and future plans for the airport.  He said the airport webpage was not up to 
date with information.  He said the city should consider salvage business at the airport, 
which some of the other airports in the valley do. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Chavira, and seconded by Councilmember 
Sherwood, to enter into a professional services agreement with C & S Engineers, Inc. 
for design and construction administration services for the Glendale Municipal 
Airport Apron Rehabilitation and Lighting Improvements project in an amount not 
to exceed $186,003.80.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
ORDINANCES 
 
9.  ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING A LESSOR ESTOPPEL CERTIFICATE AND 
CONSENT WITH WELLS FARGO BANK FOR ADVANCED REAL ESTATE RESOURCES, INC. 
AIRCRAFT STORAGE HANGAR IMPROVEMENTS 
PRESENTED BY: Walter Fix, Airport Administrator 
ORDINANCE:  2876 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
authorizing the City Manager to execute a Lessor Estoppel Certificate and Consent initiated 
by Advanced Real Estate Resources, Inc. (ARER) as collateral for a loan through Wells Fargo 
Bank for improvements to ARER’s aircraft storage hangar (Airpark Building #3) at 
Glendale Municipal Airport.   
 
Mr. Fix said this will assist the tenant and strengthen aeronautical ability at the airport. 
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Mayor Weiers asked Mr. Fix if this item addressed some of the issues raised by Mr. Marwick 
earlier.  Mr. Fix said that was correct. 
 
ORDINANCE NO. 2876 NEW SERIES, WAS READ BY NUMBER AND TITLE ONLY, IT 
BEING AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE ENTERING INTO OF A LESSOR ESTOPPEL 
CERTIFICATE AND CONSENT WITH ADVANCED REAL ESTATE RESOURCES, INC. AND 
WELLS FARGO BANK, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, RELATING TO AIRCRAFT HANGARS 
AT THE GLENDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT. 
 
It was moved by Councilmember Sherwood, and seconded by Vice Mayor Knaack, to 
approve Ordinance No. 2876 New Series.  Motion carried on a roll call vote, with the 
following Councilmembers voting “aye”: Alvarez, Chavira, Hugh, Knaack, Martinez, 
Sherwood, and Weiers.  Members voting “nay”: none. 
 
REQUEST FOR FUTURE WORKSHOP AND EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Knaack, and seconded by Councilmember Sherwood, to 
hold a City Council Budget Workshop at 9:00 a.m. in the City Council Chambers, 
Room B-3 on Tuesday, February, 18, 2014, to be followed by an Executive Session 
pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03.  The motion carried unanimously. 
 
It was further moved to hold the next regularly scheduled City Council Workshop on 
Tuesday, February 18, 2014 at 1:30 P.M. in Room B-3 of the City Council Chambers, to 
be followed by an Executive Session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03. 
 
CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
Darcy Marwick, a Phoenix resident, said she attended the Dallas and Coyotes game.  She 
said the step up prices started at $5.00.  She said a lot of tickets remained unsold.  She 
spoke about the NHL Commissioner and asked what he has done for the city.  She said he 
has not promoted Glendale at all.  She also said the Coyotes are bidding to host an outdoor 
stadium series.  She said the plan was for the game to piggyback on the Super Bowl, but she 
said this event will be held at Chase Field in Phoenix.  She said the city needed to fight for a 
different date so they can host the game and spring training is a reasonable option. 
 
Andrew Marwick, a Phoenix resident, spoke about other hockey news from other parts of 
the country.    He spoke about Florida and the Panthers and he quoted an article from 
Broward County.  He also spoke about the Glendale agreement with the Coyotes and the 
money paid. 
 
Bill Demski, a Sahuaro resident, said he made five phone calls to Councilmember Sherwood 
and received no response.  He read a letter he submitted for publication to the Glendale 
Star.  He also spoke about Glendale firemen with a fire truck, who were shopping at a 
grocery store in Phoenix.  He said he shopped only in Glendale so his sales tax goes to the 
city debt.    He called the City Manager to ask why the Fire Department was shopping in 



6 
 

Phoenix.  He discussed in more detail his phone call with the City Manager. He said 
corporate welfare has taken precedence over the citizens of Glendale. 
 
Arthur Thruston, a Cactus resident, spoke about the Mayor and noted his picture was in 
color in the council chambers auditorium.   He also said Ken Jones was quite ill and he 
wished him the best.  He said he agrees with changing the speakers at the end of the 
meeting, but he does not agree with changing the speaking time from five minutes to three 
minutes. 
 
Bea Wyatt, a Cave Creek resident, spoke about Desert Hockey Development, a non-profit 
organization.  She spoke about holding clinics at the rink at Bonsall Park North.  She also 
spoke about the prepping, housekeeping and graffiti removal her group has done in the 
park.  She said her group’s purpose is to get kids interested in hockey.  She thanked 
Councilmember Alvarez and the Parks & Recreation Department for their interest in this 
program.  She also spoke about the free youth clinics they have run.  She said their next 
event will be on February 22nd and asked the council to spread the word about her 
program. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
 
Councilmember Sherwood said Ms. Wyatt has put her energy back into the city with the 
hockey clinics.  He said they have cleaned up the rink and the surrounding park area.  He 
said it was a tremendous program. 
 
Councilmember Hugh commented on what a great Chocolate Affaire event they had this 
year. 
 
Councilmember Chavira said he wanted to thank Mr. Thruston and Mr. Jones for their 
continuing participation and wished Mr. Jones a speedy recovery. 
 
Mayor Weiers welcomed a Boy Scout in the audience who was there for his citizenship 
badge.  He also spoke about civil air patrol and posting colors at the beginning of the 
meetings.  He said at one of the future workshops, he would like to discuss groups posting 
colors at the meeting.  He spoke about Mr. Thruston and his comments about his color 
picture.  He explained the current Mayor’s picture is always in color and when they retired; 
their pictures are black and white. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 6:48 p.m.  
 
 

________________________________________________________ 
      Pamela Hanna - City Clerk 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting  

Title: APPROVE RECOMMENDED APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS, COMMISSIONS & 
OTHER BODIES 

Staff Contact: Kristen Krey, Council Services Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve the recommended appointments to the following 
boards, commissions and other bodies that have a vacancy or expired term and for the Mayor to 
administer the Oath of Office to those appointees in attendance.  
 

Citizens Bicycle Advisory Committee   
John Horvath Ocotillo Reappointment 03/05/2014 03/05/2016 
     
General Plan Steering Committee – New Appointees   
Charles Whiffen Barrel Appointment 02/25/2014 01/01/2016 
Brian Pirooz Cholla Appointment 02/25/2014 01/01/2016 
Larry Borden Cholla Appointment 02/25/2014 01/01/2016 
John Geurs Ocotillo Appointment 02/25/2014 01/01/2016 
Manuel Padia Jr.  Ocotillo Appointment 02/25/2014 01/01/2016 
     
General Plan Steering Committee - Update Ending Term Date   
Thomas Orlikowski Barrel Appointment   01/01/2016 
Nancy Lenox Barrel Appointment  01/01/2016 
Gary Hirsch  Cactus Appointment  01/01/2016 
Ken Wixon Cactus Appointment  01/01/2016 
Scott Richmond Mayoral Appointment  01/01/2016 
Leslie Sheeler Ocotillo Appointment  01/01/2016 
Rebecca Ontiveros Ocotillo Appointment  01/01/2016 
Tom Schmitt Yucca Appointment  01/01/2016 
Martin Nowakowski Yucca Appointment  01/01/2016 
James Grose    Cholla Appointment  01/01/2016 
Arthur Dobbelaere    Cholla Appointment  01/01/2016 
Noel Griemsmann    N/A Appointment  01/01/2016 
David Coble    Cholla Appointment  01/01/2016 
Robert Heidt    N/A Appointment  01/01/2016 
     
Personnel Board   
Becky Shady  Barrel Reappointment 02/25/2014 02/12/2016 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: PROCLAMATION IN RECOGNITION OF THE 40th ANNIVERSARY OF THE  
APOLLO HIGH SCHOOL KEY CLUB 

Staff Contact: Office of the Mayor 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to recognize the 40th anniversary of the Apollo High School Key 
Club.   
 
Ms. June Nelson from the Kiwanis Club of Glendale, Ms. Krystal Claudio from Apollo High School, 
and the members of Apollo High School’s Key Club will be present to accept the proclamation. 

Background 
 
Key Club is the largest and oldest service program for high school students with members 
providing thousands of hours of service to the community each year.  Key Club is a longstanding 
program designed to help its members develop initiative, leadership ability, and good citizenship 
practices.  During the current school year, the Key Club of Apollo High School has been involved in 
more than 80 events totaling more than 2,000 service hours.  
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Recognizing the 40th anniversary of the Apollo High School Key Club benefits the city and the 
community as it demonstrates Glendale’s commitment towards recognizing and celebrating those 
who are committed to improving our community through service and self-improvement.   
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Meeting Date: 2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, GLENDALE COMMUNITY 
WELFARE 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 Glendale 
Community Welfare Foundation.  The event will be held at Connolly’s Irish Sports Bar & Grill 
located at 5160 West Northern Avenue on Saturday, March 15, Sunday, March 16, and Monday, 
March 17 from 11 a.m. to 2 a.m.  The purpose of this special event liquor license is for a fundraiser. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
 

Background Summary 
 
The location of the establishment is in the Barrel District.  Connolly's Irish Sports Bar and Grill is 
currently operating with a Series 6 (Bar-All Liquor) license, therefore if this Special Event Liquor 
License application is approved, Connolly's Irish Sports Bar & Grill has agreed to suspend the 
Series 6 license on March 15, 16, and 17, 2014.  If this application is approved, the total number of 
days expended by this applicant will be three of the allowed 10 days per calendar year.  Under the 
provisions of A.R.S. § 4-203.02, the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control may issue 
a special event liquor license only if the Council recommends approval of such license. 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 

Attachments 
 

Finance Department Report  

Liquor License Attachments 

Police Calls for Service Report 

 

 

 



    FINANCE DEPARTMENT REPORT  

Meeting Date: 2/25/2014 
To: Brenda S. Fischer, City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Title:  
APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, GLENDALE COMMUNITY 
WELFARE FOUNDATION 

General Information 
Request:  Special Event Liquor License 

Location:  5160 West Northern Avenue  

District:  Barrel 

Zoned: C-2 (General Commercial)  

Applicant:  Patrick L. Kiser  

Owner:  Tru Sports, LLC  

Background 
 
1. The event will be held on Saturday, March 15, Sunday, March 16, and Monday, March 17, 

from 11 a.m. to 2 a.m.  
 

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

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

Review/Analysis 

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

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



 
 

 
FIRE DEPARTMENT:  Approved the application with no comments. 

Staff Recommendation 

It is staff’s recommendation to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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Meeting Date: 2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. RAPHAEL CATHOLIC 
CHURCH 

Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
 
Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for the St. Raphael 
Catholic Church.  The event will be held at St. Raphael Catholic Church inside Hibner Hall located 
at 5525 West Acoma Drive on Saturday, March 1, 2014, from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m.   The purpose of this 
special event liquor license is for a fundraiser. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

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

Attachments 
 
Finance Department Report  

Liquor License Attachments 

Police Calls for Service Report 

 

 

 



    FINANCE DEPARTMENT REPORT  

Meeting Date: 2/25/2014 
To: Brenda S. Fischer, City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Title:  
APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. RAPHAEL CATHOLIC 
CHURCH 

General Information 
Request:  Special Event Liquor License 

Location:  5525 West Acoma Drive 

District:   Sahuaro 

Zoned:  R-4 (Multi-Family Housing) 

Applicant:  Frank G. Dominguez 

Owner:  St. Raphael Catholic Church 

Background 
 
1. The event will be held on Saturday, March 1, 2014, from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m.  
 
2. The total number of days expended by this applicant will be one out of the allowed 10 days 

per calendar year. 
 

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

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

Review/Analysis 

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

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



 

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

Staff Recommendation 

It is staff’s recommendation to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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Meeting Date: 2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12588, ROSE LANE MARKET  
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 10 (Liquor Store - Beer 
and Wine) license for Rose Lane Market located at 6205 North 59th Avenue, Suites A & B.  The 
Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 10076480) was submitted by 
Fayez Touma Slivo. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
The location of the establishment is in the Ocotillo District.  The property is zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 19,881.  Rose Lane Market is 
currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of this license will not increase 
the number of liquor licenses in the area.  The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile 
radius is as listed below. 
 

Series Type Quantity 
04 Wholesaler 1 
06 Bar - All Liquor 6 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 2 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 5 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 13 
12 Restaurant 11 
14 Private Club 2 
 
 
 
 

Total 40 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
No public protests were received during the 20-day posting period. 
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Attachments 
 

Finance Department Report 

Map 

Police Calls for Service Report 



    FINANCE DEPARTMENT REPORT  

Meeting Date:  2/25/2014 
To: Brenda S. Fischer, City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12588, ROSE LANE MARKET 

General Information 
Request:  New, Non-Transferable 

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

Location:  6205 North 59th Avenue, Suites A & B 

District:  Ocotillo 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Fayez Touma Slivo 

Owner:  F & S Management, LLC 

Background 

1. The 60-day deadline for processing this license was February 25, 2014.  A letter requesting 
an extension was sent to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control on 
January 6, 2014. 

 
2. The population density is 19,881 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
3. The business is over 300 feet from any church or school. 
 
4. Rose Lane Market is currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of 

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

Citizen Participation to Date 

No protests were received during the 20-day posting period, January 6 through January 26, 2014. 

Review/Analysis 

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



 

by the issuance of a license.  Council, when considering this new, non-transferable series 10 
license, may take into consideration the applicant’s capability, qualifications, and reliability. 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 

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

Staff Recommendation 

It is staff’s recommendation to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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Meeting Date: 2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 
Title: APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12589, BUKKANNA'S BAR 
Staff Contact: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve a location-to-location transferable series 6 (Bar - All 
Liquor) license for Bukkanna's Bar located at 5400 North 59th Avenue.  The Arizona Department of 
Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 06070184) was submitted by Elisa Serrano. 
 
Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 

Background Summary 
 
The location of the establishment is in the Ocotillo District.  The property is zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial).  The population density within a one-mile radius is 22,363.  This series 6 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 5 
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 1 
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 4 
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 10 
12 Restaurant 2 
14 Private Club 1 
 
 
 
 

Total 23 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 
reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
No public protests were received during the 20-day posting period. 
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Attachments 
 

Finance Department Report 

Map 

Police Calls for Service Report 



    FINANCE DEPARTMENT REPORT  

Meeting Date:  2/25/2014 
To: Brenda S. Fischer, City Manager 
From: Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator 
Title: APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-12589, BUKKANNA'S BAR 

General Information 
Request:  Location-to-Location Transferable 

License:  Series 6 (Bar - All Liquor) 

Location:  5400 North 59th Avenue 

District:  Ocotillo 

Zoned:  C-2 (General Commercial) 

Applicant:  Elisa Serrano 

Owner:  BB & N, LLC 

Background 

1. The population density is 22,363 persons within a one-mile radius. 
 
2. The business is over 300 feet from any church or school. 
 
3. This series 6 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, January 6 through January 26, 2014. 

Review/Analysis 

In accordance with A.R.S. § 4-201(G), the applicant bears the burden of showing City Council that 
public convenience requires that the best interest of the community will be substantially served 
by the issuance of a license.  Council, when considering this new, non-transferable series 6 license, 
may take into consideration the location. 
 
The City of Glendale Community and Economic Development, Police, and Fire Departments have 



 

reviewed the application and determined that it meets all technical requirements. 

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

Staff Recommendation 

It is staff’s recommendation to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor 
Licenses and Control with a recommendation of approval. 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: VOTING 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE REPLACEMENT NETWORK 
INFRASTRUCTURE AND AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING 
AGREEMENT WITH INSIGHT PUBLIC SECTOR, INC. 

Staff Contact: Chuck Murphy, Executive Director, Technology & Innovation 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to approve the expenditure of Technology Replacement Funds 
(TRF) to replace the existing CISCO Core Network Infrastructure components in the amount of 
$136,642.92.  This purchase also includes a request for Council to approve a Linking Agreement 
between the city and Insight Public Sector, Inc.  

Background 
 
City communications of both data and voice rely on network equipment to transfer that 
information from one location to the next. Network equipment exists throughout the city; 
however, there are certain components that are common to all network communications known 
as the “Core.”  The Core network equipment comprised of firewalls, routers, and switches is over 
eight years old and some of those components have reached the end of support from the vendor.  
Additionally, the older equipment lacks performance and security features necessary to meet 
current operational needs.  This purchase will utilize the State APO contract ADSPO12-024652.   
 
The Linking Agreement ensures that rights, responsibilities, and legal protections that benefit the 
State under the State’s contract with Insight and the vendors that Insight represents are also 
afforded to the city.  This agreement will be in effect for the duration of the existing State contract 
(ADSPO12-024652) and will apply to subsequent purchases from Insight Public Sector, Inc. under 
this contract.  

Analysis 
 
The city’s network infrastructure is dominated by CISCO networking technology due to the 
quality, reliability, and service options provided by this vendor.  However, this year alternative 
firewall vendors were reviewed to include Palo Alto, Barracuda, and Checkpoint.  The firewall 
review included features, performance, and total cost of ownership.  The acquisition cost, features, 
and performance of the various firewall devices were found to be similar; however, there would 
have been increased training and maintenance costs associated with adopting an additional 
firewall vendor.  The decision was made to maintain CISCO technology for all Core components of 
the city’s network environment. 
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Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
Funding for this requested item is budgeted and available in the TRF. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?  

Attachments 

Agreement 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$136,642.92 1140-11530-551400,  Technology Replacement Fund 











jbriggs@insight.com:Email

:

:

:

:

:

City of Glendale
6830 N 57TH DR
GLENDALE  AZ  85301-3219
USA

City Of Glendale
6830 N 57TH DR 
GLENDALE AZ  85301-3219
USA

X 5190800-467-4448

John BriggsSales Rep

10268122Customer No.

PO Number
215099822

Insight Public Sector SLED
6820 S HARL AVE
TEMPE AZ  85283-4318
Tel: 800-467-4448

28-OCT-2013

PO Release

Creation Date

Telephone

SHIP-TO ADDRESS

SOLD-TO PARTY

Quotation Number

Quotation

 We deliver according to the following terms :
Payment Terms
Ship Via
Terms of Delivery
Currency

:
:
:
:

Net 30 days

FOB DESTINATION
Insight Assigned Carrier / Ground

USD

Pricing is subject to change without notice

Material Description Quantity Unit Price Extended Price

VS-S2T-10G= 16,800.00CAT6500 SUPV 2T W/ 2PT-10 GBE & MSFC5 PF 16,800.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)
MSRP:    28000.00
Discount Off:       40.00%
Lead Time: 21 days

S2TISK9-15001SY 6,000.00CAT6000-VS-S2T IOS IP SVC-FULL ENCRYPT 6,000.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)
MSRP:    10000.00
Discount Off:       40.00%
Lead Time: 21 days

Page 1 of 3



215099822

/

/ 28-OCT-2013

Quotation Number Creation Date

Material Description Quantity Unit Price Extended Price

MEM-C6K-INTFL1GB 0.00INTERNAL 1G COMPACT FLASH 0.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)
MSRP:     1095.00
Discount Off:      100.00%
Lead Time: 21 days

VS-F6K-PFC4 0.00CAT 6K 80G SYS DAUGHTER BOARD SUP2T PFC4 0.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)
MSRP:        0.01
Discount Off:      100.00%
Lead Time: 21 days

VS-SUP2T-10G 0.00CATALYST 6500 SUPERVISOR ENGINE 2T BASEB 0.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)
MSRP:        0.01
Discount Off:      100.00%
Lead Time: 21 days

MEM-SUP2T-2GB 0.00CATALYST 6500 2GB MEMORY FOR SUP2T AND S 0.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)
MSRP:     4800.00
Discount Off:      100.00%
Lead Time: 21 days

VS-S2T-10G= 16,800.00CAT6500 SUPV 2T W/ 2PT-10 GBE & MSFC5 PF 16,800.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)
MSRP:    28000.00
Discount Off:       40.00%
Lead Time: 21 days

S2TIBK9-15001SY 0.00CISCO CAT6000-VS-S2T IOS IP BASE FULL EN 0.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

Lead Time: 21 days

MEM-C6K-INTFL1GB 0.00INTERNAL 1G COMPACT FLASH 0.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)
MSRP:     1095.00
Discount Off:      100.00%
Lead Time: 21 days

VS-F6K-PFC4 0.00CAT 6K 80G SYS DAUGHTER BOARD SUP2T PFC4 0.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)
MSRP:        0.01
Discount Off:      100.00%
Lead Time: 21 days

Page 2 of 3



215099822

/

/ 28-OCT-2013

Quotation Number Creation Date

Material Description Quantity Unit Price Extended Price

VS-SUP2T-10G 0.00CATALYST 6500 SUPERVISOR ENGINE 2T BASEB 0.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)
MSRP:        0.01
Discount Off:      100.00%
Lead Time: 21 days

MEM-SUP2T-2GB 0.00CATALYST 6500 2GB MEMORY FOR SUP2T AND S 0.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)
MSRP:     4800.00
Discount Off:      100.00%
Lead Time: 21 days

39,600.00Product Subtotal
3,286.80Tax

Total 42,886.80

Thank you for considering Insight.  Please contact us with any questions or for additional information about Insight's 
complete IT solution offering.

Sincerely,

John Briggs
800-467-4448

jbriggs@insight.com

5190Ex

480-760-8513Fax:

This solution must be purchased in its entirety to remain valid.

Insight Global Finance has a wide variety of flexible financing options and technology refresh solutions.  Contact your Insight representative 
for an innovative approach to maximizing your technology and developing a strategy to manage your financial options.

Subject to IPS Terms & Conditions online unless purchase is being made pursuant to a separate written agreement in which case 
the terms and conditions of the separate written agreement shall govern.

 https :// www . ips . insight . com / us / en / terms - conditions / terms - of - sale - products . html

Page 3 of 3



jbriggs@insight.com:Email

:

:

:

:

:

City of Glendale

6830 N 57TH DR

GLENDALE  AZ  85301-3219

USA

City Of Glendale

6830 N 57TH DR 

GLENDALE AZ  85301-3219

USA

X 5190800-467-4448

John BriggsSales Rep

10268122Customer No.

PO Number
215122092

Insight Public Sector SLED

6820 S HARL AVE

TEMPE AZ  85283-4318

Tel: 800-467-4448

04-NOV-2013

PO Release

Creation Date

Telephone

SHIP-TO ADDRESS

SOLD-TO PARTY

Quotation Number

Quotation

We deliver according to the following terms:

Payment Terms

Ship Via

Terms of Delivery

Currency

:

:

:

:

Net 30 days

FOB DESTINATION

Insight Assigned Carrier / Ground

USD

Pricing is subject to change without notice

Material Description Quantity Unit Price Extended Price

ASA5525-SSD120-K9 19,581.64ASA 5525-X WITH SW 8GE DATA PERP1GE M 4,895.414

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:     9595.00

Discount Off:       48.98%

Lead Time: 31 days

ASA-ANYCONN-CSD-K9 0.00ASA 5500 ANYCONNECT CLIENT + CISCO SECUR 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14 days

Page 1 of 3

mailto:jbriggs@insight.com
mailto:jbriggs@insight.com
https://www.insight.com/insightweb/quoteDetails?quoNum=0215122092&hasFullAccess=true&isActiveSoldto=true
http://WWW.INSIGHT.COM
https://www.insight.com/insightweb/search#ProdInfoMtrId=ASA5525%2DSSD120%2DK9
https://www.insight.com/insightweb/search#ProdInfoMtrId=ASA%2DANYCONN%2DCSD%2DK9


215122092

/

/ 04-NOV-2013

Quotation Number Creation Date

Material Description Quantity Unit Price Extended Price

ASA5500X-SSD120INC 0.00ASA 5512-X THROUGH 5555-X 120GB MLC SED 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:      600.00

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14 days

ASA5525-MB 0.00ASA 5525 IPS PART NUMBER WITH WHICH PCB 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14 days

ASA5525-AW3Y 23,333.32ASA 5525-X CX AVC AND WEB SECURITY ESSEN 5,833.334

Coverage Dates: 04-NOV-2013 - 04-NOV-2016

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:    11550.00

Discount Off:       49.50%

Lead Time: 14 days

CAB-AC 0.00AC POWER CORD, US 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14 days

ASA-VPN-CLNT-K9 0.00CISCO VPN CLIENT S/W-WINDOWS SOLARIS LIN 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14 days

SF-ASA-X-9.1-K8 0.00ASA 9.0 SOFTWARE IMAGE FOR -X PLATFORMS 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14 days

SF-ASA-CX-9.1-K8 0.00ASA 5500 SERIES CX SOFTWARE V9.1 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 21 days

Page 2 of 3

https://www.insight.com/insightweb/quoteDetails?quoNum=0215122092
http://WWW.INSIGHT.COM
https://www.insight.com/insightweb/search#ProdInfoMtrId=ASA5500X%2DSSD120INC
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215122092

/

/ 04-NOV-2013

Quotation Number Creation Date

Material Description Quantity Unit Price Extended Price

ASA5500-ENCR-K9 0.00ASA 5500 STRONG ENCRYPTION LICENSE (3DES 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14 days

CON-STLOC 0.00CISCO SMARTNET 1 YEAR 8X5 NEXT BUSINESS 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 0 days

42,914.96Product Subtotal

3,561.94Tax

Total 46,476.90

Thank you for considering Insight.  Please contact us with any questions or for additional information about Insight's 

complete IT solution offering.

Sincerely,

John Briggs

800-467-4448

jbriggs@insight.com

5190Ex

480-760-8513Fax:

This solution must be purchased in its entirety to remain valid.

Insight Global Finance has a wide variety of flexible financing options and technology refresh solutions.  Contact your Insight representative 

for an innovative approach to maximizing your technology and developing a strategy to manage your financial options.

Subject to IPS Terms & Conditions online unless purchase is being made pursuant to a separate written agreement in which case 

the terms and conditions of the separate written agreement shall govern.

https://www.ips.insight.com/us/en/terms-conditions/terms-of-sale-products.html

Page 3 of 3

https://www.insight.com/insightweb/quoteDetails?quoNum=0215122092
http://WWW.INSIGHT.COM
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jbriggs@insight.com:Email

:

:

:

:

:

City of Glendale

6830 N 57TH DR

GLENDALE  AZ  85301-3219

USA

City Of Glendale

6830 N 57TH DR 

GLENDALE AZ  85301-3219

USA

X 5190800-467-4448

John BriggsSales Rep

10268122Customer No.

PO Number
215234160

Insight Public Sector SLED

6820 S HARL AVE

TEMPE AZ  85283-4318

Tel: 800-467-4448

12-DEC-2013

PO Release

Creation Date

Telephone

SHIP-TO ADDRESS

SOLD-TO PARTY

Quotation Number

Quotation

We deliver according to the following terms:

Payment Terms

Ship Via

Terms of Delivery

Currency

:

:

:

:

Net 30 days

FOB DESTINATION

Insight Assigned Carrier / Ground

USD

Pricing is subject to change without notice

Material Description Quantity Unit Price Extended Price

WS-C3750X-48T-S 13,800.00CATALYST 3750X 48 PORT DATA IP BASE 6,900.002

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:    11500.00

Discount Off:       40.00%

Lead Time: 14

CAB-3KX-AC 0.00AC POWER CORD FOR CATALYST 3K-X (NORTH A 0.002

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14

Page 1 of 4

mailto:jbriggs@insight.com
mailto:jbriggs@insight.com
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215234160

/

/ 12-DEC-2013

Quotation Number Creation Date

Material Description Quantity Unit Price Extended Price

S375XVK9T-12255SE 0.00CAT 3750X IOS UNIVERSAL WITH WEB BASE DE 0.002

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14

CAB-STACK-50CM 0.00CISCO STACKWISE 50CM STACKING CABLE 0.002

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14

CAB-SPWR-30CM 0.00CATALYST3750XSTACKPOWERCABLE30CM 0.002

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14

C3KX-PWR-350WAC 600.00CATALYST 3K-X 350W AC POWER SUPPLY 300.002

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:      500.00

Discount Off:       40.00%

Lead Time: 14

PI-MSE-PRMO-INSRT 0.00INSERT, PACKOUT - PI-MSE 0.002

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14

WS-C2960X-48LPD-L 8,394.00CATALYST 2960-X 48 GIGE POE 370W, 2 X 10 4,197.002

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:     6995.00

Discount Off:       40.00%

Lead Time: 34

CAB-16AWG-AC 0.00CATALYST 3750 AC PWR CORD-16AWG 0.002

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14

WS-C2960X-24PD-L 11,028.00CATALYST 2960-X 24 GIGE POE 370W 2 X 10G 2,757.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:     4595.00

Discount Off:       40.00%

Lead Time: 28

Page 2 of 4

https://www.insight.com/insightweb/quoteDetails?quoNum=0215234160
http://WWW.INSIGHT.COM
https://www.insight.com/insightweb/search#ProdInfoMtrId=S375XVK9T%2D12255SE
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215234160

/

/ 12-DEC-2013

Quotation Number Creation Date

Material Description Quantity Unit Price Extended Price

CAB-16AWG-AC 0.00CATALYST 3750 AC PWR CORD-16AWG 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14

CON-STLOC 0.00CISCO SMARTNET 1 YEAR 8X5 NEXT BUSINESS 0.003

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 0

CSACS-5.4-VM-UP-K9 5,037.00ACS 5.4 VMWARE SOFTWARE UPGRADE FROM PRE 5,037.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:     8395.00

Discount Off:       40.00%

Lead Time: 0

CON-SAS-CSACS5V 1,931.19SW APP SUPP ACS 5.4 VMWARE SOFTW 1,931.191

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:     2399.00

Discount Off:       19.50%

Duration (months): 12.00

CSACS-5-BASE-LIC 0.00CISCO SECURE ACS 5 BASE LICENSE 0.001

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14

38,859.00Product Subtotal

1,931.19Services Subtotal

3,385.59Tax

Total 44,175.78

Thank you for considering Insight.  Please contact us with any questions or for additional information about Insight's 

complete IT solution offering.

Sincerely,

Page 3 of 4
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215234160

/

/ 12-DEC-2013

Quotation Number Creation Date

John Briggs

800-467-4448

jbriggs@insight.com

5190Ex

480-760-8513Fax:

This solution must be purchased in its entirety to remain valid.

Insight Global Finance has a wide variety of flexible financing options and technology refresh solutions.  Contact your Insight representative 

for an innovative approach to maximizing your technology and developing a strategy to manage your financial options.

Subject to IPS Terms & Conditions online unless purchase is being made pursuant to a separate written agreement in which case 
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Payment Terms
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Terms of Delivery
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:

:

:

:

Net 30 days

FOB DESTINATION

Insight Assigned Carrier / Ground

USD

Pricing is subject to change without notice

Material Description Quantity Unit Price Extended Price

AIR-CAP2602I-A-K9 2,628.00802.11N CAP W/CLEANAIR; 3X4:3SS; MOD; IN 657.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:     1095.00

Discount Off:       40.00%

Lead Time: 14 days

AIR-AP-BRACKET-1 0.00AP 1040/1140/1260/3500 SERIES MOUNTING 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14 days
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SWAP2600-RCOVRY-K9 0.00CISCO 2600 SERIES IOS WIRELESS LAN RECOV 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14 days

AIR-AP-T-RAIL-R 0.00T-RAIL CLIP FOR CISCO AIRONET ACCESS PO 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14 days

AIR-PWRINJ5= 237.60PWR INJECTOR 802.3AF FOR AP 1600 2600 59.404

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:       99.00

Discount Off:       40.00%

Lead Time: 14 days

AIR-PWR-CORD-NA 0.00AIR LINE CORD NORTH AMERICAN SPARE 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 14 days

CON-STLOC 0.00CISCO SMARTNET 1 YEAR 8X5 NEXT BUSINESS 0.004

STATE OF ARIZONA - NETWORK EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES(# ADSPO12-024652)

MSRP:        0.01

Discount Off:      100.00%

Lead Time: 0 days

2,865.60Product Subtotal

237.84Tax

Total 3,103.44

Thank you for considering Insight.  Please contact us with any questions or for additional information about Insight's 

complete IT solution offering.

Sincerely,

John Briggs
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 Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO RATIFY THE AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA  
SUPREME COURT FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE  
APPLICATIONS 

Staff Contact: Elizabeth R. Finn, Presiding City Judge 

Purpose and Recommended Action 

This is a request for City Council to ratify the agreement between Glendale City Court and the 
Arizona Supreme Court, Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC) for computer hardware and 
software applications.   

Background 

The AOC maintains authority for the statewide automation of court processes and procedures, 
including hardware, software, communications support, installation and maintenance.  The AOC 
has established a plan called the Arizona Court Automation Project (ACAP).  The AOC supplies the 
Glendale City Court with its’ case management system as well as the computers networked with 
the system.  The AOC has provided all these services and hardware to Glendale City Court since 
1999.   

Analysis 
 
Alternative options are not available for consideration.  Under Arizona Revised Statutes, the AOC’s 
Information Technology Division is solely responsible for the automation of these processes and 
requires compliance with ACAP terms and conditions.  Without the services provided under ACAP, 
Glendale City Court would be unable to utilize its case management system and automated court 
collections programs.   

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
As a condition of ACAP, Glendale City Court pays semi-annual, per-device costs to AOC.  These 
costs vary, as fluctuating staffing levels result in changing per-device volumes.  For fiscal year 
2013-14, the total ACAP expenditure by Glendale City Court is $54,750.   
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Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Agreement 

 

 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$54,750 1000-10410-518200, Professional and Contractual 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: APPROVE A PARTIAL FEE WAIVER OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FEES 
IN THE AMOUNT OF $225,000 FOR AMERICAN FURNITURE WAREHOUSE  

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to grant a partial Community Development fee waiver in the 
amount of $225,000 for American Furniture Warehouse (AFW) and finding that such fee waiver is 
in the best interest of the City of Glendale.  

Background 
 
AFW was founded in 1975 and reports 1,800 employees and $350 million in annual sales for 2012.  
AFW owns and operates 13 stores in Colorado and Arizona and has selected Glendale as the 
location for their second Arizona store with plans to construct a new retail facility and warehouse 
at the southeast corner of Bethany Home Road and 99th Avenue (formally known as Bella Villagio).  

Analysis 
 
In accordance with Glendale City Code, Chapter 2, Article I, Section 2-3, the City Council may waive 
or rebate Community Development Fees as an economic development incentive upon finding that 
the waiver or rebate is in the best interest of the city of Glendale.  Any fee waiver or rebate shall be 
conditioned upon timely completion of the development.  In this case, the proposed waiver will be 
applied at the issuance of certificate of occupancy to ensure timely completion.  
 
AFW has purchased 47 acres of property at 5801 North 99th Avenue to construct approximately 
600,243 square feet of retail development.  American Furniture Warehouse reports an 
approximate $30 million capital investment in Glendale and estimates $90 million in annual 
taxable sales for this location.  AFW anticipates employing approximately 300 people at the 
development.  AFW has committed to contribute to the construction of the traffic signal at 99th 
Ave and Montebello Avenue, as stipulated in the rezoning request being considered by the Council. 
 
Based upon the foregoing, staff recommends that Council approve the $225,000 fee waiver and 
furthermore, finds the partial waiver to be in the best interests of the City of Glendale. 
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Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Approving a partial fee waiver provides the ability to be responsive in a competitive market for 
the purpose of securing development within the City of Glendale that otherwise would not occur 
and creating new on-going revenue streams through quality economic development in our 
community which ultimately serves as a means to support citizen services and quality of life 
initiatives.   

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
There is no direct expense to the city.  This waiver results in the city foregoing $225,000 of 
development fees in return for the timely completion of the facility and contribution of public 
infrastructure. 

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

Attachments
Map - 13085-Site-Montebello 

Map – 13085-Site-Montebello ENLARGED 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO SIX CONTRACT CHANGE ORDERS  
RELATING TO INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENTS WITH THE  
CITY OF PHOENIX FOR FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANTS  

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

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

Background 
 
In 2010 and 2011, The City of Glendale secured six grants totaling over $4.4 million in federal 
funds for transit capital projects and ongoing operating expenses.  These grants are utilized 
through existing IGAs with the City of Phoenix, the designated recipient for all FTA funds in the 
region, and significant progress has been made in expending these funds for capital projects and 
providing transit service.  The contracts need to be extended to allow for project completion, final 
closeout and reimbursement of funds from the City of Phoenix.  A list of the grants, amount of 
federal dollars received, summary of services and a status update are listed below. 
 
AZ-95-X006-01 – $635,896:  Predesign for Park-and-Ride Lot and Transit Center Projects in North 
Glendale.  The city has established a list of priority locations for a new transit center and a park-
and-ride lot in north Glendale.  Transportation staff has been negotiating with the property 
owners of the highest-ranked locations; however, as a result of proposed private development 
plans on one of the park-and-ride sites, delays have been incurred while an analysis of the 
synthesis of the two projects was explored.  Recently, one site was withdrawn from consideration 
as a potential location for the park-and-ride.  The city is now moving on to an alternate location for 
the facility, which would be a joint park-and-ride and transit center facility.  Ensuring that the 
required FTA process is followed necessitates that the grant be extended.  The design phase of 
these projects is expected to be complete by June 2015. 
 
AZ-57-X012 - $337,615:  Taxi Voucher Program, B.A.G I.T. Travel Training Program, and Glendale 
Urban Shuttle (GUS) 3 operating assistance.  The majority of this grant is complete, with final 
funds allocated to B.A.G I.T. Travel Training expended in January 2014.  The extension is needed to 
process the final reimbursement request.  Once complete, this grant will be closed out. 
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AZ-90-X103 - $520,506:  Purchase of Replacement Dial-A-Ride Buses and Reimbursement for 
Preventive Maintenance of Buses.  The reimbursement for maintenance is complete.  Three buses 
have been received and the vendor has been paid.  The bus procurement process delayed the 
ordering and delivery of the buses, resulting in a necessary grant extension.  Upon approval of the 
extension request, the reimbursement request for the buses will be sent to the City of Phoenix for 
processing so the grant can be closed out.   
 
AZ-05-0203 - $840,366:  Predesign and Design for the Park-and-Ride Lot and Transit Center 
Projects in North Glendale.  This is a second grant to fund the predesign and design phases of the 
park-and-ride lot and transit center projects.  
 
AZ-90-X096 - $926,606:  Purchase of Replacement buses for GUS and Dial-A-Ride; Upgrade of 
Computer Hardware and Software; and Reimbursement for Preventive Maintenance of Buses.  
Remaining work items on this grant include procurement of one large GUS bus and the installation 
of voice annunciators on six GUS buses.  Delays in expending funds for this grant were a result of 
contract negotiations for the voice annunciator system and equipment, as well as the procurement 
process for the bus equipment.  All work is planned for completion by July 2014.  It is anticipated 
that this grant will be closed out by August of this year. 
 
AZ-37-X017 - $1,170,753:  Operating Assistance for Route 60 (Bethany Home Road), GUS 1, and 
GUS 2.  The final reimbursement request for Route 60 expenses has been sent to the City of 
Phoenix.  The balance of the operating assistance funds for the GUS portion of the grant will be 
exhausted by the end of February.  The cost of service varies from year to year based on fares 
received, level of maintenance required, staffing and fuel costs.  There was sufficient funding in the 
grant to support additional operating expenses beyond the grant period, translating into a savings 
for the Glendale Onboard (GO) Transportation Program funding.  Once this extension is approved, 
a reimbursement request will be sent to the City of Phoenix for processing, completing this grant. 

Analysis 
 
The majority of projects and capital purchases funded by these grants have been completed, and 
reimbursement has been received.  These amendments to extend the expiration dates of these 
funds will allow the city to complete the projects currently underway and ensure reimbursement, 
resulting in a savings to the GO Transportation Program. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On October 23, 2012, Council approved a Contract Change Order with the City of Phoenix for FTA 
Grant AZ-90-X096, extending it until December 31, 2013.   
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On June 14, 2011, Council approved an IGA with the City of Phoenix to accept pass-through FTA 
Grants AZ-57-X012 ($337,615), AZ-90-X103 ($520,506), AZ-95-X006-01 ($635,896), and AZ-05-
0203 ($840,366). 
 
On December 14, 2010, Council approved an IGA with Phoenix to accept FTA Grant AZ-37-X017 
($1,170,753). 
 
On February 23, 2010, Council approved FTA grant AZ-90-X096 ($926,606). 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Transit services and programs provide a benefit to Glendale residents and visitors through 
enhanced mobility options.  These grant funds have provided, and will continue to provide, 
operating assistance and improvements that will promote the continuation of quality and reliable 
transit services.  

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
There are no budget impacts as a result of these Contract Change Orders.  

Attachments 

Resolution 

Contract Change Orders (6) 

 

 

 

 

 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4768 NEW SERIES 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING THE ENTERING INTO OF SIX CONTRACT CHANGE 
ORDERS RELATING TO INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AGREEMENTS WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR PASS-
THROUGH FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANT 
FUNDING FOR TRANSIT SERVICES PROJECTS. 

 
 WHEREAS, the Glendale City Council previously approved Resolution Nos. 4352 New 
Series, 4446 New Series, and 4486 New Series, authorizing the City to enter into six 
intergovernmental agreements with the City of Phoenix for Federal grant pass through funding 
for Glendale’s transit services; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the parties wish to extend the contract expiration date for the six pass 
through grants. 
 

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

SECTION 1.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the 
citizens thereof that six (6) change orders to the following intergovernmental agreements with the 
City of Phoenix for pass-through Federal Transit Administration grant funding be entered into, 
which agreements are now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale. 

 
1. Grant No. AZ-95-X006-01 for the pre-design regional park-and-ride in the 

amount of $635,896; 
 

2. Grant No. AZ-57-X012 for operating assistance for the Taxi Voucher Program, 
B.A.G. – I.T. Travel Training Program, and the Glendale Urban Shuttle 3 in the 
amount of $337,615; 

 
3. Grant No. AZ-90-X103 for the replacement and preventative maintenance of three 

Dial-a-Ride buses in the amount of $520,506;  
 

4. Grant No. AZ-05-0203 for pre-design and design of a regional park-and-ride in 
the amount of $840,366; 

 
5. Grant No. AZ-90-X096 for bus purchases, preventative maintenance and 

computer hardware in the amount of $926,606; and 
 
6. Grant No. AZ-37-X017 for operating assistance on Route 60 and Bethany Home 

Road, and operating assistance for Gus 1 and Gus 2 in the amount of $1,170,753. 
 



 

 SECTION 2.  That the City Manager, or her designee, is hereby authorized and directed 
to execute any and all documents relating to the Contract Change Orders to said grants on behalf 
of the City of Glendale. 
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk               (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
g_trans_phx 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING  
WITH THE ARIZONA NATIONAL GUARD FOR SUPPORT OF DRUG LAW  
ENFORCEMENT OPERATIONS 

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the 
Arizona National Guard, Joint Counter Narco-Terrorism Task Force (JCNTF), to provide support as 
needed for the Glendale Police Department drug law enforcement operations in the State of 
Arizona. 

Background 
 
The Arizona National Guard JCNTF, pursuant to Title 32 of the United States Code, Sec. 112, 
provides personnel and equipment to support local law enforcement operations.  This MOU sets 
forth policies, procedures and guidelines agreed to by the Arizona National Guard JCNTF and the 
Glendale Police Department, governing the cooperation and support of drug interdiction efforts of 
the Glendale Police Department singularly or in concert with multi-agency, federal, state or local 
cooperative law enforcement efforts. 
 
Analysis 
 
With the strain on public safety resources limiting drug interdiction efforts, federal law enables 
state National Guard units to augment local resources.  This opportunity allows the Glendale 
Police Department to extend their capabilities without further burdening budgets and resources. 
 
If approved, this MOU is in effect upon signature of both parties and will remain in effect until 
rescinded, revised or suspended by either party with 30 days written notice or revised in writing 
by mutual consent.  Agreements will terminate upon 90 days’ notice by either party. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Drug activity and associated violence severely impacts every community and its citizenry.    This 
collaboration contributes to safer communities.  
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Attachments 

Resolution 

Agreement 

 

 

 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4769 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF A 
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE 
GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT AND THE ARIZONA 
NATIONAL GUARD, JOINT COUNTER NARCO-TERRORISM 
TASK FORCE. 

 
 

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

SECTION 1.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the 
citizens thereof that a Memorandum of Understanding with the Arizona National Guard, Joint 
Counter Narco-Terrorism Task Force be entered into, which agreement is now on file in the 
office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale. 
 

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

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

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

 
ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk               (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
iga_pd_aznguard 
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
 

BETWEEN 
 

THE ARIZONA NATIONAL GUARD 
JOINT COUNTER NARCO-TERRORISM TASK FORCE 

 

AND 
 

GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT 
 

1. PURPOSE: This memorandum sets forth policies, procedures and guidelines agreed to by 

the Arizona National Guard, Joint Counter Narco-Terrorism Task Force (hereinafter "National 

Guard") and Arizona High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area Center (hereinafter "Agency") 

governing National Guard cooperation and support of the Agency’s drug law enforcement 

operations in the State of Arizona pursuant to 32 U.S.C. 112 and other applicable federal and 

state statutes. It is understood among the parties to this agreement that Agency requests for 

National Guard assistance may include multi-agency, federal, state and local cooperative law 

enforcement efforts. 

 

2.  AUTHORITY:  

 

 A. National Guard Regulation 500-2/ANGI 10-801 

 

 B. Arizona National Guard Counterdrug State Plan 

 

 C. Respective Legal Reviews 

 

3.  PLANNED DEPLOYMENT OF PERSONNEL AND EQUIPMENT: 

 

     A. Personnel: 

 

(1) Request for Support: As the National Guard is not a law enforcement agency, any 

involvement of the National Guard in support of drug law enforcement must be in 

response to a law enforcement agency request for support.  

 

(2) Support Role: It is clearly understood by both parties to this agreement that National 

Guard personnel are not sworn police officers and those personnel who are assigned to 

work with the Agency are assigned in a support role. 

 

(3) Individual Memoranda of Understanding (IMOU): This document governs the use of 

specific National Guard personnel, will be maintained at the JCNTF Operations office and 

is available upon request. The supported agency, the JCNTF Commander and the JCNTF 

member must sign the IMOU to validate this agreement.  
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 B. Equipment:  

 

(1) The loan of National Guard equipment to the Agency will be in accordance with NGR 

500-2/ANGI 10-801 (7-10) and other applicable National Guard regulations to include 10 

USC 2667, 32 USC 112, AR 700-131, AFMAN 23-110 and DoD1225.6. 

 (2) All loans of equipment will be documented in writing with at least the following 

information:  

 

 a. Full description of the item(s) 

 

 b. Condition at the time of the loan 

 

 c. Length of time of the loan 

 

 d. Location to which the item is to be returned 

 

(3) Both parties to this agreement agree to contact the other party as soon as possible to 

report any damage caused to loaned equipment.  

 

(4) Unless contrary to law or regulation, each party agrees to be financially responsible 

for any damage to the equipment of the other party, caused by the borrowing party's 

personnel, whether through negligent conduct or willful misconduct. 

 

4.  REPORTING: 

 

A. JCNTF personnel will provide their headquarters statistical results for inclusion in 

required reports/records; results include quantity and value of seized drugs and or real 

property. 

 

B. National Guard personnel will provide a weekly report to the JCNTF Operations office 

summarizing their work production for inclusion in required reports/records/databases.  This 

report will not include any case specific information. 

 

C. The National Guard will maintain compliance with Intelligence Oversight and Operational 

Security on all reporting in accordance with NGR 500-2/ANGI 10-801. 

 

D. Information provided to the National Guard by the Agency will not be released to non 

DOD sources. 

 

5.  COMMAND AND CONTROL:  

 

A. National Guard personnel will be under the command and control of appropriate military 

authority. Personnel may be recalled for a mission of higher priority, necessary military 

training or deployments.  
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B. National Guard personnel will be under the direct supervision of the supported agency for 

all assigned duties. National Guard members will also maintain a military chain of command 

through JCNTF.  The military chain of command will take precedence at all times. 

 

C. The National Guard chain of command will handle all personnel management processes. 

 

6.  SCOPE OF OPERATION: 

 

A. The National Guard will provide counterdrug support to local, state and federal LEAs 

(law enforcement agencies) operating in a variety of approved mission areas.   

 

 (1) Personnel engaged in counterdrug support activities for which federal funding is 

 provided by (Title 32) 32 USC Sec 502(F) and 32 USC 112 must be acting in support of    

    LEAs or CBOs where a valid conterdrug nexus exists. 

 

 (2) Approved  missions that may be provided to the Agency will be IAW NGR 500-2 / 

 ANGI 10-801 (2-7) and the Arizona National Guard state plan.  

 

B. Arrest, Seizures and Evidence:  

 

 (1) As a matter of National Guard Bureau policy, National Guard personnel will not make 

 arrests.  National Guard members have only the arrest powers of ordinary citizens; they 

 may make arrests or conduct searches to the extent authorized by state law when exigent 

circumstances arise. 

  

a. The utilization of any step in the rules for use of force is authorized in extreme 

circumstances  to protect law enforcement, military personnel or other persons from 

death or serious injury. 

 

 b. JCNTF personnel may use an appropriate level of force to prevent the loss of 

 destruction of evidence or to prevent the escape of a suspect already in custody. 

 

(2) The supported Agency and JCNTF supervisors will ensure all supported operations are 

not designed or conducted in such a manner as to involve a significant likelihood of 

requiring arrests or searches. 

 

(3) National Guard personnel will not become involved in the chain of custody of 

evidence. 

 

C. Uniforms: National Guard personnel will wear appropriate military uniforms while 

performing counterdrug support duty unless this requirement has been explicitly waived by 

the Adjutant General or his designated representative. 

 

 D. Surveillance: National Guard personnel will not be utilized or participate in unathorized 

 surveillance activities. 
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      E. Sensitive Information: 

 

(1) Information or data obtained by the National Guard, as a result of work done in 

support of the Agency, will be passed on immediately as obtained to the Agency and will 

not be stored/maintained by National Guard personnel or in National Guard facilities. 

Procedures to be utilized for reporting such information will be established by the Agency 

in accordance with internal practices and procedures. The Agency will be responsible for 

follow-up on any such information. 

 

(2) Information gathered by members of the National Guard will be given adequate 

classification consideration. 

 

(3) National Guard Members may be asked to review Requests For Information (RFI) 

from Geographic Combatant Commands and subordinate commands. We request that the 

Agency support these requests as necessary. The Agency rules for dissemination will be 

implemented at all times. This supports a whole of government approach to counter 

threats to U.S. National Security posed by drug smuggling and other illicit activities while 

balancing limited DoD resources. 

 

 F. Funding: 

 

(1) Normally, the support and coordination provided by the National Guard, pursuant to 

this agreement, will be funded federally from 32 USC 112 and no reimbursement by the 

Agency will be required. However, any loan of equipment or missions which may require 

reimbursement, and therefore incur obligations from Agency funding, should be 

coordinated and approved between the parties prior to mission accomplishment.  

 

(2) In no case will the National Guard expend state resources on behalf of the Agency, 

except in emergency operations to ensure the protection of human life, without a 

reasonable expectation of funding by the federal government. 

 

(3) Any funds expended by  the Agency conforming Guardmembers to the standards 

expected of other employees employed by Agency (whether in relation to security 

concerns or professional expertise) will not be reimbursed by the National Guard, nor will 

the National Guard expend any resources beyond those normally expended by the 

National Guard to conform its members in such areas for any particular Agency. 

 

  (4) All National Guard support is subject to available funding. 
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7.  FORCE PROTECTION RULES FOR USE OF FORCE 

 

A. National Guard members should not be placed into situations that could be life threatening 

since they have not received the appropriate law enforcement training for this type of 

situation. 

 

 B. National Guard members have the right to use force only if necessary to defend 

      themselves or in the defense of others. The member can only use the amount of force  

necessary to achieve self protection or preservation.  Members are only to use deadly force if 

all lesser means of force have been exhausted or are unavailable, will only use the minimum 

force immediately necessary to defend against the unlawful use of deadly force and only if 

the risk of injury to innocent persons or bystanders is not increased by the use of deadly 

force. 

 

8.  PUBLIC AFFAIRS: 

 

 A. Release of Information: Information released to the media concerning National Guard 

     assistance to Agency or National Guard participation in drug law enforcement missions 

     will be coordinated between the Agency and National Guard public affairs/information 

     officers. Participating National Guard personnel or specific units will not be identified by  

     name, address or photograph unless cleared through the JCNTF Commander who will be  

     responsible for obtaining a release through applicable National Guard channels. 

 

B. Dissemination of Information: The lead party for the dissemination of information will be 

the Agency and therefore members of the National Guard will refer all questions from the 

media to the Agency for reply. The National Guard public affairs office may provide 

guidance on issues specific to the National Guard as appropriate. 

 

 C. Media Interaction: National Guard members in duty status will not be interviewed by the 

 media without National Guard approval and consultation with the Agency. 

 

9.  SAFETY:  

 

 A. National Guard members should not knowingly be sent to or directed to enter a hostile 

 environment where there is a probability of encountering life threatening situations. 

 

 B. Every effort must be made by the Agency to avoid placing National Guard personnel in 

 situations where they will come into contact with suspects. 

  



 
FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 

This document contains information EXEMPT FROM 
MANDATORY DISCLOSURE under the FOIA (Ref AR 340-17) 

 
JCNTF – Glendale PD 
           

Page 6 of 7 
FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 

This document contains information EXEMPT FROM 
MANDATORY DISCLOSURE under the FOIA (Ref AR 340-17) 

10.  RESPONSIBILITIES 

 

 A. JCNTF will: 

 

(1) Ensure that National Guard personnel are given all necessary training and tools needed 

prior to assignment. 

 

(2) Support the Agency as agreed upon in the validated support request. 

 

 B. Agency: 

 

(1) If requested, the Agency agrees to provide the JCNTF Commander with a law 

enforcement after action report within five days after the completion of a particular 

operation. 

 

(2) Different operations and missions may carry different security classifications and these 

may not correspond to the standard DOD security classification system. Therefore, the 

Agency will be responsible for classifying the operation and any information obtained and 

for making any public information releases.  The National Guard desires to keep a low 

profile concerning media contact and information released.  Any requests for release of 

JCNTF information will be forwarded to the JCNTF commander for consideration.   

 

(3) Will provide necessary training to National Guard personnel that is appropriate to the 

mission which is supported. 

 

  (4) Will brief and train members of the National Guard on any matters of security  

      peculiar to the Agency to ensure that National Guard members do not inadvertently  

       disclose information about their support roles with the Agency or any specific missions  

  with which they are involved. 

 

  (5) The Agency will submitt a request for support to the National Guard for approved  

  counterdrug operations. These requests must be coordinated through the National Guard  

  Task Force Commander on an annual basis. 

 

11. LIABILITIES: The Agency acknowledges that the United States of America is liable for the 

negligent, wrongful acts or omissions of its agents and employees while acting within the scope 

of their employment to the extent permitted by the Federal Tort Claims Act, 28 USC 1346. 

 

12. RENEGOTIATION: 

 

A. National Guard personnel are initially deployed to support the Agency based upon 

specific requests for National Guard support to perform specific job skills in specific mission 

areas. Any deviation from the initial support request should be coordinated and approved in 

writing by the JCNTF Commander.  
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B. This agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the Agency and the National 

Guard. Any modifications, additions or deletions shall be in writing and signed by both 

parties. In the event any provision of this agreement shall be determined to be unenforceable, 

that provision shall be deleted from the agreement and this agreement shall remain in force.   

 

 

13. TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT: 

 

 A. Agreement: This memorandum is in effect upon signature of both parties and will  

      remain in effect until rescinded, revised or suspended by either party with 30 days written  

     notice or revised in writing by mutual consent. Upon signature, this agreement supersedes 

      any other previously signed agreement which is inconsistent with this agreement. 

 

 B. Temination of Support: National Guard personnel will not be directed or permitted to  

     conduct support activities that violate National Guard directives or guidance. Use of  

     National Guard personnel contrary to this MOU or the applicable regulations is a basis for  

     immediate termination of support. 

 

C. Agreements will terminate upon 90 days notice by either party. Inclusion of an end date is 

not required merely because funds are appropriated on an annual basis. 

 

 

 

 

MICHAEL H. MORGAN  BRENDA FISCHER 

Colonel, AZ ARNG   City Manager 

JCNTF Commander City of Glendale 

      

         

Date:_________________________ Date:_________________________ 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA 
DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR DATA-SHARING  

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution 
authorizing the City Manager to enter into an agreement with the Arizona Department of 
Economic Security (DES) for the purpose of sharing information with Glendale Police Department 
personnel. 

Background 
 
The Glendale Police Department conducts numerous criminal investigations each year that involve 
Identity Theft where an unknown subject uses a victim's Social Security Number (SSN) to obtain 
employment or benefits.  Investigators need information on the location the SSN is being used.  
The information is stored and maintained by the Arizona Department of Economic Security, which 
is protected and not generally available to law enforcement personnel except through a search 
warrant.   
 
The proposed data-sharing agreement will permit DES to share information with Glendale Police 
Department personnel through a secured link via the Internet called GUIDE.  A select amount of 
GUIDE login accounts will be created allowing the sharing of DES information.  The data-sharing 
agreement will drastically reduce the amount of time it takes to retrieve data from DES data bases. 

Analysis 
 
Glendale Police Detectives currently must obtain a search warrant to obtain information from 
DES.  Once a search warrant is served, DES can take several days or longer to supply the requested 
information.  If approved, this data-sharing agreement using GUIDE will allow access to the 
desired information within minutes.   

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
Start-up includes an initial fee of $300 which provide for a three-year term.  The agreement may 
be extended for an additional two years after the initial contract period, with a renewal fee of $135 
for the two additional years.  The Glendale Police Department will need a minimum of three 
GUIDE access accounts at a rate of $7 each.  One account will be utilized by the squad supervisor 
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and the other two by specific detectives.  Taking into consideration the time saved by detectives, 
the cost of the agreement is minimal. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Resolution 

Agreement 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$321 1000-12130-521000, General Fund 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4770 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF A DATA-
SHARING AGREEMENT FOR DATA EXCHANGE WITH THE 
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY, 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION, ON 
BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 

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

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

citizens thereof that a Data-Sharing Agreement for data exchange with the Arizona Department 
of Economic Security, Unemployment Insurance Administration, to enhance public safety in the 
City of Glendale, be entered into on behalf of the Glendale Police Department, which agreement 
is now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale. 

 
SECTION 2.  That the Mayor or City Manager and the City Clerk be authorized and 

directed to execute and deliver all necessary documents on behalf of the City of Glendale 
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

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



UIA-1000A FORFF (3-10) 
 
 
 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY 
Unemployment Insurance Administration 

P.O. Box 6123, Site Code 721A 
Phoenix, AZ 85005-6123 

Phone: 602-771-8311  -  Fax: 602-771-8366 
 
 
 

DATA-SHARING REQUEST 
 
 

BETWEEN 
 

Police Department, City of Glendale 

(DES Division/Administration/Program/Office Name or External Organization Name) 
 
 

AND 
 
 
 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY (DES) 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION (UIA) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
To be attached to associated Data-Sharing Agreement:       
 
 
Equal Opportunity Employer/Program  Under Titles VI and VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (Title VI & VII), and the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA), Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, the Department prohibits 
discrimination in admissions, programs, services, activities, or employment based on race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age, and disability. 
The Department must make a reasonable accommodation to allow a person with a disability to take part in a program, service or activity. For 
example, this means if necessary, the Department must provide sign language interpreters for people who are deaf, a wheelchair accessible location, 
or enlarged print materials. It also means that the Department will take any other reasonable action that allows you to take part in and understand a 
program or activity, including making reasonable changes to an activity. If you believe that you will not be able to understand or take part in a 
program or activity because of your disability, please let us know of your disability needs in advance if at all possible. To request this document in 
alternative format or for further information about this policy, call 602-771-2670; TTY/TDD Services: 7-1-1. 
 



 
UIA-1000A FORFF (3-10) – Page 2 Associated Agreement No.:       
 

DATA SHARING REQUEST 
Use Attachment if necessary 

1a. Purpose of this request. (What Unemployment Compensation (UC) information is being requested and why? How 
will it be used?) 

 (Give details/specifics)  [20 C.F.R. § 603.10(b)(1)(i)] 
The Glendale Police Department investigates cases involving Identity Theft's where an unknown subject uses a victim's Social 
Security Number to obtain employment or benefits.  The Glendale Police Department needs this information to obtain the location 
of where the SSN is being used in order to properly investigate the case further or to refer the case to the proper jurisdiction.  The 
information we receive from Arizona Department of Economic Security will only be used to further a criminal investigation. 

1b. Information Technology and connectivity 
The Requesting Entity describes the information technology (IT) environment that will connect to DES, be explicit – consult your 
IT personnel for assistance. 
The City of Glendale currently maintains a Microsoft WindowsXP, 7, server 2003 and 2008 environment with Microsoft's Active 
Directory access structure.  The server and desktop hardware are patched on a monthly schedule and have Sopho's anti-virus 
protection installed.  The city has a vendor that provides internal and external intrusion detection scans to meet PCI complianc 

The Requesting Entity is to enter its contact information below; provide what is required for successful communication between the 
requesting individual or entity and the DES IT Staff. 

Contact Name (1): David Atchinson, IT Operations Manager Phone:  623-930-2909 

Contact Name (2): Sgt. Daniel Soto, Supervisor, Financial Crime Phone:  623-930-3146 

Contact Address:  6835 N 57 Dr, Glendale, AZ 85301 

Contact Name (1) E-Mail Address:  datchinson@glendaleaz.com 

Contact Name (2) E-Mail Address:  dsoto@glendaleaz.com 

Contact Fax No.:  623-930-3088 
 

1c. Methods and timing of request(s) and response(s) (How often and in what format will UC information be requested 
and provided?) [20 C.F.R. § 603.10(b)(1)(iii)] 

Cases are reviewed weekly and requests to DES for information will be made weekly. 



 

UIA-1000A FORFF (3-10) – Page 3 Associated Agreement No.:       
 

DATA SHARING REQUEST 
Use Attachment if necessary 

2. Will other individuals or entities interface with you as to UC information? 
  Yes  No If Yes, identify individual(s) or entity(ies) and reason(s): 

Other Detectives within the Glendale Police Department. 

3. Will UC information be disclosed/shared with another individual or entity? 
  Yes  No If Yes, identify individual(s) or entity(ies) and reason(s) for disclosure: 

Information will be shared with the investigating detective from Glendale or the agency where the crime occurred.  This 
information is necessary to further this type of investigation.  This information will only be shared with Law Enforcement 
personnel during a criminal investigation. 

4. Will UC information be repackaged/included in other data bases, files, tapes, etc.? 
  Yes  No If Yes, identify format and reason(s): 

This information will become part of the permanent Investigation and will be submitted to the Records Department for retention.  
This information will be linked to Glendale's Records Management System which is solely operated, administered and 
accessible to/by Glendale personnel. 

5. Desired output (Printout, tape, terminal access/display, etc.) 
Print out of requested information or information in an electronic form which can be used to further a criminal investigation. 

6. Describe safeguards in place to guard against unauthorized access/disclosure of the UC information 
The City of Glendale has policies protecting the information it retains and City Information Technology personnel that ensure 
the integrity of the City Network. 

Requester’s Name: Daniel Soto Requester’s Title: Investigation's Sergeant 

Phone No.: 623-930-3146 Fax No.: 623-930-3088 Email: dsoto@glendaleaz.com 

Mailing Address (No., Street, City, State, ZIP): 6835 N 57 Dr, Glendale, AZ 85301 

Signature:  Date:       
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA14-01 (RESOLUTION) AND REZONING  
APPLICATION ZON14-01 (ORDINANCE): BETHANY 101-9801 WEST  
BETHANY HOME ROAD (PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED)   

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
These requests are by Withey Morris PLC representing American Furniture Warehouse for City 
Council to approve a General Plan Amendment and a Rezoning Application on 47 acres.  The 
request is to amend the general plan land use designation from Entertainment Mixed Use (EMU) 
to Planned Commercial (PC) and to rezone the site to PAD (Planned Area Development) zoning 
district.  The property is located at the southeast corner of 99th Avenue and Bethany Home Road.  
 
Staff is requesting Council conduct a public hearing, waive reading beyond the titles, and adopt a 
resolution for GPA14-01 and approve an ordinance for ZON14-01, subject to the stipulations as 
recommended by the Planning Commission.  

Background 
 
The property owner is currently seeking to develop the site.  The proposed development plan will 
replace the approved “Bella Villagio PAD” with new stipulations identified in the ordinance.  The 
desired land uses requires an amendment to the general plan land use designation to be 
consistent with an amendment to the official zoning map. The zoning request will allow for 
appropriate stipulations for the proposed development plan of “Bethany 101.”   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On July 22, 2010, City Council adopted a resolution to amend the General Plan Land Use Map from 
Business Park to Entertainment Mixed Use and adopted an ordinance to rezone from Agricultural 
to PAD titled “Bella Villagio.”   The PAD allowed for a potential mixed use development consisting 
of approximately 1,253,700 square feet of commercial (retail, restaurant and office) development, 
1,565,000 square feet of residential units, 300 hotel rooms and 180 residential hotel units.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Approval of these applications will allow future development to occur.  American Furniture 
Warehouse has been identified as an end-user for the site. This business locate will allow for 
employment opportunities and generate property and sales tax revenues.  



     

  CITY COUNCIL REPORT  
 

 

2 
 

 
At the February 20, 2014 Planning Commission public hearing, one individual spoke with 
concerns regarding street improvements along 99th Avenue. The Commission unanimously 
recommended approval of GPA14-01 and ZON14-01 subject to the stipulations contained in the 
staff report with a modification to stipulation #4 and an additional stipulation presented by the 
applicant. The revised recommended stipulations are identified in the Ordinance.   
 
Staff presented the application before Planning Commission during a Workshop on February 6, 
2014 for informational purposes only.  
 
The applicant held a neighborhood meeting on February 3, 2014.  City staff and Councilmember 
Sherwood representing the Sahuaro District were the only individuals who attended the meeting.  
After receiving an inquiry from representatives of the J.F. Long Revocable Trust, the applicant met 
to discuss the proposal as it relates to infrastructure improvements, landscaping and screen walls.   
 
A notice of Public Hearing for the City Council hearing was published in The Glendale Star on 
February 6, 2014.  The property was posted on January 31, 2014.  Notification postcards were 
mailed to adjacent property owners and interested parties on February 7, 2014.   
 

Attachments 
Resolution 

Ordinance 

Excerpt of the Draft Meeting Minutes 

Planning Staff Report 

 



 

RESOLUTION NO. 4771 NEW SERIES 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 
THE GENERAL PLAN MAP OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
ARIZONA, BY APPROVING GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT 
GPA14-01 FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT 9801 WEST 
BETHANY HOME ROAD. 

 
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 GPA14-01 amending the General Plan Land 
Use Map from Entertainment Mixed Use to Planned Commercial for property located at 9801 
West Bethany Home Road. 
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
gpa14_01 



ORDINANCE NO. 2877 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, REZONING 
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 9801 WEST BETHANY HOME 
ROAD FROM PAD (PLANNED AREA DEVELOPMENT) TO 
PAD (PLANNED AREA DEVELOPMENT); AMENDING THE 
ZONING MAP; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE. 

 
 WHEREAS, the City of Glendale Planning Commission held a public hearing on 
February 20, 2014, in zoning case ZON14-01 in the manner prescribed by law for the purpose of 
rezoning property located at 9801 West Bethany Home Road from PAD (Planned Area 
Development) to PAD (Planning 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 January 30, 2014; 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 aforesaid. 
 

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 
9801 West Bethany Home Road, and more accurately described in Exhibit A to this ordinance, is 
hereby conditionally rezoned from PAD (Planned Area Development) to PAD (Planned Area 
Development). 
 
 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 January 30, 2014. 

 
2. All power lines less than 69 kV and communication lines adjacent to the site shall 

be placed underground.  
 
3. Only two sewer taps shall be allowed for the entire site, from Missouri Avenue 

alignment to Bethany Home Road.  Parcel B shall be restricted from having any 
sewer taps into 99th Avenue.  

 



4. The subject PAD shall be allowed one freeway pylon sign and an additional 
freeway pylon sign or digital billboard for a maximum of two signs as depicted on 
the Development Plan.  The sign(s) shall be subject to the City’s adopted Zoning 
Ordinance related to freeway oriented billboard and freeway pylon signage 
excluding the minimum distance between all digital billboard signs on any single 
PAD and the maximum allowable height of 60 feet.  

 
5. Parcel B shall have legal access to 99th Avenue at the Missouri Avenue 

alignment.  A 25’ by 25’ right-of-way triangle shall be dedicated at the northeast 
corner of the Missouri Avenue alignment and 99th Avenue along with a 25’ by 
30’ dedication on the Missouri Avenue alignment.  

 
6. The design and construction of a traffic signal at the main driveway on 99th 

Avenue and the Montebello alignment shall be the responsibility of the developer. 
Subject to timely receipt of all permits and easements for the work required, 
construction of the traffic signal shall be completed no later than one year after the 
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy.  Additional time to complete the 
construction of the traffic signal may be authorized by the City Manager or 
designee.  Upon completion of the construction of the traffic signal, the City shall 
be responsible for the maintenance of the traffic signal. 

 
7. The applicant shall improve 99th Avenue to a five lane section (two northbound 

lanes, two southbound lanes, a center left turn lane, curb, gutter, streetlights, 
sidewalk and landscaping on the east side of the road) from Bethany Home Road 
south to the Montebello alignment within the existing public right-of-way on the 
east side of the monument line, as approved by the City of Glendale.  

 
 SECTION 3.  Amendment of Zoning Map.  The City of Glendale Zoning Map is hereby 
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 ________________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
z_14_01 
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EXCERPT FROM THE DRAFT MINUTES 
CITY OF GLENDALE PLANNING COMMISSION 

 
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

5850 WEST GLENDALE AVENUE 
GLENDALE, ARIZONA 85301 

 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 20, 2014 

6:00 PM 
 

 
 
GPA14-01 / ZON14-01: 
 

A request by Withey Morris, representing American Furniture Warehouse, to amend the 
General Plan land use designation on approximately 47 acres from Entertainment Mixed 
Use (EMU) to Planned Commercial (PC); and to rezone an existing PAD (Planned Area 
Development) currently known as “Bella Villagio” to a new PAD to construct a mixed 
use development titled “Bethany 101.”  The site is located at the southeast corner of 99th 
Avenue and Bethany Home Road (9801 West Bethany Home Road) and is in the Yucca 
District.  Staff Contact:  Tabitha Perry, Assistant Planning Director 
 

Tabitha Perry, Assistant Planning Director, said this is a request by Withey Morris PLC 
representing American Furniture Warehouse.  The applicant has two requests and they were 
presented simultaneously; however, two separate votes must take place.  The property is 
approximately 47 acres and is located at the SEC of 99th Avenue and Bethany Home Road. 
 
The first request is to amend the general plan land use designation from Entertainment Mixed 
Use to Planned Commercial.  The second request is to rezone the property from a Planned Area 
Development titled Bella Villagio to a Planned Area Development titled Bethany 101. 
 
Ms. Perry provided background information regarding the Bella Villagio PAD.  The mixed use 
development would allow for retail, hotel, office and residential land uses with maximum 
building heights ranging from 76 to 332 feet.  
 
The proposal for Bethany 101 will also allow for a mixed use development.  The application 
outlines several specific land uses in addition to the permitted land uses identified in the 
Commercial Office and General Commercial zoning districts with a maximum building height of 
60 feet.  The rezoning application also includes a master sign package.  Two components of the 
sign package would be to allow two digital freeway signs with a height of 66 feet and a total of 
four monument signs (one along Bethany Home Road and three along 99th Avenue). 
 
She said provided the applications are approved, an end user has been identified as American 
Furniture Warehouse which will consist of a retail showroom, warehousing of merchandises and 
other furniture business related uses. 
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The applicant complied with the Citizen Participation Process.  A neighborhood meeting was 
held on February 3, 2014.  The applicant’s team and Planning staff was present to address 
questions.  Councilmember Sherwood was the only one who attended the meeting and asked 
general questions about the project. 
 
The applicant and city staff has addressed inquiries from representatives of the John F Long 
property as it relates to street improvements along 99th Avenue.  During the review processes, 
Transportation staff reviewed and deemed the proposed improvements along 99th Avenue to be 
acceptable. 
 
Staff completed an analysis of the two requests and determined that the General Plan amendment 
is consistent with the policies and objectives of the General Plan and implements Economic 
Development Elements of the General Plan as it relates to employment and shopping 
opportunities.  It is staff recommendation that GPA14-01 should be recommended for approval 
as written.  
 
In conclusion, the rezoning application allows for reasonable and appropriate permitted land 
uses.  The Master Sign Package would allow for signage that appears to be reasonable for future 
development.  City staff has reviewed the application and identified appropriate stipulations for 
development of the site.  It is staff recommendation that ZON14-01 should be recommended for 
approval, subject to the stipulations contained in the staff report.  
 
Chairperson Petrone called for questions from the Commission.  
 
Vice Chairperson Larson asked for clarification of the stipulations regarding the distance 
between billboards and the height.  Ms. Perry explained the applicant is requesting the building 
height be the maximum 66 feet.  Because this is a PAD proposal, staff believes the height is 
appropriate.  The stipulation indicates, outside of the distance requirement, all applicable 
ordinances would apply.  
 
Commissioner Berryhill said one of the prohibited uses is an auto repair, however, the applicant 
has indicated there will be truck repair taking place inside the building.  Ms. Perry stated the 
vehicle repair will take place within the building and will be for fleet vehicles only.  She said it 
would be for mainly for vehicle maintenance.  She added the concern is with the undeveloped 
approximate six acres, another user would not be allowed to operate an automotive repair shop. 
 
Chairperson Petrone called for the applicant to make a presentation.  
 
Mike Withey, Withey Morris, introduced himself and said he was representing American 
Furniture Warehouse (AFW).  Mr. Withey said they have worked diligently with staff.  He cited 
the AFW store in Gilbert with this proposal being the second store in Arizona.  He stated they 
have fulfilled all the requirements made to the town of Gilbert.  He said they anticipate sales to 
be in excess of $100,000 million each year which will generate significant sales tax for the city 
of Glendale.  This facility will open with 300 new jobs and they are anticipating additional jobs 
available as the facility matures. 
 



  February 20, 2014 
  Planning Commission Draft Minutes 
   
 

3 
 

He said when they met with staff the Bella Villagio PAD had many permitted uses and noted 
retail uses were permitted.  He said this is a change in direction and it is appropriate and would 
be more transparent to amend the PAD.  He said this is a perfect location for this type of business 
as it will be a regional draw in the west valley.  Mr. Withey stated he would provide any details 
the Commission requests. 
 
Mr. Withey said this proposal is a decrease in square footage which decreases traffic 
significantly.   
 
Mr. Withey stated he is in agreement with staff’s stipulations as written in the staff report.  He 
would like to clarify that truck repair was included in the permitted uses but specifically listed 
truck repair and maintenance within an enclosed building accessory to a furniture showroom and 
sales.  This will prohibit auto repair on the property not being developed to the south. 
 
He stated he is available for questions. 
 
Commissioner Aldama asked Mr. Withey to discuss the salaries of the proposed jobs.  Mr. 
Withey stated there would be jobs in retail as well as the warehouse facility and management 
positions available.  He said wages would begin at $14.00. 
 
Commissioner Aldama questions if any of those positions are dedicated to Glendale residents 
only.  Mr. Withey said no. 
 
In response to a question from Commissioner Aldama, Mr. Withey said there are approximately 
300 employees at the Gilbert facility. 
 
Commissioner Berryhill asked for assurances in following the EPA guidelines regarding the 
disposable of hazardous materials from the trucking fleet.  Mr. Withey said they must comply 
with Arizona Department of Environmental Quality and Maricopa County Health Department 
and will do so. 
 
Commissioner Aldama questioned if there are diesel mechanics.  Mr. Withey said this is an in-
house program for truck maintenance and is for internal use only.  He added trucks would be 
arriving from out of state. 
 
Chairperson Petrone opened the public hearing.  
 
Mr. Stephen Anderson, Gammage & Burnham, 2 North Central, distributed information to the 
Commission.  Mr. Anderson stated he is representing the John F. Long Family Revocable Trust.  
He indicated the Family is in agreement with the height of the structure as well as the height of 
the signage, of which there are two.  He said they also have no concern regarding the truck repair 
and maintenance located indoors. 
 
He said the Family owns the property west of the subject property.  He said they are not opposed 
to AFW proposed land use.  Also, they are not opposed to American Furniture Warehouse begin 
construction on at-risk permits.  He said delaying these applications should not impact their 
construction currently underway. 
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Mr. Anderson said the concern is 99th Avenue.   
 
He stated this is a fast paced application.  He reviewed the AFW timeline which was very fast 
moving.  He said the standard processing time is usually six months; however, the AFW timeline 
has been less than five weeks.  He questioned why there was such a rush to push this application 
through the lengthy process.  
 
He reiterated they have no objection to the second billboard. 
 
He encouraged the Planning Commission to take as much time needed to thoroughly review and 
analyze these requests. 
 
Mr. Anderson returned to the concern regarding 99th Avenue.  He said the applicant purchased 
the property with the knowledge of the existing Bella Villagio stipulations.  He reminded the 
Commission the applicant took a risk knowing the stipulations may or may not fit their needs.  
He referred to Bella Villagio stipulation #12.  He reviewed four versions of that particular 
stipulation regarding 99th Avenue.  He said although they have been working together diligently, 
they have not reached an agreement satisfying each party.  He asked for the final configuration 
of 99th Avenue.   
 
Mr. Anderson said there are four items not included in the applicant’s proposed stipulation #7.  
He said they are 1) street construction will be final, 2) the street construction will meet city codes 
and standards, 3) additional right-of-way dedication may be needed, and 4) AFW should build at 
99th Avenue now.  He indicated the last point is from the current Bella Villagio stipulation which 
required 99th Avenue to be improved in Phase I.  He said the applicant has not agreed to these 
four concerns. 
 
Mr. Anderson asked if the five lane configuration is the final configuration.  Is the AFW design 
meeting all city codes and standards.  If they are not, he questioned why.  He said they have 
consulted with their engineer, James Abraham, Clouse Engineering, is present and available for 
questions.   
 
Mr. Anderson referred to the documents submitted to the Commission.  He noted Mr. Abraham’s 
concerns were compliance with the city codes regarding pavement which is missing, landscaping 
which is missing, and the bike lane, also missing.  He questioned if the city believes these are 
concerns and should be addressed.  These extra costs identified by the Engineer will be covered 
by The John F. Long Family Revocable Trust.  The Family is willing to pay for these costs and 
bond for these improvement costs.  He said these issues cannot be addressed and agreed to at a 
podium at this public hearing. 
 
He asked if 99th Avenue will be finaled.  He referred to an email dated March 11.  He said the 
city of Glendale and Phoenix have not worked together to discuss all issues related to 99th 
Avenue.  He requested the Planning Commission postpone these requests to allow ample time 
and opportunity to discuss all issues.  He stated this case is moving too quickly and he asked the 
Commission to continue this request to allow an opportunity to address all concerns. 
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Commissioner Johnston asked when Mr. Anderson began the process of negotiation with the 
applicant.  Mr. Anderson said AFW and the Longs met on February 4, 2014 with Mr. Miller and 
Mr. Long in attendance.  He said AFW agreed to adhere to Bella Villagio stipulation #12. Mr. 
Anderson said he has reviewed AFW street improvement plans.  After review of these plans, he 
believes city codes are not being followed. 
 
Vice Chairperson Larson asked if 99th Avenue is a five lane road, wouldn’t that allow John F. 
Long to expand in the future.  Mr. Anderson said 99th Avenue is not located in the proper place 
as it should be located farther to the west.  99th Avenue is restricted to its location because of 
existing infrastructure.  If you were to move the street to the east to avoid the canal, AFW would 
have additional costs.  If the street were moved to the west, the canal would need to be 
underground.  Again, he felt the city is in a hurry to accommodate AFW and not addressing the 
concerns with 99th Avenue.   
 
Vice Chairperson Larson stated five lanes are appropriate currently with the possibility of seven 
lanes needed in the future.  At that time, the SRP ditch would need to be tiled and the power 
buried, streetlights relocated.  He believes 99th Avenue is acceptable for traffic in the near future, 
however as the Long’s develop, improvements can take place. 
 
Mr. Anderson said referred to the north side of Bethany Home Road.  He said a bottleneck will 
be created at 99th Avenue due to the canal.  This is not on the Long’s property or on the property 
of the applicant. 
 
Chairperson Petrone asked if he is concerned that AFW will not negotiate in good faith if 
recommended for approval.  Mr. Anderson said with this being rushed, they no longer have the 
30 days in between the Planning Commission recommendation to the City Council public 
hearing to discuss and addresses issues of concern.  Once the Council makes a decision, they 
have lost the opportunity to negotiate. 
 
Ms. Perry stated the rezoning application began in January with a Design Review concurrently, 
which began in November.  Issues regarding 99th Avenue have been under review since 
November 2013.  She said Mr. Chris Lemka, Principal Traffic Engineer, is in the audience and 
available to answer questions. 
 
Commissioner Berryhill asked if there were any tax incentives offered.  Ms. Perry said there 
were incentives associated with the project and Mr. Dave McAlindin, Economic Development 
Official, is available for questions. 
 
Ms. Robberson said there are no sales tax incentives; however, the possibility of a partial fee 
waiver is being decided by the City Council. 
 
Mr. Chris Lemka, Principal Traffic Engineer with the Transportation Department, introduced 
himself.  He said when Bella Villagio was developing a stipulation for this project regarding 99th 
Avenue; stipulations were developed for the project being proposed at that time.  Bella Villagio 
necessitated a larger section for 99th Avenue.  He said the anticipated traffic for this store was 
based on the counts at the Gilbert Store.  He said there will only be approximately 1/8 of the trips 



  February 20, 2014 
  Planning Commission Draft Minutes 
   
 

6 
 

to the warehouse as opposed to the anticipated traffic counts for Bella Villagio.  He said the City 
of Glendale believes a five lane 99th Avenue is appropriate for this time and this proposal. 
 
Vice Chairperson Larson asked for a comparison as to what is being proposed versus the 
concerns from the John F. Long Family.  He said five lanes are needed.  Mr. Lemka said for 
safety reasons, a left turn lane is needed into the store for their vehicles.  Currently 99th Avenue 
is a four lane section.  He said AFW will build the extra lane, a right turn lane into their truck 
driveway, and will also build the traffic signal within one year of the store’s opening.   
 
In response to a question from Vice Chairperson Larson Mr. Lemka said Glendale does not have 
the vision of bike lanes on 99th Avenue.  The County has ownership of the road.  The city 
controls the signals at 99th Avenue and Camelback Road, 99th Avenue and Bethany Home Road, 
99th Avenue and Maryland Avenue, and the future signal at 99th Avenue and Montebello. 
 
Commissioner Aldama asked if staff has taken into consideration the weight of the vehicles 
headed into and out of the warehouse.  Mr. Lemka responded that vehicles will be using a 
separate driveway.  The entrance will be concrete and able to accommodate the weight of the 
vehicles.  He said the radius is also reviewed to ensure truck traffic can make safe maneuvers.  
He said the pavement analysis will be discussed in the design phase. 
 
Mr. Withey said he was flabbergasted after all the discussions that have taken place regarding 
this request.  He feels they have put forth their best efforts to work with all the parties involved.  
Mr. Withey is opposed to a continuance and felt it would serve no purpose. 
 
He discussed his conversation with Mr. Anderson which took place on Monday, February 17.  
He stated he asked if AFW would be building five lanes of pavement from Bethany Home Road 
to Montebello.  Mr. Anderson referred to Bella Villagio stipulation #12.  Mr. Withey confirmed 
that five lanes would be built and believed the matter had been resolved.  Mr. Anderson had also 
asked if the improvements would be interim or final.  Mr. Withey confirmed with the engineers 
would be permanent.  He did not say if improvements would be made by the City of Phoenix as 
he is not aware of their requirements.  
 
Mr. Withey believed the Family would like assistance with the cost of tiling the channel; 
however, the channel is in the city of Phoenix and it is not appropriate for this project to be 
delayed.  He added they are covering the costs of a traffic signal at 99th Avenue and Montebello 
as well.  He stated his applicant is doing their fair share to cover the costs. 
 
Mr. Withey offered an additional stipulation to read as follows:  The applicant shall improve 99th 
Avenue to a five lane section (two northbound lanes, two southbound lanes, a center left turn 
lane, curb, gutter, streetlights, sidewalk and landscaping on the east side of the road) from 
Bethany Home Road south to the Montebello alignment within the existing public right-of-way 
on the east side of the monument line, as approved by the City of Glendale. 
 
In response to a question from Vice Chairperson Larson, Ms. Robberson confirmed there are 
legal constitutional limitations of what can be asked of from an applicant.  She believes the 
applicant agreeing to the stipulation regarding five lanes would not create a legal issue. 
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Since there was no further discussion, the chairperson closed the public hearing. 
 
Ms. Perry added the analysis portion of the staff report requests the height of 60 feet be 
excluded.  To clarify stipulation four she suggested it the following be added:  …excluding the 
minimum distance between all digital billboard signs on any single PAD and the maximum 
allowable height of 60 feet. 
 
Vice Chairperson Larson agreed to this modification. 
 
Chairperson Petrone called for a motion. 
 
Commissioner Aldama made a motion to recommend approval of GPA14-01.  Vice 
Chairperson Larson seconded the motion, which was approved unanimously. 
 
Vice Chairperson Larson made a motion to recommend approval of ZON14-01, subject to 
the stipulations listed in the staff report with a modification to stipulation #4 and an 
additional stipulation #7 as presented by the applicant.  Commissioner Johnston seconded 
the motion, which was approved unanimously.  
 
Commissioner Aldama thanked Mr. Lemka for the valuable information he provided regarding 
the traffic report. 
 
Deborah Robberson, Deputy City Attorney said this is final approval by the Planning 
Commission subject to a written appeal if filed within 15 days.   



COMMISSION ACTION: Motion made by Commissioner Aldama to recommend approval 
of GPA14-01 as written.  Motion seconded by Vice Chairperson Larson.  The motion was 
APPROVED 5 to 0. 
 
COMMISSION ACTION: Motion made by Vice Chairperson Larson to recommend 
approval of ZON14-01, subject to the amended stipulations.  Motion seconded by 
Commissioner Johnston.  The motion was APPROVED 5 to 0. 

 
City of Glendale 

Planning  ● 5850 West Glendale Avenue, Suite 212 ● Glendale, AZ 85301-2599 ● (623) 930-2800 

 

 

Planning 
Staff Report 

 
DATE: February 20, 2014 
 
TO: Planning Commission 
 
FROM: Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director 
PRESENTED BY: Tabitha Perry, Assistant Planning Director 
 
 
SUBJECT: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA14-01 AND REZONING 

APPLICATION ZON14-01:  BETHANY 101 - 9801 WEST 
BETHANY HOME ROAD 

 
REQUESTS: Amend the General Plan from EMU (Entertainment Mixed Use) to 

PC (Planned Commercial). 
 
 Rezone from PAD (Planned Area Development) to PAD. 
 
APPLICANT/OWNER: Withey Morris PLC/American Furniture Warehouse. 
 
REQUIRED ACTION: The Planning Commission must conduct a public hearing and 

determine if this request is in the best long-term interest of the 
neighborhood and consistent with the General Plan. 

 
RECOMMENDATION: The Planning Commission should recommend approval of      

GPA14-01, as written, and ZON14-01, subject to the stipulations 
contained in the staff report. 

 
PROPOSED MOTION: Move to recommend approval of GPA14-01, as written, and ZON14-

01, subject to the stipulations contained in the staff report. 
 
SUMMARY: A proposal to establish land uses and development standards for a 

future mixed-use development.  These requests will amend the 
General Plan Land Use Map and approve a PAD titled “Bethany 
101”.  
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I. Introduction 

 

This application (the “Application”) is requesting to amend the General 

Plan Land Use Map for property generally located at the southeast 

corner of 99th Avenue and Bethany Home Road (the “Property”) from 

Entertainment Mixed-Use land use to Planned Commercial land use to 

allow American Furniture Warehouse )”AFW”) to open a facility and 

other commercial/employment uses.  A Rezone application to change 

the zoning designation from Planned Area Development (Bella 

Villagio) to a new Planned Area Development (Bethany 101 PAD) will 

be submitted for City of Glendale review and approval concurrently 

with this Application. 

 

II. Location  

 

The Property, which is comprised of approximately 47 gross acres, is 

immediately bounded to the north by Bethany Home Road; to the east 

by Loop 101 Agua Fria Freeway; to the south by the Missouri Avenue 

alignment; and to the west by 99th Avenue.  (See Exhibit 1 – Vicinity 

Map).  The property immediately to the south is partially improved with 

the Western Maricopa Education Center and professional offices 

designated Office land use.  (See Exhibit 2 – Aerial Map). 

 

III. Relationship to Adjacent Properties 

 

The property to the north is undeveloped vacant land designated 

Business Park land use; the property to the northeast is the University of 

Phoenix Stadium designated Entertainment Mixed-Use land use; the 

property to the east is existing agricultural fields designated 

Entertainment Mixed-Use land use; and the property to the west is 

existing agricultural fields designated 10 to 15 dwelling units per acre 

higher density attached townhomes, condos and apartments in the 

City of Phoenix.   

 

IV. General Plan Land Use  (See Exhibit 3 – General Plan Land Use). 

 

Existing.  In 2010, the City of Glendale General Plan Map was 

amended to designate the Property as Entertainment Mixed-Use land 

use.  Prior to this amendment, the Property was designated Business 

Park land use.  The Property is also subject to the Airpark Character 

Area and Airpark Design Guidelines of the Western Area Plan General 

Plan Update which became effective on July 4, 2002.   
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Proposed.  This Application requests to change the General Plan Map 

to Planned Commercial land use designation on the Property.  The 

General Plan describes the Planned Commercial land use designation 

as follows: 

 

The Planned Commercial category provides for commercial retail 

development that is planned, constructed and operated as a 

single entity.  The intent is to provide neighborhood, community and 

regional destination shopping that incorporate a pedestrian 

orientation within the development.  Planned Commercial projects 

require a master development plan to show the relationship 

between buildings, driveways and internal circulation, pedestrian 

circulation, gathering areas, parking and landscaped areas.  

Planned Commercial accommodates several retail businesses 

within one or more functionally related buildings that share a 

common architectural theme.  These business share driveways, 

identification signs, parking and a common landscaping theme.  

Key factors for commercial activity are: minimize development and 

land use conflicts, maintain appropriate transportation access and 

parking, ensure development where adequate municipal services 

are present, and provide community connectivity and 

convenience. 

 

V. Justification of Proposed General Plan Land Use 

 

The proposed uses in the Bethany 101 PAD are consistent with the 

Planned Commercial land use designation, and with many of the 

goals and policies outlined in the General Plan and Western Area Plan.  

The following General Plan and Western Area Plan elements have 

been identified to demonstrate compatibility of the Bethany 101 PAD 

with the goals and policies of the General Plan: 

 

Western Area Plan, Goal #1: Employment, “Building a strong 

employment base that provides a variety of high paying jobs for 

Glendale residents.” 

 

AFW was founded in 1975.  Today, AFW is one of the top retail 

furniture companies in the United States.  With sales exceeding $350 

million in 2012 and with 1,800 employees, AFW is one of the largest 

privately held businesses in the United States.  AFW’s economic  

impact will create significant investment and employment  
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opportunities within the City of Glendale.  It is anticipated that AFW 

will directly create hundreds of employment opportunities, 

generate new sales tax revenues, and be an asset to the entire City 

of Glendale community. 

 

Western Area Plan, Goal #2: Retail Services, “Expand major retail 

opportunities to serve residents of Glendale and the surrounding 

area.” 

 

General Plan, Land Use, Goal #2, “Promote sound growth 

management methods.” 

 

This Application and the Bethany 101 PAD are designed to facilitate 

a regional commercial development on a highly visible and 

accessible site along Loop 101 Agua Fria Freeway, a major 

thoroughfare, within the City of Glendale.  The Property is ideally 

situated along the Loop 101 Agua Freeway to allow the 

development of a major retail/warehouse facility.  The City of 

Glendale has for many years envisioned this growth area to include 

regional uses.  That is precisely what is proposed in this Application.  
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I. Introduction 

 

This application (the “Application”) is requesting to rezone property 

generally located at the southeast corner of 99th Avenue and Bethany 

Home Road (the “Property”) from Planned Area Development (Bella 

Villagio) to a new Planned Area Development (the “Bethany 101 

PAD”) to allow American Furniture Warehouse to open a new facility 

and other commercial/employment uses. 

 

American Furniture Warehouse (“AFW”) was founded in 1975.  Today, 

AFW is one of the top retail furniture companies in the United States.  

With sales exceeding $350 million in 2012 and with 1,800 employees, 

AFW is one of the largest privately held businesses in the United States.  

AFW has locations throughout Colorado, and is seeking additional 

opportunities in Arizona, and in the City of Glendale. 

 

II. Location / Topography and Physical Features 

 

The Property, which is comprised of approximately 47 gross acres, is 

immediately bounded to the north by Bethany Home Road; to the east 

by Loop 101 Agua Fria Freeway; and to the west by 99th Avenue.  (See 

Exhibit 1 – Vicinity Map).  The property immediately to the south is 

partially improved with the Western Maricopa Education Center and 

professional offices zoned Commercial-Office.  (See Exhibit 2 – Aerial 

Map). 

 

The Property is currently fallow farmland, and gently slopes from the 

northeast to southwest. 

 

III. Relationship to Adjacent Properties 

 

The property to the north is undeveloped vacant land zoned Planned 

Area Development, and owned by the City of Glendale; the property 

to the northeast is University of Phoenix Stadium; the property to the 

east is existing agricultural fields zoned Planned Area Development; 

the property to the west is existing agricultural fields zoned Planned 

Community District in the City of Phoenix.   
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IV. General Plan Land Use   

 

The City of Glendale General Plan designates the Property as 

Entertainment Mixed-Use.  The Property is also subject to the Airpark 

Character Area and Airpark Design Guidelines of the Western Area 

Plan General Plan Update which became effective on July 4, 2002.  A 

Minor General Plan Amendment application to change the land use 

designation from Entertainment Mixed-use to Planned Commercial has 

been submitted for City of Glendale review and approval concurrently 

with the Bethany 101 PAD.  

 

V. General Provisions 
 

The intent of the Bethany 101 PAD is to modify certain provisions of the 

City of Glendale Zoning Ordinance (the “Zoning Ordinance”) to 

facilitate a quality, context specific development that fulfills the City of 

Glendale’s goals and objectives.  

 

The Bethany 101 PAD has been prepared pursuant to the current 

Section 5.900 PAD-Planned Area Development of the Zoning 

Ordinance creating specific land uses, development standards and 

design guidelines specific to the context of the project site.  The 

provisions of this PAD apply to property within the project boundary.   

(See Exhibit 3 – Legal Description).  

 

Zoning provisions not specifically regulated by the Bethany 101 PAD 

are governed by the Zoning Ordinance.  In the event of a conflict 

between a provision of the Bethany 101 PAD and a provision of the 

Zoning Ordinance, the Bethany 101 PAD prevails.  

 

All site plans, landscape plans, signage plans, etc. within the Bethany 

101 PAD are preliminary and conceptual, intended to be illustrative of 

the character and quality of the development, and may be modified 

during the final design and site plan review approvals.  The images do 

not necessarily convey final design concepts, colors or materials.  All 

parcels and lot lines are conceptual and illustrative, and may be 

changed by the Subdivision Plat or Minor Land Division process.  

Specific plans for individual development projects will be processed 

through the City of Glendale site plan review process. 
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VI. Permitted Uses   

 

All uses under the current City of Glendale C-2 General Commercial 

and Commercial-Office C-O zoning districts, and additionally the 

following uses as a matter of right: 

 

1. A single furniture retail showroom, including warehouse and 

inventory storage, greater than seventy-five thousand (75,000) 

square-feet of gross floor area. 

 

2. Outdoor display of merchandise accessory to furniture showrooms, 

sales, warehousing and inventory storage. 

 

3. Truck repair and maintenance within an enclosed building 

accessory to furniture showrooms, sales, warehousing and inventory 

storage. 

 

4. Fueling accessory to furniture showrooms, sales, warehousing and 

inventory storage. 

 

Prohibited Uses.  Pawn shops, Auto Repair, Title Loan Companies, 

Tattoo Parlors, Drive Thru Liquor Stores, Adult Businesses and Sexually 

Oriented Businesses. 

 

VII. Development Standards (Yard, Height, Area) 

 

The development standards for the current City of Glendale C-2 

General Commercial zoning district shall apply on the Property, except 

for the development standard modifications set forth in the Bethany 

101 PAD.  In the event of a conflict between the Development 

Standards of the Bethany Home 101 and the Zoning Ordinance, the 

Bethany 101 PAD prevails: 

 

1. Building Height:  Maximum sixty (60) feet.  Gabled roofs, towers 

and other architectural projections may exceed the maximum 

building height 

 

2. Building Setbacks: 

 

Front Rear Side Street Side 

25-feet 15-feet 15-feet 20-feet 
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3. Off-Street Parking Calculation and Dimensions: 

 

i. Furniture showroom and sales, including showroom and sales 

mezzanine: 1 space / 400 square-feet.  

 

ii. Furniture warehouse and inventory storage, including furniture 

warehouse and inventory, including furniture warehouse and 

inventory mezzanine, and maintenance areas: 1 space / 

1,000 square-feet. 

 

4. Minimum stall dimension: 9’6” x 18’. 
 

VIII. Phasing  (See Exhibit 4 – Parcel Map). 

 

Parcel A. The intent is to develop Parcel A in one phase. 

 

Parcel B.  Individual buildings (together with the necessary site work 

and infrastructure for those buildings) will be developed within the 

Property as market conditions warrant.  Plans for each phase will be 

submitted to City of Glendale Staff.  

 

IX. Site Plan  

 

The Site Plan is strategically laid out to maximize exposure for buildings 

along the Loop 101 Agua Fria Freeway, while also creating easy and 

logical vehicular access for its customers from 99th Avenue and 

Bethany Home Road.  The primary user’s showroom is located on the 

north end of the building with the main store entry centered on the 

north wall.  All customer parking is conveniently located north, 

northwest and west of the entry for easy and convenient access, with 

pedestrian sidewalks leading from all areas to the entry.  The primary 

user’s warehouse is located south of the showroom, with all truck 

access, loading and maneuvering west of the building.  Truck access is 

provided at the southwest corner of Parcel A, and separated from the 

other customer driveways along 99th Avenue.  A significant landscape 

buffer and 8-foot high screen wall is provided to screen trucks/loading 

from view from 99th Avenue.     (See Exhibit 5 – Site Plan). 
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X. Architecture 

 

Parcel A.  The building design incorporates a number of signature 

elements.  Founders Block masonry (brick-like appearance), split-face 

CMU and “honed” smooth face block accents articulate the wall 

planes and tower elements.  Reveal patterns and a color palette 

consisting of warm desert hues will add articulation and visual interest 

to the exterior wall planes.  (See Exhibit 6 – Elevation and Exhibit 7 – 

Colors and Materials Palette). Gabled roofs and corner towers 

pronounce the main entry, and add an agrarian-like design character.  

The north towers also have internally illuminated frosted glass elements 

that add a contemporary contrast, and offer a lantern-like glow during 

the evening.  The signature red-white-blue accent banding is also 

strategically incorporated for additional design and contrast.  

 

Parcel B.  The architecture will complement the architecture in Parcel 

A, and comply with the City of Glendale standards and objectives.  

Design for Parcel B buildings will be reviewed during the standard City 

of Glendale review process.   

 

XI. Signage 

 

Signage on the Property shall comply with Exhibit 8 – Signage.  In 

addition, signage shall be permitted in accordance with the current 

City of Glendale C-2 General Commercial zoning district. 

 

XII. Street Improvements 

 

Street Improvements to 99th Avenue and Bethany Home Road that are 

required for the functionality of the site development will be designed 

and constructed according to City of Glendale standard 

requirements. 
 

XIII. Driveway Improvements 

 

Parcel A.  Driveways will be installed to access Parcel A on 99th Avenue 

and Bethany Home Road.  The driveway on 99th Avenue at the 

Montebello Avenue alignment will be full access.  The other driveways 

on 99th Avenue accessing Parcel A will be limited to right-in, right-out 

and left-in movements.   The driveway on Bethany Home Road will be 

limited to right-in, right-out movements.  Due to conflicts with the 
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existing power poles along the east side of 99th Avenue, right-turn 

deceleration lanes will not be installed at the project driveways. 

 

Parcel B.  Access to Parcel B will be provided from the Missouri Drive 

alignment.     
 

XIV. Grading and Drainage 

 

The Loop 101 Agua Fria Freeway improvements on the east side of the 

Property prevent any off-site water from entering the site.  

Development on the Property will be designed to retain storm water for 

a 100-yearr, 2-hour storm in surface retention basins.  Run-off from the 

adjacent half-streets of 99th Avenue and a portion of Bethany Home 

Road will also be retained on the Property.  The finished floor of the 

building will be set at an elevation that protects it from a 100-year 

storm event. 

 

XV. Infrastructure / Utilities 

 

Public sewer and water will be provided to the Property by the City of 

Glendale.  Sewer will drain to an existing line in 99th Avenue.  Water 

connections for potable use and fire protection will be provided from 

existing public water lines in 99th Avenue and Bethany Home Road.  

Electricity will be provided by Salt River Project via connection to 

existing facilities along the Property’s 99th Avenue frontage.  Natural 

gas will be provided by Southwest Gas.  Data and communication 

services will be provided by Qwest and Cox Communications. 

 

XVI. Summary 

 

The Bethany 101 PAD is designed to facilitate a regional commercial 

development on a highly visible and accessible site along Loop 101 

Agua Fria Freeway, a major thoroughfare, within a growing area of the 

City of Glendale.  The Bethany 101 PAD establishes a mix of 

commercial and employment uses compatible with the surrounding 

properties, and importantly, provides new tax revenues for the City of 

Glendale.   
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: AWARD OF BID 14-25 AND AUTHORIZATION FOR PURCHASE OF FIREARMS 
FROM PROFORCE MARKETING, INC. 

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief 

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to award Invitation for Bid (IFB) 14-25 and authorize the 
purchase of 345 Glock firearms from ProForce Marketing, Inc., dba ProForce Law Enforcement 
(ProForce), in an amount not to exceed $74,438.   

Background  
 
The Glendale Police Department is requesting the purchase of 345 new Glock firearms for officer 
use.  In 2012, the Police Department SWAT Team conducted testing with the Glock Model 21 .45 
Automatic Colt Pistol (ACP) against the current issued sidearm, the Glock Model 22 .40 caliber.  
The Model 21 was found to be highly reliable and accurate compared to the Model 22.  Ballistic 
tests with the .45 ACP exceeded the capabilities of the current .40 caliber ammunition.    
 
All officers in the Police Department were afforded an opportunity to evaluate the Model 21 
against the currently issued Model 22.  The firearms went through an evaluation process and were 
tested by several officers in the department.  Approximately 90% of the officers suggested the 
Model 21 outperformed the Model 22 and expressed their preference for the Generation 4 Glock 
Model 21 pistol.  The new firearms are being requested for their reliability, performance, and 
enhanced officer safety. 
 
Two bids were received, however; one was disqualified as improperly submitted. ProForce 
submitted the lowest responsive bid price in a competitive bid process.   Materials Management 
administered the bidding process and has reviewed and approved the purchase from ProForce. 

Analysis 
 
Glock has an excellent reputation and has consistently provided excellent products to the Police 
Department.  Police officers are already familiar with the Glock product, therefore training will be 
minimal.  Additionally, Police Department range personnel are already Glock armorer-trained.   
 
The Police Department will trade in 321 firearms to ProForce for a credit to be applied toward the 
purchase of the new Glock firearms.  The trade-in program is the most cost effective alternative, 
making it a responsible fiscal decision.  ProForce is the only vendor that offered the trade-in 
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program for new weapons.  Other vendors were researched and none were willing to accept the 
existing stock for trade in. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
The cost to purchase 345 Glock firearms from ProForce after the trade-in credit has been applied 
is $74,438.   
 
Additional Glock firearms may need to be purchased during FY 2013-14 for newly hired officers; 
funding will be available in either the Public Safety Sales Tax Fund, RICO Account, or General Fund. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 
IFB Solicitation 

 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$74,438 1000-12130-521000, General Fund 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 

AWARD OF BID AND AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AGREEMENTS 
WITH CUMMINS ROCKY MOUNTAIN, LLC AND ARIZONA GENERATOR  
TECHNOLOGY, INC. FOR EMERGENCY GENERATOR POWER SYSTEMS  
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to award a bid and authorize the City Manager to enter into 
agreements with Cummins Rocky Mountain, LLC and Arizona Generator Technology, Inc. doing 
business as Gen-Tech, for emergency generator power systems maintenance and repair at Water 
Services sites in an annual amount not to exceed $105,004.   

Background 
 
The Water Services Department provides critical water treatment, distribution and wastewater 
collection services to customers on a daily basis.  The department’s critical plants and facilities 
rely on emergency generators, and ancillary components at 17 sites throughout the city for an 
uninterruptible power source in the event of the loss of primary commercial electric service.  The 
necessary maintenance and repairs to this equipment ensures the secure and continuous 
operations of these critical facilities.  
  
City staff worked with Materials Management to issue an Invitation for Bid for maintenance and 
repair services of emergency generators at Water Services sites.  To obtain the best competitive 
prices and to address the requirement of continuous power supply, the bid was in two parts to 
include a primary service provider and a secondary service provider.  A total of four bids were 
received.  Cummins Rocky Mountain, LLC submitted the lowest responsive, responsible bid and 
was selected as the primary provider.  Arizona Generator Technology, Inc. was selected as the 
secondary provider.   The proposal includes an option to extend the agreements, at the City 
Manager’s discretion, for an additional four years, in one-year increments. 

Analysis 
 
Performing preventative maintenance and repairs to generators and power systems ensures 
continuity of equipment performance at various city locations.  Ensuring the secure and 
continuous operations of these critical water and wastewater facilities will confirm availability of 
redundant emergency service.  In the event the primary contractor is not available to provide the 
required services, the secondary contractor shall receive the order.   
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Previous Related Council Action 
 
On August 12, 2008, City Council approved an agreement with Arizona Generator Technology, Inc. 
and Lofton Equipment Company Inc. for generator maintenance and repair.   

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
Funds are available in the FY 2013-14 operating budget of the Water Services Department. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Agreement 

Agreement 

Bid Tab 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$22,136 2360-17160-518200, Arrowhead Reclamation Plant 

$35,713 2360-17170-518200, West Area Plant 

$13,756 2400-17240-523400, Central System Control 

$5,142 2400-17250-523400, Pyramid Peak Plant 

$11,355 2400-17260-523400, Cholla Water Treatment Plant 

$16,902  2400-17310-523400, Oasis Surface WTP  





























































ANNUAL MAINT/REGULAR MAINT/ANNUAL FLUSHING GRAND TOTAL 

Pricing for Emergency Repairs After Regular Business Hours 135.00$                           127.00$                           135.00$                           171.00$                           

90.00$                              85.00$                              102.00$                           100.00$                           

68,481.00$                  56,456.00$                  53,801.00$                  48,051.00$                  

Pricing for Emergency Repairs During Regular Business Hours

 LOFTIN EQUIPMENT  WW WILLIAMS  GEN-TEC  CUMMINS ROCKY 

BID TABULATION

IFB 13-55

GENERATOR MAINTENANCE

 LOFTIN EQUIPMENT  WW WILLIAMS  GEN-TEC  CUMMINS ROCKY 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
AGREEMENT WITH CAROLLO ENGINEERS, INC. FOR A CITYWIDE METER 
VAULT IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

Staff Contact: Craig A. 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 with Carollo Engineers, Inc. to provide design services for improvements to 
the city’s large meter vaults and associated equipment within the water distribution system in an 
amount not to exceed $173,073.   

Background 
 
The city currently has 202 large meter vaults city-wide.  These meter vaults provide a secure 
surrounding for city-owned water meters.  The meter vaults are installed underground and 
provide adequate space to maintain the meter infrastructure.  In addition, the meter vault 
provides a secure environment to prevent damage or tampering to the meter and protects 
pedestrian and vehicular traffic.   

Analysis 
 
A typical meter vault is made from concrete blocks or precast concrete walls.  The city performed 
a condition assessment of the meter vaults and determined 123 are in need of improvements.  The 
city has prioritized the meter vaults needing repair based on age and current condition.  This 
agreement is the first phase of the project, and includes design plans to replace 38 meter vaults 
and associated appurtenances.  These improvements are needed to continue to ensure public 
safety and to maintain the integrity of the water distribution system. 
 
Carollo Engineers, Inc. was selected from the pre-qualified Engineering Consultants On-Call List to 
provide design services for this project. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
A pro-active approach to repairing or replacing meter vaults ensures the system remains fully 
functional in the delivery of the high-quality water produced at the city’s water treatment plants 
and minimizes potential service interruptions.   
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Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
Funding for this budgeted item is available in the FY 2013-14 Capital Improvement Project budget 
for the Water Services Department.  

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 

Agreement 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$173,073 2400-61047-550800, Citywide Meter Vault Imp 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONSTRUCTION AGREEMENT WITH 
HUNTER CONTRACTING, CO. FOR SWEETWATER LIFT STATION  
IMPROVEMENTS 

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 construction 
agreement with Hunter Contracting, Co. for improvements at the Sweetwater Sewer Lift Station in 
an amount not to exceed $1,298,448. 

Background 
 
Lift stations are large wastewater pumping stations used for moving wastewater through the 
wastewater collection system to a water reclamation facility where the wastewater is treated.  The 
city’s wastewater collection system is a gravity fed system, and sewage lift stations are placed 
strategically to move wastewater from a lower elevation to a higher elevation when needed.   
 
The Sweetwater facility is one of five wastewater lift stations in the city.  Currently, improvements 
are needed at the Sweetwater Lift Station and associated pipelines and manholes.  Improvements 
include structural modifications, mechanical improvements, upgrades to associated piping, and 
electrical systems, and rehabilitation of upstream gravity sewer lines and associated manholes. 

Analysis 
 
The city’s wastewater collection system is a vast network of pipelines, manholes, pumps used to 
transport raw sewage to treatment facilities.  Upgrades to the Sweetwater Lift Station and 
rehabilitation of the associated pipelines and manholes will ensure continued reliable operations 
of the wastewater collection system, reduce potential maintenance issues within the system, and 
extend the life of the system.  On January 22, 201, the Engineering Department Received nine bids 
for this project, with Hunter Contracting Co. submitting the lowest responsive bid.   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On November 26, 2013, Council authorization was granted to the City Manager to enter into an 
intergovernmental agreement with Salt River Project for the design and construction of electrical 
improvements at the Sweetwater Lift Station.   
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On September 11, 2012, Council authorization was granted to the City Manager to enter into a 
Professional Services Agreement with Brown and Caldwell, Inc. to provide design and 
construction administration services for improvements to the Sweetwater Lift Station and 
associated pipelines and manholes.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Rehabilitation of the sewer lift station will ensure safety compliance as well as continuous 
pumping of wastewater flow from the north side of the Arizona Canal Diversion Channel to the 
south side of the channel in the local area.  

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
Funding is available in the FY 2013-14 Water Services Capital Improvement Project budget. 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from? 

Attachments 
Agreement 

Bid Tab 

 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$1,298,448 2420-63021-550800, Sweetwater Lift Station 





























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

DATE: January 22, 2014 - 2:00 P.m.

CONTRACTOR
BID BOND/           

CHECK

ACKNOWLEDGE 

ADDENDUM TOTAL BID

1 HUNTER CONTRACTING BID BOND YES 1,298,448.00$                      

2 B&F CONTRACTING BID BOND YES 1,349,516.40$                      

3 REDPOINT CONTRACTING BID BOND YES 1,417,680.00$                      

4 ACHEN GARDNER CONSTRUCTION BID BOND YES 1,444,000.00$                      

5 QUEST CIVIL CONSTRUCTORS BID BOND YES 1,484,484.00$                      

6 CITYWIDE CONTRACTING BID BOND YES 1,561,640.00$                      

7 KCCI, INC. BID BOND YES 1,620,700.00$                      

8 STANDARD CONSTRUCTION BID BOND YES 1,622,944.00$                      

9 FELIX CONSTRUCTION BID BOND YES 1,790,105.00$                      

BID TABULATION

PROJECT# 111216 - SWEETWATER LIFT STATION

Time of completion for this project is two hundred ten (210) consecutive calendar days from and including the date of receipt of such Notice 

to Proceed
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AWARD OF PROPOSAL AND AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A   
CONTRACT WITH  CORVEL ENTERPRISE COMP., INC. FOR 
WORKERS’ COMPENSATION CLAIMS THIRD PARTY ADMINISTRATOR 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to award the Request for Proposal 13-43 and approve entering 
into a contract with CorVel Enterprise Comp., Inc. for workers’ compensation claims third party 
administration (TPA) at a cost of $102,500.  Staff is recommending entering into a one year 
contract with the authorization to renew up to an additional four years, in one year increments, at 
the administration fees and per claim costs set forth in the Agreement.   

Background 
 
The city became self-insured for Workers’ Compensation claims on July 1, 1994.  The city has 
excess insurance above $750,000 for each accident.  The city uses a third party to administer its 
claims made by employees who, in the course of their employment, incur personal injury, sickness 
or disease.  Claims are handled in accordance with state statutes, Arizona Workers’ Compensation 
Act, Industrial Commission of Arizona rules and regulations and city policies and procedures.  The 
city experiences approximately 178 claims per year and between 70 and 80 claims are open at any 
one time.   
 
The prior TPA contract with Matrix expired June 30, 2013.  The contract was extended through 
March 31, 2014 to allow staff to bid the services.  RFP 13-43 was developed and issued in 2013.  A 
total of five responses were received.  A seven member committee, made up of city employees and 
one representative from another city, evaluated the responses received. 

Analysis 
 
The committee evaluated the proposals and awarded points based upon Compliance with 
Specifications, Service and Professional Effort, Cost, References, Interviews and Best and Final 
Offers.  The consensus score for each was tabulated.  The Proposal Tabulation results are attached.  
The highest score was achieved by CorVel and the committee recommended offering a contract to 
CorVel.   
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The services being offered by CorVel will reduce staff time in documenting and reporting claims 
and will provide enhanced services to employees.  Included in their fees is immediate and direct 
access to an on-call nurse.  The nurse will assist in claims intake and injury assessment. 
 
The annual administration fee is $8,000 per year, Medicare reporting and management fees are 
$12,000 per year and a one-time charge for set up is $2,500.  For the first year of the contract the 
total annual cost is $22,500.  The cost, after the first year, is $20,000.  The total cost of the 
Agreement for the contract period is $102,500.   
 
On November 6, 2013, the Workers’ Compensation Trust Fund Board was presented with the 
committee’s recommendations to offer a contract to CorVel and they concurred with staff’s 
recommendation.   
 
Pending City Council approval, the city will transition to CorVel effective April 1, 2014. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
Council previously approved RFP 07-08 and approved the TPA Agreement for workers’ 
compensation third party claims administration.   

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
CorVel’s per claim fees are less than the expiring contract which reflects an overall nine percent 
savings with enhanced services.  Claims being taken over from the prior TPA will be handled at no 
additional cost.  The workers’ compensation trust fund is used to pay workers’ compensation 
claims and is funded based upon actuarial analysis and Industrial Commission of Arizona funding 
requirements.  The total cost of the contract is $102,500. 

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 

$102,500 2560-18110-518200, Workers’ Compensation Trust Fund 
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Attachments 

Agreement 

Bid Tab 
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Meeting Date:        2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO APPROVE A TWO-YEAR EXTENSION OF THE 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH CUTWATER INVESTOR 
SERVICE CORPORATION 

Staff Contact: Tom Duensing, Executive Director, Financial Services  

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to approve the two-year extension 
of the professional services agreement with Cutwater Investor Service Corporation in the total 
amount of $178,000 through June 30, 2015.   

Background 
 
On June 30, 2010, the city entered into a three-year investment advisory service agreement with 
Cutwater Investor Service Corporation with an option to extend the services for an additional two 
years.  The initial term of the contract ended June 30, 2013, at which time a one-year extension 
was prepared administratively (C-7333-1). Upon further review of the contract extension 
provisions, a two-year extension has been prepared for the period of June 29, 2013, to June 28, 
2015.  This effectively allows Council to ratify the first-year administrative extension and further 
extend the contract for one year.  
 
The city’s investment policy is also incorporated herein as a contract exhibit.  This policy was last 
updated on February 23, 2005.  The policy has been reviewed and Annex I – Authorized Personnel 
is in the process of being updated.  Additional updates to the policy may be brought forward for 
Council adoption in the future. 

Analysis 
 
An investment advisory firm monitors the marketplace for current and proposed investments, 
ensuring the highest quality portfolio is maintained.  The city uses an outside firm to provide 
professional investment advice when deciding on investments.  The professional investment 
advice received by the city is supported by the city investment policy. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On June 22, 2010, Council approved a three-year investment advisory service contract with 
Cutwater Investor Service Corporation (Contract No. 7333). 
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The Investment Policy for the City of Glendale was updated and filed with the City Clerk on 
February 23, 2005. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Having a professional investment advisor under contract that is familiar with the city investment 
policy and knowledgeable of the investment marketplace ensures city funds are safely invested 
and a quality portfolio is maintained. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 
The amount payable monthly is 1/12 the annual fee based on the asset value (cost basis) of the 
funds under management for the month, plus the pro rata portion of the annual fee 1/12 billed 
monthly based on the average asset value of the portfolio for the month.  The estimated annual 
cost is $89,000 per fiscal year based on amounts paid to date under this agreement.  Listed below 
is the estimated allocation of the annual fee for fiscal year 2014. 

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 

$83,910 1000-89800-518200, Advisor Fees 

$1,140 2040-89806-518200, Advisor Fees 

$110 2060-89804-518200, Advisor Fees 

$620 2100-89815-518200, Advisor Fees 

$3,220 2180-89808-518200, Advisor Fees 
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Attachments 

Agreement 

Amendment to Agreement 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
WITH MATRIX DESIGN GROUP, INC. FOR PROFESSIONAL PLANNING  
SERVICES TO UPDATE AND REWRITE PORTIONS OF THE GENERAL PLAN 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a professional 
services agreement with Matrix Design Group, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $110,000 for 
professional planning services to update and rewrite portions of the General Plan. 

Background 
 
The General Plan is required by state law and serves as the official policy statement of the city to 
guide the public and private development of the community through new development and 
redevelopment initiatives.  Both content and character of the plan are largely proscribed by state 
statutes.  Elements of the General Plan, both those required by state law as well as elements 
specific to Glendale make up the plan, along with goals, objectives, and policies for each element. 
 
Preliminary work on the General Plan has begun and will continue through the rest of this year.  
Staff has developed the framework and a working title for the 10 year update to be known as 
“Glendale 2035.”  A Planning Consultant will play an important role in the formation and 
development of this planning endeavor. 
 
To assist with this endeavor, staff is requesting Council authorize the entering into of a 
professional services agreement with Matrix Design Group, Inc. to assist with the preparation of 
the General Plan.  A Request for Proposal (RFP) was issued in 2013.  Matrix Design Group, Inc. was 
selected by a multi-departmental review panel through the RFP process as being the most 
qualified consultant for the task. 

Analysis 
 
The Glendale General Plan process constitutes an update of the 2002 General Plan, including the 
addition of components and strategies to address build-out of the city and a shifting emphasis 
from growth to preservation, enhancement, and redevelopment initiatives. 
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The writing of the General Plan will be an intensive effort during 2014, including extensive citizen 
participation and featuring neighborhood meetings to discuss the General Plan in each of the six 
City Council districts. 
 
During the 2001-2002 update of the General Plan, a Planning Consultant was hired to assist staff 
and the citizen focus group in the writing of the General Plan.  The professional services 
agreement proposed will permit Planning staff to follow this process for the current General Plan 
update. 
 

• Staff recommends entering into the agreement with Matrix Design Group, Inc. 
• The agreement was reviewed and approved by the City Attorney’s Office. 
• This is a one-time expense that will be paid over two fiscal years with no on-going 

operating and maintenance costs. 
• The update will be completed in two phases with Phase I completed this fiscal year and 

Phase II completed next fiscal year, subject to funds being approved in next year’s budget. 

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On January 28, 2014, City Council adopted an Ordinance amending the establishment of the 
General Plan Steering Committee to add additional members to the Committee. 
 
On January 14, 2014, Council adopted an Ordinance establishing a General Plan Steering 
Committee to be made up of interested citizens and community stakeholders. 
 
At the December 17, 2013 City Council Workshop, Council provided guidance to staff to continue 
with the formation of a Steering Committee for the update of the General Plan. 
 
A presentation was made to the Government Services Committee on November 7, 2013 on the 
process for moving forward with the formation of the Steering Committee. 
 
During the 2001-2002 update of the General Plan, a consultant was hired to assist staff and the 
citizen focus group in the writing of the General Plan. 
 
Once the consultant, staff, and the Focus Group completed its work in 2002, the City Council 
adopted the General Plan, Glendale 2025 The Next Step, on May 28, 2002, and the voters ratified 
the plan with 86% approval on the November 5, 2002 General Election. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
State law requires each municipality in Arizona to adopt written procedures to provide effective, 
early, and continuous public participation in the development of its General Plan, from all 
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geographic, ethnic, and economic areas of the city.  The Planning Consultant will listen to these 
various stakeholder interests and will meet regularly with planning consultants to provide 
process oversight. 
 
The consultant will assist with public participation efforts, which will provide citizens an 
opportunity to assist with the writing of the General Plan.  Increasing citizen involvement will 
assist the public in understanding, supporting, and implementing the General Plan. 

Budget and Financial Impacts 
 

Capital Expense? Yes  No  

Budgeted? Yes  No  

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes  No  

Attachments 

Agreement 

Cost Fund-Department-Account 

$31,726 1000-15910-518200, Professional & Contractual 

$78,274 To be determined in FY 2014-15 budget cycle 
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C-      
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

for 
General Plan Update 

This Professional Services Agreement ("Agreement") is entered into and effective between CITY OF GLENDALE, 
an Arizona municipal corporation ("City") and Matrix Design Group, Inc., a Colorado corporation, 
authorized to do business in the State of Arizona,("Consultant") as of the _____ day of _________________, 2014 
(“Effective Date”). 

RECITALS 

A. City intends to undertake a project for the benefit of the public and with public funds that is more fully set 
forth in Exhibit A, Project (the "Project"); 

B. City desires to retain the professional services of Consultant to perform certain specific duties and produce 
the specific work as set forth in the attached Exhibit B, Project Scope of Work (“Scope”); 

C. Consultant desires to provide City with professional services (“Services”) consistent with best consulting or 
architectural practices and the standards set forth in this Agreement, in order to complete the Project; and 

D. City and Consultant desire to memorialize their agreement with this document. 

AGREEMENT 

The parties hereby agree as follows: 

1. Key Personnel; Other Consultants and Subcontractors. 

1.1 Professional Services.  Consultant will provide all Services necessary to assure the Project is completed 
timely and efficiently consistent within Project requirements, including, but not limited to, working in close 
interaction and interfacing with City and its designated employees, and working closely with others, including other 
consultants or contractors, retained by City. 

1.2 Project Team. 

a. Project Manager. 

(1) Consultant will designate an employee as Project Manager with sufficient training, knowledge, and 
experience to, in the City's opinion, complete the project and handle all aspects of the Project such that the work 
produced by Consultant is consistent with applicable standards as detailed in this Agreement; and 

(2) The City must approve the designated Project Manager. 

b. Project Team. 

(1) The Project Manager and all other employees assigned to the Project by Consultant will comprise the 
"Project Team." 

(2) Project Manager will have responsibility for and will supervise all other employees assigned to the Project by 
Consultant. 

c. Discharge, Reassign, Replacement. 

(1) Consultant acknowledges the Project Team is comprised of the same persons and roles for each as may 
have been identified in Exhibit A. 

(2) Consultant will not discharge, reassign, replace or diminish the responsibilities of any of the employees 
assigned to the Project who have been approved by City without City's prior written consent unless that person 
leaves the employment of Consultant, in which event the substitute must first be approved in writing by City. 
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(3) Consultant will change any of the members of the Project Team at the City's request if an employee's 
performance does not equal or exceed the level of competence that the City may reasonably expect of a person 
performing those duties, or if the acts or omissions of that person are detrimental to the development of the Project. 

d. Subcontractors. 

(1) Consultant may engage specific technical contractors (each a "Subcontractor") to furnish certain service 
functions. 

(2) Consultant will remain fully responsible for Subcontractor's services. 

(3) Subcontractors must be approved by the City. 

(4) Consultant will certify by letter that all contracts with Subcontractors have been executed incorporating 
requirements and standards as set forth in this Agreement. 

2. Schedule.  The Services will be undertaken in a manner that ensures the Project is completed timely and 
efficiently in accordance with the Project. 

3. Consultant’s Work. 

3.1 Standard.  Consultant must perform Services in accordance with the standards of due diligence, care, and 
quality prevailing among consultants having substantial experience with the successful furnishing of Services for 
projects that are equivalent in size, scope, quality, and other criteria under the Project and identified in this 
Agreement. 

3.2 Licensing.  Consultant warrants that: 

a. Consultant and its Subconsultants or Subcontractors will hold all appropriate and required licenses, 
registrations and other approvals necessary for the lawful furnishing of Services ("Approvals"); and 

b. Neither Consultant nor any Subconsultant or Subcontractor has been debarred or otherwise legally 
excluded from contracting with any federal, state, or local governmental entity ("Debarment"). 

(1) City is under no obligation to ascertain or confirm the existence or issuance of any Approvals or 
Debarments, or to examine Consultant's contracting ability. 

(2) Consultant must notify City immediately if any Approvals or Debarment changes during the Agreement's 
duration. The failure of the Consultant to notify City as required will constitute a material default under the 
Agreement. 

3.3 Compliance.  Services will be furnished in compliance with applicable federal, state, county and local 
statutes, rules, regulations, ordinances, building codes, life safety codes, and other standards and criteria designated 
by City. 

3.4 Coordination; Interaction. 

a. For projects that the City believes requires the coordination of various professional services, Consultant will 
work in close consultation with City to proactively interact with any other professionals retained by City on the 
Project ("Coordinating Project Professionals"). 

b. Consultant will meet to review the Project, Schedule and in-progress work with Coordinating Project 
Professionals and City as often and for durations as City reasonably considers necessary in order to ensure the timely 
work delivery and Project completion. 

c. For projects not involving Coordinating Project Professionals, Consultant will proactively interact with any 
other contractors when directed by City to obtain or disseminate timely information for the proper execution of the 
Project. 

3.5 Work Product. 

a. Ownership.  Upon receipt of payment for Services furnished, Consultant grants to City, and will cause its 
Subconsultants or Subcontractors to grant to the City, the exclusive ownership of and all copyrights, if any, to 
evaluations, reports, drawings, specifications, project manuals, surveys, estimates, reviews, minutes, all "architectural 
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work" as defined in the United States Copyright Act, 17 U.S.C § 101, et seq., and other intellectual work product as 
may be applicable ("Work Product"). 

(1) This grant is effective whether the Work Product is on paper (e.g., a "hard copy"), in electronic format, or 
in some other form. 

(2) Consultant warrants, and agrees to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City for, from and against any 
claim that any Work Product infringes on third-party proprietary interests. 

b. Delivery.  Consultant will deliver to City copies of the preliminary and completed Work Product promptly 
as they are prepared. 

c. City Use. 

(1) City may reuse the Work Product at its sole discretion. 

(2) In the event the Work Product is used for another project without further consultations with Consultant, 
the City agrees to indemnify and hold Consultant harmless from any claim arising out of the Work Product. 

(3) In such case, City will also remove any seal and title block from the Work Product. 

4. Compensation for the Project. 

4.1 Compensation.  Consultant's compensation for the Project, including those furnished by its Subconsultants 
or Subcontractors will not exceed $110,000 as specifically detailed in Exhibit C ("Compensation"). 

4.2 Change in Scope of Project.  The Compensation may be equitably adjusted if the originally contemplated 
Scope as outlined in the Project is significantly modified. 

a. Adjustments to Compensation require a written amendment to this Agreement and may require City 
Council approval. 

b. Additional services which are outside the Scope of the Project contained in this Agreement may not be 
performed by the Consultant without prior written authorization from the City. 

c. Notwithstanding the incorporation of the Exhibits to this Agreement by reference, should any conflict arise 
between the provisions of this Agreement and the provisions found in the Exhibits and accompanying attachments, 
the provisions of this Agreement shall take priority and govern the conduct of the parties. 

4.3 Allowances.  An “Allowance” may be identified in Exhibit C only for work that is required by the Scope 
and the value of which cannot reasonably be quantified at the time of this Agreement. 

a. As stated in Sec. 4.1 above, the Compensation must incorporate all Allowance amounts identified in 
Exhibit C and any unused allowance at the completion of the Project will remain with City. 

b. Consultant may not add any mark-up for work identified as an Allowance and which is to be performed by 
a Subconsultant. 

c. Consultant will not use any portion of an Allowance without prior written authorization from the City. 

d. Examples of Allowance items include, but are not limited to, subsurface pothole investigations, survey, 
geotechnical investigations, public participation, radio path studies and material testing. 

4.4 Expenses.  City will reimburse Consultant for certain out-of-pocket expenses necessarily incurred by 
Consultant in connection with this Agreement, without mark-up (the “Reimbursable Expenses”), including, but not 
limited to, document reproduction, materials for book preparation, postage, courier and overnight delivery costs 
incurred with Federal Express or similar carriers, travel and car mileage, subject to the following: 

a. Mileage, airfare, lodging and other travel expenses will be reimbursable only to the extent these would, if 
incurred, be reimbursed to City of Glendale personnel under its policies and procedures for business travel expense 
reimbursement made available to Consultant for review prior to the Agreement’s execution, and which policies and 
procedures will be furnished to Consultant; 

b. The Reimbursable Expenses in this section are approved in advance by City in writing; and 
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c. The total of all Reimbursable Expenses paid to Consultant in connection with this Agreement will not 
exceed the “not to exceed” amount identified for Reimbursable Services in the Compensation. 

5. Billings and Payment. 

5.1 Applications. 

a. Consultant will submit monthly invoices (each, a "Payment Application") to City's Project Manager and City 
will remit payments based upon the Payment Application as stated below. 

b. The period covered by each Payment Application will be one calendar month ending on the last day of the 
month. 

5.2 Payment. 

a. After a full and complete Payment Application is received, City will process and remit payment within 30 
days. 

b. Payment may be subject to or conditioned upon City's receipt of: 

(1) Completed work generated by Consultant and its Subconsultants and Subcontractors; and 

(2) Unconditional waivers and releases on final payment from all Subconsultants and Subcontractors as City 
may reasonably request to assure the Project will be free of claims arising from required performances under this 
Agreement. 

5.3 Review and Withholding.  City's Project Manager will timely review and certify Payment Applications. 

a. If the Payment Application is rejected, the Project Manager will issue a written listing of the items not 
approved for payment. 

b. City may withhold an amount sufficient to pay expenses that City reasonably expects to incur in correcting 
the deficiency or deficiencies rejected for payment. 

6. Termination. 

6.1 For Convenience.  City may terminate this Agreement for convenience, without cause, by delivering a 
written termination notice stating the effective termination date, which may not be less than 15 days following the 
date of delivery. 

a. Consultant will be equitably compensated for Services furnished prior to receipt of the termination notice 
and for reasonable costs incurred. 

b. Consultant will also be similarly compensated for any approved effort expended, and approved costs 
incurred, that are directly associated with Project closeout and delivery of the required items to the City. 

6.2 For Cause.  City may terminate this Agreement for cause if Consultant fails to cure any breach of this 
Agreement within seven days after receipt of written notice specifying the breach. 

a. Consultant will not be entitled to further payment until after City has determined its damages. If City's 
damages resulting from the breach, as determined by City, are less than the equitable amount due but not paid 
Consultant for Services furnished, City will pay the amount due to Consultant, less City's damages, in accordance 
with the provision of Sec. 5. 

b. If City's direct damages exceed amounts otherwise due to Consultant, Consultant must pay the difference to 
City immediately upon demand; however, Consultant will not be subject to consequential damages. 

c. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement, and to the fullest extent permitted by law, neither 
the Client nor the Consultant, their respective officers, directors, partners, employees, contractors or subconsultants 
shall be liable to the other or shall make any claim for any incidental, indirect or consequential damages arising out 
of or connected in any way to the Project or to this Agreement. This mutual waiver of consequential damages shall 
include, but is not limited to, loss of use, loss of profit, loss of business, loss of income, loss of reputation and any 
other consequential damages that either party may have incurred from any cause of action including negligence, 
strict liability, breach of contract and breach of strict or implied warranty. Both the Client and the Consultant shall 
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require similar waivers of consequential damages protecting all the entities or persons named herein in all contracts 
and subcontracts with others involved in this project. 

7. Conflict.  Consultant acknowledges this Agreement is subject to A.R.S. § 38-511, which allows for 
cancellation of this Agreement in the event any person who is significantly involved in initiating, negotiating, 
securing, drafting, or creating the Agreement on City's behalf is also an employee, agent, or consultant of any other 
party to this Agreement. 

8. Insurance. 

8.1 Requirements.  Consultant must obtain and maintain the following insurance ("Required Insurance"): 

a. Consultant and Subconsultants and Subcontractors.  Consultant, and each Subconsultant or Subcontractor 
performing work or providing materials related to this Agreement must procure and maintain the insurance 
coverage’s at least as broad as described below (collectively referred to herein as the "Consultant's Policies"), until 
each Party's obligations under this Agreement are completed.  If the Consultant’s Policies provide higher limits than 
the minimums shown below, the City requires and shall be entitled to coverage for the higher limits maintained.   

b. Commercial General Liability (CGL). 

(1) Must at all times relevant hereto carry a CGL policy, as broad as Insurance Services Office Form CG 00 01, 
on an “occurrence” basis for bodily injury and property damage, including products-completed operations, personal 
injury and advertising injury with limits no less than $1,000,000 per claim and $2,000,000 annual aggregate limit. 

c. Professional Liability (Errors and Omissions).  Must maintain insurance appropriate to the Consultant’s 
profession with limits no less than $1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 annual aggregate. 

d. Automobile Liability.  Must maintain insurance with limits no less than $1,000,000 per accident for bodily 
injury and property damage covering owned, non-owned and hired automobiles. 

e. Workers' Compensation and Employer's Liability. Must maintain a workers' compensation and employer's 
liability policy with limits no less than $500,000 per accident for bodily injury or disease.    (Not required if 
consultant’s provides written verification it has no employees). 

f. Notice of Changes.  Consultant must provide for not less than 30 days' advance written notice to City 
Representative of cancellation or termination.   

g. Certificates of Insurance. 

(1) Within 10 business days after the execution of the Agreement, Consultant must deliver to City 
Representative certificates of insurance for each of Consultant's Policies, which will confirm the existence or 
issuance of Consultant's Policies in accordance with the provisions of this section, and copies of the endorsements 
of Consultant's Policies in accordance with the provisions of this section. 

(2) City is and will be under no obligation either to ascertain or confirm the existence or issuance of 
Consultant's Policies, or to examine Consultant's Policies, or to inform Consultant, Subconsultant, or Subcontractor 
in the event that any coverage does not comply with the requirements of this section.  However, failure to obtain the 
required documents prior to the work beginning shall not waive the Consultant’s obligation to provide them.   

(3) Consultant's failure to secure and maintain Consultant’s Policies and to assure Consultant’s Policies as 
required will constitute a material default under the Agreement.   

h. Other Contractors or Vendors. 

(1) Other contractors or vendors that may be contracted with in connection with the Project must procure and 
maintain insurance coverage as is appropriate to their particular contract. 

(2) This insurance coverage must comply with the requirements set forth above for Consultant's Policies (e.g., 
the requirements pertaining to endorsements to name the parties as additional insured parties and certificates of 
insurance). 
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i. Policies.  Except with respect to workers' compensation and  professional liability coverage’s, City, its 
officers, officials, employees and volunteers are to be covered as additional insured’s on all liability policies required 
by this section. 

(1) The coverage extended to additional insureds must be primary and must not contribute with any insurance 
or self insurance policies or programs maintained by the City. 

(2) All insurance policies obtained pursuant to this section must be with companies legally authorized to do 
business in the State of Arizona and reasonably acceptable to all parties. 

j. Waiver of Subrogation.  Consultant’s hereby grants to City a waiver of any right to subrogation which any 
insurer of said Consultant’s Policies may acquire against the City by virtue of the payment of any loss under such 
insurance.  Consultant agrees to obtain any endorsement that may be necessary to effect this waiver of subrogation, 
but this provision applies regardless of whether or not the City has received a waiver of subrogation endorsement 
from the insurer.   

k. Claims Made Policies.  If any of the required policies provide coverage on a claims-made basis:     
1. The Retroactive Date must be shown and must be before the date of the contract or the 

beginning of contract work. 

2. Insurance must be maintained and evidence of insurance must be provided for at least 
five (5) years after completion of the contract of work. 

3. If coverage is canceled or non-renewed, and not replaced with another claims-made 
policy form with a Retroactive Date prior to the contract effective date, the Consultant 
must purchase “extended reporting” coverage for a minimum of five (5) years after 
completion of contract work.   

l. Corporate Protection.  It is intended by the parties to this Agreement that the Consultant's services in 
connection with the Project shall not subject the Consultant's individual employees, officers or directors to any 
personal legal exposure for the risks associated with this Project.  Therefore, and notwithstanding anything to the 
contrary contained herein, the Consultant agrees that it is responsible for all acts and omissions of its employees, 
offices or directors regardless of the nature of the conduct and including intentional and grossly negligent actions 
occurring within the course and scope of employment while performing services pursuant to this Agreement, and 
the City agrees that as the Client's sole and exclusive remedy, any claim, demand or suit shall be directed and/or 
asserted only against the Consultant, a Colorado corporation, and not against any of the Consultant's individual 
employees, officers or directors.  This provision is inapplicable and shall not limit the City’s remedy in the event 
Consultant denies or disputes responsibility or liability for the acts of its employees, officers or directors. 

m. Third-Party Beneficiaries.  Nothing contained in this Agreement shall create a contractual relationship with 
or a cause of action in favor of a third party against either the City or the Consultant. The Consultant's services 
under this Agreement are being performed solely for the City’s benefit, and no other party or entity shall have any 
claim against the Consultant because of this Agreement or the performance or nonperformance of services 
hereunder. The City and Consultant agree to require a similar provision in all contracts with contractors, 
subcontractors, subconsultants, vendors and other entities involved in this Project to carry out the intent of this 
provision. 

8.2 Subconsultants and Subcontractors. 

a. Consultant must also cause its Subconsultants and Subcontractors to obtain and maintain the Required 
Insurance. 

b. City may consider waiving these insurance requirements for a specific Subconsultant or Subcontractor if 
City is satisfied the amounts required are not commercially available to the Subconsultant or Subcontractor and the 
insurance the Subconsultant or Subcontractor does have is appropriate for the Subconsultant or Subcontractor's 
work under this Agreement. 

c. Consultant and Subcontractors must provide to the City proof of the Required Insurance whenever 
requested. 
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8.3 Indemnification. 

a. Indemnification for General Liability/Non-Professional Negligence 

i. Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless the City and any of its agencies, officials, or 
employees from and against damages, liability, losses, cost and expenses, including reasonable attorneys’ 
fees arising out of or resulting from the negligence of the Consultant, its employees, agent or subconsultants 
or other for whom the Consultant is legally liable, provided that such damage, liability, loss cost or expense 
is: 

 a) Attributable to bodily injury, sickness, disease, or death or the injury to or destruction of 
tangible property (other than the Project itself) including loss of use resulting there from and 

 b) Not the result of professional negligence; and 

 c) In addition, the Consultant’s obligations hereunder shall specifically apply to those 
damages, liability, losses, costs or expenses arising from the negligent acts of the City or any its agencies, 
officials, officers, or employees in those instances which the City is named additional insured under the 
Consultant’s General Liability insurance policy. If required insurance is not procured and maintained as 
required by this Agreement, then the Consultant’s obligations hereunder shall apply as though the insurance 
was in place. 

 

b. Indemnification for Professional Negligence. 

 i. The Consultant shall indemnify and hold harmless the City and any of agencies, officials, officers, 
or employees from and against damages, liability, losses, costs and expenses, but only to the extent caused by the 
negligent acts, errors or omissions of the Consultant, it’s employees, agents or subconsultants, or others for whom 
the Consultant is legally liable, in the performance of professional services under this Agreement. The Consultant is 
not obligated under this subparagraph to indemnify the City for the negligent acts of the City or any of its agencies 
officials, officers or employees. 

 

 

9. Immigration Law Compliance. 

9.1 Consultant, and on behalf of any Subconsultant or Subcontractor, warrants, to the extent applicable under 
A.R.S. § 41-4401, compliance with all applicable federal immigration laws and regulations that relate to their 
employees as well as compliance with A.R.S. § 23-214(A) which requires registration and participation with the E-
Verify Program. 

9.2 Any breach of warranty under this section is considered a material breach of this Agreement and is subject 
to penalties up to and including termination of this Agreement. 

9.3 City retains the legal right to inspect the papers of any Consultant, Subconsultant, or Subcontractor 
employee who performs work under this Agreement to ensure that the Consultant, Subconsultant or any 
Subcontractor is compliant with the warranty under this section.  

9.4 City may conduct random inspections, and upon request of City, Consultant will provide copies of papers 
and records of Consultant demonstrating continued compliance with the warranty under this section. Consultant 
agrees to keep papers and records available for inspection by the City during normal business hours and will 
cooperate with City in exercise of its statutory duties and not deny access to its business premises or applicable 
papers or records for the purposes of enforcement of this section. 
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9.5 Consultant agrees to incorporate into any subcontracts under this Agreement the same obligations imposed 
upon Consultant and expressly accrue those obligations directly to the benefit of the City. Consultant also agrees to 
require any Subconsultant or Subcontractor to incorporate into each of its own subcontracts under this Agreement 
the same obligations above and expressly accrue those obligations to the benefit of the City. 

9.6 Consultant’s warranty and obligations under this section to the City is continuing throughout the term of 
this Agreement or until such time as the City determines, in its sole discretion, that Arizona law has been modified 
in that compliance with this section is no longer a requirement. 

9.7 The “E-Verify Program” above means the employment verification program administered by the United 
States Department of Homeland Security, the Social Security Administration, or any successor program. 

10. Notices. 

10.1 A notice, request or other communication that is required or permitted under this Agreement (each a 
"Notice") will be effective only if: 

a. The Notice is in writing; and 

b. Delivered in person or by overnight courier service (delivery charges prepaid), certified or registered mail 
(return receipt requested). 

c. Notice will be deemed to have been delivered to the person to whom it is addressed as of the date of 
receipt, if: 

(1) Received on a business day before 5:00 p.m. at the address for Notices identified for the Party in this 
Agreement by U.S. Mail, hand delivery, or overnight courier service; or 

(2) As of the next business day after receipt, if received after 5:00 p.m. 

d. The burden of proof of the place and time of delivery is upon the Party giving the Notice. 

e. Digitalized signatures and copies of signatures will have the same effect as original signatures. 

10.2 Representatives. 

a. Consultant.  Consultant's representative (the "Consultant's Representative") authorized to act on 
Consultant's behalf with respect to the Project, and his or her address for Notice delivery is: 

Celeste B. Werner, AICP 
Project Manager / Vice President 
Matrix Design Group, Inc. 
2224 West Northern Avenue 
Suite D-240 
Phoenix, AZ 
85021 
 
b. City.  City's representative ("City's Representative") authorized to act on City's behalf, and his or her address 
for Notice delivery is: 

City of Glendale 
c/o  Jon M. Froke, AICP 
Planning Director 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 
Suite 212 
Glendale, Arizona  85301 

With required copy to: 

City Manager City Attorney 
City of Glendale City of Glendale 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 5850 West Glendale Avenue 
Glendale, Arizona  85301 Glendale, Arizona  85301 
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c. Concurrent Notices. 

(1) All notices to City's representative must be given concurrently to City Manager and City Attorney. 

(2) A notice will not be deemed to have been received by City's representative until the time that it has also 
been received by the City Manager and the City Attorney. 

(3) City may appoint one or more designees for the purpose of receiving notice by delivery of a written notice 
to Consultant identifying the designee(s) and their respective addresses for notices. 

d. Changes.  Consultant or City may change its representative or information on Notice, by giving Notice of 
the change in accordance with this section at least ten days prior to the change. 

11. Financing Assignment.  City may assign this Agreement to any City-affiliated entity, including a non-
profit corporation or other entity whose primary purpose is to own or manage the Project. 

12. Entire Agreement; Survival; Counterparts; Signatures. 

12.1 Integration.  This Agreement contains, except as stated below, the entire agreement between City and 
Consultant and supersedes all prior conversations and negotiations between the parties regarding the Project or this 
Agreement. 

a. Neither Party has made any representations, warranties or agreements as to any matters concerning the 
Agreement's subject matter. 

b. Representations, statements, conditions, or warranties not contained in this Agreement will not be binding 
on the parties. 

c. Inconsistencies between the solicitation, any addenda attached to the solicitation, the response or any 
excerpts attached as Exhibit A, and this Agreement, will be resolved by the terms and conditions stated in this 
Agreement. 

12.2 Interpretation. 

a. The parties fairly negotiated the Agreement's provisions to the extent they believed necessary and with the 
legal representation they deemed appropriate. 

b. The parties are of equal bargaining position and this Agreement must be construed equally between the 
parties without consideration of which of the parties may have drafted this Agreement. 

c. The Agreement will be interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of Arizona. 

12.3 Survival.  Except as specifically provided otherwise in this Agreement, each warranty, representation, 
indemnification and hold harmless provision, insurance requirement, and every other right, remedy and 
responsibility of a Party, will survive completion of the Project, or the earlier termination of this Agreement. 

12.4 Amendment.  No amendment to this Agreement will be binding unless in writing and executed by the 
parties. Electronic signature blocks do not constitute execution for purposes of this Agreement. Any amendment 
may be subject to City Council approval. 

12.5 Remedies.  All rights and remedies provided in this Agreement are cumulative and the exercise of any one 
or more right or remedy will not affect any other rights or remedies under this Agreement or applicable law. 

12.6 Severability.  If any provision of this Agreement is voided or found unenforceable, that determination will 
not affect the validity of the other provisions, and the voided or unenforceable provision will be reformed to 
conform with applicable law. 

12.7 Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, and all counterparts will together comprise 
one instrument. 

13. Term.  The term of this Agreement commences upon the Effective Date and continues until March 1, 
2015, unless sooner terminated.  The City Manager may, at the City’s option and with the approval of the 
Consultant, extend the term of this Agreement an additional six months. Consultant will be notified in writing by 
the City of its intent to extend the Agreement period at least 30 calendar days prior to the expiration of the original 
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or any renewal Agreement period. No price adjustments will be allowed. There are no automatic renewals of this 
Agreement. 

14. Fund Appropriation.  Consultant understands that the continuation of this Agreement after the close of 
the City’s current fiscal year, which ends on June 30, 2014, is subject to City Council appropriation of the necessary 
expenditures required by this Agreement.  Should the appropriation required for funding this Agreement not be 
made, the City may terminate this Agreement as of the close of any fiscal year during the term of this Agreement. 

15. Dispute Resolution.  Each claim, controversy and dispute (each a "Dispute") between Consultant and City 
will be resolved in accordance with Exhibit D. The final determination will be made by the City. 

16. Exhibits.  The following exhibits, with reference to the term in which they are first referenced, are 
incorporated by this reference. 

Exhibit A Project 
Exhibit B Scope of Work 
Exhibit C Compensation 
Exhibit D Dispute Resolution 
 

(Signatures appear on the following page.) 
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The parties enter into this Agreement effective as of the date shown above. 

City of Glendale, 
an Arizona municipal corporation 

_____________________________________ 
By:  Brenda S. Fischer 
Its:  City Manager 
ATTEST: 

      
Pamela Hanna (SEAL) 
City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

      
Michael D. Bailey 
City Attorney 

Matrix Design Group, Inc., 
a Colorado corporation 

_____________________________________ 
By:        
Its:        
 
 



EXHIBIT A 
Professional Services Agreement 

PROJECT 

The Consultant will provide professional planning services to update and rewrite portions of the General Plan for 
the City of Glendale. The General Plan will include all required elements, studies and data in accordance with the 
Growing Smarter and Growing Smarter Plus legislation as found in Title 9 of the Arizona Revised Statutes.  The 
General Plan will be based on citizen input, previous planning activities, and technical analyses of specific element 
areas. 
 
The Consultant shall prepare a public involvement plan that ensures that staff, elected officials, appointed officials, 
stakeholders and the general public has ample opportunity to be involved in developing the elements of the General 
Plan and the Elections component.  The Consultant will work with a staff team from related departments and a 
Council-appointed General Plan Steering Committee.  The Consultant will provide public involvement 
opportunities in each of the six City Council districts as well as coordinate the overall citizen participation effort 
with assistance from city staff.  The Consultant is invited to propose creative approaches that will reach out to the 
general public.



EXHIBIT B 
Professional Services Agreement 

SCOPE OF WORK 

The Consultant will provide the following services, in accordance with the provision of applicable Arizona Revised 
Statutes and City of Glendale Rules. 
 
Task One:  Scope of Work - Minor adjustments to the scope of work, as set forth here and in in Exhibit A, 
may be needed as part of the initiation process and throughout the project.  Major changes from the scope of work 
are not anticipated.  The Consultant shall create a new name for the General Plan that is acceptable to the City of 
Glendale.  Glendale 2035 is the working title of the General Plan Update and should be used as part of the final 
name.    
 
Task Two: Public Involvement (Citizen Participation Plan) - The Consultant(s) shall prepare a Citizen 
Participation Plan that meets the legal requirements of Arizona Revised Statutes and the City of Glendale Citizen 
Participation Ordinance.  The Consultant will work with a staff team from related departments and a Council-
appointed General Plan Steering Committee.  The Consultant will attend public meetings and provide public 
involvement opportunities in each City Council district, as well as coordinate with the overall citizen participation 
efforts for the General Plan Update.  The Consultant is invited to propose creative approaches that will reach out to 
the general public.  
 
Task Three: Compilation of Existing Data - Numerous plans, studies, analysis documents currently exist within 
various departments in the City of Glendale.   Compilation of pertinent information contained in these documents 
and copies of said documents shall be compiled by the Consultant prior to initiation of the public involvement 
process.  "White Papers" will be produced by Planning Division staff as needed to serve as baseline information 
from which public involvement discussions can be based.  The Consultant will be asked to review the “White 
Papers.”   
 
Task Four: Plan Elements - The content of the plan elements will be derived from a combination of data, 
strategic planning methodology, and public, City Council, General Plan Steering Committee, and staff team input.  A 
timeline for the development of each plan element shall be prepared for review and approval of the City.  It is 
anticipated that development of the plan elements shall overlap one-another or occur simultaneously due to the time 
constraints involved.  
 
The current General Plan, Glendale 2025, is available in a word document on a compact disk.  It is anticipated that 
the Consultant will update the existing text and mapping to reflect current conditions and to incorporate additional 
required elements of the General Plan. 
 
Task Five: Project Timeline & Public Hearings - An overall timeline for the General Plan project shall be 
developed with the following assumptions built into the timeline.  
 

a) The Consultant should be prepared to attend up to four (4) Planning Commission workshops and 
two (2) public hearings. 

b) The Consultant should be prepared to attend up to two (2) City Council workshops and one (1) 
public hearing. 

c) The Consultant should be prepared to attend a neighborhood meeting in each of the six (6) City 
Council districts to introduce the Glendale 2035 to the public. 

d) Notice to Proceed to be issued immediately upon execution of the approved contract. 
e) Draft General Plan to be complete and delivered to the City no later than March 1, 2015. 
f) Public hearing process to begin with a Planning Commission Workshop no later than June 30, 

2014. 
g) Target date for adoption of General Plan by the Glendale City Council is no later than January 31, 

2015.  
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Task Six: Deliverables - 
The General Plan format will consist of both text (Microsoft Word) and maps (ArcGIS) in an 8 1-2” X 11” three 
ring binder format that lends itself to future annual amendments. Maps shall be produced in a format of 24” X 36”, 
with the capability of being legibly reduced to 11” X 17” or 8 ½” X 11” for inclusion in the binder. The Consultant 
shall deliver the draft and final documents in both hard copy and electronic formats that allows for easy 
reproduction, direct web readiness, and the ability for staff to edit. All data and graphics shall be created and 
submitted in a format compatible with those programs utilized by the City of Glendale Planning Division.  The City 
of Glendale shall retain all ownership rights to the final product; however the Consultant may retain any work and 
reproduce without limitation for inclusion in a portfolio.



EXHIBIT C 
Professional Services Agreement 

COMPENSATION 

METHOD AND AMOUNT OF COMPENSATION 

 

NOT-TO-EXCEED AMOUNT 

The total amount of compensation paid to Consultant for full completion of all work required by the Project during 
the entire term of the Project must not exceed $110,000, including the cost of Deliverables.    

DETAILED PROJECT COMPENSATION 

Total compensation for professional services for completion of the Project and Scope of Work, Exhibits A and B 
respectively, shall be $100,000.  Progress payments shall be paid to consultant upon approval of invoice by City’s 
Planning Director.  During FY 2014 (through June 30, 2014) Consultant shall complete the following: 
 

Task One:  Scope of Work - Minor adjustments to the scope of work, as set forth here and in in 
Exhibit A, may be needed as part of the initiation process and throughout the project.  Major changes from 
the scope of work are not anticipated.  The Consultant shall create a new name for the General Plan that is 
acceptable to the City of Glendale.  Glendale 2035 is the working title of the General Plan Update and 
should be used as part of the final name.    

 
Task Two: Public Involvement (Citizen Participation Plan) - The Consultant shall prepare a Citizen 
Participation Plan that meets the legal requirements of Arizona Revised Statutes and the City of Glendale 
Citizen Participation Ordinance.  The Consultant will work with a staff team from related departments and 
a Council-appointed General Plan Steering Committee.  The Consultant will attend public meetings and 
provide public involvement opportunities and coordinate with the overall citizen participation efforts for 
the General Plan Update.  The Consultant is invited to propose creative approaches that will reach out to 
the general public.  

 
Task Three: Compilation of Existing Data - Numerous plans, studies, analysis documents currently 
exist within various departments in the City of Glendale.   Compilation of pertinent information contained 
in these documents and copies of said documents shall be compiled by the Consultant prior to initiation of 
the public involvement process.     

 
Payment for work completed during FY 2014 shall not exceed $31,726.  Payment for work completed during FY 
2015 shall not exceed $78,274. 
 
Continuation of this Agreement after the close of the City’s current fiscal year, which ends on June 30, 2014, is 
subject to City Council appropriation of the necessary expenditures required by this Agreement.  If such 
expenditures are appropriated, the remainder of work pursuant to the Scope of Work (the entire Project) must be 
completed by March 31, 2015, or as otherwise agreed to in writing by the City’s Planning Director and Consultant.    
Compensation for the Deliverables is in addition to the compensation for Professional Services shall be billed at 
actual cost to Consultant with no mark up.   



EXHIBIT D 
Professional Services Agreement 

DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

1. Disputes. 

1.1 Commitment.  The parties commit to resolving all disputes promptly, equitably, and in a good-faith, cost-
effective manner. 

1.2 Application.  The provisions of this Exhibit will be used by the parties to resolve all controversies, claims, 
or disputes ("Dispute") arising out of or related to this Agreement-including Disputes regarding any alleged breaches 
of this Agreement. 

1.3 Initiation.  A party may initiate a Dispute by delivery of written notice of the Dispute, including the specifics 
of the Dispute, to the Representative of the other party as required in this Agreement. 

1.4 Informal Resolution.  When a Dispute notice is given, the parties will designate a member of their senior 
management who will be authorized to expeditiously resolve the Dispute. 

a. The parties will provide each other with reasonable access during normal business hours to any and all non-
privileged records, information and data pertaining to any Dispute in order to assist in resolving the Dispute as 
expeditiously and cost effectively as possible; 

b. The parties' senior managers will meet within 10 business days to discuss and attempt to resolve the Dispute 
promptly, equitably, and in a good faith manner, and 

c. The Senior Managers will agree to subsequent meetings if both parties agree that further meetings are 
necessary to reach a resolution of the Dispute. 

2. Arbitration. 

2.1 Rules.  If the parties are unable to resolve the Dispute by negotiation within 30 days from the Dispute 
notice, and unless otherwise informal discussions are extended by the mutual agreement, the Dispute will be decided 
by binding arbitration in accordance with Construction Industry Rules of the AAA, as amended herein. Although 
the arbitration will be conducted in accordance with AAA Rules, it will not be administered by the AAA, but will be 
heard independently. 

a. The parties will exercise best efforts to select an arbitrator within five business days after agreement for 
arbitration. If the parties have not agreed upon an arbitrator within this period, the parties will submit the selection 
of the arbitrator to one of the principals of the mediation firm of Scott & Skelly, LLC, who will then select the 
arbitrator. The parties will equally share the fees and costs incurred in the selection of the arbitrator. 

b. The arbitrator selected must be an attorney with at least 15 years’ experience with commercial construction 
legal matters in Maricopa County, Arizona, be independent, impartial, and not have engaged in any business for or 
adverse to either Party for at least 10 years. 

2.2 Discovery.  The extent and the time set for discovery will be as determined by the arbitrator. Each Party 
must, however, within 10 days of selection of an arbitrator deliver to the other Party copies of all documents in the 
delivering party's possession that are relevant to the dispute.



2.3 Hearing.  The arbitration hearing will be held within 90 days of the appointment of the arbitrator. The 
arbitration hearing, all proceedings, and all discovery will be conducted in Glendale, Arizona unless otherwise agreed 
by the parties or required as a result of witness location. Telephonic hearings and other reasonable arrangements 
may be used to minimize costs. 

2.4 Award.  At the arbitration hearing, each Party will submit its position to the arbitrator, evidence to support 
that position, and the exact award sought in this matter with specificity. The arbitrator must select the award sought 
by one of the parties as the final judgment and may not independently alter or modify the awards sought by the 
parties, fashion any remedy, or make any equitable order. The arbitrator has no authority to consider or award 
punitive damages. 

2.5 Final Decision.  The Arbitrator's decision should be rendered within 15 days after the arbitration hearing is 
concluded. This decision will be final and binding on the Parties. 

2.6 Costs.  The prevailing party may enter the arbitration in any court having jurisdiction in order to convert it 
to a judgment. The non-prevailing party will pay all of the prevailing party's arbitration costs and expenses, including 
reasonable attorney's fees and costs. 

3. Services to Continue Pending Dispute.  Unless otherwise agreed to in writing, Consultant must continue 
to perform and maintain progress of required Services during any Dispute resolution or arbitration proceedings, and 
City will continue to make payment to Consultant in accordance with this Agreement. 

4. Exceptions. 

4.1 Third Party Claims.  City and Consultant are not required to arbitrate any third-party claim, cross-claim, 
counter claim, or other claim or defense of a third party who is not obligated by contract to arbitrate disputes with 
City and Consultant. 

4.2 Liens.  City or Consultant may commence and prosecute a civil action to contest a lien or stop notice, or 
enforce any lien or stop notice, but only to the extent the lien or stop notice the Party seeks to enforce is 
enforceable under Arizona Law, including, without limitation, an action under A.R.S. § 33-420, without the necessity 
of initiating or exhausting the procedures of this Exhibit. 

4.3 Governmental Actions.  This Exhibit does not apply to, and must not be construed to require arbitration 
of, any claims, actions or other process filed or issued by City of Glendale Building Safety Department or any other 
agency of City acting in its governmental permitting or other regulatory capacity. 

 

 



     

  CITY COUNCIL REPORT  
 

 

1 
 

Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
REZONING APPLICATION ZON13-04 (ORDINANCE): PALM CANYON 
BUSINESS PARK PLANNED AREA DEVELOPMENT-17750 NORTH 83RD  
AVENUE (PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED) 

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

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request by the Rose Law Group representing Becker Boards for City Council to consider a 
Rezoning Application on .17 acres.  The site is part of the larger 26.1 acre Palm Canyon Business 
Park.  The request is to amend the existing PAD (Planned Area Development) zoning district to 
allow two static billboards.  The property is located at the northwest corner of Bell Road and Loop 
101.  
 
Staff is requesting Council conduct a public hearing and deny the request as recommended by the 
Planning Commission. 
 
If the Council wishes to approve the request, it should waive reading beyond the title, and approve 
an ordinance for ZON13-04, subject to the two stipulations as presented to the Planning 
Commission. 

Background 
 
The applicant proposes to amend the permitted land uses for the Palm Canyon Business Park PAD 
to allow two static billboards on the vacant property.  The proposed height of both billboards is 85 
feet.  According to the applicant the elevation of the Loop 101 is 30 feet higher than the existing 
ground level where the proposed signs are to be located.  Sign areas range from 420 square feet to 
672 square feet.   

Previous Related Council Action 
 
On October 23, 2007, City Council adopted a resolution to amend the General Plan Land Use Map 
to Office and adopted an ordinance to rezone the site to PAD for the Palm Canyon Business Park.  
This action established the current land uses and a conceptual site plan on the 26.1 acre site.   
 
On December 12, 1989, Council approved the North Valley Specific Area Plan (NVSAP) and the 
original PAD zoning for land that became Arrowhead Towne Center and surrounding 
development.  The NVSAP acts as the General Plan for this area of the city.  The property is 
designated as Office (OFC) on the General Plan.  The original PAD for this general area is subject to 
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23 stipulations.  The north portion of Palm Canyon is situated in the land area of the 1989 zoning 
approval.  The south portion of Palm Canyon was annexed from the City of Peoria into the 
Glendale City Limits in 2007 and is not subject to the 1989 approval.   
 
Stipulation two of the 1989 approval required the administrative approval of a master sign plan 
concurrent with the submission of development plans for any portion of the property.  Stipulation 
five of the PAD approval states:  “Any existing billboard shall be removed at the time of 
development of the parcel on which it is located.”  Westcor, the master developer of Arrowhead 
Towne Center, removed the billboards prior to the mall opening in 1993.   
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Approval of this application would allow additional signage on the site in addition to future 
development of the Palm Canyon Business Park and employment opportunities as approved by 
Council in 2007. 
 
At the February 6, 2014 Planning Commission public hearing, this request was recommended for 
denial on a 6-0 vote.  At the public hearing there were 25 speakers.  Fifteen speakers were 
opposed to the request.  Ten speakers were in support of the request. 
 
An additional 731 petitions in opposition to the request and 82 letters in opposition were 
submitted at the Planning Commission meeting.   
 
An additional 87 petitions in support of the request were submitted at the Planning Commission 
meeting.  Subsequent to the Planning Commission meeting that applicant has submitted 
approximately 1,489 petitions in support of the request.     
 
Planning initially received eight letters or e-mails in support, 82 letters or e-mails in opposition, 
and two telephone calls in opposition to the request.  Planning also received one petition in 
support and two petitions in opposition of the request.  An additional 327 telephone calls in 
opposition were placed on the Planning Info messaging system the weekend before the February 
6, 2014 Planning Commission meeting.  Subsequent to the Planning Commission meeting two 
additional telephone calls stating opposition were received.   
 
Staff presented the application before Planning Commission during a Workshop on November 7, 
2013 for informational purposes only.   
 
On December 5, 2013, the Planning Commission voted to continue this item to February 6, 2014, 
at the applicant’s request.   
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At the Council workshop on September 17, 2013 Planning staff presented a Council Item of Special 
Interest pertaining to billboards.  Direction was provided by Council to not amend the Zoning Ordinance 
relative to billboards and digital billboards at this time. 
 
On June 21, 2013, the applicant mailed 249 notification letters to adjacent property owners and 
interested parties inviting them to a neighborhood meeting held on July 2, 2013.  Excluding city 
representatives, 57 individuals attended the meeting and expressed concerns including the following: 
 

• The location of the billboards and that they do not belong outside the Sports and Entertainment 
District. 

• Details of the billboard design, including lights.  The applicant stated that they do not propose 
digital billboards, only static, non-electronic signs with non-flashing lights that will illuminate 
the face of the signs. 

• The belief that the signs would degrade property values in the area.  The applicant responded that 
home values should not drop, as current values take into consideration the location next to a 
freeway, and billboards are often placed adjacent to freeways. 

• Safety concerns that the billboards will cast shadows on the freeway and interfere with visibility 
or that they would fall onto the freeway.  The applicant stated that the existing overpass and 
freeway signs cast shadows on the freeway, so driving conditions would be no worse. 

• A request that advertisements be restricted to prohibit liquor, casinos, and other businesses or 
products.  The applicant stated that private CC&R’s could restrict the type of advertisements 
permitted. 

• That the intersection is already a high traffic area, the signs would add another layer of 
distraction, and lights would impact surrounding property owners.  The applicant stated that 
plans would need to be approved that would prevent light pollution. 

• Whether or not the proposal complies with Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) 
regulations.  The applicant responded that the signs would comply with any ADOT regulations. 

• That the proposed billboards would be visible from single-family homes in the area, across the 
New River.  The applicant stated that a site selection process concluded that this site would be 
ideal for the proposed billboards. 

• That approval of this request would be a precursor to digital billboards in the area.  The applicant 
responded that the application does not include digital billboards. 

• What the economic impact is to the city.  The applicant responded that the city would receive 
sales tax revenue from the signs. 

• That the project does not benefit residents, only businesses. 
 
The written correspondence, petitions, and the applicant’s Citizen Participation Final Report are 
attached. 
 
A Notice of Public Hearing was published in The Glendale Star on November 14, 2013.  Notification 
postcards of the public hearing were mailed to adjacent property owners and interested parties on 
November 15, 2013.  The property was posted on November 15, 2013. 
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Attachments 
Ordinance 

Excerpt of Draft Meeting Minutes 

Planning Staff Report 



ORDINANCE NO. 2878 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, REZONING 
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 17750 NORTH 83RD AVENUE 
FROM PAD (PLANNED AREA DEVELOPMENT) TO PAD 
(PLANNED AREA DEVELOPMENT); AMENDING THE 
ZONING MAP; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE. 

 
 WHEREAS, the City of Glendale Planning Commission held a public hearing on 
February 6, 2014 in zoning case ZON13-04 in the manner prescribed by law for the purpose of 
rezoning property located at 17750 North 83rd Avenue from PAD (Planned Area Development) 
to PAD (Planned Area Development); and 
 
 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 November 14, 2013; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Glendale Planning Commission has recommended to the Mayor 
and Council to deny the rezoning of the property as aforesaid; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council reject the Glendale Planning Commission’s 
recommendation and alternatively desire to rezone the property described on Exhibit A with 
certain conditions. 
 

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 
17750 North 83rd Avenue, and more accurately described in Exhibit A to this ordinance, is 
hereby conditionally rezoned from PAD (Planned Area Development) to PAD (Planned Area 
Development). 
 
 SECTION 2.  That the rezoning herein provided for be conditioned and subject to the 
following: 
 

1.  Development shall be in substantial conformance to the Palm Canyon Business 
Park Planned Area Development Amendment dated December 9, 2013. 

 
2. Only one static billboard shall be erected prior to the first phase of development. 

 
 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 __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
z_zon13_04 
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MINUTES 

CITY OF GLENDALE PLANNING COMMISSION 

 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

5850 WEST GLENDALE AVENUE 

GLENDALE, ARIZONA 85301 

 

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 2014 

6:00 PM 

 

 

ZON13-04: A request by Rose Law Group PC, representing Glendale Bell 101, LLC, 

to amend the permitted uses for the existing Palm Canyon Business Park 

PAD (Planned Area Development) zoning to allow static billboards.  The 

site is located at the northwest corner of the Loop 101 Freeway and Bell 

Road.  This site is located in the Cholla District.  Staff Contact:  Jon M. 

Froke, AICP, Planning Director. 

 

Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director, stated Case ZON13-04 was a request by Rose Law 

Group PC, representing Glendale Bell 101, LLC, to amend the permitted uses for the existing 

Palm Canyon Business Park PAD (Planned Area Development) zoning to allow static billboards.  

The site is located at the northwest corner of the Loop 101 Freeway and Bell Road.  This site is 

located in the Cholla District.  He said the entire business park is 26.1 acres in size and the land 

areas included in this request are two 60 foot by 60 foot squares along the east property line, 

adjacent to the Loop 101,  that total 7,200 square feet.  He added the proposed billboards would 

be located in these squares.   

 

Mr. Froke explained the applicant proposed to amend the development standards of the existing 

PAD zoning to permit two 85-foot high static billboards.  He said the distinction between digital 

billboards and static was that the sign copy on digital billboards can be changed remotely and the 

static are the older style where the panels were not as easily changed and had to be done so by 

hand.   The north billboard was proposed to have two faces with a maximum sign area of 672 

square feet each.  The faces would be oriented toward the north and southbound lanes of the 

Loop 101.  He said the south billboard, close to Bell Road is proposed to have three faces.  The 

two oriented toward the Loop 101 would have a maximum sign area of 672 square feet.  He 

explained that one sign face would be oriented to the west, toward Bell Road and would have a 

maximum sign area of 420 feet.  

 

Mr. Froke provided some history stating that the North Valley Specific Area Plan (NVSAP) and 

companion rezoning case were approved by City Council in 1989 and established a master 

development plan for the two square mile area adjacent to Bell Road for what became the 

Arrowhead Towne Center and surrounding development.  He noted the plan’s purpose was to 

define the character of proposed development including land use, circulation, and urban design 

consideration and to provide a basis for rezoning and development.  Additionally, the PAD 

zoning was approved subject to 23 stipulations.  He explained stipulation two required the 

administrative approval of a master sign plan concurrent with the submission of development 
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plans for any portion of the property and that stipulation five required that any existing billboard 

be removed at the time of development of the parcel on which it is located.  Subsequently, the 

billboards that existed at the time were removed and the North Valley Development 

Environmental Signage Guidelines were approved and last updated in 1997.    

 

Mr. Froke stated that on June 21, 2013, the applicant mailed 249 notification letters to adjacent 

owners and interested parties inviting them to a neighborhood meeting held on July 2, 2013.  He 

said that excluding city representatives, 57 individuals attended the meeting and expressed 

various concerns.  He noted the Planning Commission received eight letters or e-mails in 

support, 82 letters or e-mails in opposition, and one telephone call in opposition to the request.  

The Planning Commission also received one petition in support and two petitions in opposition.  

He said that subsequent to the packet, they had received additional comments on this case.  He 

said that on February 4 staff received 59 letters in opposition and on February 5, they received 

22.   

 

In conclusion, Mr. Froke, stated staff recommends denial of this request.  However, if the 

Commission chooses to recommend approval, it should be subject to the two stipulations as 

listed in the staff report.  

 

Chairperson Petrone called for questions from the Commission.  

 

Commissioner Penilla remarked on the many letters and citizens that were in opposition.  He 

asked how many letters were received in approval.  Mr. Froke replied less than 10 responses. 

Commissioner Penilla noted this was the first time in his years on the Commission that he has 

seen staff recommend a denial in a case.  He asked when staff recommended denial of a project 

in the past.  Mr. Froke stated that in 2004 there was a CUP for a fast food facility that wanted to 

locate in Arrowhead Ranch.  He said those were the only two he can remember in the last 15 

years.  

 

Commissioner Larson asked Mr. Froke to explain the progress of the pre-application meeting for 

an applicant.   Mr. Froke said any applicant has an opportunity to meet with staff, pay a filing fee 

and have a chance to discuss their case in front of the Planning Commission and Council.   

 

Commissioner Aldama asked if there had been any efforts to remove billboards in any part of the 

city.  Mr. Froke explained the circumstances where billboards have been removed to improve 

older areas.  

 

Chairperson Petrone called for the applicant or applicant’s representative to come forward and 

make a presentation.  

 

Ms. Jordan Rose, Rose Law Group PC stated owner of Becker Boards, Mr. Mark Becker and 

Joseph White, were in attendance.  She said also in attendance was Jennifer Hall, Senior Planner, 

from their law firm.  She thanked staff for continuing the case to allow them to address the 

neighborhoods’ concerns.  She explained the location seemed perfect to them for advertising 

since the property was on Bell Road and the Loop 101 which was a future Commerce Park and 

the billboards will help jump start that business area.  Additionally, the parcel was across from a 
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Costco, auto dealership, Wal-Mart and the Peoria Sports Complex and not near any residential 

area.  She explained the site was on the freeway with an overpass and across from a commercial 

property.  The site is 3,000 feet away across the 101 from any Glendale single family home 

owner.  She stated when Becker Boards chooses a site they look for sites that are out of the way 

from residential homes and that make sense.  She said the only people that will notice these signs 

are those that are driving on the 101 which is what the local businesses that advertise want. 

 

Ms. Rose talked about the City of Peoria regarding billboards and stated they were hoping they 

had them sooner since they will be helping the business community.  She noted that Peoria 

officials are saying that along the 101 was the right place for the project because of the existing 

infrastructure and demographics were along busy Bell Road.  She showed on the map where 

Peoria proposes to have their billboards erected.  She also read various comments in favor of 

billboards.  

 

Additionally, Ms. Rose stated Becker Boards adjusted their plans from digital to static billboards 

since the community did not want the digital.  She said that many of those who submitted emails 

in opposition were misinformation noting they believed the location was Loop 101 and Union 

Hills Drive so there might have been some confusion on where the billboards were to be placed.  

Therefore, they recently amended their application again for them to only place billboards on the 

two locations that were on the application.  She explained the lighting on the billboards will have 

no measurable spillover since the intent of the static board was to light up the board not the 

neighborhood.  She showed where other Becker boards were located around Westgate and how 

they were smaller than the average boards.  She stated the billboards will bring in revenue to the 

city and promote local advertising to help Glendale businesses.  In addition, Becker Boards was 

willing to offer a 20% discount to any local business from Glendale, sponsor the Old Towne 

Glendale Car Show for three years as well as offer free space for local charities when the boards 

are not in use.  

 

Ms. Rose stated they do have overwhelming support from Glendale businesses and residents.  

She said that Mark Becker had gone from business to business and had collected 129 signatures 

in support.  Additionally, they also went door to door residentially and obtained support 

signatures totaling 1,096 and counting.  She noted that in a Glendale poll 77% approved of 

building the billboards.  She talked about the letters of support from local business owners that 

were received.   She summarized stating that the billboards will not be visible from any Glendale 

single family home and do not create a problem for future signs.  She said Becker signs are 

smaller than others and they will increase revenue for the city.  She added that Becker Boards 

was locally and privately owned.  In closing, she asked for the Commission’s support and said 

she will be happy to answer any questions raised during her presentation.  

 

Commissioner Penilla asked if they had read the NVSAP signage guidelines.  Ms. Rose replied 

yes.  Commissioner Penilla noted she would then agree that this application was inconsistent 

with the first guideline of having a unified signage theme on its various parcels.  Ms. Rose 

disagreed stating that in their view the guidelines did not address billboards.  She said that, in 

fact, it said that if the Commerce Park were to come in and they wanted their own signage, they 

would have to go through and make sure they were consistent.  Commissioner Penilla noted this 
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plan acts as a General Plan for the whole Glendale area.  Ms. Rose said she does not necessarily 

agree with that aspect.  She reiterated her stand that it had no effect on a proposal for billboards.  

 

Commissioner Penilla commented on the good partnership the city had with Arrowhead Towne 

Center.  Commissioner Penilla noted that Arrowhead Towne Center has abided by the city’s 

rules regarding billboards and now Becker Boards wants to change that.  Ms. Rose explained the 

two were different conversations and each was a different circumstance.  She reiterated the 

benefits of having the billboards that will increase additional revenue for the city.  

 

Commissioner Penilla asked Mr. Froke if this area was considered heavy commercial or an 

industrial area according to the city.  Mr. Froke explained the General Plan Amendment 

approved in 2007 was to go from Light Industrial to General Office, therefore it was not 

considered heavy commercial or industrial.  Commissioner Penilla noted it was not heavy 

commercial or an industrial area.  

 

Commissioner Penilla commented on the citizen participation process and the overwhelming 

opposition to this application from people in Glendale.  Commissioner Penilla questioned the site 

and date the meeting took place.  Ms. Rose noted the site and date was suggested by staff.  

Commissioner Penilla noted his problem with the timing and location of the meeting.  Ms. Rose 

explained she had the emails from staff suggesting the site and date and said they only accepted 

staff’s recommendation.  

 

Commissioner Penilla asked if Becker Boards lived in the community as referenced.  Ms. Rose 

noted their reference was that they were locally owned and were pillars of the community.  

Commissioner Penilla asked if they lived in Glendale.  Ms. Rose said no, however, they spend a 

lot of time in the community.  Commissioner Penilla discussed the city removing some 

billboards around Glendale.  Ms. Rose stated she agreed with removing billboards in low speed 

places and place them where they really make sense and where they will be seen. 

 

Commissioner Johnston thanked Ms. Rose for her presentation.  He asked if she gave the same 

presentation at the neighborhood meeting.  Ms. Rose replied that Mr. Becker and staff were the 

ones that made the presentation.  Commissioner Johnston referenced the overwhelming 

opposition to this application.  Ms. Rose believes this opposition was to promote anti-

competitive attitude since there were no neighbors that will be affected by these billboards in 

anyway other than to drive sales tax to the city in a positive way.  

 

Commissioner Larson remarked on Ms. Rose’s comments regarding additional billboards in the 

area that might come along if this application gets approved.   Ms. Rose explained everyone was 

entitled to apply and it was up to the city to decide.  Additionally, she believes Peoria was 

lobbying against this application since it will take revenue away from their city.  She noted 

Becker Boards loves being in Glendale and believes this was a perfect site for these billboards.  

 

Commissioner Aldama asked Ms. Rose to comment on their commitment to Glendale when there 

was overwhelming opposition to this application.  Ms. Rose noted Becker Boards own research 

received overwhelming support.  She explained there had been a lot of misinformation and 

attributes it to why there was so much opposition.    
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Commissioner Aldama asked Mr. Froke if staff knew how much revenue would be generated by 

these two signs if they were to be approved tonight.   Mr. Froke said he did not have an exact 

number, however, the city taxes advertising at a rate of 2.9%.   Ms. Rose explained the other 

benefits such as bringing back the car show and promoting and encouraging people to shop in the 

city.  She said advertising was known to work to grow business.  

 

Commissioner Berryhill asked how long the 20% discount will apply for.  Ms. Rose replied there 

would be no end date for the discount. 

 

Chairperson Petrone opened the public hearing. 

 

Brett Bourdon, in support, did not speak. 

 

Eric Rinestone, in support, did not speak. 

 

Bert Hayenga, Creative Leather Furniture, business owner, in support, said he has had many 

years of great success as well as challenges during the tough economic times.  He noted that 

billboard advertising is very instrumental in driving traffic to his stores.  The sales tax revenue 

benefit brings millions of dollars into their stores.  He said that from a billboard perspective, it is 

very effective for developing their brand and bringing customers to their stores.  Becker Boards 

has been very gracious with their rates for advertising.  He has the highest regards for the 

management of Becker Boards.  The furniture business has been challenging in past years and 

Becker Boards has been instrumental in keeping the business profitable.  His business is located 

on 70
th

 Avenue and Bell Road.  

 

David Mook, a Cholla resident, Arrowhead Ranch Phase II HOA, opposed, said he was speaking 

on behalf of himself and his wife.  He said his neighborhood has 1,207 homes.  He noted that a 

number of residents have expressed concern regarding this proposal.  He wants to oppose this 

application in a constructive fashion.  He said the Council has already restricted this type of 

advertisement to the Sports and Entertainment District only.  He is opposed to this application as 

it will encourage others to construct billboards in other places. 

 

Patricia Jones did not speak, but indicated she was in support. 

 

Jason Mallette, a Cholla resident, said he is opposed to this application.  He said it was suggested 

the billboards will face the Loop 101 north and south bound.  However, he believed a fifth faces 

Bell Road.  He is unsure if this is still the case.  He questioned how many of the businesses 

would have to see the faces of these signs 24/7 as the homeowners would be viewing these signs 

24/7.  He noted that since both signs are located north of Bell Road, he would suggest that people 

coming north on Loop 101 will not be able to exit the freeway in time to visit what they have 

seen on the sign.  He said with regard to the benefit, he does not see any true benefits.  He 

believed billboards are things of the past and are outdated.  Ms. Rose stated there is a sign face 

facing Bell Road. 

 

Patrick Barrett, in support, stated he had nothing to add since all had been said. 
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Rene Maupin stated she was very satisfied with the public’s decision. 

 

Douglas Cox, a Peoria resident, opposed, submitted a petition with 95 signatures opposing this 

request.  He said they had been told the billboards at Loop 101 and Bell Road will not affect 

residential homes as they are far removed.  He displayed pictures indicating how residents can 

indeed see the existing billboards from their homes.  He said 2.9% revenue is not very much at 

all. 

 

Reverend Jarrett Maupin, in support, urged the Commission to support the billboards proposed 

and encouraged that the city accept any revenues coming into the city.  He stated although he is 

not a citizen of Glendale, he manages a home for unwed, pregnant teenage mothers in the City of 

Glendale.  He said traffic needs to be driven to the Sports and Entertainment District from all 

areas of the valley.  He stated that Glendale’s own City Council discussed many options of 

municipal marketing only weeks ago.  The city must generate funds as these were desperate 

times.  He encouraged the City of Glendale representatives to gather and find ways to bring in 

money for the City of Glendale.  He said there was nothing wrong with making money for the 

City of Glendale especially if it’s not costing the city anything to begin the process of earning 

money.  

 

Commissioner Penilla asked if he had ever lived in Glendale.  Reverend Mopin replied no. 

Commissioner Penilla asked if he knew how much money would be generated from these 

billboards.  Reverend Mopin said he did not know, but felt a significant amount would be 

brought to the City of Glendale.  He felt people will be drawn to the advertising on the billboards 

and will shop at the advertised businesses. 

 

Jennifer Deines, opposed, a Glendale resident, stated she was adamantly opposed to this request.  

She and many of her neighbors are in the audience and oppose this request.  They agree and 

support staff’s recommendation to deny this request.  She presented additional signatures in 

opposition.   

 

Juan Soto did not speak but indicated he is in support of this application.  

 

Dan Collins, a Peoria resident, stated he is against and opposed to this request.  He submitted a 

petition with signatures opposing this application as well. 

 

Jose Vitela, in support, did not speak.  

 

Will Stuart, a Glendale resident in opposition, stated his concern is regarding freeway advertising 

which may distract drivers. 

 

Heidi Chapp, Vendetta Art Studios, business owner and resident of Glendale, stated she is in 

support of this application.  She wants to bring attention to the area and bring people to Glendale 

and its events and businesses.  She added the nonprofit organizations that might advertise on 

these billboards will benefit everyone as well.  She believes this will be a great advantage for 
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Glendale.  She noted that diversity and change comes with change and a change in policy is done 

to meet everyone’s needs.  However, she realizes they will not always make everyone happy.   

 

Dr. Kathleen Goeppinger, President and CEO of Midwestern University and a Cholla resident, in 

opposition, stated Glendale has done much to raise the appearance of the community.  She does 

not believe billboards enhance Glendale in any way.  She does not believe this helps the long 

term economic development of the area.  She provided financial information as to how much 

revenue Midwestern University and its students will bring to the city.  She suggested staff’s 

recommendation of denial should be supported.   

 

John Stern, President of HOA Arrowhead I, stated they had approximately 1,600 homes, and 

most home owners opposed this application.  Mr. Stern said he was aware of the financial 

problems of the city and they will not be solved by having billboards.  

 

Rhyen Thompson, in support, stated she was Miss Black Arizona and a longtime resident of 

Glendale. She said she was here to support the application.  She believes the billboards will bring 

in revenue and will help the community.  She talked about the amendments Becker Boards had 

made in response to community concerns.  

 

Esther Baldwin was opposed but did not speak.  

 

Alan Baldwin, a Peoria resident, in opposition, stated they had been assured that no residents 

would see the billboards which was untrue.  He explained there was an apartment complex 

across the street and those residents will see the billboards and this will not enhance their quality 

of life.  He does not feel the billboards will draw in enough people to justify building them.  

 

Arron Cultrano, President of Cultrano Arizona Troop Run, Inc. stated he was in support of the 

billboards as his organization has benefitted from the free advertisement offered on these 

billboards.  He said that Honor Remember was a nationally known organization that presents 

gold star flags to military families.  He described some instances where travelers noticed 

advertisement on billboards.  He said he really only had positive things to say about Mr. Becker 

and all he does in the community.  

 

Art Dobbelaere, Midwestern University, in opposition, stated he agreed that billboards were an 

additional distraction to drivers among other distractions.  He said that billboards were unsightly.  

He believes the advertisement of non profits was a wonderful feature, however, that will only 

take place when the billboards were not being rented.  He said the billboards are being 

constructed for rental and revenue generating purposes.   

 

Kathryn McKinney, in support, stated she operates a business in Glendale and contracts with the 

Glendale Union High School District.  She was also a prior commissioner on the Commission 

with Persons with Disabilities.  She asked them to please consider those that were opposing this 

application had misinformation.  She explained that the billboards were far enough away from 

the homes and were not blocking anyone’s views.  She said Glendale was becoming a major, 

municipal city in the valley and needs to make municipal decisions.  Cities are known to 

advertise on its freeways.  Ms. McKinney believes approval of this request would be beneficial. 
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Mark Becker, Becker Boards, commercial property owner in Glendale, stated he had over 1,000 

signatures in support of this project.  He said if this were a popularity contest they would have 

won since a recent poll gave them 77% of the votes.  He reassured the Commission the 

billboards would not be facing any residential properties.  He said the billboards must and will be 

facing the freeway, where they would be most profitable and beneficial.  He agrees that the tax 

revenue issue was not as significant as the amount of traffic the city will receive with 

advertising.  He noted city staff said the PAD would still be honored even with the approval of a 

billboard ordinance.  He received assurances from the Planning Director that they had absolutely 

no issue with the billboards at this location because Bell Road and the Loop 101 were 

commercial in character and an appropriate place for billboards.  He reiterated his comments 

regarding the large wash buffers Peoria residents have and that the billboard faces will not be 

facing residential properties.  He cited the AZ Central poll who voted Becker Boards as the best. 

 

Commissioner Penilla asked if he believed the poll on AZ Central was scientific.  Mr. Becker 

stated his understanding was that it was an independent poll.   Commissioner Penilla asked if he 

received copies of the letters in opposition.  Mr. Becker replied he had seen every email and has 

reached out numerous times to anyone opposed and anyone who would listen to please contact 

him to discuss the issues.  He said that only three have responded. 

 

Mr. Chris Jacques, City of Peoria, Director of Planning for the City of Peoria, stated he was in 

agreement with staff’s recommendation of denial.  He stated the City of Peoria was not currently 

pursuing digital billboards.  He said there was a series of community meetings to explore 

opinions regarding digital billboards.  He said the placement of the billboards was not 

appropriate for the area and affects Peoria residents negatively.  He said he opposes this 

application. 

 

Commissioner Aldama asked about P83 and if it had any proponent of having billboards.  Mr. 

Jacques said there are no billboards proposed within P83.  However, there are other sign assets 

within the district at which they are looking.  Vice Chairperson Larson asked for clarification 

since billboards had been discussed with their City Council.  Mr. Jacques said they did have a 

few study sessions with the Council regarding digital billboard placements within the city.  

However, those were just ideas to give Council and show some locations.  

 

Deanne Sulwer, in support, did not speak. 

 

William Thompson, a Cholla resident, in opposition, stated the billboards proposed are higher 

than the billboards within the vicinity.  He believed people can be distracted from billboards and 

residents will be able to see them.  He said he supports staff’s recommendation and encouraged 

the Commission to recommend denial. 

 

Chairperson Petrone asked Mr. Thompson if he recalled anyone in support of this application 

that attended the neighborhood meeting.  Mr. Thompson said he heard no one that was in support 

of this application.  
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Jesus Rivera, a Glendale resident, stated he wanted to show support for the billboards, and has 

stated he has lived in many districts in Glendale.  He stated the city was in need of revenue.  He 

realizes the billboards are not going to remove Glendale’s deficit but will assist in bringing 

revenue to the city. 

 

Jim Derrig, a Cholla resident, stated he is opposed to all billboards in any jurisdiction.  He said 

billboards detract from natural beauty.  He said there should be no more distractions that cause 

accidents.  He said we need to balance the gains of a few to the unhappiness of many.  He asked 

the Commission to please deny the request. 

 

Karina Grijalva, in support, did not speak.  

 

Tom Nugent, in opposition, did not speak. 

 

Suellen Brady-Nugent, a Cholla resident and opposed, presented a petition with over 600 

signatures in opposition to the billboards.  She asked the Commission to please deny the request.  

She presented additional signatures in opposition.   

 

Roman Rosales, in support, did not speak. 

 

Jarrett Maupin, Sr., stated he was in favor of this application.  He stated he has seen some 

beautiful billboards in the valley.  He said all billboards are not unsightly.  He felt the 

Commission was biased and stated those in favor of this request are being treated differently than 

those in opposition to this request. 

 

Joshua Baldwin, a Peoria resident, and Glendale volunteer, received his education in Glendale, 

and shops in Glendale, stated he was not in favor of this application.  He felt the younger 

generation relies heavily on social media and static billboards would not be most effective. 

 

Chris Van, a Cholla and Hidden Manor resident, stated she was supporting the Peoria residents 

who will be affected by the proposed billboards if they are constructed. 

 

Ms. Jordan Rose thanked the Commission for their time on this application and said she 

appreciated all the comments tonight.  She said the billboards on the Loop 101 are going to be 

obstructed by a future building allowed in the Commerce Center. 

 

Lucy Hernandez, resident of Glendale, stated billboards have important information.  She does 

not have a computer and relies on billboards for information. She said when people get lost on 

the freeway, the billboards help provide direction.  

 

Reverend Maupin stated he has a genuine concern for the people of the city.  He said the 

Commission was turning down untapped revenue.  He believes the city will miss out on revenue 

because every penny counts.  He explained that currently the city is attempting to outsource 

services to save money as well as asking the legislature for assistance to cover the costs of the 

upcoming Super Bowl.  Therefore, the city should take any amount of revenue offered.  Mr. 
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Maupin Sr. said most of the opposition was because of aesthetics.  He noted that billboards can 

be made to be beautiful; they do not have to be unsightly.  

 

Chairperson Petrone closed the public hearing.  

 

Mr. Froke commented on Mr. Becker’s earlier remarks regarding him possibly being misleading 

in his discussions with Mr. Becker.  He explained that in his office, he meets with a lot of people 

and has many meetings on an application that might or might not eventually come before the 

Planning Commission and Council.  Consequently, he does not remember the discussion quite 

the way Mr. Becker does.  He noted with that said, he would like to reiterate his opening remarks 

stating that this was a commercial corridor and has been for decades with residential nearby.  He 

stated his recommendation stands as noted earlier for denial of this request.  

 

Commissioner Aldama asked for clarification on the process if the Commission were to approve 

the application with the stipulations.  Mr. Froke explained.  Commissioner Aldama asked how 

the city received the 2.9%.  Chairperson Petrone stated the business person would file with the 

city when they pay taxes.   Deborah Robberson, Deputy City Attorney, added the 2.9% was not 

paid on a per advertisement number but on gross revenues.  

 

Chairperson Petrone remarked that this Commission had approved every measure that has come 

before them and have been pro-business.  

 

Commissioner Johnston stated this was a difficult decision since he was pro-business.  He 

thanked everyone for being respectful when making their point and presentations.  He said that 

having weighed everything personally and listening to both sides, he recommends denial.  

 

Commissioner Penilla stated the Commission’s primary responsibility was to serve the public’s 

interest by representing the community as a whole and in that regard; they have to balance both 

the public and the private interest.  He said the application was contrary to the long existing 

environmental sign guidelines that have been established since 1997.  He added it was also 

inconsistent with the original PAD of 1989 and in direct conflict with time, effort and money that 

the city has spent to try to reduce the number of billboards in the city.  Therefore, he 

recommends denial of this application.  

 

Commissioner Larson thanked the residents for coming out and speaking tonight.  He also 

appreciated hearing both sides of the issue.  He also recommends denial of this application.  

 

Commissioner Aldama thanked everyone for coming out tonight.  He said he weighed each side 

carefully but ultimately his vote was for the citizens of Glendale.  He stated his vote tonight was 

to protect the neighborhoods and ensuring they maintained their integrity.  He recommends 

denial of this application.  

 

Commissioner Berryhill stated he wished there had been more meetings since their might have 

been some confusion and possibly not enough information.  He recommends denial of this 

application.  
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Chairperson Petrone thanked Rose Law Group and Mr. Becker for their presentations and 

association with the city.  However, sometimes, applications are not appropriate at particular 

locations.  He said he made a pledge to his constituents to work for them.  Therefore, after 

listening to all the information presented, he must vote aye and defeat the billboards for the 

district.  

 

Commissioner Penilla made a motion to recommend denial of ZON13-04 as listed in the 

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

unanimously.  

 

Ms. Deborah Robberson, Deputy City Attorney stated the Planning Commission’s actions are not 

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

 

Chairperson Petrone commented that the City Council does not have to accept the Planning 

Commission’s recommendation and they still have another chance.  Mr. Froke stated this matter 

was scheduled for City Council on Tuesday, February 25, 2014.  



 

 

COMMISSION ACTION:  Motion made by Commissioner Penilla to recommend 

DENIAL.  Motion seconded by Vice Chairperson Larson.  The motion was APPROVED 6 

to 0. 

 
 

City of Glendale  ●  5850 West Glendale Avenue, Suite 212, Glendale, Arizona 85301-2599  ●  (623) 930-2800 

 

 

Planning 

Staff Report 
 

DATE: February 6, 2014 

 

TO: Planning Commission 

 

FROM: Tabitha Perry, Assistant Planning Director 

PRESENTED BY: Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director 

 

SUBJECT: REZONING APPLICATION ZON13-04:  PALM CANYON 

BUSINESS PARK PLANNED AREA DEVELOPMENT (PAD) 

AMENDMENT – 17750 NORTH 83
RD

 AVENUE 

 

 

REQUEST: Request to amend the permitted land uses of the existing Palm 

Canyon Business Park PAD zoning to allow two static billboards. 

 

APPLICANT/OWNER: Rose Law Group, PC / Glendale Bell 101, LLC. 

 

REQUIRED ACTION: The Planning Commission must conduct a public hearing and 

determine if this request is in the best long-term interest of this 

neighborhood and consistent with the General Plan. 

 

PREVIOUS ACTION: On November 7, 2013, the Planning Commission reviewed this 

request in preparation of a public hearing. 

 

   On December 5, 2013, the Planning Commission voted to continue 

this item to February 6, 2014, at the applicant’s request. 

 

RECOMMENDATION: The Planning Commission should recommend denial. 

 

PROPOSED MOTION: Move to recommend denial of ZON13-04. 

 

SUMMARY: This request is to amend the permitted uses of the Palm Canyon 

Business Park PAD to allow two static billboards.  The proposed 

height of both billboards is 85 feet.  Sign areas range from 420 

square feet to 672 square feet. 
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Project Overview 

The Palm Canyon Business Park Planned Area Development (“Palm Canyon”) is located in the 

westernmost portion of the City of Glendale’s North Valley Specific Area Plan (the “Area 

Plan”), just west of the Agua Fria Freeway (“Loop 101” or “Freeway”) and north of Bell Road. 

See Exhibit A – North Valley Specific Area Plan with Palm Canyon Business Park and Billboard 

Property Identified.  The Area Plan has served as the development guide for this growth corridor 

that splits the two cities and identifies the properties in the region as appropriate for a variety of 

development options including commercial, general office, and multi-family residential uses. 

Palm Canyon abuts the City of Peoria on its west and is only bordered on its eastern side by the 

City of Glendale. See Exhibit B – Aerial Photo.   

 

In 2007, Glendale approved an amendment to the Area Plan in conjunction with a Planned Area 

Development (“PAD”) Amendment to create the Palm Canyon Business Park Project.  These 

applications changed the land use designation from Light Industrial to General Office and 

rezoned the property from A-1 (Agricultural) and C-2 (General Commercial) to PAD.  As a 

result of this approval, there is a comprehensive development scheme for the property that will 

provide for the development 192,000 square feet of office space. 

 

Palm Canyon Business Park, in its entirety, is 26.1 acres and includes 1,976 feet of direct 

frontage on the Loop 101 which provides for the potential of a highly visible project.  The site is 

currently vacant, undeveloped land.  The Billboard Property, which is the subject of this request, 

is comprised of two 60’ x 60’ areas located along the eastern boundary of Palm Canyon, adjacent 

to the Loop 101 (together, the “Billboard Property”).  The total land area included in this request 

is 7,200 square feet or 0.17 acres. See Exhibit C – Aerial Map with Billboard Property Identified. 

 

Request 

Becker Boards, LLC (“Becker Boards”), is Arizona’s largest, privately-held billboard company 

in the Phoenix Market.  The company specializes in providing the most impactful billboards in 

the most sought after locations in the Phoenix Metro area.  It prides itself on attention to detail, 

exceptional service, and commitment to the community.  Their work provides a service to the 

economy by creating jobs and helping businesses attract customers.  Becker Boards provides 

discounted advertising rates to local businesses in addition to free advertising to various charities 

as part of their standard business model. 

Becker Boards presents this application to amend the existing PAD for the Billboard Property 
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only to allow billboard signs as a permitted use on the Billboard Property.  To ensure that 

approval of this request will not open the door for additional billboard sign applications in the 

immediate area, the Applicant has limited this request to the Billboard Property, creating just two 

billboard locations in the Palm Canyon Business Park.  Each billboard location will be 60’ by 

60’, which will allow ample space for a sign maintenance vehicle to access the billboards. The 

limited size of the Billboard Property dictates the specific locations of the billboards on the 

property and ensures that the signs will appropriately abut the freeway.  As noted in a letter from 

the property owner, adding two new 85 foot high illuminated static billboards to the site will 

generate the income stream necessary to  support the underwriting of the development of the 

project “making future development more (not less) likely”. See Exhibit D – Property Owner 

Letter. 

Prior to the billboards becoming operational, Becker Boards intends to focus its marketing 

efforts within the City of Glendale to secure local advertising accounts. In addition to the 20% 

discount provided to local businesses, Becker Boards will also continue its standard business 

practice in donating unsold advertising space to the City Police Department, local fire 

departments, the Arizona Humane Society and numerous other charities and charitable causes to 

help better the community.  The Applicant is optimistic that the billboards’ capacity can be fully 

utilized by businesses within the City of Glendale.  Local car dealerships will be targeted to take 

advantage of the advertising opportunities the proposed billboards present, leading to sales 

growth and giving a boost to an already significant source of tax revenues for the City. 

Aside from the billboards, it is still intended and expected that the Palm Canyon Business Park 

will develop as currently approved, as except for this amendment to the Billboard Property, no 

alterations are requested to the zoning or site layout. See Exhibit E.1 – Existing Site Plan with 

Billboard Property Identified.  This request is purely sign related and is being processed to 

accelerate the development timeline and enhance the project’s viability by providing the property 

owner with initial revenue to kick off the development of the Business Park. 

 

Request Meets the Intent of the City’s Zoning Ordinance 

Because the proposed billboards will be “static” instead of “digital”, Section 7.110 – Digital 

Billboard Signs, of the City’s Glendale’s Zoning Ordinance (the “Ordinance”) does not apply to 

this application.  Instead, Section 7.106 – Billboards, applies and allows for the construction of 

billboards in compliance with specific criteria described in Sections 7.106(A) through 7.106(D).  

Where the Applicant property is within a PAD, the criteria within Sections 7.106(A)-(D) can be 

deviated from.   

Section 5.900 – PAD Planned Area Development, governs all existing Planned Area 

Developments, including the Palm Canyon project and provides that: 1) any use permitted by the 
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Ordinance can be permitted in a PAD; and 2) “special signage standards may be established in an 

approval of a PAD.” See Section 5.902 – Permitted Uses and Section 5.910 – Signs.  Section 

5.910 – Signs, permits the establishment of special sign standards for a PAD, which means that 

the standards set forth in 7.100 – Signs, can be deviated from.  The zoning on the Billboard 

Property within the existing Palm Canyon PAD can be amended to provide for billboards at 

these two specific locations as billboards are allowed within the Zoning Ordinance and specific 

standards applicable under normal circumstances may be deviated from within the PAD.   

When adding a use to a development scheme within a PAD, Section 5.901 – Purpose, requires 

that the intent of the PAD district must be preserved.  This Section sets forth six criteria that 

must be met and below is an expression of each of those criteria and the manner in which this 

amendment adheres to those objectives. 

A. Encourage creative and effective use of land and circulation systems to accommodate 

changes in land development technologies: 

 

The shape of the Palm Canyon parcel is unique in that it is long and narrow.  The 

proposed development maximizes development technologies for a piece such as this as an 

office complex.  The Billboard Property is adjacent to the Loop 101.  Further, introducing 

billboards at the proposed freeway-visible locations is perhaps the most effective possible 

additional use of that portion of the Palm Canyon Project.  The addition of the proposed 

billboard signs at the proposed Billboard Property within Palm Canyon is both creative 

and effective in that the rental revenue generated from advertisements will provide the 

property owner with the revenue necessary to develop the office buildings throughout the 

business park. In essence, the billboards will “jump start” the development of Palm 

Canyon.  

 

B. Encourage residential development to provide a mixture of housing types and designs: 

 

This particular PAD amendment does not have a residential component and therefore, 

this criterion is not applicable. 

 

C. Encourage innovative development or redevelopment concepts for all land use types to 

provide a greater variety and intensity of uses: 

 

As proposed, this amendment increases the variety of uses at the subject site. With the 

development of billboards onsite, both the Billboard Property and the adjacent Palm 

Canyon Project property can still be developed to its highest and best use as an office 

complex while creatively expanding the range of permissible uses to create a new and 

previously untapped economic opportunity that may provide for development at a faster 

pace than would otherwise occur. 
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D. Provide a process which relates the urban design and scale of project to the unique 

characteristics of the site: 

 

This request do not change the design of the originally approved and amended PAD, but 

further expands the allowable uses on only the Billboard Property in order to maximize 

the value of the site’s prime Freeway visibility. Each sign will be located within a 60’ by 

60’ area, which will be surrounded by the required landscaping and erected to the far east 

of the Palm Canyon Project, abutting the freeway. See Exhibit E.2 – Sign Locations 

within Billboard Property and Landscape Plan.  The request will require no alteration of 

the proposed parking layout or circulation pattern. The addition of billboards will further 

build upon the entertainment brand along the portion of the Loop 101 south of Northern 

Avenue that the City has encouraged and the urban corridor between Thunderbird Road 

and Union Hills Drive on the Loop 101.  The design standards are tailored to ensure that 

the billboards are highly visible but unobtrusive and add to the aesthetics of the site.   

 

In addition to being located directly adjacent to the Freeway, the Palm Canyon property 

is also bounded by the 83
rd

 Avenue freeway overpass to the northeast, the elevated Loop 

101 crossing at Bell Road to the southeast, and the City of Peoria to the south and west.  

The elevated freeway and overpass are existing visual impediments that will alleviate any 

visual distraction that may be caused by the proposed billboards.  Additionally, Palm 

Canyon is already impacted by 102 foot power line poles along the southern border.  Due 

to these visual impediments blocking views of Palm Canyon from Glendale properties to 

the north and east of the freeway, there will be no impact on Glendale City residents. 

 

E. Require the nature and intensity of development to be supported by adequate utilities, 

transportation, drainage, and common open spaces to serve the development and to 

minimize impact on existing or future adjacent development: 

 

This application will not alter the existing utilities, transportation, drainage, or open 

spaces already contemplated in the Palm Canyon PAD, nor have any impact on existing 

or future adjacent development. 

 

F. Encourage development that is consistent with the policies and the guidelines established 

in any specific plan and the General Plan: 

 

The proposed request furthers the goals of the General Plan, the North Valley Specific 

Area Plan, and the Palm Canyon Business Park PAD with little or no collateral effect, as 

that is bounded by the City of Peoria and the Loop 101.  The City of Glendale’s General 

Plan states that “[h]elping local businesses grow is a Glendale priority” and that “land use 
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patterns must coincide with transportation improvements”.
 1

  The proposed billboards 

will work in harmony with existing transportation infrastructure and will help both the 

development of the project, and because the Applicant, a local business itself, plans to 

target Glendale businesses to fill the advertising space, the signs will create an 

opportunity for local businesses to reach consumers and give drivers a reason to exit the 

freeway into Glendale.  This will positively affect the City’s economic growth. 

Additionally, the North Valley Specific Area Plan calls for urban design elements, and 

states that the landscape of the “major intersections at 83
rd

 Avenue along Bell Road . . . 

can identify both the entrances to the area as well as entry to the regional center”.
2
  The 

design guidelines contained in the Area Plan go on to state that the identity of the 

planning area will be “strengthen[ed] . . . by signage . . . and distinctive landscaping with 

hardscape features at entrances into the area and at key locations within”.
3
  Additionally, 

as they incorporate the aesthetic elements of the business park, the signs will be keeping 

in with the design elements of Palm Canyon.  The billboards will provide the Palm 

Canyon property owner with immediate revenue that will be helpful in the development 

of the office buildings in the proposed business park.  

 

Applicable Design Standards and Guidelines and Ordinance Deviations 

This request would allow for the construction and operation of two illuminated static billboards 

(with 5 faces in total) at the locations indicated on Exhibit E.1 – Existing Site Plan with 

Billboard Property Identified.  The billboard poles are proposed to be located within 300 feet of 

the Freeway right-of-way, provide maximum visibility from the Loop 101, and allow for the 

maximum separation from neighboring City of Peoria property owners to the west.   

Each face will be designed to the industry standard of 14’ x 48’, having a maximum sign area of 

672 square feet, and a maximum sign height of eighty five (85) feet, with the exception of the 

third face of the southernmost billboard, facing west towards Bell Road, which will be 14’ x 30’, 

having a maximum sign area of 420 square feet.  The proposed face sizes are only 56% of the 

size of other static freeway billboards currently located in Glendale.  Becker Boards feels that 

these sized faces are sufficient to meet the demands of its customers while not being too 

overbearing for the surrounding area. 

The location, materials, color, texture, and mass of the signs will harmonize with the 

architectural characteristics of the future development at the site.  The lower 14 feet of the 

pedestal supporting each billboard will be wrapped in faux stone to match the natural cut granite 

                                                            
1 Glendale 2025 The Next Step General Plan, effective December 1, 2012, at 6. 
2 North Valley Specific Area Plan, Adopted by Glendale City Council December 12, 1989, at 39. 
3 North Valley Specific Area Plan, Adopted by Glendale City Council December 12, 1989, at 44. 
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façade on the planned office buildings in the Palm Canyon Business Park.  The balance of the 

pole will be wrapped with a decorative cover with color to match the primary building color of 

the Palm Canyon Business Park. See Exhibit F.1 – Rendering of the Proposed Billboard Design.  

Additionally, there will be landscaping around each base of the sign at a rate of 15 square feet 

per linear foot of the proposed billboard as required by Section 7.106.D.2 in the City’s Zoning 

Ordinance. See Exhibit E.2 – Sign Locations within Billboard Property and Landscape Plan. 

The billboards will be operated in compliance with all aspects of the Arizona Department of 

Transportation and the City of Glendale’s ordinances and regulations, except as provided in the 

requested deviations below. 

 

North Sign 

The north sign, identified as Billboard/Sign No. 1 and located in PAD Amendment Area No. 1 

on the attached exhibits, is proposed to have two illuminated sign faces oriented to capture views 

from the Loop 101 Freeway. See Exhibit F.1 – Rendering of Proposed Billboard Design.  As 

mentioned previously, each face will be designed to the industry standard of 14’ x 48’, having a 

maximum sign area of 672 square feet.  Billboard/Sign No. 1 will also have approved equipment 

screening that shall be color coordinated to match the remaining portions of the sign back as 

outlined in Section 7.106.D.9 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance. See Exhibits F.2 and F.3 – 

Rendering of Proposed Screening Design. 

 

South Sign 

The sign located in PAD Amendment Area No. 2 at the southern boundary of the property is 

identified on the exhibits as Billboard/Sign No. 2. Two faces of the illuminated southernmost 

billboard will be oriented to the Loop 101.  A third face, oriented to the west, is proposed to 

capture eastbound views along Bell Road and will utilize the same minimal up-lighting design as 

the other two faces oriented to the Loop 101 and the two faces of the northern sign. See Exhibit 

F.4 – Rendering of Proposed 3
rd

 Face on Billboard No. 2 Design.  Again, each face oriented 

towards the Freeway will be designed to the industry standard of 14’ x 48’, having a maximum 

sign area of 672 square feet, and a maximum sign height of eighty five (85) feet.  The third face, 

facing west towards Bell Road, will be 14’ x 30’, having a maximum sign area of 420 square 

feet.  
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Section 7.106 Billboards - Proposed Deviations  

Unless this application specifically requests a deviation from the provisions set forth in the City’s 

Zoning Ordinance for billboards, all requirements outlined in Section 7.106 – Billboards, will be 

met.  Due to several unique characteristics the following deviations are warranted:   

 

Section 7.106.B.  

 

No billboard shall be erected within six hundred sixty (660) feet of the planned or existing 

freeway, expressway, parkway, right-of-way, or planned corridor, as officially designated by the 

Arizona Department of Transportation or the City of Glendale. 
  

As discussed above, the proposed billboards are integral to the success of the adjacent Palm 

Canyon Business Park and key pieces to support future phases of the development.  As such, 

the billboards must be viewable from the Loop 101 and, for the southern of the two signs, Bell 

Road.  At a minimum of 660 feet (an eighth of a mile) the required sign size would be far 

greater than would be appropriate for the area.  Billboards are a proven benefit in the City as 

evidenced by the existing billboards at Maryland Avenue and the Loop 101 and Glendale 

Avenue and the Loop 101 where there are a total of four (4) billboards (two digital and 2 

static) well within 660 feet from the freeway and at heights comparable to those proposed as a 

part of this request. 

 

Section 7.106.C.   

 

No new billboards may be constructed within the City unless the person desiring to construct 

such billboard submits evidence to the City that the person has removed an existing billboard.  If 

evidence is submitted that a billboard has been removed after the effective date of this 

Ordinance, the City shall issue building and sign permits for one (1) new billboard not to exceed 

the area of the sign which was removed or three hundred (300) square feet, whichever is less. 

However, if a person submits evidence that in excess of three hundred (300) square feet of 

billboard area has been removed, by the removal of four (4) or more billboards with an area of 

seventy-five (75) square feet or less, the City shall issue building permits for one (1) new 

billboard with a maximum area of three hundred (300) square feet.  Any new billboard shall be 

erected, constructed, or placed within six (6) months after removal of the billboard(s) it is 

replacing.  

 

To restrict the market to select sign companies would be an impassable barrier to entry for 

new companies, and provide an unfair advantage to those companies who are already in the 

City.  The Applicant cannot comply with Section 7.106.C because they do not currently own 

any billboards in the City.  Therefore, as allowed in Section 5.900 - PAD of the Ordinance, 
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the use of billboards is proposed as a part of this request to be added to the allowable uses in 

the Palm Canyon PAD per the special signage standards defined throughout this request as 

allowed in Section 5.902 – Permitted Uses of the Ordinance.  As critical components of the 

commercial development on the east side of the Loop 101 between Glendale Avenue and 

Bethany Home Road, the billboards that were erected there have added to the overall 

visibility and branding of the area. 

 

Section 7.106.D. 

 

All billboards erected, placed, or altered within the city shall comply with the following 

requirements: 

 

4)  …If no building is located within one hundred (100) feet of the off-premise sign, the 

sign structure shall be set back in accordance with the setback requirements of the zoning 

district in which located, but shall not be less than ten (10) feet behind a front property 

line. 

 

As in typical development of billboard signs and common development practice in other 

jurisdictions, the Applicant is requesting a zero setback from the property lines for both 

sign locations.  This deviation from the Zoning Ordinance will eliminate both of the signs 

from interrupting the existing drive aisle approved on Exhibit E.1 – Existing Site Plan 

with Billboard Property Identified. By locating the signs on the property line this will 

ensure that there is no interference with the approved layout and future development of 

the Business Park.  Because the property has such a unique shape and location the 

request for zero setbacks is reasonable to allow the owner to develop the site for the 

intended Business Park. See Exhibit E.2 –Sign Locations within Billboard Property and 

Landscape Plan. 

 

5) Notwithstanding any other provision in this section, no billboards shall be erected, 

placed, constructed, or altered within the City which has an area exceeding three hundred 

(300) square feet or a height exceeding twenty-five (25) feet. 
  

To provide safe and adequate read times as established by the Outdoor Advertising 

Association of America (OAAA) the proposed sign size is 14’ x 48’. The subject property, 

in relation to the north and east improvements, is in a depressed area.  The Loop 101 has 

an elevated crossing over Bell Road, raising the surface of the road approximately 30-40 

feet above the subject property.  As a result, a 25 foot sign height will not rise an 

adequate distance above the view plane of the vehicular traffic on the Freeway.  Further, 

the 83
rd

 Avenue roadway alignment passes over the Loop 101 creating additional visual 

barriers to the southbound lanes.  Therefore, the Applicant is requesting a maximum 
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height of 85 feet to place the sign faces such that they are 45 feet above the highest point 

of the Freeway.  The proposed billboards are in fact smaller than other signs in the City. 

For example, the billboards at Glendale Avenue and the Loop 101 and at Maryland 

Avenue and the Loop 101 are 20’ x 60’ for a total of 1,200 square feet but are at 

approximately the same height as the proposed billboards.  

 

Impact on Adjacent Development 

The billboards contemplated by this PAD Amendment do not alter the building setbacks, façade 

treatments, open space elements, screening of parking areas, landscaping features, or recreational 

elements described and planned in the Palm Canyon Business Park.  Although the billboards will 

be visible from the Freeway, they will not impede access or require any special accommodation 

or transitioning as they will be situated on the edge of the developable property adjacent to the 

Freeway.  The City of Peoria has considered the properties just south of Bell Road across the 

Loop 101 for digital billboards, and could move forward to implement its plan for such signs in 

the near future. See Exhibit G – City of Peoria Targeted Billboard Locations.  The presence of 

billboard signs co-existing with adjacent development is demonstrative that such signs do not 

detract from the character of the area.  In this case, Billboard No. 1, the northernmost proposed 

sign, lies approximately 730 feet east of the nearest City of Peoria lot; located on Coldbrook 

Avenue.  In order to maximize the freeway visibility of the signs, the faces are oriented toward 

the Loop 101 and Bell Road, thereby limiting the effect on such property owners.  These homes 

will not be affected by any direct glare or lighting from the proposed signs.  Billboard No. 2, the 

southern sign, is proposed over 1,200 feet south of the nearest Peoria resident so the west facing 

sign, perpendicular to the residential sightline, will have virtually no impact on the enjoyment of 

their property. See Exhibit H – Separation from Residential Land Uses. 

The proposed signs will have no impact on Glendale residents.  The nearest residential area is the 

Camden Towne Center apartments on 79
th

 Avenue.  The southernmost apartments in Camden 

Towne Center are adjacent to the rear of Costco, which is approximately 30 feet high.  Just 

beyond Costco is the elevated crossing of 83
rd

 Avenue over the Loop 101.  Costco, 83
rd

 Avenue, 

and the elevated nature of the freeway adjacent to the Billboard Property create an opaque visual 

barrier to the signs. See Exhibit H – Separation from Residential Land Uses.  All of the property 

across the Freeway to the east of the subject property is zoned or developed for commercial uses, 

including the vacant parcel directly adjacent to the Freeway.  The proposed use does not create 

any negative impact on the operation or development potential of those commercial properties. 

The location of the proposed billboards is approximately 9.1 miles from Luke Air Force Base 

and approximately 7.7 miles from the Glendale Municipal Airport. Prior to submitting this 

application, the Applicant met with the management of both Luke Air Force Base and Glendale 

Municipal Airport to ensure that both the height and location of the billboards would not have an 
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impact on their operations.  An email from the Glendale Municipal Airport Administrator 

confirming that the Airport does not object to the placement of the billboards is attached hereto 

as Exhibit I – Glendale Airport Email.  An email from the Director of the Luke Air Force Base 

Community Initiatives Team confirming that the billboards will not negatively impact the Base’s 

flight operations is attached hereto as Exhibit J – Luke Air Force Base Email. 

 

Location, Accessibility, Circulation 

The Billboard Property at the Palm Canyon Business Park is ideal for billboards.  It offers 

excellent visibility along Bell Road, which is a major arterial street, and the freeway, which 

accommodates over 100,000 vehicular trips per day.  Access to the signs for construction and 

maintenance will be provided via stabilized roadway and parking pad until such time as the 

remainder of the site is developed.  At all times access will be maintained by dust-free, all 

weather material.  Access to the sign is limited to periodic maintenance, consisting of a single 

vehicle and as such, no circulation impact is generated by this application.  Twenty (20) foot 

access easements will be provided for each billboard until the property is further developed.  

 

Community Facilities and Services 

The development of the billboards will not generate any need for additional schools, libraries, or 

other support generally created by residential uses or commercial uses.  Police and fire will be 

provided by the City of Glendale.  Becker Boards will be constructing a temporary fire apparatus 

road which shall be an all-weather driving surface, graded to drain standing water and 

engineered to bear the imposed loads of fire apparatus when the roads are wet.  Becker Boards 

intends to work with the fire department and a professional engineer to gain approval for the 

surfacing which shall be designed in accordance with the specifications required by the City and 

the fire department.  This fire apparatus access road shall be clearly marked at the entrance with 

a city approved sign. 

 

Public Utilities and Services 

City utility services are not required for the construction or operation of the proposed signs.   

Arizona Public Service (APS) is the power provider in this area and the necessary designs and 

infrastructure will be determined during the permitting stage. 
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Conclusion 

The proposed amendment is permissible under the City of Glendale’s Zoning Ordinance, is 

consistent with the goals of the City of Glendale’s General Plan and the Area Plan, and is 

consistent with other previously approved static billboards recently developed along the Loop 

101 freeway in the City of Glendale.  If approved, the development of the proposed billboards 

will enhance the City’s economic development efforts by presenting unique advertising 

opportunities for local businesses as well as local charitable organizations.  Becker Boards is 

committed to bringing the community together by continuing the Glendale Car Show.  This 

community-favorite event is a major benefit to all local merchants; however, due to operation 

costs, it is scheduled to be discontinued.  Becker Boards is proposing to pay the expenses for the 

operation of the Glendale Car Show Event up to $20,000 per year for three (3) years. This is just 

one example of how Becker Boards will give back to the community. 

Altogether, the City of Glendale, local business interests, charitable organizations, community 

members and Palm Canyon Business Park will reap the benefits of this amendment.   
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  CITY COUNCIL REPORT  
 

 

1 
 

Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
ADOPT AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A UTILITY EASEMENT TO ARIZONA  
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY ACROSS A PORTION OF CITY-OWNED  
PROPERTY AT 11550 WEST GLENDALE AVENUE 

Staff Contact: Stuart Kent, Executive Director, Public Works 

Purpose and Recommended Action 

This is a request for the City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
granting a utility easement to Arizona Public Service Company (APS) across a portion of the 
Glendale Regional Public Safety Training Center (GRPSTC), a city-owned property located at 
11550 West Glendale Avenue.   

Background 
 
The Glendale Municipal Landfill (Landfill) is located at 11480 West Glendale Avenue.  Located on 
the Landfill property is approximately 1.25 miles of APS overhead 69 kilovolts (kV) electric 
transmission power lines and related facilities running along the alignment of 115th Avenue from 
Glendale to Northern Avenues.  The city requested APS relocate its overhead power lines and 
related facilities approximately one-fourth of a mile west of its existing location to accommodate 
the future expansion of the Landfill and the future alignment of the Northern Parkway.  In return 
APS requested an easement to protect its facilities in the new location.  Council recently adopted 
an ordinance granting a utility easement to APS across a portion of the Landfill property as a part 
of the 69kV power line relocation project.   
 
A second utility easement is necessary so that APS can relocate the final section of its 69kV power 
lines approximately one-fourth of a mile west of their existing location, from the Landfill property 
to the west side of the GRPSTC.  This easement required that the Banc of America Leasing & 
Capital, LLC (Banc of America) consent to the easement as they have a security interest in the 
GRPSTC property.   

Analysis 
 

• Staff recommends approval of the APS utility easement. 
• There will be no impact to any city departments, staff or service levels. 
• There are no costs incurred as a result of this action.  
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Previous Related Council Action 
 
On January 14, 2014, Council adopted an ordinance granting a utility easement to APS across a 
portion of city-owned property at 11480 West Glendale Avenue. 
 
Community Benefit/Public Involvement 
 
Relocation of the APS power lines is necessary for the completion of the Northern Parkway, a 
much-needed east-west route in the central portion of the West Valley intended to improve travel 
time for West Valley commuters and serve a rapidly growing West Valley population.   
 

Attachments 
Ordinance 

Easement 



ORDINANCE NO. 2879 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A 
UTILITY EASEMENT IN FAVOR OF ARIZONA PUBLIC 
SERVICE COMPANY ON CITY-OWNED PROPERTY TO 
CONSTRUCT, RECONSTRUCT, REPLACE, REPAIR, 
OPERATE AND MAINTAIN ELECTRICAL LINES LOCATED 
AT 11550 WEST GLENDALE AVENUE; 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 approves the utility easement and all the 
terms and conditions thereto and directs that the City Manager for the City of Glendale to execute 
said document granting Arizona Public Service Company a utility easement upon, across, over 
and under certain property located within existing City property at approximately 11550 West 
Glendale Avenue, in the form attached hereto as Exhibit A.  The legal descriptions are contained 
in the Easement. 
 
 

SECTION 2.  That the City hereby reserves the right to use the easement premises in any 
manner that will not prevent or interfere with the exercise by Arizona Public Service Company of 
the rights granted hereunder; provided, however, that the City shall not obstruct, or permit to be 
obstructed, the easement premises at any time whatsoever without the express prior written 
consent of Arizona Public Service Company. 

 
 
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 __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
e_aps_11550 glendale 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AMENDING GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 13, 
ARTICLE III, SECTION 13-27, RELATING TO JUDICIAL SELECTION ADVISORY 
BOARD MEMBERS  

Staff Contact: Kristen Krey, Council Services Administrator  

Purpose and Recommended Action 

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
removing the residency requirement for two required Judicial Selection Advisory Board 
appointments. 

Background 
 
The Judicial Selection Advisory Board serves to seek and encourage qualified individuals to apply 
for the position of Presiding Judge of Glendale City Court.  The Board reviews investigative 
materials, survey results and other background information to assess qualifications of candidates 
for appointment and reappointment to these positions and then makes recommendations to the 
City Council.  The Board consists of seven members including the Presiding Judge of Maricopa 
County Superior Court or designee, an Appellate Court Judge appointed by the Chief Justice of the 
Arizona Supreme Court, a Maricopa County Bar Association member who resides in Glendale, 
State Bar Association member who resides in Glendale, and three public members who are 
residents of Glendale and appointed by the City Council.  The Board meets as needed.  Both the 
Maricopa Bar Association and the State Bar Association are required by this ordinance to appoint 
members with the requirement of being a citizen of Glendale.  Due to ongoing difficulties in filling 
these vacancies, a change to the ordinance is recommended to remove the requirement of 
Glendale residency for these two appointments.  The vacancy for the Maricopa Bar Association has 
been open for the past year.  

Previous Related Council Action 
 
The Government Services Committee discussed this item on February 4, 2014 at their monthly 
meeting. 
 

Attachments 

Ordinance  

 



[Additions are indicated by underline; deletions by strikeout.] 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 2880 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 
GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 13 (CITY COURT), 
ARTICLE III (JUDICIAL SELECTION ADVISORY BOARD), 
SECTION 13-27 (MEMBERS); 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 III (Judicial 
Selection Advisory Board), Sec. 13-27 (Members) is hereby amended to read as follows: 
 
Sec. 13-27.  Members. 
 

(a) The judicial selection advisory board shall be composed of the presiding city 
judge of the city court, who shall serve as a nonvoting member, and seven (7) voting members, 
consisting of the following:  

 
(1) The presiding judge of the Superior Court of Maricopa County or designee; 

 
(2) An appellate court judge to be appointed by the chief justice of the Arizona 

Supreme Court; 
 
(3) A member of the Maricopa County Bar Association who shall reside in the City of 

Glendale COUNTY OF MARICOPA and who shall be appointed by the city 
council from among three nominees recommended by the association's board of 
directions;  

 
(4) A member of the State Bar of Arizona who shall reside in the City of Glendale 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA and who shall be appointed by the city council from 
among three nominees recommended by the state bar's board of governors;  

 
(5) And three (3) public members who are residents of the city of Glendale and are 

appointed by the city council. None of the public members shall be an employee 
of the City of Glendale. Voting members shall serve a term of three years and 
shall be eligible for reappointment for one additional three (3) year term. The 
members shall serve without salary or compensation.  

. . . 



[Additions are indicated by underline; deletions by strikeout.] 
 
 

 PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
c_13_27 
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Meeting Date:         2/25/2014 
Meeting Type: Voting 

Title: 
ADOPT AN ORDINANCE REPEALING GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 2,  
ARTICLE VIII, DIVISION 4, RELATING TO CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMISSION  
ON NEIGHBORHOODS 

Staff Contact: Kristen Krey, Council Services Administrator  

Purpose and Recommended Action 
 
This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance 
repealing in its entirety, Glendale City Code, Chapter 2 (Administration), Article VIII (Boards, 
Commissions, etc.), Division 4 (Citizens Advisory Commission on Neighborhoods).  

Background 
 
The Citizens Advisory Commission on Neighborhoods makes recommendations to the City Council 
regarding policies, strategies and programs related to the development, preservation, 
improvement and revitalization of Glendale neighborhoods.  The Commission consists of a total of 
11 members appointed by the City Council, which includes six appointed by Council District; four 
at-large appointments; and one Mayoral at-large appointment, each for two-year terms.  The 
Commission meets monthly.  
 
In reviewing the annual report provided by the Commission on Neighborhoods to the Government 
Services Committee for FY 2012-13, it was noted that the activities of the Commission were no 
longer relevant to the city ordinance.  Currently, this Commission is not able to fulfill five of seven 
duties and responsibilities listed in the city ordinance.  This is due to the lack of grant funding for 
the traditional activities of this Commission and a reduction in staffing in Neighborhood 
Partnership Department.  The Commission has done a number of outreach and volunteer projects 
in the past year; however, with funding decreasing from one million dollars to zero during the past 
five years and the Neighborhood Partnership Department staffing decreasing from five employees 
to one employee, this Commission is no longer serving in its capacity.  
 
 Therefore, it is recommended that the Citizens Advisory Commission on Neighborhoods is hereby 
dissolved along with all those powers, obligations, liabilities, duties and responsibilities previously 
conferred upon or delegated to the Citizens Advisory Commission on Neighborhoods by the City of 
Glendale.  
 
The work of the Commissioners is greatly appreciated by the City Council and the citizens of 
Glendale.  The Council has encouraged these commissioners to apply for the newly established 
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General Plan Steering Committee and other Boards and Commissions.  The Council highly values 
and supports citizen participation.  

Previous Related Council Action 
 
The Government Services Committee discussed this item on February 4, 2014 at their monthly 
meetings on November 5, 2013 and February 4, 2014. 

Attachments 
Ordinance  

 

 



ORDINANCE NO. 2881 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, REPEALING 
GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 2, ARTICLE VIII, 
DIVISION 4, RELATING TO THE CITIZENS ADVISORY 
COMMISSION ON NEIGHBORHOODS; AND ESTABLISHING 
AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

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

 
 SECTION 1.  That Glendale City Code, Chapter 2 (Administration), Article VIII (Boards, 
Commissions, Etc.), Division 4 (Citizens Advisory Commission on Neighborhoods) is hereby 
repealed in its entirety.  The Citizens Advisory Commission on Neighborhoods is hereby 
dissolved along with all those powers, obligations, liabilities, duties and responsibilities 
previously conferred upon or delegated to the Citizens Advisory Commission on Neighborhoods 
by the City of Glendale. 
 
 SECTION 2.  That Glendale City Code, Chapter 2, Article VIII, Division 4 is hereby 
reserved for future use. 

 
SECTION 3.  That the provisions of this ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days 

after passage of this ordinance by the Glendale City Council. 
 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of 
Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this _____ day of __________________, 2014. 
 

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
c_cacon 
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	EXHIBIT A
	PROJECT
	The Consultant will provide professional planning services to update and rewrite portions of the General Plan for the City of Glendale. The General Plan will include all required elements, studies and data in accordance with the Growing Smarter and Gr...
	The Consultant shall prepare a public involvement plan that ensures that staff, elected officials, appointed officials, stakeholders and the general public has ample opportunity to be involved in developing the elements of the General Plan and the Ele...
	EXHIBIT B
	Scope of Work
	The Consultant will provide the following services, in accordance with the provision of applicable Arizona Revised Statutes and City of Glendale Rules.
	Task One:  Scope of Work - Minor adjustments to the scope of work, as set forth here and in in Exhibit A, may be needed as part of the initiation process and throughout the project.  Major changes from the scope of work are not anticipated.  The Consu...
	Task Two: Public Involvement (Citizen Participation Plan) - The Consultant(s) shall prepare a Citizen Participation Plan that meets the legal requirements of Arizona Revised Statutes and the City of Glendale Citizen Participation Ordinance.  The Consu...
	Task Three: Compilation of Existing Data - Numerous plans, studies, analysis documents currently exist within various departments in the City of Glendale.   Compilation of pertinent information contained in these documents and copies of said documents...
	Task Four: Plan Elements - The content of the plan elements will be derived from a combination of data, strategic planning methodology, and public, City Council, General Plan Steering Committee, and staff team input.  A timeline for the development of...
	The current General Plan, Glendale 2025, is available in a word document on a compact disk.  It is anticipated that the Consultant will update the existing text and mapping to reflect current conditions and to incorporate additional required elements ...
	Task Five: Project Timeline & Public Hearings - An overall timeline for the General Plan project shall be developed with the following assumptions built into the timeline.
	a) The Consultant should be prepared to attend up to four (4) Planning Commission workshops and two (2) public hearings.
	b) The Consultant should be prepared to attend up to two (2) City Council workshops and one (1) public hearing.
	c) The Consultant should be prepared to attend a neighborhood meeting in each of the six (6) City Council districts to introduce the Glendale 2035 to the public.
	d) Notice to Proceed to be issued immediately upon execution of the approved contract.
	e) Draft General Plan to be complete and delivered to the City no later than March 1, 2015.
	f) Public hearing process to begin with a Planning Commission Workshop no later than June 30, 2014.
	g) Target date for adoption of General Plan by the Glendale City Council is no later than January 31, 2015.
	Task Six: Deliverables -
	The General Plan format will consist of both text (Microsoft Word) and maps (ArcGIS) in an 8 1-2” X 11” three ring binder format that lends itself to future annual amendments. Maps shall be produced in a format of 24” X 36”, with the capability of bei...
	EXHIBIT C
	COMPENSATION
	METHOD AND AMOUNT OF COMPENSATION
	NOT-TO-EXCEED AMOUNT
	DETAILED PROJECT COMPENSATION
	Task One:  Scope of Work - Minor adjustments to the scope of work, as set forth here and in in Exhibit A, may be needed as part of the initiation process and throughout the project.  Major changes from the scope of work are not anticipated.  The Consu...
	Task Two: Public Involvement (Citizen Participation Plan) - The Consultant shall prepare a Citizen Participation Plan that meets the legal requirements of Arizona Revised Statutes and the City of Glendale Citizen Participation Ordinance.  The Consulta...
	Task Three: Compilation of Existing Data - Numerous plans, studies, analysis documents currently exist within various departments in the City of Glendale.   Compilation of pertinent information contained in these documents and copies of said documents...
	EXHIBIT D
	DISPUTE RESOLUTION
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