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City of Glendale
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5850 West Glendale Avenue

Glendale, AZ 85301

Mayor Jerry Weiers

Vice Mayor Ian Hugh

Councilmember Jamie Aldama

Councilmember Joyce Clark

Councilmember Ray Malnar

Councilmember Lauren Tolmachoff

Councilmember Bart Turner

Council Chambers6:00 PMTuesday, June 13, 2017

Voting Meeting

One or more members of the City Council may be unable to attend the Council Meeting in person 

and may participate telephonically, pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431(4).

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

POSTING OF COLORS

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PRAYER/INVOCATION

Any prayer/invocation that may be offered before the start of regular Council business shall be the 

voluntary offering of a private citizen, for the benefit of the Council and the citizens present. The views or 

beliefs expressed by the prayer/invocation speaker have not been previously reviewed or approved by 

the Council, and the Council does not endorse the religious beliefs or views of this, or any other speaker. A 

list of volunteers is maintained by the Mayor’s Office and interested persons should contact the Mayor’s 

Office for further information.

CITIZEN COMMENTS

If you wish to speak on a matter concerning Glendale city government that is not on the printed agenda, 

please fill out a Citizen Comments Card located in the back of the Council Chambers and give it to the City 

Clerk before the meeting starts. The City Council can only act on matters that are on the printed agenda, 

but may refer the matter to the City Manager for follow up. When your name is called by the Mayor, please 

proceed to the podium. State your name and the city in which you reside for the record. If you reside in 

the City of Glendale, please state the Council District you live in (if known) and begin speaking. Please 

limit your comments to a period of three minutes or less.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF MAY 23, 2017 SPECIAL VOTING MEETING AND MAY 23, 

2017 VOTING MEETING
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APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF MAY 23, 2017 SPECIAL VOTING 

MEETING AND MAY 23, 2017 VOTING MEETING

Staff Contact:  Julie K. Bower, City Clerk

17-2371.

Meeting Minutes of May 23, 2017 Special Voting

Meeting Minutes of May 23, 2017 Voting Meeting

Attachments:

PROCLAMATIONS AND AWARDS

PROCLAIM AUGUST 2017 AS DROWNING IMPACT AWARENESS MONTH 

Staff Contact:  Terry Garrison, Fire Chief

Presented By:  Office of the Mayor

Accepted By:  Cecil Tudor, Fire Engineer - Glendale Firefighter Charities

17-2052.

AWARD PRESENTATION FOR THE CITY OF GLENDALE FROM ST. MARY’S 

FOOD BANK ALLIANCE

Staff Contact:  Elaine Adamczyk, Interim Director, Community Services

Accepted By:  Office of the Mayor

Presented By:  Mr. David Martinez III, St. Mary’s Food Bank Alliance

17-2243.

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.

RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-22405, OUTBACK 

STEAKHOUSE #0311

Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

17-2094.

Map

Calls for Service

Attachments:

RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-22349, KIKU 

REVOLVING SUSHI

Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

17-2105.

Map

Calls for Service

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. 2 WITH 

CLIFTONLARSONALLEN FOR EXTERNAL AUDIT SERVICES

Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

17-2436.

Amendment No. 2Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. ONE TO THE 

CONTRACT WITH BERRY DUNN MCNEIL & PARKER, LLC, FOR 

ENTERPRISE RESOURCE PLANNING (ERP) SELECTION AND 

IMPLEMENTATION CONSULTING SERVICES

Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

17-2657.
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Amendment No. OneAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A SERVICE AGREEMENT WITH TYLER 

TECHNOLOGIES, INC., FOR ENTERPRISE RESOURCE PLANNING (ERP) 

SOFTWARE

Staff Contact: Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

17-2678.

Service AgreementAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH MICROSOFT 

FOR THE CITY’S OFFICE 365 AND ENTERPRISE LICENSING

Staff Contact:  Steve O’Ney, Deputy Chief Information Officer, Innovation & 

Technology

17-2369.

AgreementAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR PUBLIC 

SAFETY PHYSICALS AND RELATED HEALTH SERVICES WITH STRENGTH 

TRAINING INCORPORATED (STI) 

Staff Contact:  Terry Garrison, Fire Chief

17-15010.

Services Agreement

Approved Special Procurement Request

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION FOR DESIGNATION OF APPLICANT’S AGENT FOR STATE 

DISASTER REIMBURSEMENT BY THE ARIZONA DIVISION OF EMERGENCY 

MANAGEMENT

Staff Contact:  Terry Garrison, Fire Chief

17-19811.

Designation of Applicant's Agent FormAttachments:

RATIFICATION OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS AND AUTHORIZATION TO 

ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH CAROLLO 

ENGINEERS, INC., FOR THE ARROWHEAD RANCH WATER RECLAMATION 

FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 

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

17-22612.

Professional Services AgreementAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

AGREEMENT WITH PRIMATECH LLC, FOR THE CITYWIDE WATER 

SYSTEM ANALYSIS

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

17-22813.

Professional Services AgreementAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONSTRUCTION MANAGER AT RISK 

AGREEMENT WITH MGC CONTRACTORS, INC., FOR CONSTRUCTION 

PHASE SERVICES FOR IMPROVEMENTS AT THE ARROWHEAD RANCH 

WATER RECLAMATION FACILITY

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

17-23014.

Construction Manager at Risk AgreementAttachments:
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AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL 

SERVICES WITH BRODART, INC., FOR LIBRARY PRINT BOOKS AND 

MATERIALS 

Staff Contact:  Elaine Adamczyk, Interim Director, Community Services

17-23315.

Agreement with RFP ExhibitsAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH ROX MEDIA, 

LLC, DOING BUSINESS AS RAXX DIRECT MARKETING, LLC, FOR THE 

DESIGN AND PRINTING SERVICES OF THE “GLENDALE @ PLAY” 

MAGAZINE

Staff Contact:  Erik Strunk, Director, Public Facilities, Recreation and 

Special

17-24816.

Agreement

Glendale @ Play Sample

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO RATIFY THE EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR 

ADVERTISING AND MEDIA SERVICES IN FISCAL YEAR 2016-17 

Staff Contact: Erik Strunk, Director, Public Facilities, Recreation and Special 

Events

17-26617.

Madden Media InvoicesAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH GREATER 

PHOENIX ECONOMIC COUNCIL 

Staff Contact:  Brian Friedman, Director, Economic Development

17-25418.

FY 2017-18 Agreement with ExhibitsAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO REVISE HR POLICY 401 REMOVING COLUMBUS DAY 

AS A RECOGNIZED CITY HOLIDAY

Staff Contact:  Jim Brown, Director, Human Resources and Risk 

Management

17-26219.

HR Policy 401.11.C.7-8 - Clean Copy

HR Policy 401.11.C.7-8 - Red-Line

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

BETWEEN THE CITY OF GLENDALE AND HARVARD KENNEDY SCHOOL 

GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE LAB AT HARVARD UNIVERSITY FOR THE 

STUDY OF RESULTS DRIVEN CONTRACTING STRATEGIES

Staff Contact:  Jean Moreno, Executive Officer Strategic Initiatives and 

Special Projects

17-26420.

Memorandum of UnderstandingAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A DIGITAL BILLBOARD PLACEMENT 

LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH LAMAR CENTRAL OUTDOOR, LLC TO 

CONSOLIDATE PREVIOUSLY EXECUTED LICENSE AGREEMENTS INTO A 

NEW MASTER AGREEMENT

17-27521.
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Staff Contact:  Jean Moreno, Executive Officer, Strategic Initiatives and 

Special Projects

Digital Billboard Placement License AgreementAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. 2 TO THE LINKING 

AGREEMENT WITH LZ DELTA, LLC, DOING BUSINESS AS GOAZ 

MOTORCYCLES, FOR THE PURCHASE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT BMW 

MOTORCYCLES

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

17-24622.

Amendment No. 2Attachments:

AWARD OF IFB 16-46, AND AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN 

AGREEMENT WITH VULCAN MATERIALS COMPANY FOR ROAD 

MATERIALS

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

17-24723.

Invitation for Bid 16-46

Bid Tabulation Sheet

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. 2 TO THE 

AGREEMENT WITH STAFFING SPECIALISTS NV, LLC, FOR TEMPORARY 

WORKERS FOR RECYCLING FACILITY, LANDFILL AND PUBLIC WORKS 

AND RATIFICATION OF EXPENDITURES

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

17-24924.

Amendment No. 2Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH ISS 

FACILITY SERVICES, INC., TO PROVIDE CUSTODIAL SERVICES AT VARIOUS 

CITY FACILITIES

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

17-25125.

Linking AgreementAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

AGREEMENT WITH ADVANCED STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING, INC., FOR 

THE PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE INSPECTION AND REPAIR PROJECT

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

17-25326.

Professional Services AgreementAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

AGREEMENT WITH RITOCH-POWELL & ASSOCIATES, INC., FOR THE PS 

PARKING LOT AT BETHANY HOME ROAD AND 95TH AVENUE PROJECT

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

17-25527.

Professional Services AgreementAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO THE 

AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA TRAINING & EVALUATION CENTER, INC., 

FOR OCCUPATIONAL TRAINING AND TEMPORARY STAFFING SERVICES 

17-25728.
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AND RATIFICATION OF EXPENDITURES

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Amendment No. 1Attachments:

CONSENT RESOLUTIONS

RESOLUTION NO. R17-39

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 

COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE CITY TO ENTER INTO AN 

AGREEMENT WITH THE HICKEY FAMILY FOUNDATION AND ACCEPT A 

RESCUE OF YOUTH PROJECT GRANT IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF 

$10,000, ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 

Staff Contact:  Rick St. John, Police Chief

17-23129.

Resolution No. R17-39

Grant Agreement Letter

Attachments:

RESOLUTION NO. R17-40

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 

COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE ACCEPTANCE OF A FISCAL YEAR 

2017 INDUSTRY AWARENESS GRANT FROM THE ARIZONA AUTOMOBILE 

THEFT AUTHORITY IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF $707, ON BEHALF 

OF THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 

Staff Contact: Rick St. John, Police Chief

17-27230.

Resolution No. R17-40

Grant Documents

Attachments:

RESOLUTION NO. R17-41

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 

COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE ENTERING INTO A GRANT 

AGREEMENT WITH THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION, AND ACCEPTANCE OF GRANT 

FUNDS IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF $4,498,364 TO REHABILITATE 

THE APRON AT THE GLENDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT. 

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

17-25231.

Resolution No. R17-41Attachments:

LAND DEVELOPMENT ACTIONS

FINAL PLAT (FP) APPLICATION FP17-02: MONTEBELLO 95 ADDITION - 

9191 WEST BETHANY HOME ROAD

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

17-27432.
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FP17-02

FP17-02A

Final Plat for Montebello 95 Addition

Attachments:

PUBLIC HEARING

FY17-18 PUBLIC HEARING AND APPROVAL OF FISCAL YEAR 2017-18 

PROPERTY TAX LEVY

Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

17-23433.

ORDINANCES

ORDINANCE NO. O17-24

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 

COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING CHAPTER 2, ARTICLE III - OFFICERS AND 

EMPLOYEES, DIVISION 1 - GENERALLY OF THE GLENDALE CITY CODE 

REGARDING RETENTION OF FINGERPRINTS OF APPLICANTS.

Staff Contact:  Jim Brown, Director, Human Resources and Risk 

Management

17-22134.

Ordinance No. O17-24

Ordinance - Red-Line

Attachments:

ORDINANCE NO. O17-25

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 

COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING THE CODE OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 

CHAPTER 6 (ANIMALS); AND SETTING FORTH AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Staff Contact: Rick St. John, Police Chief

17-23935.

Ordinance No. O17-25Attachments:

ORDINANCE NO. O17-26

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 

COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER 

TO EXECUTE AN AIRPORT TERMINAL LEASE AGREEMENT WITH SFM 

CONSULTING LLC DBA STARSHINE ASSOCIATES FOR CERTAIN OFFICE 

SPACE IN THE TERMINAL BUILDING AT THE GLENDALE MUNICIPAL 

AIRPORT. 

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

17-25036.

Ordinance No. O17-26

Lease Agreement

Attachments:

ORDINANCE NO. O17-27

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 

17-25637.
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COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF AN EASEMENT 

FOR A WATER LINE AND A SEWER LINE LOCATED AT 20272 NORTH 75TH 

AVENUE AND DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD A CERTIFIED 

COPY OF THIS ORDINANCE.

Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Ordinance No. O17-27 with Exhibit 1Attachments:

ORDINANCE NO. O17-28

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 

COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF AN EASEMENT 

FOR A WATER LINE LOCATED AT 20272 NORTH 75TH AVENUE AND 

DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD A CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS 

ORDINANCE.

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

17-25838.

Ordinance No. O17-28 with Exhibit 1Attachments:

PUBLIC HEARING – RESOLUTIONS

SPECIAL BUDGET MEETING (TO ADOPT FISCAL YEAR 2017-18 FINAL BUDGET)

RESOLUTION NO. R17-42

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 

COUNTY, ARIZONA, ADOPTING THE FINAL BUDGET OF THE AMOUNTS 

REQUIRED FOR THE PUBLIC EXPENSE FOR THE CITY OF GLENDALE FOR 

THE FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018, SETTING FORTH THE REVENUE AND THE 

AMOUNT TO BE RAISED BY DIRECT PROPERTY TAXATION AND 

ADOPTING THE CITY COUNCIL’S FINANCIAL POLICIES. 

Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

17-23539.

Resolution No. R17-42 with Exhibit AAttachments:

ADJOURN SPECIAL BUDGET MEETING AND RECONVENE REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING

RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION NO. R17-43

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA 

COUNTY, ARIZONA, CREATING AN ENTERTAINMENT DISTRICT IN 

ACCORDANCE WITH ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES SECTION 4-207(C)(4).   

Staff Contact:  Jean Moreno, Executive Officer Strategic Initiatives and 

Special Projects

17-26140.
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Resolution No. R17-43 with Exhibit A

2009 Community Feedback Summary Report Centerline

Survey Responses Summary Report

Survey Response Detail

Proposed Centerline Ent. District Church/School Buffer Zone Map

Attachments:

REQUEST FOR FUTURE WORKSHOP AND EXECUTIVE SESSION

COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS

ADJOURNMENT

Upon a public majority vote of a quorum of the City Council, the Council may hold an executive session, which will not be 

open to the public, regarding any item listed on the agenda but only for the following purposes:

(i)  discussion or consideration of personnel matters (A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(1));

(ii)  discussion or consideration of records exempt by law from public inspection (A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(2));

(iii)  discussion or consultation for legal advice with the city’s attorneys (A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(3));

(iv) discussion or consultation with the city’s attorneys regarding the city’s position regarding contracts that are the 

subject of negotiations, in pending or contemplated litigation, or in settlement discussions conducted in order to 

avoid or resolve litigation (A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(4));

(v)  discussion or consultation with designated representatives of the city in order to consider its position and 

instruct its representatives regarding negotiations with employee organizations (A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(5)); or

(vi) discussing or consulting with designated representatives of the city in order to consider its position and instruct 

its representatives regarding negotiations  for the purchase, sale or lease of real property (A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(7)).

SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS

For special accommodations please contact the City Clerk’s Office at 623-930-2252, Option 1, at least 3 business days 

prior to the meeting.

POSTING VERIFICATION

This agenda was posted on 06/07/2017 at 2:00 p.m. by DRW.
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May 23, 2017City Council Meeting Minutes - Draft

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

Mayor Jerry Weiers, Vice Mayor Ian Hugh, Councilmember Jamie Aldama, 

Councilmember Joyce Clark, Councilmember Lauren Tolmachoff, Councilmember 

Ray Malnar, and Councilmember Bart Turner

Present: 7 - 

Also present were Kevin Phelps, City Manager; Michael Bailey, City Attorney; and Darcie 

McCracken, Deputy City Clerk.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

CITIZEN COMMENTS

There were no citizen comments.

MOTION AND CALL TO ENTER INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION

A motion was made by Councilmember Tolmachoff, seconded by Vice Mayor 

Hugh, to enter into Executive Session.  The motion carried by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember Clark, 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

7 - 

EXECUTIVE SESSION

The City Council entered into Executive Session at 4:03 p.m.

The City Council reconvened the meeting at 5:00 p.m.

NEW BUSINESS

1. 17-225 CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING 

CONTEMPLATED LITIGATION WITH, OR IN SETTLEMENT 

DISCUSSIONS CONDUCTED IN ORDER TO AVOID OR RESOLVE 

LITIGATION WITH THE NEW WESTGATE

Staff Contact:  Michael D. Bailey, City Attorney

Vice Mayor Hugh made a motion, seconded by Councilmember Tolmachoff, to 

direct the City Attorney in accordance with the direction provided in the 

Executive Session, including directing the City Attorney to enter into a Tolling 

Agreement continuing to October 11, 2017. The motion carried by the following 

vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember Clark, 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

7 - 

ADJOURNMENT

The City Council adjourned at 5:01 p.m.

Page 1City of Glendale Printed on 5/30/2017

http://glendale-az.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3684


Tuesday, May 23, 2017

6:00 PM

City of Glendale

5850 West Glendale Avenue

Glendale, AZ 85301

Council Chambers

City Council

Mayor Jerry Weiers

Vice Mayor Ian Hugh

Councilmember Jamie Aldama

Councilmember Joyce Clark

Councilmember Ray Malnar

Councilmember Lauren Tolmachoff

Councilmember Bart Turner

Meeting Minutes - Draft

Voting Meeting



May 23, 2017City Council Meeting Minutes - Draft

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

Mayor Jerry Weiers, Vice Mayor Ian Hugh, Councilmember Jamie Aldama, 

Councilmember Joyce Clark, Councilmember Lauren Tolmachoff, Councilmember 

Ray Malnar, and Councilmember Bart Turner

Present: 7 - 

Also present were Kevin Phelps, City Manager; Tom Duensing, Assistant City Manager;  

Michael Bailey, City Attorney; Darcie McCracken, Deputy City Clerk; and Charles 

Vasquez, Administrative Support Specialist.

POSTING OF COLORS

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PRAYER/INVOCATION

The invocation was offered by Captain Kihyun Oh from The Salvation Army Korean Corps 

Community Center.

CITIZEN COMMENTS

Bill Demski, a Sahuaro resident, said the gentleman who spoke after him at the last 

meeting did not know what was going on and said the taxes were very high in Glendale .  

He also spoke about the pension amounts for former employees and discussed the 

expensive items the City was required to maintain.

James Deibler, a Phoenix resident, would like to see a neighborhood art and supply store 

in the Barrel District, which would revitalize that area and serve the area well.  He would 

also like to see a job fair held in Glendale to assist residents looking for jobs.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF MAY 9, 2017 VOTING MEETING AND MAY 11, 2017 

SPECIAL VOTING MEETING

1. 17-208 APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF MAY 9, 2017 VOTING MEETING AND 

MAY 11, 2017 SPECIAL VOTING MEETING

Staff Contact:  Julie K. Bower, City Clerk

A motion was made by Councilmember Malnar, seconded by Councilmember 

Tolmachoff, to approve the Minutes of the May 9, 2017 Voting Meeting and the 

May 11, 2017 Special Voting Meeting. The motion carried by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember Clark, 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

7 - 

BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND OTHER BODIES

2. 17-211 APPROVE RECOMMENDED APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS, 

COMMISSIONS & OTHER BODIES

Staff Contact:  Brent Stoddard, Director, Public Affairs
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Presented By:  Councilmember Jamie Aldama

Councilmember Aldama made the following recommendations for Boards and 

Commissions:

Board of Adjustment

Carl Dietzman, Ocotillo District reappointment

Citizens Transportation Oversight Commission

Chuck Jared, Cactus appointment

Community Development Advisory Committee

David Barraza, Cactus appointment

Vince Ornelas, Cactus appointment

Linda Vescio, at-large Mayoral appointment

Matthew Versluis, Chair, Sahuaro District reappointment

Dorlisa Dvorak, Vice Chair, Ocotillo reappointment

Historic Preservation Commission

Amanda Froes, at-large Sahuaro reappointment

Sharon Wixon, at-large Cactus reappointment

Theodora Hackenberg, Chair, Barrel appointment

Tim Quinn, Vice Chair, at-large appointment

Library Advisory Board

Karen Aborne, Yucca reappointment

Jessica Koory, Ocotillo District reappointment

Catey Alberts, teen Mayoral appointment

Jessica Koory, Chair, Ocotillo District reappointment

Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission

Sam McConnell, Sahuaro appointment

Gayle Schiavone, Yucca appointment

Alicia Rubio, Ocotillo reappointment

Pattie Johnston, Cholla appointment

Barbara Cole, Chair, Mayoral appointment

Alicia Rubio, Vice Chair, Ocotillo appointment

Planning Commission

Vern Crow, Sahuaro appointment

Citizens Utility Advisory Commission, formerly Water Services Commission

Stefan L. DeAngelo, Yucca appointment

A motion was made by Councilmember Aldama, seconded by Vice Mayor Hugh, 

to approve the recommended appointments to Boards, Commissions and other 

bodies. The motion carried by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember Clark, 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

7 - 

PROCLAMATIONS AND AWARDS

3. 17-217 RECOGNITION OF SERVICE FOR PARKS AND RECREATION 

ADVISORY COMMISSIONER JOHN FARIS
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Staff Contact:  Erik Strunk, Director, Public Facilities, Recreation and 

Special Events

Presented By:  Office of the Mayor

Accepted By:  Family of Commissioner John Faris

Mayor Weiers recognized John Faris for his service to the Parks and Recreation Advisory 

Commission.  The award was accepted by the family of Commissioner John Faris. 

Mr. Strunk said the plaque was awarded in appreciation to the family of Commission John 

Faris, who passed away while serving on the Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission 

board.  He said Mr. Faris was a public servant in every sense of the word as well as a 

director of the Summer Band for many years.  He thanked Mr. Faris’ wife and son for 

allowing Mr. Faris to give his time to the City.

4. 17-197 NATIONAL CPR AND AED AWARENESS WEEK PROCLAMATION 

Staff Contact:  Terry Garrison, Fire Chief

Presented By:  Office of the Mayor

Accepted By: 

Eric Keppler, Deputy Fire Chief

Anthony Garcia, Recreation Coordinator, Public Facilities & Events

Summer Steinke, Administrative Support Coordinator, Public Facilities & 

Events

Mayor Weiers proclaimed June 1st through June 7th as National CPR and AED 

Awareness Week.  The award was accepted by Eric Keppler, Deputy Fire Chief, Anthony 

Garcia, Recreation Coordinator, Public Facilities & Events, and Summer Steinke, 

Administrative Support Coordinator, Public Facilities & Events.

Chief Garrison said Council had supported the program since 2005 and as a result, a life 

was saved.

CONSENT AGENDA

Ms. McCracken read Consent Resolution items 24 through 27.

Mayor Weiers asked if there were any Consent Resolution items to be heard separately.

Councilmember Clark asked to pull Consent Agenda items 10 through 14 to be voted on 

separately but no presentation was required on the items.

5. 17-172 APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-22551, ADAMS LOUNGE

Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

6. 17-181 APPROVAL OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018 (FY17-18) GILA RIVER 

ARENA CAPITAL REPAIRS/REPLACEMENT PROGRAM, APPROVAL 

OF THE ARENA FIVE-YEAR CAPITAL PLAN, AND AUTHORIZATION 

FOR THE CITY MANAGER TO RELEASE FUNDS TO AEG 

MANAGEMENT GLENDALE, LLC.

Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

7. 17-216 AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. 6 OF THE 

ICAPTURE SOFTWARE LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH IMPRESSION 
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TECHNOLOGY, INC.

Staff Contact: Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

8. 17-194 AUTHORIZATION TO RATIFY THE EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR 

REQUIRED UPGRADES AND QUARTERLY OPERATING AND 

MAINTENANCE COSTS IN FISCAL YEAR 2016-17 FOR THE REGIONAL 

WIRELESS COOPERATIVE  

Staff Contact: Rick St. John, Police Chief

9. 17-195 EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION FOR REQUIRED UPGRADES AND 

QUARTERLY OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE COSTS IN FISCAL 

YEAR 2017-18 FOR THE REGIONAL WIRELESS COOPERATIVE

Staff Contact: Rick St. John, Police Chief

15. 17-187 AUTHORIZATION TO APPROVE EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR THE 

PURCHASE OF RAW WATER FROM CENTRAL ARIZONA PROJECT

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

16. 17-188 AUTHORIZATION TO APPROVE EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR THE 

PURCHASE OF RAW WATER FROM SALT RIVER VALLEY WATER 

USERS’ ASSOCIATION

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

17. 17-189 AUTHORIZATION TO APPROVE EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR 

ORGANIZATIONAL MEMBERSHIP IN THE ARIZONA MUNICIPAL 

WATER USERS ASSOCIATION

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

18. 17-190 AUTHORIZATION TO APPROVE EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR THE 

COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH PARTIAL OWNERSHIP IN THE 

SUB-REGIONAL OPERATING GROUP

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

19. 17-199 AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH 

ELONTEC, LLC, FOR MOVING AND RELOCATION SERVICES

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

20. 17-200 AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. 2 TO THE 

LINKING AGREEMENT WITH SAFETY-KLEEN SYSTEMS, INC., FOR 

USED AUTOMOTIVE FLUID COLLECTION AND DISPOSAL SERVICES

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

21. 17-201 AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO TWO LICENSE AGREEMENTS WITH 

LIBERTY UTILITIES (LITCHFIELD PARK WATER & SEWER) CORP. 

FOR THE INSTALLATION OF WATER AND SEWER LINES AT THE 

INTERSECTION OF EL MIRAGE ROAD AND GLENDALE AVENUE

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works
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22. 17-215 AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. ONE TO A 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH RITOCH-POWELL & 

ASSOCIATES CONSULTING ENGINEERS FOR CONTRACT 

INSPECTION SERVICES

Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

23. 17-203 AWARD OF CONTRACT RFP 17-21 FOR DOWNTOWN MANAGER 

SERVICES WITH THE GLENDALE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

Staff Contact:  Brian Friedman, Director, Economic Development

CONSENT RESOLUTIONS

24. 17-196 RESOLUTION NO. R17-34

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 

MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE 

ENTERING INTO OF AMENDMENT NO. 6 TO THE 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA 

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR COMMUNITY ACTION 

PROGRAM FUNDING. 

Staff Contact:  Elaine Adamczyk, Interim Community Services Director

25. 17-179 RESOLUTION NO. R17-35

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 

MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING SECTION 9 OF THE 

“GLENDALE, ARIZONA CITY COUNCIL GUIDELINES.”

Staff Contact:  Brent Stoddard, Director, Public Affairs

26. 17-180 RESOLUTION NO. R17-36

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 

MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ESTABLISHING THE TEMPORARY 

BUSINESS COUNCIL COMMITTEE.

Staff Contact:  Brent Stoddard, Director, Public Affairs

27. 17-214 RESOLUTION NO. R17-37

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 

MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE 

ENTERING INTO OF THE FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE SETTLEMENT 

AGREEMENT AND MUTUAL RELEASE BETWEEN THE CITY AND 

JACOB F. LONG, TRUSTEE OF THE JOHN F. LONG FAMILY 

REVOCABLE LIVING TRUST, AS SUCCESSOR TO THE INTERESTS 

OF JOHN F. LONG AND MARY P. LONG; AND DIRECTING THAT AN 

EXHIBIT TO THE DOCUMENT BE RECORDED.
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Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Approval of the Consent Agenda

A motion was made by Councilmember Turner, seconded by Councilmember 

Clark, to approve Consent Agenda items 5 through 9 and 15 through 23 and 

Consent Resolution items 24 through 27  The motion carried by the following 

vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember 

Clark, Councilmember Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember 

Turner

7 - 

10. 17-152 AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH 

PEORIA PEST CONTROL, INC., FOR SEWER MANHOLE 

INSECTICIDE TREATMENT

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

A motion was made by Councilmember Aldama, seconded by 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, to approve Item 10. The motion carried by the 

following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember 

Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

6 - 

Nay: Councilmember Clark1 - 

11. 17-153 AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH 

IAC/INSTRUMENTATION AND CONTROLS, LLC, FOR 

ENDRESS+HAUSER PRODUCTS AND AUMA ACTUATORS PARTS 

AND SERVICE

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

A motion was made by Councilmember Clark, seconded by Councilmember 

Tolmachoff, to approve Item 11. The motion carried by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember 

Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

6 - 

Nay: Councilmember Clark1 - 

12. 17-154 AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

AGREEMENT WITH ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONSULTING SERVICES, 

LTD, FOR ON-CALL ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING SERVICES

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

A motion was made by Councilmembr Tolmachoff, seconded by 

Councilmember Aldama, to approve Item 12.  The motion carried by the 

following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember 

Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

6 - 

Nay: Councilmember Clark1 - 

13. 17-155 AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER  INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
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AGREEMENT WITH NINYO AND MOORE, INC., FOR ON-CALL 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING SERVICES

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

A motion was made by Councilmember Aldama, seconded by 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, to approve Item 13. The motion carried by the 

following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember 

Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

6 - 

Nay: Councilmember Clark1 - 

14. 17-157 AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER AN AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT C17-0031 WITH 

TERRACON CONSULTANTS, INC., FOR ON CALL 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING SERVICES

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

A motion was made by Councilmember Turner, seconded by Vice Mayor 

Hugh, to approvel Item 14. The motion carried by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember 

Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

6 - 

Nay: Councilmember Clark1 - 

ORDINANCES

28. 17-202 ORDINANCE NO. O17-20

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 

MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE 

ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE WEST SIDE OF 55TH 

AVENUE AND SOUTH OF CACTUS ROAD NECESSARY FOR RIGHT 

OF WAY IMPROVEMENTS IN GLENDALE, ARIZONA; AND DIRECTING 

THE EXECUTION OF THE PURCHASE AGREEMENT AND ANY 

DOCUMENTS NECESSARY TO EFFECTUATE SAID PURCHASE.

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Ms. McCracken read Ordinance No. O17-20.

Mr. Friedline said the proposed ordinance would acquire property for right -of-way 

improvements along 55th Avenue, south of Cactus Road.  He said widening 55th Avenue 

for bike lanes was a project in the FY17 capital improvement plan and the existing street 

section also had an open irrigation ditch with no street lighting.  

Mr. Friedline said the City entered into an intergovernmental agreement with the Arizona 

Department of Transportation in June 2014, to design and construct improvements for the 

projects.  In June 2016, the agreement was amended to include right-of-way acquisition 

costs.  Staff recommended acquiring the additional right-of-way along 55th Avenue, south 

of Cactus Road.  There would be little impact on service levels as a result of the action 

and payments would be made by ADOT.
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A motion was made by Councilmember Turner, seconded by Vice Mayor Hugh, to 

approve Ordinance No. O17-20. The motion carried by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember Clark, 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

7 - 

29. 17-213 ORDINANCE NO. O17-21

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 

MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING CHAPTER 2, ARTICLE VIII, 

DIVISION 5, OF THE GLENDALE CITY CODE TO ABOLISH THE 

COMMISSION ON PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES AND CREATE A 

HUMAN RELATIONS COMMISSION.

Staff Contact:  Nancy Mangone, Assistant City Attorney

Staff Contact:  Jim Brown, Director, Human Resources and Risk 

Management

Ms. McCracken read Ordinance No. O17-21.

Mr. Brown said the proposed ordinance would establish a Human Relations Commission, 

which would be created by abolishing the existing Commission on Persons with 

Disabilities and amending the language of the City Code.  The Human Relations 

Commission would advise and make recommendations to Council on ways to encourage 

mutual respect and understanding among all people, discourage prejudice and 

discrimination and support unity among community members.  No costs would be 

incurred to the City for the action.

Howard Jaeger, a Barrel resident, supported the ordinance and said it was well -written 

and inclusive.  He encouraged the Council to support the item.

Sandra Jaeger, a Barrel resident, gave her support for the ordinance.

David Metz, a Cholla resident, was in favor of the Human Relations Commission because 

it united the community and promoted all citizens as important.  He said the ordinance 

language was broad and inclusive for all Glendale citizens, and urged the Council to 

support the ordinance.

A motion was made by Councilmember Aldama, seconded by Councilmember 

Clark, to approve Ordinance No. O17-21. The motion carried by the following 

vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember Clark, 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

7 - 

Mayor Weiers recognized State Legislator and Glendale resident, Anthony Kern, who 

was in the audience.

30. 17-219 ORDINANCE NO. O17-22

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 

MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, (1) AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION 

Page 8City of Glendale Printed on 6/1/2017

http://glendale-az.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3672
http://glendale-az.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?m=l&id=/matter.aspx?key=3678


May 23, 2017City Council Meeting Minutes - Draft

AND DELIVERY OF A THIRD PURCHASE AGREEMENT, A THIRD 

TRUST AGREEMENT, A CONTINUING DISCLOSURE UNDERTAKING 

AND AN OBLIGATION PURCHASE CONTRACT; (2) APPROVING THE 

SALE, EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF TRANSPORTATION EXCISE 

TAX REVENUE REFUNDING OBLIGATIONS IN ONE OR MORE SERIES 

IN ORDER TO REFUND TRANSPORTATION EXCISE TAX REVENUE 

OBLIGATIONS PREVIOUSLY DELIVERED TO FINANCE 

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS OF THE CITY; (3) PLEDGING 

CERTAIN TRANSPORTATION EXCISE TAXES AND RECEIPTS 

IMPOSED OR RECEIVED BY THE CITY TO THE PAYMENT OF SUCH 

OBLIGATIONS; (4) DELEGATING TO THE ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER 

OR THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER OF THE CITY THE LIMITED 

AUTHORITY TO DESIGNATE BY SERIES THE FINAL PRINCIPAL 

AMOUNT, MATURITIES, INTEREST RATES AND OTHER MATTERS 

WITH RESPECT TO SUCH OBLIGATIONS; (5) AUTHORIZING THE 

TAKING OF ALL OTHER ACTIONS NECESSARY TO THE 

CONSUMMATION OF THE TRANSACTIONS CONTEMPLATED BY THIS 

ORDINANCE, INCLUDING THE EXECUTION OF CERTAIN 

DOCUMENTS AND THE DISTRIBUTION OF A PRELIMINARY OFFICIAL 

STATEMENT AND AN OFFICIAL STATEMENT AND (6) DECLARING AN 

EMERGENCY.

Staff Contact and Presenter: Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

Guest Presenter:  Kurt Freund, Managing Director, RBC Capital Markets, 

LLC

Guest Presenter:  Bill DeHaan, Shareholder, Greenberg Traurig, LLP

Ms. McCracken read Ordinance No. O17-22.

Ms. Rios said the proposed ordinance would refinance a portion of the transportation 

excise tax obligations.  She said representatives from RBC Capital Markets and 

Greenburg Traurig were available for questions.  She discussed opportunities the City has 

had to refinance bonds in the past to save the City money and said refinancing the 

transportation excise tax bonds would save approximately $1 million.  She explained the 

transaction required declaring an emergency in order to execute the documents as soon 

as possible for the best savings. 

Mayor Weiers explained his vote by saying it was a great opportunity to save money for 

the City.

A motion was made by Councilmember Tolmachoff, seconded by 

Councilmember Aldama, to approve Ordinance No. O17-22. The motion carried 

by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember Clark, 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

7 - 

31. 17-220 ORDINANCE NO. O17-23     

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 

MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, (1) AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION 
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AND DELIVERY OF A THIRD PURCHASE AGREEMENT, A THIRD 

TRUST AGREEMENT, A DEPOSITORY TRUST AGREEMENT, A 

CONTINUING DISCLOSURE UNDERTAKING AND AN OBLIGATION 

PURCHASE CONTRACT; (2) APPROVING THE SALE, EXECUTION 

AND DELIVERY OF SUBORDINATE EXCISE TAX REVENUE 

REFUNDING OBLIGATIONS IN ONE OR MORE SERIES IN ORDER TO 

REFUND SUBORDINATE EXCISE TAX REVENUE BONDS ISSUED ON 

BEHALF OF THE CITY BY THE CITY OF GLENDALE MUNICIPAL 

PROPERTY CORPORATION; (3) PLEDGING CERTAIN EXCISE TAXES 

AND RECEIPTS IMPOSED OR RECEIVED BY THE CITY TO THE 

PAYMENT OF SUCH OBLIGATIONS; (4) DELEGATING TO THE 

ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER OR THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER OF 

THE CITY THE LIMITED AUTHORITY TO DESIGNATE BY SERIES THE 

FINAL PRINCIPAL AMOUNT, MATURITIES, INTEREST RATES AND 

OTHER MATTERS WITH RESPECT TO SUCH OBLIGATIONS; (5) 

AUTHORIZING THE TAKING OF ALL OTHER ACTIONS NECESSARY TO 

THE CONSUMMATION OF THE TRANSACTIONS CONTEM¬PLATED 

BY THIS ORDINANCE, INCLUDING THE EXECUTION OF CERTAIN 

DOCUMENTS AND THE DISTRIBUTION OF A PRELIMINARY OFFICIAL 

STATEMENT AND AN OFFICIAL STATEMENT AND (6) DECLARING AN 

EMERGENCY.

Staff Contact and Presenter: Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

Guest Presenter:  Kurt Freund, Managing Director, RBC Capital Markets, 

LLC

Guest Presenter:  Bill DeHaan, Shareholder, Greenberg Traurig, LLP

Ms. McCracken read Ordinance No. O17-23.

Ms. Rios said the proposed ordinance was a request to refinance a portion of the 

Municipal Property Corporation subordinate excise tax bonds.  She said representatives 

from RBC Capital Markets and Greenburg Traurig were available for questions.  She said 

savings from the transaction would be realized in the general fund and could provide debt 

service savings of $9 to $9.5 million over the life of the bonds.  

Mayor Weiers explained his vote by saying he was proud of the direction the City was 

headed in.

A motion was made by Councilmember Tolmachoff, seconded by 

Councilmember Aldama, to approve Ordinance No. O17-23. The motion carried 

by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember Clark, 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

7 - 

RESOLUTIONS

32. 17-204 RESOLUTION NO. R17-38

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 

MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ADOPTING A TENTATIVE BUDGET 
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OF THE AMOUNTS REQUIRED FOR THE PUBLIC EXPENSE FOR THE 

CITY OF GLENDALE FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018; SETTING 

FORTH THE REVENUE AND THE AMOUNT TO BE RAISED BY DIRECT 

PROPERTY TAXATION FOR THE VARIOUS PURPOSES; ADOPTING 

CITY COUNCIL’S FINANCIAL POLICIES; AND GIVING NOTICE OF THE 

TIME FOR HEARING TAXPAYERS AND FOR FIXING TAX LEVIES.

Staff Contact: Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

Ms. McCracken read Resolution No. R17-38.

Ms. Rios said the proposed resolution adopted the FY2017-2018 tentative budget, 

including the proposed capital improvement plan, and gave notice of the date for public 

hearing on FY17-18 final budget and property tax adoption for June 13, 2017 at 6:00 p.m. 

and gave notification of the final property tax levy adoption on June 27, 2017 at 6:00 p.m.  

She provided highlights of the budget, which included fiscal stability and maintaining 

service levels.  

Ms. Rios said the proposed budget was $672 million, with $44 million in contingency.  

She explained a couple of items had changed since the last budget workshop, including 

a request by the Public Works Department for contractual funding for a real estate 

coordinator, which was changed to an ongoing real estate coordinator position.   Several 

changes were made at Council’s request, including adding funds into the Parks 

Maintenance budget, adjustments made due to changes to the HALO program, adding 

capital improvement projects for Heroes Park buildout and O’Neill Park improvements.

A motion was made by Councilmember Clark, seconded by Councilmember 

Aldama, to adopt and approve Resolution No. R17-38. The motion carried by the 

following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember Clark, 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

7 - 

NEW BUSINESS

33. 17-218 TEMPORARY BUSINESS COUNCIL COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS

Staff Contact:  Brent Stoddard, Director, Public Affairs

Ms. McCracken introduced Item 33.

Mr. Stoddard said Council approved a resolution earlier in the evening  giving direction to 

move forward with establishing a temporary business council committee.  He explained 

Council had to appoint three Councilmembers who would serve on that committee along 

with the other members of the business community.

Mayor Weiers asked if the Council could take nominations tonight.

Mr. Stoddard said the item was for the Council to officially appoint the three members 

who would serve on the one-year committee.

Mayor Weiers asked if Council needed to choose the person who would lead the 

meetings or if that would be decided upon by the members themselves.

Mr. Stoddard said the group would choose a chairperson for the committee at the first 

meeting.
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A motion was made by Vice Mayor Hugh, seconded by Councilmember Clark, to 

nominate Councilmember Clark, Councilmember Malnar and Councilmember 

Tolmachoff to serve on the business council committee.  The motion carried by 

the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember Clark, 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

7 - 

REQUEST FOR FUTURE WORKSHOP AND EXECUTIVE SESSION

A motion was made by Vice Mayor Hugh, seconded by Councilmember Clark, to 

hold the next regularly scheduled City Council Workshop on Tuesday, June 6, 

2017 at 1:30 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, to be followed by an Executive 

Session pursuant to A.R.S. 38-431.03.. The motion carried by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Hugh, Councilmember Aldama, Councilmember Clark, 

Councilmember Tolmachoff, Councilmember Malnar, and Councilmember Turner

7 - 

COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS

Councilmember Aldama reminded Ocotillo residents of mobile office hours on June 5th, 

5:00 to 6:30 p.m., and asked everyone to check the website for the location of the 

meeting.  He also spoke about the Safe Haven law and provided a phone number and 

locations for that program.

Councilmember Clark thanked the Councilmembers for accepting her request for a 

temporary business committee and said it was an opportunity to let everyone know 

Glendale was business-friendly.

Councilmember Malnar reminded Sahuaro residents he would hold his district meeting on 

June 1st at 6:30 p.m., at Cactus High School and asked anyone interested in attending 

to contact his office.

Councilmember Tolmachoff reminded Glendale residents to watch their children around 

water.

Vice Mayor Hugh thanked the three Councilmembers for volunteering to serve on the 

business committee.

Mayor Weiers encouraged clubs, groups and churches to take advantage of the 

defibrillator training that was available and said it might come in handy some day and 

save a life.

ADJOURNMENT

The City Council adjourned at 7:09 p.m.
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-205, Version: 1

PROCLAIM AUGUST 2017 AS DROWNING IMPACT AWARENESS MONTH
Staff Contact:  Terry Garrison, Fire Chief
Presented By:  Office of the Mayor
Accepted By:  Cecil Tudor, Fire Engineer - Glendale Firefighter Charities

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to proclaim August 2017, as Drowning Impact Awareness Month in support of
Banner Cardon Children’s Hospital, Phoenix Children’s Hospital and the Drowning Prevention Coalition of
Arizona water safety programs. Fire Engineer Cecil Tudor, Glendale Fire Department will accept the
proclamation on behalf of Glendale Firefighter Charities.

Background

Drowning Impact Awareness Month is part of the drowning prevention community outreach program at
Phoenix Children’s Hospital. This is a statewide effort to promote awareness of childhood drowning. In 2016,
in Maricopa and Pinal Counties, there were a total of 157 water related incidents resulting in 50 deaths of
which 16 were children. In 2016, in Glendale, there were a total of six water related incidents which resulted
in two child deaths. Every drowning is preventable.

Drowning Impact Awareness Month is Arizona’s largest collaborative effort to prevent drowning. Purple
ribbons should be worn to remember those touched by child drowning and as a reminder to practice water
safety. Drowning Impact Awareness banners are hanging at every fire station. Water safety information will
be provided at both city of Glendale pools, at the city of Glendale’s “Surviving the Summer” Safety Event at
Westgate on June 2, 2017 and during a water safety walk on May 20, 2017. Throughout the month of August
and year around, the Glendale Fire Department will be available to give water safety presentations, drowning
prevention and water safety resources.

Through this proclamation, along with swim lessons and water safety education provided to the community,
the Mayor and Councilmembers, Glendale Fire Department, Glendale Parks and Recreation Department,
Banner Cardon Children’s Hospital, Phoenix Children’s Hospital and the Drowning Prevention Coalition of
Arizona, will actively work together to promote water safety and prevent childhood drowning.

Previous Related Council Action

Council annually proclaims August as Drowning Impact Awareness Month.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Banner Cardon Children’s Hospital, Phoenix Children’s Hospital, the Drowning Prevention Coalition of Arizona,
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Banner Cardon Children’s Hospital, Phoenix Children’s Hospital, the Drowning Prevention Coalition of Arizona,
and the Glendale Fire Department urge communities around the state of Arizona to keep drowning awareness
campaigns going year around, in an effort to eliminate drownings in Arizona. Drowning prevention is the
responsibility of every citizen. It takes a team effort to ensure that everyone is safe from drowning. The intent
of Drowning Impact Awareness Month is to encourage individuals, families, organizations, and businesses
within the community to become partners in the effort to prevent drownings. The goal this year is to
transform awareness into action by encouraging citizens, organizations, and businesses to make the
community aware of ways to prevent drownings through media and education and to remember that all
drownings are preventable.
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-224, Version: 1

AWARD PRESENTATION FOR THE CITY OF GLENDALE FROM ST. MARY’S FOOD BANK ALLIANCE
Staff Contact:  Elaine Adamczyk, Interim Director, Community Services
Accepted By:  Office of the Mayor
Presented By:  Mr. David Martinez III, St. Mary’s Food Bank Alliance
.end
Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to accept recognition for Glendale’s efforts to alleviate hunger in our
community and receive a Hunger Heroes plate from St. Mary’s Food Bank Alliance. The Hunger Heroes plate
is presented by St. Mary’s Food Bank Alliance to recognize and honor partners who have provided support
and commitment to assist the food bank in their effort to eliminate hunger in 2016.

Background

St. Mary’s Food Bank was founded in 1967 and has grown to be one of the largest food banks in the United
States. The Food Bank has been a vital partner, though the various programs they offer to our community,
since 1973. In 1990, the City partnered with the Westside Food Bank to open the first food bank in Glendale,
and St. Mary’s provided much of the food that was distributed out of that food bank. In 2004, St. Mary’s
merged with the Westside Food Bank, and for over 6 years, they continue to manage and operate the St.
Mary’s Food Bank at 5605 N 55th Avenue in Glendale.

As the number of households needing assistance rose, it was evident that a major regional food bank
distributor was needed. The nonprofit then transitioned into the St. Mary’s Food Bank Alliance; which now
disperses more than 800 million pounds of donated food a year to over 330 partner agencies. The emergency
food boxes are provided to households and individuals at no cost. These food boxes are designed to provide
temporary food assistance during times of crisis until a more permanent solution is found.

There are numerous partner agencies in Glendale where St. Mary’s delivers food boxes, and the boxes are
made available to households in our community who are in need.

The City has provided Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funding, which it receives from US
Department of Housing and Urban Development, to St. Mary’s Food Bank yearly since 1989 in support of the
food delivery and food box programs. To date the nonprofit has received over $500,000 in CDBG fund for this
purpose.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The City and St. Mary’s have collaborated in an effort to end hunger in our community for many years. This
partnership seeks to bridge the meal gap; connecting household in our community with the nutritious meals
they need. This effort addresses the most human basic need and has the greatest impact on the health and
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they need. This effort addresses the most human basic need and has the greatest impact on the health and
vitality of the City’s most vulnerable population.
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-209, Version: 1

RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-22405, OUTBACK STEAKHOUSE #0311
Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to recommend approval to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and
Control of a new, non-transferable series 12 (Restaurant) license for Outback Steakhouse #0311 located at
5605 West Bell Road. The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 1207A998) was
submitted by Peter Henry Schelstraete.

Background Summary

The location of the establishment is in the Sahuaro District. The property is zoned PAD (Planned Area
Development). The population density within a one-mile radius is 8,841 pre the 2010 U.S. census. Outback
Steakhouse #0311 is currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of this license will not
increase the number of liquor licenses in the area. The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile
radius is as listed below.

Series Type Quantity
06 Bar - All Liquor 5

07 Bar - Beer and Wine 1

09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 4

10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 5

12 Restaurant 18

Total 33

Pursuant to A.R.S. § 4-203(A), when considering this new, non-transferable series 12 license, Council may take
into consideration applicant’s capability, qualifications, and reliability.

The City of Glendale Development Services, 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, April 27 thru May 17, 2017.
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±SALES TAX AND LICENSE DIVISION
CITY OF GLENDALE, AZ

BUSINESS NAME:
LOCATION:
APPLICANT:

ZONING:
APPLICATION NO:

Outback Steakhouse #0311
5605 W. Bell Road
Peter Henry Schelstraete
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RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-22349, KIKU REVOLVING SUSHI
Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to recommend approval to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and
Control of a new, non-transferable series 12 (Restaurant) license for Kiku Revolving Sushi located at 8190
West Union Hills Drive, Suite 155. The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No.
1207A989) was submitted by Amy Hong.

Background Summary

The location of the establishment is in the Cholla District. The property is zoned C-2 (General Commercial).
The population density within a one-mile radius is 7,079 per the 2010 U.S. census. Kiku Revolving Sushi is
currently operating with an interim permit, therefore, the approval of this license will not increase the
number of liquor licenses in the area. The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile radius is as
listed below.

Series Type Quantity
03 Domestic Microbrewery 1

09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 4

10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 1

12 Restaurant 10

Total 16

Pursuant to A.R.S. § 4-203(A), when considering this new, non-transferable series 12 license, Council may take
into consideration the applicant’s capability, qualifications, and reliability.

The City of Glendale Development Services, 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, April 26 thru May 16, 2017.
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-243, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. 2 WITH CLIFTONLARSONALLEN FOR EXTERNAL AUDIT
SERVICES
Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into Amendment No. 2 of contract #C-
8574-2, an agreement with CliftonLarsonAllen, for external audit services. The amendment extends the term
of the contract for one year, ending July 4, 2018 and increases the contract not to exceed amount by $50,000
from $475,400 to $525,400.

Background

Article VI, Section 16 requires the City of Glendale to obtain an independent annual audit of its financial
statements.  Specifically, Section 16 reads as follows:

Sec. 16. Independent annual audit.

Prior to the end of each fiscal year the council shall designate qualified public accountants who, as of the end
of the fiscal year, shall make an independent audit of accounts and other evidences of financial transactions
of the city government and shall submit their report to the council and to the city manager. This section shall
not preclude the city council from executing a contract with an accounting firm for more than one year
subject to annual appropriation and a maximum three-year agreement.

Such accountants shall have no personal interest, direct or indirect, in the fiscal affairs of the city government
or of any of its officers. They shall not maintain any accounts or records of the city business, but, within
specifications approved by the council, shall post-audit the books and documents kept by the city and any
separate or subordinate accounts kept by any other office, department or agency of the city government.

In February 2013, the City issued a request for proposal (RFP) from qualified firms of certified public
accountants to provide external audit services. CliftonLarsonAllen was selected as the top vendor for these
services. The contract had an initial term of three (3) years with an option to renew for two (2) additional
years on an annual basis.

Analysis

Under the terms of the amendment, CliftonLarsonAllen, a certified public accounting firm, would perform the
annual financial audit of the City in accordance with generally accepted auditing standards, Government
Auditing Standards, and Title 2 U.S. Code of Federal Regulations Part 200, Uniform Administrative
Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements for Federal Awards (Uniform Guidance); provide an
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Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements for Federal Awards (Uniform Guidance); provide an
opinion on the City’s fair presentation of the financial statements in conformity with accounting principles,
generally accepted in the United States of America; provide an independent auditors’ report on compliance
and on internal control over financial reporting based on an audit of the financial statements; provide an
independent auditors’ report on compliance with requirements applicable to each major federal program and
internal control over compliance in accordance with the Uniform Guidance; audit and provide an opinion on
the City’s Annual Expenditure Limitation Report; provides an opinion on compliance with the use of Highway
User Revenue Funds in accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes; perform an attestation on Housing and
Urban Development Financial Data Schedule (FDS); performs agreed-upon procedures and evaluate the City’s
compliance with the financial test option for its landfill as included in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR),
Subpart G, Title 40, Part 258, Section 74 (40 CFR 258.74); prepare the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) form 990
for the City’s Municipal Property Corporation; prepare a letter to governance of auditors’ comments and
recommendations regarding internal control; prepare a management letter which identifies
recommendations to enhance operational efficiency, implement best practices and plan for emerging issues
(if applicable); present audit results to management and City Council; and serve as a resource to the City
throughout the term of the contract.

Amendment No.2 extends the terms of the contract for one year, ending July 4, 2018 and increases the
contract not to exceed amount by $50,000 from $475,400 to $525,400. The original agreement approved by
the Council included the option for CliftonLarsenAllen to perform additional services for the city at agreed
upon hourly rates. During the fiscal year 2012-13 audit, the City incurred additional audit fees due to
significant changes in key personnel and unexpected circumstances that required significant additional time
to complete the financial audit. The City also engaged CliftonLarsonAllen’s assistance to review the
accounting for the refunding bonds issued in fiscal year 2014-15.

Previous Related Council Action

On February 7, 2017, staff and Mr. Dennis Osuch, a partner with CliftonLarsonAllen, presented the June 30,
2016 CAFR and reviewed the audit results.

On February 2, 2016, staff and Mr. Dennis Osuch, a partner with CliftonLarsonAllen, presented the June 30,
2015 CAFR and reviewed the audit results.

On January 20, 2015, staff and Mr. Dennis Osuch, a partner with CliftonLarsonAllen, presented the June 30,
2014 CAFR and reviewed the audit results.

On January 21, 2014, staff and Mr. Dennis Osuch, a partner with CliftonLarsonAllen, presented the June 30,
2013 CAFR and reviewed the audit results.

On June 25, 2013, the Council approved the agreement with CliftonLarsonAllen for external audit services.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The annual financial audit and issuance of a Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) is an important
element to the City's commitment to financial stability and transparency. In addition, the CAFR contains
information on the results of the financial transactions for the fiscal year and the rating agencies and investors
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information on the results of the financial transactions for the fiscal year and the rating agencies and investors
use this report to analyze the financial health of the City.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Amendment No. 2 increases the contract not to exceed amount by $50,000 from $475,400 to $525,400.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$50,000 1000-11320-518200, Professional and Contractual

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-265, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. ONE TO THE CONTRACT WITH BERRY DUNN MCNEIL &
PARKER, LLC, FOR ENTERPRISE RESOURCE PLANNING (ERP) SELECTION AND IMPLEMENTATION
CONSULTING SERVICES
Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for the City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into Amendment No. One to
contract C-10993, an agreement with Berry Dunn McNeil & Parker, LLC (Berry Dunn), for ERP selection and
implementation consulting services. The amendment extends the contract for a one-year period through
June 27, 2018 and increases the not-to-exceed amount of the contract by $535,000 from $150,000 to
$685,000.

Background

Since 1995, the city has been using PeopleSoft’s Human Capital Management (HCM) and Supply Chain
Management (SCM) Financials ERP solutions. In the HCM system, the city has implemented the Core Human
Resources, Payroll for North America and Time and Labor modules. In the PeopleSoft SCM/Financials, the city
has implemented Purchasing, Accounts Payable and General Ledger. The city is considering replacing
PeopleSoft with a software solution that is mid-range in terms of complexity (Tier 2), less demanding to
implement and maintain, and smaller in size but robust and agile enough to fit the city’s needs.

On January 2016, the city issued a request for proposals (RFP) for a consultant to provide services related to
the procurement of a new ERP system and, optionally, to manage the implementation of the resulting ERP
application.  Berry Dunn was selected as the top vendor for these services.

On November 2016, the city issued an RFP for ERP software and implementation services to replace
PeopleSoft. Tyler Technologies (Tyler) Munis was selected as the top ERP vendor. Munis is used by many
similar organizations nationwide and several local cities in the Phoenix area.

Analysis

Berry Dunn is a consulting and certified public accounting firm with extensive experience in providing project
management consulting services for enterprise-wide implementation projects. The firm’s government
consulting group has been providing management and information technology consulting services to clients in
local government since 1986. In the last five years, Berry Dunn has provided Tyler Munis project management
implementation services to the City of Surprise, Arizona; Washtenaw County, Michigan; City of Sioux Falls,
South Dakota; City of Mesquite, Texas; and City of Boulder, Colorado. The proposed team members have
implemented multiple public sector ERP systems and are certified Project Management Professionals (PMP).
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Berry Dunn’s services include developing project initiation documents; conducting stakeholder meetings;
leading weekly project team meetings; verifying that the ERP vendor deliverables are met; preparing monthly
project status reports; conducting on-site project management activities; assisting in developing test scripts
and managing testing activities; assisting the city in configuration of the software; documenting processes as
they are developed; and developing and managing training activities.

Berry Dunn’s experience in implementing this software in other cities will be key to keeping the project on
schedule and within budget. As project manager, they will assist the city in making decisions related to best
practices, software optimization, and business process improvement. Without these services, the
implementation could take longer and the software may not be implemented in the most efficient and
effective manner.

Previous Related Council Action

On May 2, 2017 staff provided the City Council with follow-up information on the ERP project during the
Budget Workshop.

On April 18, 2017, staff provided the City Council with additional information on the Enterprise Resource
Planning (ERP) system selection project.

On March 21, 2017 staff provided the City Council with an update on the Enterprise Resource Planning (ERP)
system selection project.

On June 28, 2016 Council approved contract C-10993 with Berry Dunn McNeil & Parker, LLC (Berry Dunn), for
ERP selection and implementation consulting services.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The estimated cost of the implementation project management consulting services is $535,000. The cost of
the implementation project management consulting services will be allocated to the General Fund,
Transportation, Water and Sewer, Landfill, and Sanitation.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$535,000 2593-72000-518200, Professional & Contractual

Capital Expense? Yes

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?

City of Glendale Printed on 6/5/2017Page 2 of 2

powered by Legistar™

http://www.legistar.com/






















City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-267, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A SERVICE AGREEMENT WITH TYLER TECHNOLOGIES, INC., FOR
ENTERPRISE RESOURCE PLANNING (ERP) SOFTWARE
Staff Contact: Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for the City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a service agreement with
Tyler Technologies, Inc., (Tyler) for ERP software. This is also a request for Council to approve the expenditure
of funds in a not to exceed amount of $5,393,600 which includes $1,257,000 for one-time implementation
costs and $4,136,600 in Software-as-a-Service (SaaS) Fees for the first five years of the agreement. The initial
term of the service agreement is five (5) years and the agrement also contains the option to extend the
agreement for an additional five (5) years in one (1) year increments; however, any extension of the
agreement beyond the first five-year period will require future Council approval because it would bring the
total dollar amount of the agreement above the not-to-exceed amount.

Background

Since 1995, the city has been using PeopleSoft’s Human Capital Management (HCM) and Supply Chain
Management (SCM) Financials ERP solutions. In the HCM system, the city has implemented the Core Human
Resources, Payroll for North America, and Time and Labor modules. In the PeopleSoft SCM/Financials, the
city has implemented Purchasing, Accounts Payable and General Ledger. The city is considering replacing
PeopleSoft with a software solution that is mid-range in terms of complexity (Tier 2), less demanding to
implement and maintain, and smaller in size but robust and agile enough to fit the city’s needs.

On January 2016, the city issued a request for proposals (RFP) for a consultant to provide services related to
the procurement of a new ERP system and, optionally, to manage the implementation of the resulting ERP
application. BerryDunn was selected as the top vendor for these services and BerryDunn and the city began
the ERP System Selection Project in July 2016.

The focus of the ERP System Selection Project has been to identify, define, evaluate and plan for the
replacement of the existing system software and for any other relevant applications that support related
business processes. The city assessed the current environment and conducted a comprehensive evaluation of
the various applications currently in use throughout the city, examined the city’s business needs and
considered best practices in municipal agencies to determine the requirements and desired functionality for
the future system.

Analysis

On November 2016, the city issued an RFP for ERP software and implementation services to replace
PeopleSoft. The city received three responses to the RFP and those proposals were evaluated by a team
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PeopleSoft. The city received three responses to the RFP and those proposals were evaluated by a team
comprised of employees from the Human Resources, Budget and Finance, and Innovation and Technology
Department. As part of the evaluation process, the top three vendors were invited to demonstrate their
software products. Each vendor was provided the same script that included scenarios for each functional
area of the project and discussion items related to technical and implementation considerations. Employees
from throughout the city participated in the demonstrations and provided their input to the evaluation team.

For the top two vendors, the city completed web-conference sessions to complete and in-depth view of the
software’s functionality; made written inquiries to the vendors to clarify statements and receive Best and
Final Offer (BAFO) pricing; and performed reference checks and/or site visits to current users of these
software systems.

The team scored Tyler’s Munis ERP (Munis) software highest based upon the cumulative results of the
evaluation process. Tyler is a leading provider of information management solutions and services to local
governments. Tyler’s business units have provided software and services to local governments for more than
forty years.

Munis is an ERP solution designed specifically for governments and schools that is continually enhanced
through an upgrade process. Munis will provide the city with a highly functional end-to-end Finance, Payroll,
and Human Resources system that has been successfully implemented by many similar organizations
nationwide and several local cities in the Phoenix area.

If this item is approved, the city would begin implementing Munis Financials, Human Capital Management and
Payroll modules. The modules are fully integrated and allow users to consolidate budget, accounting,
payables, payroll, human resources, and project accounting in one software application. This will create
efficiencies by decreasing the use of duplicate data entry and disparate systems. The modules seamlessly
share information in real-time, allowing users to follow the trail of transactions throughout the system.

The Financials module is designed to streamline the management of critical financial processes throughout
the organization. In the Financials module, the city would be implementing General Ledger, CAFR Statement
Builder, Fixed Assets, Budgeting, Project and Grant Accounting, Purchasing, Bid Management, Contract
Management, Procurement, Vendor Self-Service, Accounts Payable, Employee Expense Reimbursement, and
Purchasing Card Reconciliation.

The Human Capital Management and Payroll module integrates all the tools and processes associated with
people and performance. In the Human Capital Management and Payroll Module, the city would be
implementing Payroll, Time Entry, Applicant Tracking, Human Resources and Talent Management, Recruiting,
Risk Management, and Employee Self-Service.

The service agreement is a SaaS (Cloud) deployment, where 100% of the software, system and infrastructure,
upgrade, and maintenance is handled by Tyler including 24/7 disaster recovery services. Full implementation
is scheduled to be completed within 18 months of the project kick-off.

Previous Related Council Action

On May 2, 2017 staff provided the City Council with follow-up information on the ERP project during the
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On May 2, 2017 staff provided the City Council with follow-up information on the ERP project during the
Budget Workshop.

On April 18, 2017, staff provided the City Council with additional information on the Enterprise Resource
Planning (ERP) system selection project.

On March 21, 2017, Staff presented to City Council an update the ERP System Selection Project.

On June 28, 2016, the City Council approved an agreement with BerryDunn for ERP selection and
implementation consulting services.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

A fully integrated ERP solution will streamline business processes, increase efficiency and productivity,
improve reporting capabilities, improve compliance with regulatory requirements, increase transparency, and
improve customer service. The SaaS deployment model will result in the product being continually updated
with the latest technology and eliminate the need to upgrade the software in the future.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The contract not to exceed amount for the first five years of the agreement is $5,393,600 ($1,257,000 one-
time implementation cost and $4,136,600 SaaS Fees for five years).

The SaaS fees for the first five years of the agreement are as follows: Year 1: $143,248; Year 2: $998,338; Year
3: $998,338; Year 4: $998,338; Year 5: $998,338. For year 6, Tyler will limit the increase to the annual SaaS
fees payable to five percent (5%). Tyler will not increase the annual SaaS fees payable for Years 7 and 8.
Rates in effect after year 8 shall be based on Tyler’s then current rates.

The one-time implementation cost and annual SaaS fees will be allocated to the General Fund,
Transportation, Water and Sewer, Landfill, and Sanitation. Expenditures in subsequent years will be
dependent on available appropriation.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$2,398,586 2593-72000-550900, Software-Capital

$2,995,014 2591-18402-522700, Software Maintenance

Capital Expense? Yes

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-236, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH MICROSOFT FOR THE CITY’S OFFICE 365 AND
ENTERPRISE LICENSING
Staff Contact:  Steve O’Ney, Deputy Chief Information Officer, Innovation & Technology

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to enter into an agreement with Microsoft for the City’s Microsoft Enterprise
Agreement (EA) from August 1, 2017 through September 30, 2020, utilizing a Linking Agreement with CDW-G
(C-11437). This request also includes approval of expenditure authority in an amount not to exceed
$1,856,621 over the life of the agreement.

Background

This contract renews the Enterprise Agreement (EA) with Microsoft Corporation for enterprise software and
hosted services. The EA allows the City to acquire and utilize software licenses and hosted services at
significantly reduced costs. Software covered under this contract includes database, hosted services such as
email and SharePoint, and other required Microsoft product licenses. Licensing agreement costs will be
recalculated annually to account for additional licenses or software that were added during the year.

CDW-G, an approved Microsoft reseller, was awarded their contract by the State of Arizona through a
competitive bid process. The contract provides the best pricing available for purchase of software products
and services.

Cooperative purchasing allows counties, municipalities, schools, colleges and universities in Arizona to use a
contract that was competitively procured by another governmental entity or purchasing cooperative. Such
purchasing helps reduce the cost of procurement, allows access to a multitude of competitively bid contracts,
and provides the opportunity to take advantage of volume pricing. The Glendale City Code authorizes
cooperative purchases when the solicitation process utilized complies with the intent of Glendale’s
procurement processes. This cooperative purchase is compliant with Chapter 2, Article V, Division 2, Section 2
-149 of the Glendale City Code, per review by Purchasing.

Analysis

The City utilizes Microsoft products in support of city operations. Specifically, Microsoft products are used for
desktop and database applications, email, and the SharePoint collaboration product. Microsoft products are
foundational for several City software applications to include the police CAD/RMS system, sales tax, utility
billing and several other support applications. Additionally, the City’s email system is cloud based and hosted
by Microsoft. This agreement is necessary to ensure continued operation of these critical business systems
and is only available from Microsoft Corporation through their authorized resellers.
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Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Microsoft products and services assists staff in the goal of timely communication with our citizens, and allows
for more seamless cross-departmental collaboration. Integrated Microsoft solutions allows city staff to
achieve the Council value of excellence by supporting the delivery of high quality services, and remain
innovative through the flexibility to grow and change with our organization.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The City has requested a 38-month agreement with Microsoft instead of the standard 36 month. This 14-12-
12 term will allow the City to move its anniversary from July 1st to September 30th. This better aligns with
fiscal year processes, and allows staff the time needed to take future renewals to Council. The amount
budgeted in the Information Technology Fund for Microsoft is $542,207 per year. IT will utilize these funds to
pay for annual licensing, as well as supplement costs utilizing a Windows Licensing project identified in the
Technology Projects fund. The total project amount of $230,000 will be utilized over the 38-months of the EA
contract to supplement costs as needed.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$542,207 2591-18402-522700, Information Technology (budgeted annually)

$230,000 2592-18500-522700, Program # 83143 - Technology Projects (to be used over
the 38-month agreement as needed)

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-150, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR PUBLIC SAFETY PHYSICALS AND RELATED
HEALTH SERVICES WITH STRENGTH TRAINING INCORPORATED (STI)
Staff Contact:  Terry Garrison, Fire Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a Services Agreement with
Strength Training Incorporated (STI) for Public Safety Physicals and Related Health Services at the Glendale
Regional Health Center (GRHC) for a 6-month term in an amount not to exceed $88,125, to extend the current
agreement until a new Request for Proposal process can be completed.

Background

The GRHC is located within the Glendale Regional Public Safety Training Center (GRPSTC) and STI currently
provides these services at the GRHC under a contract approved by the Council on June 23, 2015.

Analysis

A new Request for Proposal process has been started and it is expected to be completed prior to December
31st 2017. The need for Public Safety medical services in the interim continues and STI is capable and qualified
to perform those services. City staff have begun the process of re-evaluating the use of the medical center at
GRPSTC and how best to meet all the medical services needs of the City comprehensively, whether at the
GRPSTC or another location.

This procurement has been approved by the city’s Materials Manager as a special procurement in which the
situation presents a significant time restraint that does not allow for a competitive procurement to occur in
time to assure there is no gap in service. Other agencies interested or currently using STI’s services will be
able to use this contract through cooperative purchasing or they can elect to develop their own contract for
these services directly with STI. The City assumes no responsibility for STI’s contracts with other agencies.

Previous Related Council Action

On June 23, 2015, Council approved Contract No. C-10119-1 to provide medical Occupational Health Services
at the Glendale Health Center for and initial one year term with and optional extension of one year renewable
in six-month increments.

On January 29, 2015, Council approved Contract No. C-9670 and award bid to STI to provide Medical
Occupational Health Services at the Glendale Health Center for an initial two-year term, with the option to
renew the agreement for an additional three years in one-year increments
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On April 24, 2014, Council approved an amendment for an extension of term to the agreement Contract No. C
-8527-1 with STI.

On June 28, 2013, Council approved a temporary Contract No. C-8527 with STI.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Public safety personnel will continue to receive the annual medical healthcare needed that will assist them
with protecting the health and safety of Glendale citizens and visitors. This annual screening has identified
several potential catastrophic medical issues before they could manifest themselves.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$88,125 1000-12410-513000

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-198, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION FOR DESIGNATION OF APPLICANT’S AGENT FOR STATE DISASTER REIMBURSEMENT BY
THE ARIZONA DIVISION OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
Staff Contact:  Terry Garrison, Fire Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to designate Glendale’s Emergency Manager as the City of Glendale’s
representative with the federal and state government to administer the recovery and reimbursement of funds
used in supporting declared disasters and emergencies. Staff is requesting City Council approve the
designation by the Arizona Division of Emergency Management.

Background

During times of catastrophic emergency or disaster, the Mayor, Governor of Arizona, or the President of the
United States may declare emergencies or disasters that have reimbursable costs for the City of Glendale
(Glendale). Glendale may be eligible to apply for state disaster and federal relief funds through the Arizona
Department of Emergency and Military Affairs, Division of Emergency Management (ADEM) and the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) during the inclusive dates of those catastrophic events. The
applicant’s agent is the person designated by the city as the point of contact for all matters pertaining to
federal and state disaster assistance. The applicant’s agent is authorized to execute and file applications for
public assistance on behalf of Glendale for the purpose of obtaining state and federal assistance under the
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief & Emergency Assistance Act.

Previous Related Council Action

On September 27, 2005, City Council initially approved the designation of the applicant’s agent to finalize
state disaster reimbursement.

On January 8, 2013, City Council approved an updated designation of the applicant’s agent to finalize state
disaster reimbursement.

On October 28, 2014, City Council approved an updated designation of applicant’s agent to finalize state
disaster reimbursement.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Identification of an applicant’s agent formalizes the process by which the city can apply for and administer
state and federal disaster relief funding. This funding is essential in the aftermath of catastrophic emergency
or disaster to restoring the community to pre-disaster conditions and reducing the impact on its citizens.
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Legislation Description
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Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-226, Version: 1

RATIFICATION OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS AND AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL
SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH CAROLLO ENGINEERS, INC., FOR THE ARROWHEAD RANCH WATER
RECLAMATION FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS
Staff Contact:  Craig Johnson, P.E., 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., (Carollo) for construction administration services for Arrowhead
Water Reclamation Facility improvements (ARWRF) for an amount not to exceed $3,259,500. Staff is also
requesting approval to ratify the expenditure of funds paid in the amount of $1,214,880.

Background

The ARWRF commenced operations in the mid 1980’s. This facility has a capacity of processing 4.5 Million
Gallons per Day (MGD) of raw sewage. Currently it treats approximately 3.0 MGD and it is not anticipated to
need an expansion to support future flows.

On January 28, 2014, Council approved a Professional Services Agreement with Carollo to provide design and
construction administration services for improvements at ARWRF. This agreement was utilized to perform
project design services. The contract was intended to provide services for a three-year period, however the
term language did not accurately reflect the schedule. City staff discovered the discrepancy when developing
an amendment to the contract to extend the original schedule and scope of services. Therefore, a new
contract was developed to rectify the term, reallocate remaining budget and scope items included in the
original contract, and account for the additional services requested by the City.

Resilience and reliability of all process equipment are essential for maintaining the rated treatment capacity
and assuring compliance with all regulatory limits. Since this facility is an end of line plant, meaning it cannot
be bypassed and flows cannot be turned off, it is critical that it is reliable and available for service 365 days a
year. Facility process equipment needs periodic assessments and improvements to maintain effective and
reliable operation. The plant was evaluated and systems were identified that have reached the end of their
useful life and need to be replaced.

Analysis

The design phase of this project has been completed, and the project is ready to be constructed. The primary
construction administration services provided by this contract include the replacement of headworks
equipment, the odor control system, final effluent filters, electrical gear and other equipment that has
reached the end of its useful life and requires replacement.
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The construction phase services are expected to begin in July 2017. Carollo will provide construction
administration services for an amount not to exceed $3,259,500 for this final construction phase of this
project.

Previous Related Council Action

On December 8, 2015, Council approved a Construction Manager at Risk agreement with MGC to provide
design phase services.

On January 28, 2014, Council approved a Professional Services Agreement with Carollo to provide design and
construction administration services for improvements at ARWRF.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Maintaining a safe, reliable, and resilient facility ensures compliance with water resources goals and
regulatory limits, and enhances public safety and preserves quality of life for Glendale residents.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funds in the amount of $1,214,880 have been paid to Carollo for services performed outside of the term of
the original contract, but within the not to exceed amount approved by Council on January 28, 2014. Funds
for these expenditures were paid from the FY2015-17 capital improvement plan budgets. Including the
ratification of prior expenditures, the total budget impact of this item is $4,474,380.

Funding for the new contract is available in the adopted FY2016-17 and the proposed FY2017-18 capital
budgets.  Future year budget appropriation is contingent upon Council approval.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$4,474,380 2360-60007-550800, Arrowhead WRF Improvements

Capital Expense? Yes

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
Arrowhead Ranch Water Reclamation Facility ImproYements 

Construction-Phase and Post-Construction Services 
City Project No. 121337 

C-

Tbis Professional Services Agreement ("Agreement") is entered into and effective between CITY OF GLENDALE, 
an Arizona municipal corporation ('City'') and Carollo Engineers, Inc., a Delaware corporation, ("Con ultant") as 
of the __ day of 2017 ("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 sen-ices of Consultant to perform certain specific duties and produce 
the specific work as set forth in the attached Exhibit B, Project Scope of\X'ork ("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 Sen-ices 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 "'"ill comprise the "Project Team." 

(2) Project Manager will have responsibility for and "'"ill 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. 

10.13.16 



(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 mar 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 Sen:ices for projects that are equh.-alent 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 
("Appro>als''); 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. 

a. 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. 

b. Consultant must not discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment on 
the basis of race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age, marital status, sexual orientation, 
gender identity or expression, genetic characteristics, familial status, U.S. military veteran 
status or any disability. Consultant will require any Sub-contractor to be bound to the 
same requirements as stated within this section. Consultant, and on behalf of any 
subcontractors, warrants compliance with this section. 

3.4 Coordination; Interaction. 

a. For projects that the City believes requires the coordination of Yarious professional 
services, Consultant will work in close consultation with City to proactively interact with 
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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 w1th 
Coordinating Project Professionals and City as often and for durations as City reasonably 
considers necessarr in order to ensure the timely work delivery and Project completion. 

c. For projects not involving Coordinating Project Professionals, Consultant will proactively 
interact w1th 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 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 indemnify, hold harmless and defend 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 \X'ork 
Product promptly as they are prepared. 

c. City Use. 

(1) City may reuse the \X'ork Product at its sole discretion. 

(2) In the event the Work Product is used for another project w1thout 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 $3,259,500 as specifically detailed in Exhibit D 
('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 D only for work that is required by the 
Scope and the value of which cannot reasonably be quantified at the time of this Agreement. 

3 
10.13.16 



a. As stated in Sec. 4.1 above, the Compensation must incorporate all Allowance amounts 
identified in Exhibit D 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 

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 reYiew 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. 
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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 requited 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 more than $1,000,000 or the amount of this Agreement, 
whicheYer is greater. 

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. For the duration of the term of this Agreement, Consultant shall procure and maintain 
insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damages to property which may arise from or in 
connection with the performance of all tasks or work necessary to complete the Project as herein defined. 
Such insurance shall cover Consultant, its agent(s), representative(s), employee(s) and any subcontractors. 

8.1 Minimum Scope and Limit of Insurance. Coverage must be at least as broad as: 

a. Commercial General Liability (CGL): Insurance Services Office Form CG 00 01, 
including products and completed operations, ·with limits of no less than $1,000,000 per 
occurrence for bodily injury, personal injury, and property damage. If a general aggregate 
limit applies, either the general aggregate limit shall apply separately to this project/location 
or the general aggregate limit shall be twice the requited occurrence limit. 

b. Automobile Liability: Insurance Services Office Form Number CA 0001 covering Code 1 
(any auto), with limits no less than $1,000,000 per accident for bodily injury and property 
damage. 

c. Professional Liability. Consultant must maintain a Professional Liability insurance 
coYering errors and omissions arising out of the work or serdces performed by Consultant, 
or anyone employed by Consultant, or anyone for whose acts, mistakes, errors and 
omissions Consultant is legally liability, with a liability insurance limit of $1,000,000 for 
each claim and a $2,000,000 annual aggregate limit. 

d. Worker's Compensation: Insurance as requited by the State of Arizona, with Statutory 
Limits, and Employers' Liability insurance with a limit of no less than $1,000,000 per 
accident for bodily injury or disease. 
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8.2 Indemnification. 

a. To the fullest extent permitted by law, Consultant must defend, indemnify, and hold 
harmless City and its elected officials, officers, employees and agents (each, an 
"Indemnified Party," collectively, the "Indemnified Parties") for, from, and against any and 
all claims, demands, actions, damages, judgments, settlements, personal injury (including 
sickness, disease, death, and bodily harm), property damage (including loss of use), 
infringement, governmental action and all other losses and expenses, including attorneys' 
fees and litigation expenses (each, a "Demand or Expense" collectively "Demands or 
Expenses") asserted by a third-party (i.e. a person or entity other than City or Consultant) 
and that arises out of or results from the breach of this Agreement by the Consultant or 
the Consultant's negligent actions, errors or omissions (including anr Subconsultant or 
Subcontractor or other person or firm employed by Consultant), whether sustained before 
or after completion of the Project. 

b. This indemnity and hold harmless provision applies even if a Demand or Expense is in 
part due to the Indemnified Party's negligence or breach of a responsibility under this 
Agreement, but in that event, Consultant ·will be liable only to the extent the Demand or 
Expense results from the negligence or breach of a responsibility of Consultant or of any 
person or entity for whom Consultant is responsible. 

c. Consultant is not required to indemnify any Indemnified Parties for, from, or against any 
Demand or Expense resulting from the Indemnified Party's sole negligence or other fault 
solely attributable to the Indemnified Party. 

8.3 Other Insurance Provisions. The insurance policies required by the Section above must contain, 
or be endorsed to contain the following insurance prm-isions: 

a. The City, its officers, officials, employees and volunteers are to be covered as 
additional insureds of the CGL and automobile policies for any liability arising from or 
in connection with the performance of all tasks or work necessary to complete the Project 
as herein defined. Such liabilitr may arise, but is not limited to, liability for materials, parts 
or equipment furnished in connection with any tasks, or work performed by Consultant or 
on its behalf and for liability arising from automobiles owned, leased, hired or borrowed 
on behalf of the Consultant. General liability coverage can be prm:ided in the form of an 
endorsement to the Consultant's existing insurance policies, provided such endorsement is 
at least as broad as ISO Form CG 20 10, 11 85 or both CG 20 10 and CG 23 37, iflater 
revisions are used. 

b. For any claims related to this Project, the Consultant's insurance coverage shall be 
primary insurance with respect to the City, its officers, officials, employees, and 
volunteers. Any insurance or self-insurance maintained by the City, its officers, officials, 
employees or volunteers shall be in excess of the Consultant's insurance and shall not 
contribute with it. 

c. Each insurance policy required by this Section shall provide that coverage shall not be 
canceled, except after providing notice to the City. 

8.4 Acceptability of Insurers. Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current A.M. Best rating of 
no less than A: VII, unless the Consultant has obtained prior approval from the City stating that a 
non-conforming insurer is acceptable to the City. 

8.5 Waiver of Subrogation. Consultant hereby agrees to waive its rights of subrogation which 
any insurer may acquire from Consultant by virtue of the payment of any loss. Consultant agrees 
to obtain any endorsement that may be necessary to effect this waiver of subrogation. The 
Workers' Compensation Policy shall be endorsed with a waiver of subrogation in favor of the City 
for all work performed by the Consultant, its emplorees, agent(s) and subcontractor(s). 
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8.6 Verification of Coverage. 'X'ithin 15 days of the Effective Date of this Agreement, Consultant shall 
furnish the City with original certificates and amendatory endorsements, or copies of any -applicable 
insurance language making the coverage required by this Agreement effective. All certificates and 
endorsements must be received and approved by the City before work commences. Failure to 
obtain, submit or secure the City's approval of the required insurance policies, certificates or 
endorsements prior to the City's agreement that work may commence shall not waive the 
Consultant's obligations to obtain and verify insurance coverage as otherwise provided in this 
Section. The City reserves the right to require complete, certified copies of all required insurance 
policies, including any endorsements or amendments, required by this Agreement at any time 
during the Term stated herein. 

Consultant's failure to obtain, submit or secure the City's approYal of the required insurance 
policies, certificates or endorsements shall not be considered a Force 1\1ajeure or defense for any 
failure by the Consultant to comply with the terms and conditions of the Agreement, including any 
schedule for perfonnance or completion of the Project. 

8. 7 Subcontractors. Consultant shall require and shall verify that all subcontractors maintain insurance 
meeting all requirements of this Agreement. 

8.8 Special Risk or Circumstances. The City reserves the right to modify these insurance requirements, 
including any limits of coverage, based on the nature of the risk, prior experience, insurer, coverage 
or other circumstances unique to the Consultant, the Project or the insurer. 

9. E-verify, Records and Audits. To the extent applicable under A.R.S. § 41-4401, the Consultant warrant 
their compliance and that of its subconsultants with all federal immigration laws and regulations that relate 
to their employees and compliance with the E-verify requirements under A.RS.§ 23-214(_'\.). The 
Consultant or subconsultant's breach of this warranty shall be deemed a material breach of the Agreement 
and may result in the termination of the Agreement by the City under the terms of this Agreement. The City 
retains the legal right to randomly inspect the papers and records of the other party to ensure that the other 
party is complying with the above-mentioned warranty. The Consultant and subconsultant warrant to keep 
their respective papers and records open for random inspection during normal business hours by the other 
party. The parties shall cooperate with the City's random inspections, including granting the inspecting party 
entry rights onto their respective properties to perform the random inspections and waiving their respecti>e 
rights to keep such papers and records confidential. 

10. No Boycott of Israel. The Parties agree that they are not currently engaged in, and agree that for the 
duration of the Agreement they will not engage in, a boycott of Israel, as that term is defined in A.RS. §35-
393. 

11. Attestation of PCI Compliance. When applicable, the Contractor will provide the City annually with a 
Payment Card Industry Data Security Standard (PCI DSS) attestation of compliance certificate signed by an 
officer of Contractor with oversight responsibility. 

12. Notices. 

12.1 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 _'\.greement 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. 
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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. 

12.2 Representatives. 

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

Carollo Engineers, Inc. 
George P. Maseeh, P.E., Senior Vice President 
4600 E. \X'ashington Street, Suite 500 

Phoenix, AZ 85034 

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 Bill Passmore, P.E., Project Manager 
5850 W. Glendale Ave. 
Glendale, .Arizona 85301 

With required co.py to: 

Cit; Manager 
City of Glendale 
5850 \X'est Glendale Avenue 
Glendale, Arizona 85301 

c. Concurrent Notices. 

City Attorney 
City of Glendale 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 
Glendale, Arizona 85301 

(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. 

13. 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. 

14. Entire Agreement; Survival; Counterparts; Signatures. 

14.1 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. 
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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. 

14.2 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 
bern·een 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. 

14.3 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. 

14.4 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. 

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

14.6 Severabilit;y. 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. 

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

15. Term. The term of this .Agreement commences upon the Effective Date and continues for a three (3) year 
initial period. The City may, at its option and with the apprO'\-al of the Consultant, extend the term of this 
Agreement an additional one year. Consultant will be notified in writing by the City of its intent to extend 
the Agreement period at least thirty (30) calendar da;s prior to the expiration of the original Agreement 
period. There are no automatic renewals of this Agreement. 

16. Dispute Resolution. Any controversy or claim arising out of or relating to this contract, or the breach 
thereof, shall be settled by arbitration administered according to the .American Arbitration Association's 
Commercial Arbitration Rules, and judgment on the award rendered by the arbitrator may be entered in any 
court having jurisdiction thereof. 

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

ExhibitA 
ExhibitB 
Exhibit C 
Exhibit D 

Project 
Scope of Work 
Schedule 
Compensation 

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

ATIEST: 

Julie K. Bower 
City Clerk 

.APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Michael D. Bailey 
City Attorney 

(SEAL) 

IO 

City of Glendale, 
an Arizona municipal corporation 

By: Kevin R Phdps 
Its: City Manager 

Carollo Engineers, Inc., 
a Ddaware corporation authorized to do 
business in Arizona 

By: Chad D . Meyer, P.E. 
Its: Associate Vice President 

10.13.16 
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EXHIBIT A 

Professional Services Agreement 

 

ARROWHEAD RANCH WATER RECLAMATION FACILITY (ARWRF) IMPROVEMENTS 

CONSTRUCTION-PHASE AND POST-CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 

Project No. 121337 

 

PROJECT 

 

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 

The ARWRF is located north of Union Hills Drive and west of Loop 101 and treats wastewater from a 

tributary area located in the northern part of the City. The current treatment plant permitted capacity is 4.5 

million gallons per day (mgd) maximum month average daily flow (MMADF). The plant provides 

tertiary treatment of incoming municipal wastewater and is considered an end-of-the-line facility. The 

treatment plant’s current annual average daily flow (AADF) is approximately 3.0 mgd. The ARWRF 

utilizes a three-train conventional activated sludge, biological nutrient removal (BNR) aeration system 

including anoxic zones, followed by six rectangular clarifiers to provide secondary treatment. The 

ARWRF utilizes DynaSand™ continuous backwash, upflow filters for tertiary filtration, and a Trojan 

3000+ UV system for disinfection. The ARWRF is permitted for and classified as an Arizona Department 

of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) Class A+ Reclaimed Water Facility. The ARWRF does not have 

solids handling facilities. 

The ARWRF Improvements Project generally consists of improvements to the following plant systems in 

the form of replacement or renovations required to restore efficient and effective operation of the facility: 

1. Headworks facility 

2. Odor control system 

3. Tertiary filters 

4. Miscellaneous facility improvements (secondary clarifiers, NPW system, etc.) 

5. Electrical, instrumentation and control system improvements 

Evaluation and design-phase services for the ARWRF Improvements were completed under a previous 

contract. This contract covers construction-phase and post-construction services for implementation of the 

ARWRF Improvements.  
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EXHIBIT B 

Professional Services Agreement 

 

ARROWHEAD RANCH WATER RECLAMATION FACILITY (ARWRF) IMPROVEMENTS 

CONSTRUCTION-PHASE AND POST-CONSTRUCTION SERVICES  

Project No. 121337 

 

SCOPE OF WORK 

INTRODUCTION 

The following Scope of Work describes the professional services to be performed by Carollo Engineers, 

Inc. (hereinafter referred to as the “ENGINEER”) associated with the Arrowhead Ranch Water 

Reclamation Facility (ARWRF) Improvements Project - Construction-Phase and Post-Construction 

Services (hereinafter referred to as the “Project”) for the City of Glendale (hereinafter referred to as the 

“CITY”). 

The ARWRF Improvements Project is presently approaching the Final Design Submittal milestone under 

a separate professional services agreement. The Scope of Services presented herein is associated with the 

Construction Administration and Inspection Services, Start-up and Warranty Services, and SCADA and 

PLC Configuration Services to be performed by the ENGINEER. This Scope of Services assumes the 

CITY’s Notice-to-Proceed (NTP) for this Professional Services Agreement will be effective concurrently 

with the ARWRF Improvements Construction NTP to its construction manager at risk on July 1, 2017. 

Any additional study, design, or evaluation services deemed necessary by the CITY that extend beyond 

the term of the separate design-phase services agreement will be handled under Miscellaneous Services of 

this Agreement, upon approval by the CITY. 

ASSUMPTIONS 

1. Project will be procured using the Construction Manager at Risk (CMAR) project delivery method. 

MGC Contractors, Inc. has been selected as the CMAR. 

2. The overall construction of the Project is anticipated to have a duration of 26 months, beginning 

July 1, 2017, with Substantial Completion targeted for July 8, 2019, and Final Completion targeted 

for August 6, 2019. 

3. Construction-Phase services will include office-related engineering services during construction 

(ESDC) and field-related construction administration and inspection (CA&I) efforts. 

4. Modifications to project delivery approach based on deviation from the anticipated CMAR project 

delivery, including but not necessarily limited to the following are NOT included in this Scope of 

Services and will be handled under Miscellaneous Services, if desired by the CITY: 

a. Should the CITY be unable or unwilling to accept the CMAR guaranteed maximum price (GMP) 

and instead decide to procure and deliver the Project using a traditional “design-bid-build” 

delivery method, subsequent modifications to the front-end documents, technical specifications, 

and associated design drawings specifically applicable to the CMAR delivery method. 

b. Additional services for bidding, including preparation of Bid Document sets, participation on a 

pre-bid conference, responding to Bidder questions, preparing applicable addenda, attendance at 

the Bid opening, assistance in evaluation of Bids, and participation in a pre-construction 

conference with the selected General Contractor. 

5. Standard of Care: ENGINEER will be responsible to the level of competency and standard of care 

presently maintained by other practicing Professional Engineers performing the same or similar type 
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work at the time Notice to Proceed is issued. ENGINEER and CITY mutually agree that standard of 

care, as applied to design professional, shall be defined as the ordinary and reasonable care required 

and established by expert testimony of what a reasonable and prudent professional would have done 

under the same or similar circumstances. 

6. Commissioning consultation or other related services on portions of the ARWRF outside of the 

facilities updated under the Facility Improvements Project and Electrical Improvements will be 

handled under Miscellaneous Services, if desired and approved by the CITY. 

7. System SCADA Integration will be performed by the ENGINEER. As such, coordination with the 

selected CMAR and E,I&C Subcontractor during the Design Phase and construction will be 

completed by ENGINEER accordingly. 

8. Final electrical system studies, including short circuit, protective device coordination, and arc flash 

hazard analysis shall be provided by the CMAR (or others) during construction, based on the actual 

equipment being provided. 

9. Evaluation of new or significantly revised process technologies, facilities, and related appurtenances 

as a result of changes to the Scope of Services (Exhibit B) which may be required due to project 

budget limitations will be handled under Miscellaneous Services, upon approval by the CITY.  

10. Specially customized and detailed SCADA/HMI training manuals are NOT included in this Scope of 

Services. 

11. ENGINEER shall verify the  control system equipment installation, networking, and communications 

status during ENGINEER and CMAR startup and integration as part of this Scope of Services 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 

The Scope of Services for the remaining overall ARWRF Improvements Project is based on the following 

major Work Breakdown Structure (WBS) elements: 

 Task 100 – Project Management and Administration 

 Task 200 – Facility Evaluation and Design Concept Development Services (not used) 

 Task 300 – Detailed Design and Construction Documents (not used) 

 Task 400 – Construction Administration and Inspection Services 

 Task 500 – Start-Up and Warranty Period Services 

 Task 600 – SCADA and PLC Configuration Services 

 Task 700 – Miscellaneous Services 

Specific efforts to be completed for the tasks (and sub-tasks) and the associated deliverables are defined 

further herein. 

TASK 100 – PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 

ENGINEER will perform general project management activities throughout the Construction Phase, as 

delineated in the following tasks and sub-tasks. 



5/3/2017 

pw:\\Carollo/Documents\Client/AZ/Glendale/9489A10/Project Management/Contracts/2017 CAI PSA\20170503_ARWRF Improvements CAI Scope-markup.docx  B-3 

Task 101 – Monthly Project Control and Reporting 

The ENGINEER will prepare and coordinate the necessary subconsultant agreements required for the 

project, and will coordinate and manage the subconsultants throughout the course of the project 

accordingly. 

The ENGINEER will develop a quarterly cash flow schedule that will provide information regarding 

future funds needed to complete the project. 

ENGINEER will prepare and provide monthly invoices and progress reports throughout the duration of 

the project as appropriate. Invoices will include: 

 Total contract amount 

 Total expenditures to date 

 Less previous billings 

 Total expenditures this period 

 Amount remaining 

 Total amount due 

Task 102 – Quarterly Project Management Meetings 

The ENGINEER will hold quarterly management meetings with the CITY. The total number of 

anticipated management meetings is eight. Management meetings are intended to provide the CITY with 

an executive summary of the following items: 

 Construction progress 

 Construction Administration and Inspection progress 

 Construction cash flow 

 Construction Administration and Inspection cash flow 

 Key contractual issues 

 Key technical issues Executive action items 

 Other items as deemed necessary by the CITY 

TASK 200 – FACILITY EVALUATION AND DESIGN CONCEPT DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

Not Used. 

TASK 300 – DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS 

Not Used. 

TASK 400 – CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION AND INSPECTION SERVICES 

The following section of the Scope of Services describes the engineering services associated with the 

CA&I effort for the Project. 

Task 401 – Construction Administration Services 

The Construction Administration Phase services as defined herein are based on the following 

assumptions: 

1. The anticipated construction period will be a total of 26 months for the ARWRF Facility 

Improvements project, from CMAR Notice to Proceed to Final Completion. 
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2. The ENGINEER will furnish a Resident Project Representative (RPR) for the construction activities 

with resource utilization anticipated at 22 months full-time and 4 months half-time. 

3. ENGINEER will provide additional support (office engineering presence) at all weekly progress 

meetings, and as further described in Task 401.1 – Representation on Behalf of the City. 

4. Commissioning consultation or other related services on portions of the ARWRF outside of the 

facilities updated under the Facility Improvements Project are excluded. 

Task 401.1 – Representation on Behalf of the City  

The ENGINEER will consult with and advise CITY and act as its representative during construction. The 

extent and limitations of the duties, responsibilities and authority of ENGINEER as assigned herein shall 

not be modified, except as ENGINEER may otherwise agree in writing. All CITY instructions to 

Contractor(s) will be issued through ENGINEER who will have authority to act on behalf of CITY to the 

extent provided in this scope of services except as otherwise provided in writing. The ENGINEER must 

consult with the CITY on any issues resulting in changes to the scope of work, additional costs or changes 

to the project schedule, and must get the CITY’S approval before issuing instructions to the Contractor(s).   

ENGINEER will not be responsible for the means, methods, techniques, sequences, or procedures of 

construction selected by Contractor(s) (unless otherwise specified in the construction contract documents) 

or the safety precautions and programs associated with the work of Contractor(s). The ENGINEER shall 

immediately notify the City of any construction activities that are not safe. 

ENGINEER will make site(s) visits appropriate for the size of Project and type of construction at periods 

appropriate to the various stages of construction to inspect, as an experienced and qualified professional, 

the progress and quality of the executed work of Contractor(s) and to determine if such work is 

proceeding in accordance with the Contract Documents. 

ENGINEER's efforts shall be directed toward providing a greater degree of confidence for CITY that the 

completed work of Contractor(s) will conform to the Contract Documents, but ENGINEER will not be 

responsible for the failure of Contractor(s) to perform the work in accordance with the Contract 

Documents. 

On the basis of on-site examination of materials, equipment, and workmanship, ENGINEER will keep 

CITY informed of the progress of the work, will endeavor to guard CITY against defects and deficiencies 

in such work and will disapprove or reject work failing to conform to the Contract Documents. This task 

shall include the following items: 

1. Conduct Preconstruction Conference: The ENGINEER will attend a preconstruction conference. At 

the conference, the ENGINEER will identify field services to be provided by the ENGINEER and 

discuss appropriate coordination procedures. 

2. Provide Construction Administration, Quality Assurance, and Coordination:  the ENGINEER will 

provide construction administration and quality control services during the course of construction to 

assure that the overall technical correctness of the construction phase services and that specified 

procedures are being followed and that schedules are being met. The ENGINEER will provide 

coordination functions during the construction phase as follows: 

a. Hold coordination meetings with the CITY representative and other City staff as appropriate 

b. Coordinate with regulatory and approving agencies and utilities as required 

c. Coordinate the work of specialty subconsultants assigned to the Project 

d. Verify Contractor’s Material Safety Data Sheets (MSDS) are on file at the job site 

3. Provide Project Documents: The ENGINEER will maintain and provide the following detailed 

project records and documentation during the construction phase:  The Project records shall include 

correspondence, schedules, submittals, test data, project data, payments, change orders, meeting 
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minutes, clarifications, mark-ups of drawings and specifications, control system documentation, 

status reports and other such documentation. Project records shall be delivered to the CITY’s 

representative upon completion of the construction contract. 

Task 401.2 – Responses to RFIs 

ENGINEER will render interpretation and responses necessary for the proper execution and progress of 

the Work at the ARWRF site on written request of either the CITY or the CMAR, and submit written 

responses to the CITY’s representative accordingly. Responses will be provided within five working days 

upon receipt by the ENGINEER, or as agreed to by the CITY. ENGINEER will render all interpretations 

or decisions in good faith and in accordance with the requirements and intent of the Contract Documents.  

Task 401.3 – Design Clarifications  

ENGINEER will render Design Clarifications necessary for the proper execution or progress of the Work 

at the ARWRF site on written request of either the CITY or CMAR, and submit written responses to the 

CITY’s representative accordingly. Responses will be provided within 15 working days upon receipt by 

the ENGINEER, or as agreed to by the CITY. ENGINEER will render all interpretations or decisions in 

good faith and in accordance with the requirements and intent of the Contract Documents.  

Task 401.4 – Change Order Reviews 

ENGINEER will review change order requests from the CMAR and provide opinion on the 

appropriateness of the change order request, in accordance with the Contract Documents. ENGINEER 

will provide written summary of opinion of change order request and submit to CITYS’ representative 

accordingly. 

Task 401.5 – Submittal Reviews 

ENGINEER will review and process the ARWRF Facility Improvements related equipment and material 

submittals (i.e. samples, schedules, shop drawings, test results, product data, and other data) that the 

CMAR is required to submit for conformance with the Contract Documents.  

MOPO Plan Submittals:  ENGINEER will review CMAR’s various Maintenance of Plant Operations 

(MOPO) plan submittals and provide written comments to CITY relative to any identified design-related 

impacts or conflicts. ENGINEER will also participate in the development of MOPOs, including 

attendance at MOPO meetings. 

CMAR Start-up and Testing Plan Submittals:  ENGINEER will review CMAR’s Start-Up and Testing 

Plan submittals for compliance with the Contract Documents, and provide written comments to CITY 

relative to any identified design-related impacts or conflicts. A meeting will be held (in lieu of one 

Monthly Progress Meeting) to review and discuss the Start-Up and Testing Plan submittals.  

Vendor O&M Manual Submittals: During the course of the Work, ENGINEER will verify that the 

various certificates, Operations and Maintenance (O&M) manual updates, and other data required for 

assembly and furnished by CMAR are applicable to the items actually installed. ENGINEER will set up 

an index system, utilizing standard size, and type binders with a manual numbering system that 

corresponds to the established index system. ENGINEER will check each manual submitted for 

completeness, for conformance to the design concept of the project, and for conformance with the 

Contract Documents. 

The CMAR’s submittals will be stamped appropriately to indicate results of the ENGINEER’s review. 

Such review will determine the suitability of the CMAR’s proposed details for implementing the design, 

technical submittals conform to the design information given in the Contract Documents, and are 

consistent with the design intent represented in the specifications and drawings. Such review and approval 
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will not extend to means, methods, sequences, techniques, or procedures of construction selected by 

CMAR, or to associated safety precautions and programs, unless specifically required in the Contract 

Documents by the ENGINEER. The ENGINEER will also receive, review, and provide written comments 

to the CITY's (for general content as required by specifications) maintenance and operating schedules and 

instructions, guarantees, and certificates of inspection that are to be assembled by CMAR in accordance 

with the Contract Documents. 

The submittal review process will be managed to provide timely review and response to the CMAR’s 

submittals. ENGINEER will complete the review of submittals within 30 working days from 

ENGINEER’s receipt of submittal, unless otherwise mutually agreed to by the CITY, CMAR and 

ENGINEER. 

Task 401.6 – ARWRF Improvements O&M Manual Update 

ENGINEER will prepare a supplement to the existing ARWRF Operation and Maintenance (O&M) 

manual outlining the intent of design for the ARWRF Facility Improvements components and integrating 

the manufacturers’ requirements for equipment operation into the overall plant operations scheme. The 

ARWRF Facility Improvements O&M manual supplement will be written for use by CITY of Glendale 

personnel, structured for ease in locating and providing quick access to information. Three copies of the 

draft manual (outline form only) will be submitted to the CITY for review when the construction work is 

approximately 60 percent complete. Three copies of the 90 percent complete draft manual, in three-ring 

binder format, will be submitted to CITY for review when the construction work is approximately 90 

percent complete. A marked-up version of the 90 percent complete manual will be available during the 

Start-Up phase. Three copies of the final manual, in three-ring binder and searchable PDF formats, will be 

submitted within 30 working days following completion of commissioning and receipt of written 

comments from the CITY. The O&M manual supplement will consist of the following items as they 

apply only to the ARWRF Facility Improvements project components. : 

 Introduction and basis of the ARWRF Facility Improvements design, including physical 

characteristics and operating parameters. 

 A description of each of the chemical unit processes that are applicable to the ARWRF Facility 

Improvements project. 

 Standard operating procedures and process controls for each major sub-system that were part of the 

ARWRF Facility Improvements project, such as the Headworks, Filtration system, Secondary 

Clarifiers, Odor Control system, and influent splitter boxes. 

 Start-up and shutdown procedures, abnormal or emergency operating procedures, troubleshooting and 

process monitoring and sampling procedures that is applicable to the ARWRF Facility Improvements 

project. 

 Maintenance procedures, based on information presented in the manufacturer’s equipment manuals, 

including preventive maintenance schedules recommended by the manufacturers on components that 

are applicable to the ARWRF Facility Improvements project. 

 List of recommended spare parts. 

Task 402 – Construction Inspection Services 

The construction duration is anticipated to be a total of 26 months for the overall Project construction, 

from CMAR Notice-to-Proceed to project Final Completion.  

Task 402.1 – Resident Engineering / General Inspections 

ENGINEER will provide an on-site RPR for the purpose of conducting general inspections during the 

construction activities on the four principal project components at the ARWRF site. This on-site 

inspection is based on an equivalent total time of 1 half-time month (initially), 3 half-time months (at the 
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end of construction) and 22 full-time months for all other construction activity. The inspection schedule 

will initially be set for full-time, on-site inspection, on any day where work on the ARWRF Facility 

Improvements project is being conducted. In some instances, deviations in hours or number of Inspectors 

may be required to cover specific project needs or overtime work with the corresponding increase in 

manhours to be determined on a mutually agreeable basis by the CITY, CMAR, and ENGINEER. 

Additional inspection services may be required beyond that defined for the RPR (e.g. early-morning 

concrete pours, overnight MOPOs, etc.) and will be handled under Miscellaneous Services accordingly. 

RPR will provide General Inspection for the ARWRF site, with responsibilities to include, but not limited 

to the following: 

 Underground piping 

 Aboveground piping and piping inside structures 

 HVAC and plumbing 

 Equipment installation (verifying that the item to be installed is the same as the approved submittal) 

 Equipment start-up (verifying that manufacturer’s recommendations as to lubrication, seal water 

connection, assembly, and similar installation items are complete) 

 Coordinate with other disciplines to resolve conflicts 

 MOPO consultation as appropriate, including coordination with ARWRF start-up items 

 RFI responses, where appropriate 

 Punch lists for major areas 

Task 402.2 – Electrical Inspections 

ENGINEER will provide electrical inspection on the ARWRF site, with responsibilities to include, but 

not limited to the following: 

 Underground ductbanks 

 Interface with local electrical utility, including the review of design submittals provided by APS, as 

may be required to resolve design, construction, testing, or other issues between the local electrical 

utility and ENGINEER’s original design, as necessary 

 Verify material and equipment to be installed is per specifications and approved submittals 

 Equipment start-up (verify that major equipment items have proper electrical installation before it is  

energized 

 Coordinate with other disciplines to resolve conflicts 

 Punch lists for major areas 

 Coordinate and verify the data communication installation work is accomplished per design. 

 

Task 402.3 – Special Inspections 

ENGINEER will provide on-site Special Inspectors for purposes of conducting all necessary special 

inspections and will certify compliance with the CITY’s applicable codes and standards in accordance 

with the most current International Building Code (IBC), as adopted by the CITY. ENGINEER will sign 

and attach professional seal to the latest City of Glendale Certificate of Special Inspection form approving 

the Work, when the CMAR has completed the Work covered by the Special Inspection requirements. 

Special Inspectors will be capable of interpreting and making field adjustments as required that comply 

with the intent of the Contract Documents. Special inspections will include building safety-related 

architectural, mechanical, and plumbing inspections. 

Task 402.4 – Special (Structural) Inspections 
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ENGINEER will provide on-site Special (Structural) Inspection for building and process structure 

construction, including steel construction, concrete construction, and masonry construction in accordance 

with the most current IBC sections. Specific items will include, but not necessarily be limited to, cast-in-

place concrete, bolts installed in concrete, reinforcing steel and pre-stressing steel tendons, structural 

welding, high strength bolting, structural steel members, structural masonry, and drilled piers. Special 

(Structural) Inspection of shade type structures (if required) will be based on the ENGINEER-approved 

shop drawings submitted by manufacturer (which are based on performance-based technical 

specifications only). It is assumed that no shop inspection of fabricators (per IBC) will be required. 

Task 402.5 – Special (Geotechnical) Inspections 

ENGINEER will provide on-site Special (Geotechnical) Inspection of existing site soil conditions, fill 

placement and load-bearing requirements greater than 12-inches deep, in accordance with the most 

current version of the IBC codes, including inspection of structural engineered fill and subgrade 

preparation; under-slab aggregate base course field density testing; foundation excavation observation for 

structures; soil excavation separation and stockpile management; inspection of structural and utility trench 

backfill; and laboratory testing with sampling per Contract Documents (including moisture density 

relations ASTM D698-A, sieve analysis, plasticity index and swell). Before placement of the prepared 

fill, the Special (Geotechnical) Inspection will determine that the site has been prepared in accordance 

with the approved soils report. During placement and compaction of the fill material, the Special 

(Geotechnical) Inspection will determine that the material being used and the maximum lift thickness 

comply with the approved soils report. The Special (Geotechnical) Inspection will determine that the in-

place dry density of the compacted fill complies with the approved soils report. 

Task 403 – Substantial and Final Completion Inspections 

Following written notice from the CMAR, The ENGINEER will conduct an inspection to determine if the 

project or the work associated with interim milestones is substantially complete in accordance with the 

Contract Documents. If the ENGINEER considers the work substantially complete, the ENGINEER will 

deliver to the CITY and the CMAR the Certificate of Substantial Completion and the punch list, the date 

for completion of the punch list, and recommend the division of responsibilities between the CITY and 

the CMAR. If the work is not substantially complete, the process shall be repeated until the work is 

substantially complete. 

The ENGINEER will, upon completion of the punch list items as notified by the CMAR, make final 

inspection to determine if the finished work has been completed to the standard required by the Contract 

Documents, determine whether required inspections and approvals for permit compliance have been 

satisfactorily completed, and CMAR has fulfilled the obligations so that ENGINEER may recommend, in 

writing, final payment to CMAR and may give written notice to CITY and the CMAR that the work is 

acceptable, subject to any conditions therein expressed and in consultation with the CITY whether the 

work is finally complete.  At or before the final inspection, the ENGINEER will request the CMAR 

prepare and furnish; 

1. Certification that all obligations for payment for labor, materials, or equipment related to the work 

have been paid or otherwise satisfied. 

2. Certification that all insurance and bonds required of the CMAR beyond final payment is in effect 

and will not be canceled or allowed to expire without notice to the CITY. 

3. Written consent of surety for final payment. 

4. Record document information is complete and submitted. 

5. Keys, manuals, required spare parts, guaranties and warranties, and other documents necessary for 

close-out of the work. 
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6. Verification of permit closeout including the Certification of Occupancy. 

If the work is not finally complete, the process shall be repeated until the work is finally complete. 

Promptly after the work is determined to be finally complete and the ENGINEER determines that the 

CMAR has properly submitted the items required for final inspection, the ENGINEER will determine 

whether the CMAR is entitled to final payment and, if so, will so certify to the CITY. 

The ENGINEER’s certification that the CMAR is entitled to final payment constitutes the ENGINEER’s 

representation to the CITY that: 

1. The work complies with (a) the Contract Documents, (b) applicable building codes, rules or 

regulations of all governmental authorities having jurisdiction over the Project, and (c) applicable 

installation and workmanship standards 

2. CMAR has submitted proper Final Completion close-out documents 

3. CMAR is entitled to final payment 

The ENGINEER will provide to the CITY, at the time it submits a signed final payment request from the 

CMAR, all Final Completion closeout documents. 

ENGINEER will not be responsible for the acts or omissions of the CMAR, or subcontractor, or any of 

the CMAR(s)' or subcontractor(s)' agents or employees or any other persons (except ENGINEER's own 

employees and agents) at the site(s) or otherwise performing any of the CMAR(s)' work; however, 

nothing contained in Task 402, shall be construed to release ENGINEER from liability for failure to 

properly perform duties in accordance with this scope of services. 

Task 404 – Construction Record Drawings 

As-Built (Record) Drawings will be prepared by the ENGINEER, for new and rehabilitated facilities, to 

the level of competency and standard of care presently maintained by other practicing Professional 

Engineers performing the same or similar type work. ENGINEER will prepare all Construction Drawings 

of Record (conformed construction drawings using the Final Design Drawings and incorporating any 

construction changes by the CMAR) showing the changes made during the construction process. 

ENGINEER will submit three (3) copies of the project Drawings of Record (As-Built Drawings) on CDs 

in AutoCAD (or Microstation) and PDF format. The CDs in PDF format must include the seal and 

signature of the engineer of record.  The CMAR will submit construction as-built drawings to the 

ENGINEER for the development of the Construction Record Drawings. 

TASK 500 – STARTUP AND WARRANTY PHASE SERVICES 

Task 501.1 – ARWRF Facility Improvements Start-Up Services 

Start-Up services begin after completion of the construction phase. At the end of the successful Start-Up, 

the project will be considered “substantially complete” in accordance with Task 403. Start-Up of the 

facility improvements will be performed by the CMAR. The ENGINEER will be present during Start-Up 

and will be responsible for reporting operational issues, equipment performance issues, installation issues, 

discrepancies under warranties in the Contract Documents, and provide assistance for resolution of 

defects for correction under warranty.  

Task 501.2 – ARWRF Facility Improvements Start-Up Plan 

ENGINEER will review the ARWRF Improvements Start-Up Plan(s) and procedures prepared by the 

CMAR. The Start-Up Plan is anticipated to include identification of key milestone activities necessary for 

orderly Start-Up of the new ARWRF Facility Improvement project facilities. The milestone activities will 
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include coordination of chemical deliveries, completion of any construction activities required for 

substantial completion, and coordination of required CMAR maintenance activities, etc. 

Task 501.3 – Initial Operational Support Assistance 

After Start-Up services are complete, The ENGINEER will be present during the initial 30-day CITY 

operation of the newly constructed ARWRF facilities. The ENGINEER will be on-site for three days a 

week for four weeks assisting with possible operational issues, equipment performance issues, installation 

issues, discrepancies under warranties in the Contract Documents, and provide assistance for resolution of 

defects for correction under warranty. The Task 501.3 services will assist the CITY with the transition of 

the ARWRF from CMAR Start-Up to Owner Operation. 

Task 501.4 – Equipment Performance Testing 

ENGINEER will verify that equipment and systems performance, operational and acceptance field-testing 

and start-up are conducted as required by the Contract Documents and in the presence of the required 

personnel, and that CMAR maintains adequate records thereof. ENGINEER will observe, record, and 

report to the CITY representative whether or not the testing meets design intent relative to the test 

procedures and start-ups. 

Task 501.5 – Warranty Support Services 

The objective of the Warranty Support Services task is for the ENGINEER to provide “on-call” assistance 

to the CITY’s operational staff on an “as needed” basis for a period of 24 months. The ENGINEER will 

document the resolution to operational issues unique to the facility in a troubleshooting chapter in the 

Operations Manual. The ENGINEER will document the final operational procedures of each process 

associated mechanical equipment, and instrumentation and control system components. The ENGINEER 

will continue to document warranty issues, issue warranty requests to the CMAR, and follow up that 

warranty requests are satisfactorily resolved. 

TASK 600 – SCADA CONFIGURATION AND INTEGRATION 

Task 600 of the original PSA is amended to include the following additional scope to include SCADA 

Configuration and Integration associated with the Electrical Improvements. 

SCADA and PLC programming is included as part of this Scope of Services and performed by the 

ENGINEER in Task 600 – SCADA and PLC Configuration Services. The level of effort includes a 

maximum of:  

 Nine PLCs 

 Six HMI Screens 

 600 I/O Points 

 Zero OITs (OITs will be furnished and programmed by vendor/manufacturer). 

An Allowance under Task 700 Miscellaneous Services will be included for possible additional 

networking equipment upgrades or SCADA and PLC Configuration Services that are undefined at this 

time. 

The SCADA Configuration and Integration scope of work is based on the following: 

1. This task includes all programmable logic controller (PLC) and human machine interface (HMI) 

programming necessary for the areas of the plant upgraded as part of this project under Task 300. 

New Electrical Improvement scope includes: 

 Influent Pump Station VFD Replacement 

 Blower Building PLC Upgrades/Replacement 
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 RAS/WAS Building PLC Upgrades/Replacement 

 RAS/WAS Building VFD Replacement 

 Switchgear Automatic Transfer Operation and PLC Coordination 

 Electrical Rehabilitation and Vulnerability Improvements 

2. This task assumes that each of the areas identified currently have or will be upgraded to Modicon 

M580 PLCs. Additional areas not listed are included in Task 700 Allowance. 

3. This task does not include PLC and HMI programming for additional areas of the plant or those that 

are not upgraded as part of this Project. Additional PLC and configuration tasks are included under 

Task 700 if additional work is required as part of this Project. 

4. This task does not include configuration or programming for remote locations that can monitor or 

control the local plant. The CITY shall be responsible for configuration of monitoring and control at 

the Utility Control Center. 

5. This task includes updating the plant controls system trending, and ADEQ reporting, as required due 

to the improvements to the plant monitoring and reporting capabilities and requirements. 

6. All configuration services work will utilize the CITY’s latest version of software packages for GE 

Intelligent Platform’s HMI/SCADA - iFIX and Schneider Electric Modicon M580 Unity Pro.   

7. HMI and PLC programming will follow the "Control System Standards and Conventions Document," 

created for the City of Glendale Oasis Water Campus, and updated as part of the Arrowhead WRF 

UV Upgrade Project. The SCADA standards document will be reviewed and updated to incorporate 

additional project specific requirements as required. 

Task 601.1 – SCADA Kick-Off Meeting 

A Kick-Off meeting will be held with the CITY, ENGINEER, and CMAR to provide a clear statement of 

Task 600 goals and critical success factors. Consultant will conduct the meeting and provide meeting 

minutes. The following topics will be covered at the Task 600.1 Kick-Off meeting: 

 Review Scope of Services 

 Review and Finalize List of Owner-procured Equipment 

 Review and Finalize List of Manufacturer and Model of  Contractor Allowance Equipment 

 Schedule and Deliverables 

 Project Team Roles and Responsibilities 

 Communication and Contact Information 

 Review Periods 

 Existing Documentation and Software Availability 

 Change of Scope Procedures 

 Review of Existing Configuration Standards 

 Standards and Conventions 

 Trends and Historical Data 

 Alarm Prioritizing and Area Assignments 

 Equipment Vendor Coordination 

 Integration with Existing Control System 

 Review of ADEQ reporting requirements 

DELIVERABLES:  Submittal of the meeting minutes for the SCADA Kick-Off Meeting. 

Task 601.2 – Develop Initial SCADA Programming 
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Initial programming will be developed based on the Control System Standards and Conventions 

Document, the equipment control descriptions, and the I/O list in the Contract Documents. After initial 

programming is developed, the ENGINEER will provide initial programming documents to the CITY for 

review. After CITY review, the ENGINEER will meet with the CITY to review the initial programming 

and obtain comments. Initial programming documents that will be reviewed by the CITY include the 

following: 

 PLC programming code for major equipment items. 

 Operator workstation overview graphic displays color printout. 

 Example control graphic displays color printout. 

 Example trending screen color printout. 

DELIVERABLES:  PLC Programming Code in PDF format, HMI Screen Shots as JPEG files. 

Task 601.3 – Develop PLC Programs 

After initial programming has been developed and reviewed by the CITY, the ENGINEER will develop 

the PLC tag listing and proceed with PLC program development. The PLCs shall be programmed to 

control the systems according to the control block descriptions listed in the Contract Documents within 

the assumptions noted previously. This task does not include development of temporary control strategies 

to allow full automatic control of the plant during all phases of construction. It is assumed that the CITY 

will control processes manually as required during construction. The ENGINEER will provide minor 

PLC modifications during start-up to assist the CITY in manual or semi-automatic control. If the CITY 

deems it necessary to implement temporary programs, that are not described in the control block 

descriptions to automate the process, the ENGINEER will provide these services as a supplemental 

service to the scope of work. 

DELIVERABLES:  Final PLC Programs in PDF format, PLC tag list in PDF format. 

Task 601.4 – Develop HMI Graphic Displays and Database 

Develop new operator control and monitoring displays for the HMI workstations. The HMI will be 

programmed to control the systems according to the control block descriptions listed in the Contract 

Documents. After the HMI graphic displays are developed, the ENGINEER will prepare documents for 

review by the CITY. After approximately a two-week review period, the ENGINEER will meet with the 

CITY to review the HMI graphics programming and obtain comments. After review of the HMI graphic 

displays with the CITY, the ENGINEER will incorporate the CITY’s comments and develop the final 

HMI displays and PLC programming. Existing controls for processes not described in the control block 

descriptions, or herein, will not be modified or upgraded. 

DELIVERABLES:  HMI graphic displays in JPEG format and meeting minutes from HMI review 

meeting. 

Task 601.5 – Configuration Quality Control 

The ENGINEER will complete a quality control review of all programming documentation, PLC 

programming, and HMI development. The quality control review will include verification of operation as 

described in the control block descriptions and compliance with the Plant Control System Standards and 

Conventions. 

Task 601.6 – Instrumentation & Control Coordination 
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I&C coordination activities will be performed to ensure the ENGINEER and equipment vendors are ready 

for start-up and commissioning. Tasks generally include 

 Witness and verify control loop checks, verify instrument calibrations, instruments startup and assist 

the SCADA system programmer with startup of SCADA system equipment. 

 Verify with the CMAR that equipment installation and manufacturer start-up services have been 

provided prior to testing and startup from the SCADA system. 

 Attend up to 10 CMAR construction meetings and coordinate programming startup activities with the 

CMAR’s schedule. 

ENGINEER will verify control system equipment installation, networking, and communications status. 

The ENGINEER will prepare a statement of deficiency for the CMAR for any control system installation 

problems or communication errors. If the CMAR’s work has significant deficiencies, the ENGINEER can 

provide services to re-verify control system installation as a supplemental service. 

DELIVERABLES:  Statement of Deficiency List. 

Task 601.7 – Install and Commission PLC Programming 

After the CMAR has completed loop checks and verified that all equipment operates in the local manual 

mode, the ENGINEER will install the PLC programming and commission the PLC program. PLC 

programming will be tested in manual and auto mode. If signals from field equipment or other PLCs are 

not available, the signals will be simulated as required to verify proper operation of the PLC algorithm. 

PLC code for new equipment will be as specified in the control descriptions. PLC code for existing 

equipment will match existing PLC code or will be revised as necessary to accommodate PLC upgrades. 

The CMAR will complete loop checks and verify that all new and existing equipment operates in the 

local manual mode prior to the ENGINEER installing and commissioning any PLC program. If 

deficiencies in the CMAR’s work are found during the PLC I/O verification or PLC program 

commissioning, the ENGINEER will provide a statement of deficiency to the CMAR.  

The start-up of the PLC programs is dependent on the CMAR’s completion of work and schedule. The 

Install and Commission PLC Programming task includes up to three 5-day site visits. The ENGINEER 

will notify the CITY of significant changes in the CMAR’s schedule or completion of work that will 

impact PLC programming startup costs. 

Task 601.8 – Install and Commission HMI Programming 

After the PLC I/O and programming have been verified and commissioned, the ENGINEER will 

commission all new HMI graphic displays for control of the system. If deficiencies in the CMAR’s work 

are found during the HMI commissioning, the ENGINEER will provide a statement of deficiency to the 

CMAR for resolution including, but not limited to items regarding the control system installation and 

communication. The ENGINEER will notify the CITY of significant changes in the CMAR’s schedule or 

completion of work that will impact costs for the Commission HMI Programming task. 

 

Task 601.9 – Install and Commission History System 

The CITY uses multiple SQL databases to store historical data from the Water and Wastewater processes. 

ENGINEER will coordinate with the CITY’s personnel on the transfer of data to CITY’s historical 

servers. The CITY will provide all configuration for the existing historical SQL servers. 

Task 601.10 –  Final Documentation 
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After the system is operational and accepted by the CITY, the ENGINEER will deliver final 

documentation. Electronic copies will be provided on CD media and hard copies will be provided in 

three-ring binders. The documentation to be provided to the CITY is as follows: 

1. PLC Programs 

2. HMI Software 

3. OIT Programs 

4. Graphic Displays 

DELIVERABLES:  Final programming documentation. 

Task 601.11 – Configuration Punch List 

The CITY will monitor the control system during the Site Acceptance Test and will keep a log of any 

problems that occur during the test. The ENGINEER will meet with the CITY to review the log. Entries 

in the log will be categorized as items to be added or modified by the ENGINEER, items to be corrected 

by the CMAR or supplemental programming items not included in the scope of services. This task 

includes up to a five-day site visit to meet with the CITY and resolve the ENGINEER’s configuration 

punch list items included in the scope of work. CITY acceptance of the completed punch list, for items 

included in the configuration scope of work, will indicate final acceptance of the Plant control system 

programming. 

DELIVERABLES:  SCADA Configuration Punch List. 

Task 601.12 – SCADA System Training 

The ENGINEER will provide eight hours (two-four hour sessions) of training for the CITY’s operation 

staff and four hours (one session) of training for the CITY’s SCADA maintenance staff. The training 

class will be conducted on the installed control system and will familiarize and demonstrate the operation 

and maintenance of new systems monitoring and control to the CITY’s personnel. This task includes a 

training outline agenda and hands-on interaction with CITY staff. Customized, detailed training manuals 

are not included in this task, but may be provided as a supplemental service. 

 

TASK 700 – MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 

The following section of the Scope of Services describes the services and costs associated with the 

Miscellaneous Services for the ARWRF Improvements project.  

Task 701 – Reimbursables Allowance 

Other Direct Cost (ODC) charges for additional printing, scanning, reproduction, postal services, courier, 

and local travel will be required as part of the ARWRF Improvements CA&I effort. A "not-to-exceed" 

allowance amount is established for reimbursable Other Direct Costs. The ENGINEER will bill 

Reimbursable expenses to the CITY on a monthly basis, as they are realized. 

 

Task 702 – SCADA Programming and Configuration Services Allowance 

SCADA and PLC Configuration services were developed under Task 600 – SCADA and PLC 

Configuration. If additional SCADA Programming and Configuration services are required, the level of 

effort and compensation will be established as an addition to the project, defined, and compensated under 

Task 702 as agreed by the CITY and ENGINEER. A "not-to-exceed" allowance amount is established in 

Exhibit D for additional SCADA Programming and Configuration services that were not apparent at the 
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time this Scope of Services was developed. The ENGINEER will not begin work in Task 702 without 

CITY approval. 

Task 703 – Owner’s Contingency 

A "not-to-exceed" allowance is established in Exhibit D for unforeseen project and/or construction related 

issues that were not apparent at the time this Scope of Services for the project was developed. The 

ENGINEER will not begin work in Task 703 without CITY approval. 
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EXHIBIT C 

Professional Services Agreement 

 

ARROWHEAD RANCH WATER RECLAMATION FACILITY (ARWRF) IMPROVEMENTS 

CONSTRUCTION-PHASE AND POST-CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 

Project No. 121337 

 

SCHEDULE 

 

 

Professional services defined in Exhibit B shall be provided in accordance with the schedule listed below.  

Tasks will run concurrently, as completion times are all shown in months after Notice-to-Proceed. 

 

 

Tasks 

Completion 

(in months after 

Notice-to-Proceed) 

100.  Project Management and Administration 26 

200.  Not Used - 

300.  Not Used - 

400.  Construction Administration and Inspection 26 

500.  Start-up and Warranty Support Services 26 

600.  SCADA Configuration and Integration 26 

700.  Miscellaneous Services (Allowances) 26 
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EXHIBIT D 

Professional Services Agreement 

 

ARROWHEAD RANCH WATER RECLAMATION FACILITY (ARWRF) IMPROVEMENTS 

CONSTRUCTION-PHASE AND POST-CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 

Project No. 121337 

 

COMPENSATION 

 

METHOD AND AMOUNT OF COMPENSATION 

 

Compensation shall be hourly rates plus allowable reimbursable expenses as set forth in Section 4 of the 

Agreement. 

 

NOT-TO-EXCEED AMOUNT 

 

The total amount of compensation paid to the CONSULTANT, for full completion of all Work during the 

entire term of the Project must not exceed $3,309,500. 

 

DETAILED PROJECT COMPENSATION 

 

Arrowhead Ranch Water Reclamation Facility (ARWRF) Improvements 

Construction-Phase and Post-Construction Services 

Fee Schedule 

TASK AMOU NT 

100.  Project Management and Administration $      81,560 

200.  Not Used 

300.  Not Used 

-- 

-- 

400.  Construction Administration and Inspection $ 2,192,960 

500.  Start-up and Warranty Support Services $    184,400 

600.  SCADA Configuration and Integration $    265,580 

Subtotal Tasks 100 through 600 $ 2,724,500 

  

700.  Miscellaneous Services (Allowances)  

701.  Reimbursables Allowance $      40,000 

702.  SCADA Programming and Configuration Services Allowance $      45,000 

703.  Owner’s Contingency Allowance (per PSA Paragraph 4.3) $    450,000 

Subtotal Task 700 (Allowances) $    535,000 

  

TOTAL PROJECT COST: $ 3,259,500 
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AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH PRIMATECH LLC, FOR THE
CITYWIDE WATER SYSTEM ANALYSIS
Staff Contact:  Craig Johnson, P.E., 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 Primatech, LLC, in an amount not to exceed $284,251.82 for water system analysis services
to improve water distribution system operations.

Background

The City’s water distribution system is a vast network of water mains, service lines, valves and fire hydrants
which foster the conveyance of potable water for domestic and fire protection purposes. There are over
1,000 miles of water lines, including 24,000 valves, 62,000 service lines, 8,400 fire hydrants and 10 automatic
pressure regulating valves.

Moving water through the City’s distribution system is a key component in ensuring uninterrupted water
service and reliability. Additionally, maintaining optimal pressure under all flow conditions is essential to
providing water for domestic and fire protection purposes. Moreover, maintaining optimal water pressure
reduces the amount of energy used to pump water throughout the distribution system and increases the life
of the water system.

The purpose of this project is to conduct hydraulic modeling to determine pressure settings required for
pressure control valve operations; provide design standards for City’s pressure control valves; and update
City’s water system pressure maps.

Analysis

The City has experienced maintenance challenges with the existing pressure control systems. This study will
provide the City with the necessary design criteria to replace the existing pressure control systems to ensure
reliable water supply and pressure to our citizens.

Primatech, LLC was selected from the pre-qualified Engineering Consultants On-Call List to provide design and
related engineering services.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Benefits from the project will enhance the integrity of the water distribution infrastructure, optimize water
distribution system operations, minimize pipeline breakage; service interruptions, improve fire protection
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powered by Legistar™

http://www.legistar.com/


File #: 17-228, Version: 1

distribution system operations, minimize pipeline breakage; service interruptions, improve fire protection
throughout the City, and provide updated pressure information for new development within the City.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funding is available in the adopted Water Services FY2016-17 and the proposed FY2017-18 capital budgets.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$284,251.82 2400-61054-551200, Distrib Sys Imprv - citywide

Capital Expense? Yes

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-230, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONSTRUCTION MANAGER AT RISK AGREEMENT WITH MGC
CONTRACTORS, INC., FOR CONSTRUCTION PHASE SERVICES FOR IMPROVEMENTS AT THE ARROWHEAD
RANCH WATER RECLAMATION FACILITY
Staff Contact:  Craig Johnson, P.E., Director, Water Services

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a Construction Manager at Risk
(CMAR) Agreement with MGC Contractors, Inc., (MGC) in an amount not to exceed $24,702,575 for
construction phase services of the Arrowhead Ranch Water Reclamation Facility (ARWRF) improvements...y

Background

The ARWRF commenced operations in the mid 1980’s. This facility has a capacity of processing 4.5 Million
Gallons per Day (MGD) of raw sewage. Currently it treats approximately 3.0 MGD and it is not anticipated to
need an expansion to support future flows.

Resilience and reliability of all process equipment are essential for maintaining the rated treatment capacity
and assuring compliance with all regulatory limits. Since this facility is an end of line plant, meaning it cannot
be bypassed and flows cannot be turned off, plant reliability is critical to ensure service availability 365 days a
year. Facility process equipment needs periodic assessments and improvements to maintain effective and
reliable operation. The plant was evaluated and systems were identified that have reached the end of their
useful life and need to be replaced. A recent project replaced the aging and inefficient Ultra Violet (UV)
Disinfection System, resulting in optimized operations. This project intends to continue necessary
improvements.

Analysis

MGC Contractors has provided pre-construction services during the design phase with Carollo Engineers. The
design phase of this project has been completed, and the project is ready to be constructed. The primary
construction services provided by this contract include the replacement of headworks equipment, the odor
control system, final effluent filters, electrical gear and other equipment that has reached the end of its useful
life and requires replacement.

The construction phase services are expected to begin in July 2017.

Previous Related Council Action

On December 8, 2015, Council approved a Construction Manager at Risk agreement with MGC to provide
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design phase services.

On January 28, 2014, Council approved a Professional Services Agreement with Carollo Engineers, to provide
design and construction administration services for improvements at ARWRF.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Maintaining a safe, reliable, and resilient facility ensures compliance with water resources goals and
regulatory limits, and enhances public safety and preserves quality of life for Glendale residents.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funding is available in the adopted FY2016-17 and the proposed FY2017-18 Water Services capital budgets.
Future years’ budget funding is contingent upon Council approval.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$24,702,575 2360-60007-550800, Arrowhead Ranch WRF Improvements

Capital Expense? Yes

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-233, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES WITH BRODART, INC., FOR
LIBRARY PRINT BOOKS AND MATERIALS
Staff Contact:  Elaine Adamczyk, Interim Director, Community Services

Purpose and Recommended Action.

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a two-year agreement with
Brodart, Inc., in an amount of approximately $630,886 per year for library print materials. This request also
authorizes the City Manager to renew the agreement for an additional three years, in one-year renewal
increments, in an amount not to exceed $3,154,430 for the term of the contract.

Background

Each fiscal year, the Glendale Public Library spends approximately $630,886 for the purchase of new books
and reading (print) materials. The Glendale Public Library has an annual circulation of 1.5 million with
135,000 registered borrowers and digital needs from 10,000 Internet and 4,000 E-Source users. In FY15-16,
approximately 48,000 volumes were ordered. The Glendale Public Library purchases materials based on the
needs and requests of patrons and vendors must be able to effectively and efficiently accommodate these
diverse interests.

Analysis

The Community Services Department has been working with the Materials Management Division, since
October 2016, to coordinate a Request for Proposals (RFP) process. During this process, it was determined
that because of a possible increase in product pricing and the time involved to establish cataloging
specifications and profiles, it would be prudent to request proposals with multi-year renewal options.
Changing print vendors can take months to establish a new customer profile and system. The RFP 17-06 was
issued in November 2016, and a total of five bid responses were received. The bids were reviewed by a five-
member committee based on the following criteria:

Compliance with specifications;

Capability of the vendor’s experience, programs and references;

Capability of the vendor to provide ordering, cataloging and other services;

Inventory and availability; and costs, fees and discounts.

Brodart, Inc., was determined to be the highest-rated and responsible bidder whose bid met the

requirements and evaluation criteria set forth in the RFP.
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Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The award of this contract will position the Glendale Public Library to meet the needs of the community and
to ensure a continuation of the best prices in order to maximize the Library’s book budget. Library patrons
will have access to best-selling fiction and non-fiction titles covering all subjects and genres, large print
materials, adult and youth foreign language materials, youth picture and board books, beginning readers and
chapter books, books with media, graphic novels for adults, youth and teens, pop-up and novelty books,
movie and TV tie-in titles, and adult and youth reference materials. Brodart, Inc. also provides a single point
of contact/warehouse and online ordering and collection development tools to ensure that Library patrons
have access to materials quickly and tailored to their interests.

Budget and Financial Impacts

FY 16-17 funds in the amount of $630,886 are budgeted in the Library Operating Budget account 1000-15220-
527400 and the Library Development Impact Fees Budget account 74751-527400. The same amount of
funding has been requested in the FY 17-18 proposed base budget. Future budget amounts are contingent on
budget approval by the Council.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$320,886 1000-15220-527400, Books

$310,000 1000-74751-527400, DIF Library Books

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No
If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-248, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH ROX MEDIA, LLC, DOING BUSINESS AS RAXX
DIRECT MARKETING, LLC, FOR THE DESIGN AND PRINTING SERVICES OF THE “GLENDALE @ PLAY”
MAGAZINE
Staff Contact:  Erik Strunk, Director, Public Facilities, Recreation and Special Events

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter in to a one-year agreement with Rox
Media, LLC, dba Raxx Direct Marketing, LLC, for the design, printing and distribution of the “Glendale @ Play”
magazine in an amount not to exceed $40,000 annually, with the administrative option to annually renew it
up to four additional years.

Background

The “Glendale @ Play” is quarterly magazine published by the Public Facilities, Recreation and Special Events
department that provides information about recreational and cultural programs, special events, and classes
offered to the general public. Specific examples would include registration information for the summer
aquatics programs, room and facility rentals, volunteer program opportunities, library programs and services,
youth programs and sports leagues, tours of the Historic Sahuaro Ranch, city-wide special events, facility
operating hours and locations and special interest class announcements.

Currently, a total of 15,000 magazines are printed each quarter, with approximately 10,000 direct-mailed to
residents or customers upon request. The remaining copies are distributed in public facilities located
throughout the City (i.e. - libraries, community centers, city hall, etc.) for public viewing. The magazine has
become a “flagship” tool for the department and other city and community oriented programs to showcase
programs and services that accommodate over one million persons each year who visit various city facilities,
venues or participate in community functions in Glendale. As part of a recent effort to assess the
department’s marketing efforts, streamline its information distribution process, create better efficiencies and
to pursue new methods to print and distribute additional issues at no additional cost to the City, a Request for
Proposals (RFP) was issued to secure a vendor that could design, edit, print and distribute the “Glendale @
Play” magazine.

Analysis

The RFP was issued in December of 2016 and a total of three responses were received. All proposals were
reviewed by an internal committee and based on the highest score, Raxx Direct Marketing, LLC, was selected.
Raxx Direct Marketing, LLC, has been in business since 2011, and combines four affiliated subsidiaries under
its umbrella, including a custom publication group, a local consumer magazine group, a design group and a
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destination marketing group.

If approved by City Council, Raxx Direct Marketing, LLC, will design, edit, lay out, solicit advertising and
manage the printing and mailing for the “Glendale @ Play” magazine. It will also deliver and distribute the
magazines to various city locations throughout the city (as indicated above). As circulation and distribution
increase, advertising sales are also expected to increase, the city will receive a “credit” and intends to use it to
expand the distribution of the magazine at no additional cost to taxpayers. Among the specific benefits will
include:

· The creation of an online template to allow for the direct entry and submission of program and service
information for design and inclusion in the magazine. This will eliminate staff time needed to collect
and consolidate this information and streamline the collection of information.

· All layout and editing services currently done “in house” will be eliminated, along with the part-time,
contractual position. This will save approximately 8-10 staff hours per week and $6,400 per year and
become the responsibility of the vendor.

· To help offset production costs, the vendor will sell advertising. Along with the content, all such
advertising will be reviewed and approved in advance, by the City. As the vendor sells advertising, the
net revenue will be shared with City. In years one and two of the agreement, the City will receive 25%
of the net proceeds from all advertising sales; in years three - five, it will receive 50%. It is the intent of
the department to use these revenues (in the form of a credit) to further expand the distribution of
the magazine.

With the new publication process, the frequency of publication will occur once every four months, instead of
once every three months, for a total of three times per year (Fall, Spring and Summer). This change will in no
way diminish the quality, content or ability to access important information about department programs and
services, nor will it limit or reduce distribution rates. In fact, it will result in better program and service
planning, continue to provide valuable information to residents for the same time periods, and will eventually
increase the distribution rate. The “Glendale @ Play” magazine will also continue to be placed on the City’s
website and social media, as appropriate.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

If approved, Raxx Direct Marketing, LLC, will position the department to better meet the needs of our diverse
community by promoting various programs, wellness, self-help, events, facilities, and sporting activities, on a
larger scale. The selection of this vendor will also improve efficiency for staff by combining the design and
printing to one contractor, rather than the current two. Finally, the use of advertising from the magazine will
offset cost, allowing for more distribution at less cost to taxpayers.

This item was reviewed and approved in concept, by the Glendale Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission
at its June 12, 2017 regular meeting.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The funding for this agreement is available in the FY 17-18 General Fund budget 1000-14610-529600, and will
City of Glendale Printed on 6/5/2017Page 2 of 3

powered by Legistar™

http://www.legistar.com/


File #: 17-248, Version: 1

The funding for this agreement is available in the FY 17-18 General Fund budget 1000-14610-529600, and will
not exceed $40,000 per year.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$40,000 1000-14610-529600, Parks & Recreation Admin
Promotion and Publicity

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No
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SUMMER 2017
JUNE-JULY-AUGUSTGLENDALE

@PLAY

YOU’LL FLIP OVER THIS ISSUE!
FIND OUR SUMMER SPLASHBOOK FOR 

AQUATICS PROGRAMS – GO TO THE 
BACK COVER AND FLIP OVER.

MAKE SURE YOUR SUMMER IS SENSATIONAL
HAVE FUN, PLAY SAFE! 

PAGE 20

FIND YOUR SUMMER ADVENTURE
BE A TOURIST IN YOUR OWN BACKYARD!

PAGE 21

We’re going to 
a G LE N DA LE 

R E C R E AT I O N 
C E N T E R  this summer 

for non-stop fun!
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WEST VALLEY GIVES RALLY & 
TREASURE WALK
June 24 | 10 a.m. 
University of Phoenix Stadium 
visitglendale.com  

JULY
PARKS AND 
RECREATION 
MONTH 
This July, discover 
the power of play 
and adventure. 
During National 

Park and Recreation Month, Glendale is 
challenging everyone to get their play 
on with the Parks & Recreation Division.
glendaleaz.com/parksandrecreation

JUNE
GLENDALE SUMMER BAND 
CONCERT SERIES 
June 1, 8, 15, 22 & 29 | 8 p.m.
E. Lowell Rogers Amphitheatre, Murphy Park
glendaleaz.com/events

SURVIVING THE SUMMER
June 2 | 6:30 - 8:30 p.m.
Westgate Entertainment District
www.glendaleaz.com/events 

PHIL LIEBERMAN DAY 
June 3 | 9 a.m.
Rose Lane Aquatics Center 
glendaleaz.com/parksandrecreation  
SUMMER SCAVENGER STROLL 
June 10 | 4 p.m.
Historic Downtown Glendale 
visitglendale.com 

SUMMER BAND CONCERTS 
July 6, 13 & 20 | 8 p.m. 
E. Lowell Rogers Amphitheatre, Murphy Park
glendaleaz.com/events 

CHRISTMAS IN JULY 
July 8 | 10 a.m. - 4 p.m. 
Historic Downtown Glendale
visitglendale.com  

SEPTEMBER
TEDDY BEAR DAY
Sept. 9 | 10 a.m. - 4 p.m.
Historic Downtown Glendale
visitglendale.com

*Event dates and times are subject to change.
Check online for most current information.

AT T E N T I O N  M U S I C  LOV E R S ! 
The Glendale Summer Band offers 

eight weeks of free concerts in 
downtown Glendale this June-July.
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A NOTE FROM OUR DIRECTOR
Make a "Play" Date with Glendale -  
Celebrate Park and Recreation Month 
Get ready to get your play on this July with City of Glendale and the 
National Recreation and Park Association (NRPA). Since 1985, America 
has celebrated July as the nation’s official Park and Recreation Month, 
which specifically highlights the vital and powerful role local parks and 
recreation, play in conservation, health and wellness, and social equity 
efforts in communities all across the country. 
This year, it’s all about discovering the power of play with your local 
parks and recreation facilities. From learning a new sport like basketball 
(see page 18) or archery (see page 28) to meeting your friends for 
a picnic in the park or a swim at one of our aquatics centers, your 
Glendale parks and recreation facilities are the places where everyone 
can play, regardless of age or ability. We are encouraging everyone to 
get out there to experience the power of play for themselves. 
To celebrate Park and Recreation month in Glendale, attend one of 
our events throughout the month, and make sure to enter to win some 
prizes along the way. Stay tuned for more information at glendaleaz.
com/parksandrecreation. 
Erik Strunk, Director 
Glendale Public Facilities, Recreation & Special Events
This is our second issue with our new design. Here is the key for our new 
class/activity listings:

Contact Us
City of Glendale Public Facilities, Recreation 
& Special Events Department

Erik Strunk, Director

5970 W. Brown St. 
Glendale, AZ 85302

623-930-2820

glendaleaz.com/parksandrecreation

glendaleaz.com/events

glendaleciviccenter.com 

visitglendale.com

Connect to our various social media outlets 
through the above websites.

Residency
To verify your residency in Glendale you 
must provide a recent city of Glendale water 
bill. While your address may list your city as 
Glendale, the Post Office assigns addresses 
based on zip codes, not city boundaries. If 
you receive city of Glendale water service, 
you reside in Glendale. 

Advertising
For advertising information, call 623-930-
3527. Advertising contained herein does 
not constitute an endorsement by the city 
of Glendale or its staff. Information in this 
publication is subject to change without 
notice.

CAPRA 
Glendale Parks and Recreation 
is Nationally Accredited. The 
Glendale Parks and Recreation 
Department became one of 
only 139 agencies in the world 

to have received national accreditation 
from the Commission for Accreditation of 
Park and Recreation Agencies (CAPRA). 
CAPRA provides quality assurance and 
quality improvement of accredited park 
and recreation agencies throughout the 
United States. CAPRA is the only national 
accreditation of park and recreation 
agencies, and is a valuable measure of 
an agency’s overall quality of operation, 
management, and service to the 
community.

Disclaimer Notice
Participants should be aware that there is 
some risk involved in these activities and all 
participants do so at their own risk. Medical 
insurance is not provided by the city of 
Glendale. Participants should also be aware 
that photographs taken at city facilities, 
during classes and activities may be used to 
promote future city programs and events. 

ADA 
Interpreter assistance or 
reasonable accommodations for 
people with disabilities may be 
made available with a minimum 
72-hour notice. For more 

information, call 623-930-2820. Hearing 
impaired persons may use the Arizona Relay 
Service 1-800-367-8939.

Class Name
1  2  3  4  5  6  Class Code  Time 

 $ Res. /$ NoN Res.  # of Classes & Days

(Age) Class Description  
Instructor: Name  
Location: Facility - Room (or Room #)

*Charts are used for multiple class offerings.

DATE
MONTH



GLENDALE PUBLIC LIBRARIES

Summer Reading 2017
Don’t miss out! Our two summer 
reading programs for all ages run from 
June 1 – Aug. 1.

*Express Yourself - Stop by
any Glendale Public Library 
branch and ask for a reading 
record to track your reading, 

then bring it back to the library to 
collect fun prizes. Be sure to pick up a 
program calendar, too -- arts and crafts, 
live music, book discussions, and more 
await you at the library! 

Maricopa County Reads 
- “Build a Better World” by 
reading 20 minutes a day 
this summer! Register at 
maricopacountyreads.org 

and log your reading time online to 
earn a free meal at Chipotle. Reach 
1,000 points to earn a free book! 

*This project is supported by the
Arizona State Library, Archives & Public 
Records, a division of the Secretary 
of State, with federal funds from 
the Institute of Museum and Library 
Services.

Don’t Go Back to School
(without the Library)

Ace a test. Learn a foreign language. 
Write an A+ paper. It’s easy when your 
library card comes with FREE live 
tutoring, classes, testing services, 
homework help, and so much more. 
Just visit our website at glendaleaz.
com/library, click on “Online Research,” 
and log in to take advantage of an 
assortment of over three dozen 
databases, including these:

Brainfuse – Don't 
pay a fortune 

for tutoring! Get live, online, one-on-
one tutoring for all ages from highly 
qualified experts in both English and 
Spanish. Get help with topics like math, 
writing, science and social studies 
for elementary through college-level 
classes. Need help studying for a test? 
Brainfuse has you covered for the 
GED, SAT, ACT and U.S. Citizenship 
exams. Brainfuse even features an 
Adult Learning Center with great 
career resources, including live online 
help with writing a résumé and using 
Microsoft Excel, PowerPoint and Word. 

Testing & 
Education 

Reference Center – Whether you’re 
taking the GRE, SAT, ACT, CLEP, LSAT, 
TOEFL, ASVAB, or a career-specific 
exam, the more than 300 practice 
tests and courses found here will have 
you covered. Prepare for high school, 
college, careers, and graduate school 
with features like a scholarship search 
and a résumé builder.

Don’t have a library card? If you live in 
Maricopa County, it’s completely FREE 
with a photo ID and proof of address. 
Stop by one of our three locations 
today for your ticket to books, movies, 
music, internet access, and even 
museum and theater passes!

More than books,
more than ever!

A Library Card
Your ticket to free books, movies, 
eBooks, the Internet and so much 
more!

Meeting Room Rentals
Glendale Public Library meeting rooms 
are available for rental. For information, 
visit glendaleaz.com/Library/Rental_
Opportunities.cfm.

Find Us Online
Sign up for our email newsletter at 
glendaleaz.com/library and follow us 
on Twitter, Facebook, and Instagram.

Main Library
5959 W. Brown St. | 623-930-3530

Mon. & Wed.: 1 - 8 p.m. 
Tues. & Thur.: 10 a.m. - 8 p.m. 
Friday: Closed 
Saturday: 12 - 5 p.m. 
Sunday: 1 - 5 p.m.

Foothills Library
19055 N. 57th Ave. | 623-930-3830

Mon.: 1 - 8 p.m. 
Tues. & Wed.: 10 a.m. - 8 p.m. 
Thur. & Sun.: Closed 
Fri.: 1 - 5 p.m. 
Sat.: 12 - 5 p.m.

Velma Teague Library
7010 N. 58th Ave. | 623-930-3430

Mon. & Thur.: 1 - 8 p.m. 
Tues., Wed.: 10 a.m. - 6 p.m. 
Fri. & Sun.: Closed 
Sat.: 12 - 5 p.m.

Glendale Public Libraries offer a wide variety of FREE programming for ALL ages, from babies and children to teens and adults.
Storytimes | Hands-On Art Programs | Games | Job Searching Assistance | Musical Performances | Lectures

eBook Instruction | Book Discussions | Author Appearances | Volunteer Opportunities
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Kids and adults 
can earn prizes for 

reading this summer.
S I G N  U P  TO DAY !
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Every parent has heard this complaint 
at some point during the long, hot 
summer months: “I’m bored!” This 
summer, get ahead of the game and 
plan activities for your child, and some 
activities the whole family can do to 
break up the monotony of staying 
inside the air-conditioned house! 
Glendale has you covered, with this list 
of activities that could be a start for 
your summer itinerary:

City of Glendale 
Programs/Events

City of Glendale Summer Day Camps 
– Rock-climbing, swimming, STEM
activities and much more! Two options/
locations are available. See page 9 and 
11 for more information. 

Glendale Library Summer 
Reading Program

Ignite your child’s imagination with 
reading – adventures await in the pages 
of so many books. Glendale’s program 
(along with Maricopa County) offers 
incentives and prizes along the way 
for reading a certain amount of books 
during the summer months. See page 4 
for the scoop.

Surviving the Summer
 FREE   

 6:30 - 8:30 p.m.

Get ready for the sizzling summer 
with this family-friendly event. You’ll 
find safety information and resources, 
businesses offering summer activities, 
entertainment and much more. Plus, 
kids will enjoy the fountain park water 
fun, and other activities abound at 
Westgate.  
Location: Westgate Entertainment 
District

SUMMER BOREDOM BUSTERS

Glendale Summer 
Band  
Concert Series

 FREE  8 p.m., Thursdays

This concert series is an ensemble of 
100+ musicians that perform marches, 
show tunes and much more. Now in 
its 51st year, it is the longest-running 
community band in Arizona. Mark your 
calendar, bring your blankets, lawn 
chairs and have a wonderful music-
filled evening! 
Location: E. Lowell Rogers 
Amphitheatre

Glendale’s Christmas in July
 FREE     10 a.m. - 4 p.m. 

Just what your family needs to put a 
little joy into the dog days of summer! 
This annual event is in partnership 
with area businesses, offering a day of 
holiday fun, deals, meals and more. You 
can even find a snowfield that will cool 
off the little ones. 
Location: Historic Downtown Glendale

Glendale & West Valley 
Activities/Attractions

The West Valley region offers a 
multitude of family fun, from the arcade 
to the lake. Here are some options you 
might want to check out: 

Urban Fishing at Bonsall Park
At Bonsall Park Lake, you can take 
a pole and bait and catch some 
fish - fun for the whole family! Free, 
with a license. glendaleaz.com/
ParksandRecreation/BonsallPark.cfm

Challenger Space Center
Space out with camps and activities 
that are out of this world! azchallenger.
org/camps.html 

Cerreta Candy Company
Make the summer sweeter with a 
visit to our hometown candy factory. 
This summer you’ll find summer 
special deals, free factory tours, and 
special hands-on activities and treats 
for Mother’s Day, Father’s Day and 
Christmas in July event. cerreta.com or 
623-930-9000  

Wildlife World Zoo
Your child will find a wild experience 
like no other at the Wildlife World Zoo 
camps. They’ll be talking about it all 
summer long, especially getting up 
close and personal with a variety of 
animals including penguins and snakes! 
wildlifeworld.com/safari-camp-2017

Lake Pleasant
Just a short ride north, you’ll find an 
oasis in the desert. Your whole family 
will get ‘on board’ for the outdoor fun. 
From paddle boarding and nature hikes 
to boating and fishing, the possibilities 
are endless. maricopacountyparks.net/
park-locator/lake-pleasant-regional-
park and pleasantharbor.com

You can also find more information on 
what to see, do and eat in Glendale and 
the West Valley. Check out our website 
at visitglendale.com or call our Visitor 
Center at 623-930-4500.

2
JUN

2
JUN

11
JUL

30-4
MAY-AUG.

201
JUN-JUL

Keep kids busy and active with some of these activities. Find more 
things to do this summer online at V I S I TG LE N DA LE .C O M 
and G LE N DA LE A Z .C O M / PA R KS A N D R E C R E AT I O N . 
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GLENDALE ADULT CENTER

Whether you’re looking for a 
challenging activity, such as a fitness 
program, or just a friendly place to 
spend time, the Glendale Adult Center 
is the place for you! We offer aerobics, 
dance, cards and games, Wii bowling, 
bingo, a lunch program and more! 
The center is open to both Glendale 
residents and non-residents ages 
18+. To ensure that participants enjoy 
quality facilities and programming, a 
center membership fee is collected. 
The $40 ($60 non-Glendale resident) 
annual fee covers fitness, billiards, and 
helps off-set operations, staffing and 
programming expenses. To join us, just 
stop at the front desk to learn more 
membership benefits or get a tour of 
the facility.

The Glendale Adult Center is the 
perfect place to hold your special 
celebration. For room rental details, call 
623-930-4328.

Additional Operating Hours: 
Did you know the facility is now open 
later Monday through Thursday? Visit 
until 7 p.m. those days and use the 
following: 
• fitness center
• billiards
• library
• computer lab

Fitness Activities at the Glendale 
Adult Center!

Fitness Center 
Mon.-Thur.: 8 a.m. - 7 p.m. 
Fri.: 8 a.m. - 5 p.m.

Orientation provided upon request

Exercise Programs
Cardio Moves

 8:10 a.m.

Come join this fun, high energy, fat 
burning class with easy to follow 
routines. This cardio class is great way 
to start your day and it won’t even feel 
like a workout.

Cardio Moves
 3:10 p.m.

Total Body
 9:15 a.m.

Low impact aerobics/medium intensity 
followed by toning exercises using 
bands, balls, and hand weights. During 
the mat exercises, you may request 
alternative chair exercises that are just 
as effective.

Silver Sneakers Classic
 10:30 a.m. & 1 p.m.

Have fun and move 
to music through a 
variety of exercises 
designed to 

increase muscular strength, range of 
movement and activity for daily living 
skills. Handheld weights, elastic tubing 
with handles and a ball are offered for 
resistance. A chair is used for seated 
and/or standing support.

Zumba Gold
 2 p.m.

This class is for active older adults who 
are looking for a modified Zumba class 
that recreates the original moves you 
love at a lower intensity. Come ready to 
sweat and prepare to leave empowered 
and feeling strong!  
Instructor: Cyndi Picker

Exercise Programs
T’ai Chi - Essentials

 1 p.m.

Discover 5 easy to learn exercises taken 
directly from the Tai Chi form. Exercises 
are designed to help improve balance, 
relaxation, flexibility, strength, & body 
awareness. Adapted for people of all 
ages, especially those who do not want 
to learn the entire Tai Chi form, but still 
want the benefits.  
Instructor: Charlie Gill

Zumba Toning
 2:15 p.m.

This Zumba class will put extra 
emphasis on toning and sculpting to 
define muscles. Adding resistance 
using Zumba Toning Sticks (or light 
weights) helps you focus on specific 
muscle groups, so you (and your 
muscles) stay engaged! This class will 
enhance your sense of rhythm and 
coordination, while toning target zones, 
including arms, core and lower body. 
Instructor: Cyndi Picker

Isshin-Ryu Karate
 12 p.m.

Join the Karate for Lunch Bunch! 
Isshin-Ryu is a style of Okinawan 
karate founded and named by Tatsuo 
Shimabuku. Isshin-Ryu karate is largely 
a synthesis of Shorin-ryu karate, Goju-
ryu karate, and kobudo. The name 
means, literally, “one heart way” (as 
in “wholehearted” or “complete”). 
NO BODILY CONTACT OR SPARRING. 
Volunteer Instructor: John Legendre, 
working under the direction of Sensei 
Gary Spender.

5970 W. Brown St. | 623-930-4321
New Hours! Mon. - Thur.: 8 a.m. - 7 p.m., Fri.: 8 a.m. - 5 .pm., closed Sat. and Sun. Center hours and fees subject to change.

Ages 18+

MWF TU/TH

TU/TH

TU/TH

MWF

MWF

MWF

MW

Get moving at the 
G LE N DA LE  A D U LT  C E N T E R . 

Exercise classes are available 
Monday through Friday.



City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-266, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO RATIFY THE EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR ADVERTISING AND MEDIA SERVICES IN
FISCAL YEAR 2016-17
Staff Contact: Erik Strunk, Director, Public Facilities, Recreation and Special Events

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to ratify the expenditure of funds in the amount of $87,262.57 for advertising
placements using Madden Media to promote tourism in the City of Glendale in fiscal year (FY) 2016-17.

Background

To more effectively market and promote the City of Glendale as a major destination for tourism, conventions,
and visitors, the department is responsible for a variety of marketing and advertising initiatives on an
international, national and regional scale. These initiatives are primarily utilized by the City to promote
patronage at Glendale’s hotels, major sports facilities and venues, city retail destinations including locations
such as Arrowhead Towne Center, Westgate Entertainment District, the Tanger Outlet stores, the Westgate
Entertainment District, Historic Downtown Glendale, and community amenities such as Historic Sahuaro
Ranch, Manistee Ranch, and the Thunderbird Conservation Park. Examples of these promotional and
marketing initiatives would include ad placements in a wide variety of travel publications including the
Arizona Highways Magazine, Arizona State Visitor Guide, Valley Guide, Tucson Guide, Sports Destination
Management, Arizona Business Magazine, El Imparcial (Sonora, Mexico) and the Travel Professional
magazine. In addition, Madden Media provided targeted digital advertising that included search engine
marketing, prospecting and retargeting placements.

On April 13, 2017, the City Council approved a one-year contract to hire On Advertising, Inc., to consolidate
and coordinate marketing and advertising efforts previously administered by city staff. In preparing this item,
it was noted that previous advertising and media purchases from Madden Media in FY 16-17 in the amount of
$87,262.57 were budgeted, however, exceeded the City’s procurement threshold for the purchase of services
without a formal contract.  It is necessary to request City Council ratification of these expenses.

Analysis

The increased exposure Glendale has received from the additional FY 16-17 advertising placements has
continued to brand and market Glendale as a premier leisure and business travel destination. For example, a
Google Marketing Campaign resulted in 454,582 impressions and 23,757 unique visitors to the
VisitGlendale.com website from July 2016 to April 2017. Additionally, other digital advertising campaigns
have generated 2,843,214 impressions from July 2016-April 2017. It is important to note that the average
industry click-thru rates for digital campaigns is less than 2 percent. Over the past eleven months, the
partnership with Madden Media has garnered nearly a 12 percent click-thru rate for the Visit Glendale
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partnership with Madden Media has garnered nearly a 12 percent click-thru rate for the Visit Glendale
campaign.

The placements of Glendale advertising and marketing materials by Madden Media over the past year have
resulted in a tremendous number of impressions and viewership via the Arizona Official Visitors Guide which
has a distribution of 450,000; the Phoenix Official Visitors Guide, which reaches more than 2 million unique
visitors annually; the Valley Guide which has a quarterly distribution of 60,000; the Tucson Guide which
reaches 350,000 readers and the Phoenix Destination Planner which has a combined print and digital
circulation of 10,000. In total, advertising purchased through Madden Media doubled the number of existing
digital marketing ads, search engine marketing and site retargeting and prospecting.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Tourism is the largest export-industry in Arizona. According to the Arizona Office of Tourism, 42.1 million
people visited Arizona in 2015 and collectively spent $21 billion. Through the CVB’s efforts, Glendale’s
hoteliers generated approximately $47.26 million in gross hotel sales in calendar year 2016, which in turn
generated additional revenue to the city in the form of the bed tax of approximately $1,004,903. Of this
amount, approximately $690,479 is used to operate the Glendale Convention and Visitors Bureau, of which
$205,000 is budgeted for national and international advertising, promotion and media exposure.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The funding for these expenses is budgeted in the FY 16-17 Bed Tax and Tourism Professional Contractual
budget 1000-14130-518200 and the Arizona Office of Tourism Revenue account (Proposition 302) 1840-32108
-418600.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$87,262.57 $81,038.79 - 1840-32108-518200, Proposition 302
Professional Contractual; $6,223.78 - 1000-14130-
518200 City Bed Tax Professional Contractual

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-254, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH GREATER PHOENIX ECONOMIC COUNCIL
Staff Contact:  Brian Friedman, Director, Economic Development

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into an agreement with the Greater
Phoenix Economic Council (GPEC) for FY 2017-18 in the amount of $104,527 for participation in, and support
of, GPEC’s regional economic development program to attract quality businesses for our community.

Background

The City of Glendale has had an agreement continuously with GPEC since 1989 reflecting the spirit of regional
cooperation and enhancing the city’s ability to draw upon the greater region for support of Glendale’s
economic development initiatives. GPEC promotes the region to a broad variety of national and international
companies, and generates editorial reports and advertisements in markets the city could not otherwise
secure. GPEC represents Maricopa County and 23 member cities to promote economic development and
create jobs for the greater region. In addition, GPEC represents issues on behalf of its members at the Arizona
State Legislature and supports multiple member committees with various objectives that serve to make the
region more attractive to companies interested in expansion or relocation. Over the past decade, GPEC has
expanded their scope of services to include emphasis on international markets, direct outreach to companies
in competitor markets, and competitive policy analysis. GPEC also features individual pages on its website for
every member community including Glendale, allowing the city to provide tailored information on its page.
This page provides an introduction and first impression for many in the site selection community

Through this agreement, GPEC will continue to market Glendale and generate qualified business and industry
prospects within targeted economic industries including advanced business services, aerospace and defense,
emerging technologies, healthcare and biomedical, manufacturing and logistics, mission critical operations,
and software among other industries. In many cases, the prospects elect to work directly with a regional
economic council to consider all available options in the region; and due to the highly competitive nature of
these industries, it allows the organizations to remain anonymous. On average, GPEC posts approximately 60
leads per year that are shared exclusively with all member cities for consideration.

Analysis

GPEC calculates the cost of the agreement on a per capita basis for each community. For FY 2016-17, the per
capita rate was $0.4397; the FY2016-17 annual contract cost was $103,227 based on a population estimate of
234,766. GPEC has held the per capita rate steady at $0.4397 for FY2017-18. Glendale’s 2016 population
estimate is 237,723, making the cost for the FY 2017-18 agreement $104,527. The cost for continuing this
agreement was included in the development of the FY 2017-18 operational budget.
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To date this fiscal year GPEC generated a total of 51 leads, and Glendale met the criteria and responded to 32
of those by providing demographic information, letters of interest, or participating in site visits. Through the
partnership between City of Glendale and GPEC, H&M Metal Processing selected Glendale as the location of
its new facility this fiscal year. Additionally, a previous GPEC locate, Alaska USA Federal Credit Union has made
a substantial investment in Glendale by purchasing the long vacant 185,000-square foot Talavi Tech building
for $17 million and a 5,100-square foot stand-alone bank branch for $1.8 million. As part of this project Alaska
USA Federal Credit Union will be creating hundreds of new jobs in Glendale. We currently have other GPEC
prospects in progress and appreciate our long-standing partnership.

Since FY 2007-08, Glendale has successfully located eight major projects that began as GPEC prospects and
continue to operate in Glendale, contributing an estimated 385,400 square feet of development, 945 jobs in
addition to the several hundred anticipated from Alaska USA Federal Credit Union’s expansion, and $32.85
million capital investment as shown in the table below. In addition, based on economic impact studies
conducted on each of these projects it is estimated that the GPEC locates generate on average $1,431,993 in
new annual revenue for the city’s General Fund. These projects that Glendale and GPEC collaborated on
provide an approximate 13.7:1 return on investment.

Year Company Sq. Ft. Jobs Capital Investment

2008 In-House Assist (Pathways) 13,000 60 $ 1,000,000

2010 Linimar (SkyJax) 76,000 75 $ 3,500,000
2011 Alaska Federal Credit Union 26,500 80 $ 5,000,000
2013 Zytech 19,000 300 $    500,000
2013 Terminix 32,800 300 $ 1,500,000
2016 Davis Research 8,000 80 $    750,000
2017 H&M Metal Processing 20,000 50 $ 2,500,000
2017 Alaska Federal Credit Union 190,100 TBD* $18,100,000

385,400 945+ $32,850,000
*Numbers are in the process of being finalized

GPEC and the Office of Economic Development are also in the process of developing a strategy, leveraging
GPEC’s extensive strategic planning abilities, to attract new office development to the city to address the
increasing need for larger Class A office space citywide, especially along the Loop 101 area.

Previous Related Council Action

Council has consistently appropriated funds for membership in GPEC since 1989.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The historical return on investment that Glendale has received as a result of this agreement has created a
positive direct impact on the city’s General Fund revenue. In addition, participation as a GPEC member
organization provides greater economic growth within the city by generating prospective leads for new
businesses, and ultimately creates more employment opportunities for our citizens thereby enhancing the
quality of life for Glendale residents.
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Budget and Financial Impacts

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$104,527 1000-16025-529000, Memberships & Subscriptions

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
THE GREATER PHOENIX ECONOMIC COUNCIL 

AND THE CITY OF GLENDALE 
City Contract No. ____________ 

 
The City Council of the CITY OF GLENDALE, a municipal corporation (the “City”), has approved 

participation in and support of the regional economic development program of the GREATER PHOENIX 
ECONOMIC COUNCIL (“GPEC”), an Arizona non-profit corporation. The purpose of this agreement 
(“Agreement”) is to set forth the regional economic development program that GPEC agrees to undertake, the support 
that the City agrees to provide, the respective roles of GPEC and the City and the payments of the City to GPEC for 
the fiscal year July 1, 2017 - June 30, 2018 (“FY2018”). 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises contained herein, the CITY and GPEC agree 

as follows: 
 
I. RESPONSIBILITIES OF GPEC 
 

A. MISSION:   Attract and grow quality businesses and advocate for Greater Phoenix’s competitiveness.  
 

B. GOALS: GPEC is guided by and strategically focused on two specific long-range goals: 
 

1. Marketing the region to generate qualified business/industry prospects in targeted economic 
clusters. 

 
2. Leveraging public and private allies and resources to locate qualified prospects, improve 

overall competitiveness, and sustain organizational vitality. 
 

C. RETENTION AND EXPANSION POLICY:  
 
1. GPEC’s primary role is developing the Greater Phoenix region’s market intelligence 

strategy for high wage, base industry clusters in coordination with representatives of GPEC 
member communities. 

 
2. Retention and expansion of existing businesses within GPEC member communities is 

primarily a local issue.   
 

3. GPEC will support its member communities’ efforts to retain and expand existing 
businesses through coordinating regional support and providing research on key retention 
and expansion projects. 

 
4. GPEC will advise its member communities when an existing company contacts GPEC 

regarding a retention or expansion issue, subject to any legal or contractual non-disclosure 
obligations. 

 
D. ACTION PLAN AND BUDGET:  In accordance with the Mission, Goals and Retention Policy set forth 

above and subject to the availability of adequate funding, GPEC shall implement the Action Plan 
and Budget adopted by GPEC's Board of Directors, a copy of which has been delivered to the City, 
receipt of which is hereby acknowledged.  A copy of the Action Plan is attached hereto as Exhibit 
A (“GPEC Action Plan”).  The City shall be informed of any changes in the adopted Action Plan 
which will materially affect or alter the priorities established therein.  Such notification will be in 
writing and will be made prior to implementation of such changes.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, 
the City acknowledges and agrees that GPEC may, in its reasonable judgment in accordance with its 
own practices and procedures, substitute, change, reschedule, cancel or defer certain events or 
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activities described in the Action Plan as required by a result of changing market conditions, funding 
availability, unforeseen expenses or other circumstances beyond GPEC's reasonable control.  GPEC 
shall solicit the input of the City on the formulation of future marketing strategies and advertisements.   
The Action Plan will be revised to reflect any agreed upon changes to the Action Plan.   

 
E. PERFORMANCE TARGETS: 
 

1. Specific performance targets, established by GPEC’s Executive Committee and Board of 
Directors, are attached hereto as Exhibit B (“GPEC Performance Measures”) and shall be 
used to evaluate and report progress on GPEC’s implementation of the Action Plan.  In the 
event of changing market conditions, funding availability, unforeseen expenses or other 
circumstances beyond GPEC's reasonable control, these performance targets may be revised 
with the City’s prior written approval, or with the prior written approval of a majority of the 
designated members of GPEC’s Economic Development Directors Team (“EDDT”).  GPEC 
will provide monthly reports to the City discussing in detail its progress in implementing the 
Action Plan as well as reporting the numerical results for each performance measurement set 
forth in Exhibit B.  GPEC shall provide a copy of its annual external audit for the preceding 
fiscal year to the City no later than December 31, 2017.  

 
2. In the case of any benchmark which is not met, GPEC will meet with the EDDT to provide 

an explanation of the relevant factors and circumstances and discuss the approach to be taken 
in order to achieve the target(s).  Failure to meet a performance target will not, by itself, 
constitute an event of default hereunder unless GPEC (i) fails to inform the City of such 
event or (ii) fails to meet with EDDT to present a plan for improving its performance during 
the balance of the term of the Agreement will constitute an event of default for which the 
City may terminate this Agreement pursuant to paragraph IV.J. below. 

 
II. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CITY 

 
A. STAFF SUPPORT OF GPEC EFFORTS: The City shall provide staff support to GPEC's economic 

development efforts as follows: 
 
1. The City shall respond to leads or prospects referred by GPEC in a professional manner 

within the time frame specified by the lead or prospect if the City desires to compete and if 
the lead is appropriate for the City.  When available, the City agrees to provide its response 
in the format developed jointly by EDDT and GPEC; 

 
2. The City shall provide appropriate local hospitality, tours and briefings for prospects visiting 

sites in the City; 
 
3. The City shall provide an official economic development representative to represent the City 

on the EDDT, which advises GPEC’s President and CEO; 
 
4. The City shall cooperate in the implementation of GPEC/EDDT process improvement 

recommendations including the use of common presentation formats, exchange of 
information on prospects with GPEC's staff, the use of shared data systems, land and building 
data bases and private sector real estate industry interfaces; 

 
5. The City shall use its best efforts to respond to special requests by GPEC for particularized 

information about the City within three business days after the receipt of such request; 
 
6. In order to enable GPEC to be more sensitive to the City's requirements, the City shall, at its 

sole option, deliver to GPEC copies of any City approved economic development strategies, 
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work plan, programs and evaluation criteria.  GPEC shall not disclose the same to the other 
participants in GPEC or their representatives; 

 
7. The City shall utilize its best good faith efforts to cause an economic development 

professional representing the City to attend all marketing events and other functions to which 
the City has committed itself; and 

 
8. The City agrees to work with GPEC to improve the City’s competitiveness and market 

readiness to support the growth and expansion of the targeted industries as identified for the 
City in Exhibit C (“Targeted Industries”). 

 
B. RECOGNITION OF GPEC: The City agrees to recognize GPEC as the City's officially designated 

regional economic development organization for marketing the Greater Phoenix region. 
 

III. ADDITIONAL AGREEMENTS OF THE PARTIES 
 

A. PARTICIPATION IN MARKETING EVENTS AND PROVISION OF TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE: 
Representative(s) of the City shall be entitled to participate in GPEC's marketing events provided 
that such participation shall not be at GPEC's expense. When requested and appropriate, GPEC will 
use its best efforts to provide technical assistance and support to City economic development staff 
for business location prospects identified and qualified by the City and assist the City with 
presentations to the prospect in the City or their corporate location. 

 
B. COMPENSATION: 

 
1. The City agrees to pay $104,527.00 for services to be provided by GPEC pursuant to the 

Agreement during the fiscal year ending on June 30, 2018, as set forth in this Agreement.  
This amount is based on approximately $.4397 per capita, based upon the 2016 Office of 
Employment and Population Statistics, Arizona Department of Administration population 
estimates, which listed the City as having a population of 237,723.  The payment by the City 
may, upon the mutual and discretionary approval of the board of directors of GPEC and the 
City Council, be increased or decreased from time to time during the term hereof in 
accordance with the increases or decreases of general application in the per capita payments 
to GPEC by other municipalities which support GPEC. 

 
2. Funding of this Agreement shall be subject to the annual appropriations of funds for this 

activity by the City Council pursuant to the required budget process of the City. 
 
3. Nothing herein shall preclude the City from contracting separately with GPEC for services 

to be provided in addition to those to be provided hereunder, upon terms and conditions to 
be negotiated by the City and GPEC. 

 
4. GPEC shall submit invoices for payment on a quarterly basis. The foregoing 

notwithstanding, if GPEC has not provided the City with the audit required pursuant to 
paragraph I.E. above no later than December 31, 2017, no payments shall be made hereunder 
until the City receives the audit report.  Invoices and monthly activity reports, substantially 
in the form of Exhibit D (“Reporting Mechanism for Contract Fulfullment”) attached hereto, 
are to be submitted to the address listed under paragraph IV.P.  

 
 
 
 
C. COOPERATION:   
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1. The parties acknowledge that GPEC is a cooperative organization effort among GPEC and 
its member communities.  Accordingly, the City and GPEC covenant and agree to work 
together in a productive and harmonious manner, to cooperate in furthering GPEC’s goals 
for FY2018.  The City and GPEC further covenant and agree to comply with the Regional 
Cooperation Protocol, attached hereto as Exhibit F, in all material respects. 

 
2. The City agrees to work with GPEC, as necessary or appropriate, to revise the performance 

measures, and/or benchmarks, and/or goals for the FY2019 contract. 
 
3. The City agrees to work with GPEC during FY2018 to develop a revised public sector 

funding plan, including a regional allocation formula for FY2019, if determined to be 
necessary or appropriate.   

 
IV.  GENERAL PROVISIONS 
 

A. COVENANT AGAINST CONTINGENT FEES:  GPEC warrants that no person or selling agent has been 
employed or retained to solicit or secure this Agreement upon an agreement or understanding for a 
commission, percentage, brokerage, or contingent fee.  For a breach or violation of this warranty, the 
City shall have the right to terminate this Agreement without liability or, in its discretion, to deduct 
the commission, brokerage or contingent fee from its payment to GPEC. 

 
B. PAYMENT DEDUCTION OFFSET PROVISION: GPEC recognizes the provisions of the City Code of 

the City of Glendale which require and demand that no payment be made to any contractor as long 
as there is any outstanding obligation due to the City, and directs that any such obligation be offset 
against payment due to GPEC. 

 
C. ASSIGNMENT PROHIBITED: No party to this agreement may assign any right or obligation pursuant 

to this Agreement.  Any attempted or purported assignment of any right or obligation pursuant to 
this Agreement shall be void and no effect. 

 
D. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR; NO AGENCY: Nothing contained in this Agreement creates any 

partnership, joint venture or agency relationship between the City and GPEC.  At all times during 
the term of this Agreement, GPEC shall be an independent contractor and shall not be an employee 
of City.  City shall have the right to control GPEC only insofar as to the results of GPEC's services 
rendered pursuant to this Agreement.  GPEC shall have no authority, express or implied, to act on 
behalf of City in any capacity whatsoever as an agent.  GPEC shall have no authority, express or 
implied, pursuant to this Agreement to bind City to any obligation whatsoever. 

 
E. INDEMNIFICATION AND HOLD HARMLESS: 
 
 1. During the term of this Agreement, GPEC shall indemnify, defend, hold, protect and save 

harmless the City and any and all of its Council members, officers and employees from and 
against any and all actions, suits, proceedings, claims and demands, loss, liens, costs, 
expense and liability of any kind and nature whatsoever, for injury to or death of persons, or 
damage to property, including property owned by City, brought, made, filed against, 
imposed upon or sustained by the City, its officers, or employees in and arising from or 
attributable to or caused directly or indirectly by the negligence, wrongful acts, omissions or 
from operations conducted by GPEC, its directors, officers, agents or employees acting on 
behalf of GPEC. 
 

2. Any party entitled to indemnity shall notify GPEC in writing of the existence of any claim, 
demand or other matter to which GPEC's indemnification obligations would apply, and shall 
give to GPEC a reasonable opportunity to defend the same at its own expense and with 
counsel reasonably satisfactory to the indemnified party. 
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3. Nothing in this Subsection E shall be deemed to provide indemnification to any indemnified 

party with respect to any liabilities arising from the fraud, negligence, omissions or willful 
misconduct of such indemnified party.   

 
F. INSURANCE:  GPEC shall procure and maintain for the duration of this Agreement, at GPEC's own 

cost and expense, insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damages to property which may 
arise from or in connection with this Agreement by GPEC, its agents, representatives, employees or 
contractors, in accordance with the Insurance Requirements set forth in Exhibit E (“Insurance 
Requirements”), attached hereto.  The City acknowledges that it has received and reviewed evidence 
of GPEC’s insurance coverage in effect as of the execution of this Agreement. 

 
G. GRATUITIES.  The City may, by written notice to GPEC, terminate the right of GPEC to proceed 

under this Agreement upon one (1) calendar day notice, if it is found that gratuities in the form of 
entertainment, gifts, or otherwise were offered or given by GPEC, or any agent or representative of 
GPEC, to any officer or employee of the City with a view toward securing a contract or securing 
favorable treatment with respect to the awarding or amending, or the making of any determinations 
with respect to the performance of such contract; provided that the existence of the facts upon which 
the City makes such findings shall be an issue and may be reviewed in any competent court.  In the 
event of such termination, the City shall be entitled to pursue all legal and equitable remedies against 
GPEC available to the City. 

 
H. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY.  During the performance of this Agreement, GPEC agrees 

as follows: 
 
1. GPEC will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment because of 

race, color, religion, gender, sexual orientation, national origin, age or disability.  GPEC 
shall take affirmative action to ensure that applicants are employed, and that employees are 
treated during employment without regard to their race, color, religion, gender, sexual 
orientation, national origin, age or disability.  Such action shall include, but not be limited 
to, the following:  employment, upgrading, demotion or transfer, recruitment or recruitment 
advertising, layoff or termination, rates of pay or other forms of compensation, and selection 
for training, including apprenticeship.  GPEC agrees to post in conspicuous places, available 
to employees and applicants for employment, notices setting forth the provisions of this 
nondiscrimination clause. 

 
2. GPEC will, in all solicitations or advertisements for employees place by or on behalf of 

GPEC, state that all qualified applicants will receive consideration for employment without 
regard to race, color, religion, gender, sexual orientation, national origin, age or disability. 

 
3. GPEC will cause the foregoing provisions to be inserted in all subcontracts for any work 

covered by this Agreement, provided that the foregoing provisions shall not apply to 
agreements or subcontracts for standard commercial supplies or new materials.   

 
4. Upon request by the City, GPEC shall provide City with information and data concerning 

action taken and results obtained in regard to GPEC's Equal Employment Opportunity efforts 
performed during the term of this Agreement.  Such reports shall be accomplished upon 
forms furnished by the City or in such other format as the City shall prescribe. 

 
I. COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL AND STATE LAWS REQUIRED.  GPEC understands and 

acknowledges the applicability of the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986 and the Drug 
Free Workplace Act of 1989 and agrees to comply therewith in performing under any resultant 
agreement and to permit City inspection of its records to verify such compliance.  
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1. GPEC, and on behalf of any subcontractor GPEC has engaged to perform work for the City 
under this Agreement, warrants, to the extent applicable under A.R.S. § 41-4401, compliance 
with all applicable federal immigration laws and regulations that relate to its employees as 
well as compliance with A.R.S. § 23-214(A) which requires registration and participation 
with the E-Verify Program.   

  
2. GPEC understands and acknowledges that any breach of warranty under subsection I(1) 

above is considered a material breach of this Agreement and is subject to penalties up to and 
including termination of this Agreement. 

 
3. The City retains the legal right to inspect the papers of GPEC or any subcontractor who 

performs work for the City under this Agreement to ensure that GPEC or any such 
subcontractor is compliant with the warranty under subsection I(1) above.  

 
4. City may conduct random inspections, and upon request of the City, GPEC shall provide 

copies of papers and records demonstrating continued compliance with the warranty under 
subsection I(1) above.  GPEC agrees to keep papers and records available for inspection by 
the City during normal business hours and will cooperate with City in the City’s exercise of 
its statutory duties and not deny access to GPEC’s business premises or applicable papers or 
records for the purposes of enforcement of this subsection.  

 
5. GPEC agrees to incorporate into any subcontracts in performance of work under this 

Agreement the same obligations imposed upon itself and expressly accrue those obligations 
directly to the benefit of the City.  GPEC also agrees to require any such subcontractor to 
incorporate into each of its own subcontracts in performance of work under this Agreement 
the same obligations above and expressly accrue those obligations to the benefit of the City. 

 
6. GPEC’s warranty and obligations under this entire subsection I 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 is no longer a requirement. 

 
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. 

 
8. GPEC certifies, under A.R.S. §§ 35-391 et seq., and 35-393 et seq., that it does not have 

“scrutinized” business operations, as defined in the preceding statutory sections, in the 
countries of Sudan or Iran. 

 
J. TERMINATION.  City shall have the right to terminate this Agreement if GPEC shall fail to duly 

perform, observe or comply with any covenant, condition or agreement on its part under this 
Agreement and such failure continues for a period of 30 days (or such shorter period as may be 
expressly provided herein) after the date on which written notice requiring the failure to be remedied 
shall have been given to GPEC by the City; provided, however, that if such performance, observation 
or compliance requires work to be done, action to be taken or conditions to be remedied which, by 
their nature, cannot reasonably be accomplished within 30 days, no event of default shall be deemed 
to have occurred or to exist if, and so long as, GPEC shall commence such action within that period 
and diligently and continuously prosecute the same to completion within 90 days or such longer 
period as the City may approve in writing.  The foregoing notwithstanding, in the event of 
circumstances which render GPEC incapable of providing the services required to be performed 
hereunder, including, but not limited to, insolvency or an award of monetary damages against GPEC 
in excess of its available insurance coverage and assets, the City may immediately and without 
further notice terminate this Agreement. 
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K. RESPONSIBILITY FOR COMPLIANCE WITH LEGAL REQUIREMENTS. GPEC's performance 
hereunder shall be in material compliance with all applicable federal, state and local health, 
environmental, and safety laws, regulations, standards, and ordinances in effect during the 
performance of this Agreement. 

 
L. INSTITUTION OF LEGAL ACTIONS.  Any legal actions instituted pursuant to this Agreement must be 

filed in the county of Maricopa, State of Arizona, or in the Federal District Court in the District of 
Arizona.  In any legal action, the prevailing party in such action will be entitled to reimbursement by 
the other party for all costs and expenses of such action, including reasonable attorneys' fees as may 
be fixed by the Court. 

 
M. APPLICABLE LAW.  Any and all disputes arising under any Agreement to be awarded hereunder or 

out of the proposals herein called for, which cannot be administratively resolved, shall be tried 
according to the laws of the State of Arizona, and GPEC shall agree that the venue for any such 
action shall be in the State of Arizona.  

 
N. CONTINUATION DURING DISPUTES.  GPEC agrees that, notwithstanding the existence of any 

dispute between the parties, each party shall continue to perform the obligations required of it during 
the continuation of any such dispute, unless enjoined or prohibited by an Arizona court of competent 
jurisdiction. 

 
O. CITY REVIEW OF GPEC RECORDS.  GPEC must keep all Agreement records separate and make 

them available for audit by City personnel upon request. 
 
P. NOTICES. 
 
 1. Any notice, consent or other communication required or permitted under this Agreement 

shall be in writing and shall be deemed received at the time it is personally delivered, on the 
day it is sent by facsimile transmission, on the second day after its deposit with any 
commercial air courier or express service or, if mailed, three (3) days after the notice is 
deposited in the United States mail addressed as follows: 

 
If to City:  Brian Friedman 

Economic Development Director 
City of Glendale 
5850 West Glendale Avenue 
Glendale, Arizona  85301 
Phone: (623) 930-2984 

   
with a copy to:  Michael Bailey 

City Attorney 
     City of Glendale 
     5850 West Glendale Avenue 
     Glendale, Arizona  85301 

 
If to GPEC:  Chris Camacho 

President and Chief Executive Officer 
Greater Phoenix Economic Council 
Two North Central Avenue, Suite 2500 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-4469 
Phone: (602) 256-7700 
FAX: (602) 256-7744  
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2. Any time period stated in a notice shall be computed from the time the notice is deemed 
received.  Either party may change its mailing address or the person to receive notice by 
notifying the other party as provided in this subsection. 

 
Q. TRANSACTIONAL CONFLICT OF INTEREST.  All parties hereto acknowledge that this Agreement is 

subject to cancellation by the City pursuant to the provisions of Section 38-511, Arizona Revised 
Statutes. 

 
R. NONLIABILITY OF OFFICIALS AND EMPLOYEES.  No member, official or employee of the City will 

be personally liable to GPEC, or any successor in interest, in the event of any default or breach by 
the City or for any amount which may become due to GPEC or successor, or on any obligation under 
the terms of this Agreement.  No member, official or employee of GPEC will be personally liable to 
the City, or any successor in interest, in the event of any default or breach by the GPEC or for any 
amount which may become due to the City or successor, or on any obligation under the terms of this 
Agreement.   

 
S. NO WAIVER.  Except as otherwise expressly provided in this Agreement, any failure or delay by any 

party in asserting any of its rights or remedies as to any default, will not operate as a waiver of any 
default, or of any such rights or remedies, or deprive any such party of its right to institute and 
maintain any actions or proceedings which it may deem necessary to protect, assert or enforce any 
such rights or remedies.  

 
T. SEVERABILITY.  If any provision of this Agreement shall be found invalid or unenforceable by a 

court of competent jurisdiction, the remaining provisions of this Agreement will not be affected 
thereby and shall be valid and enforceable to the fullest extent permitted by law, provided that the 
fundamental purposes of this Agreement are not defeated by such severability. 

 
U. CAPTIONS.  The captions contained in this Agreement are merely a reference and are not to be used 

to construe or limit the text. 
 
V. NO THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARIES.  No creditor of either party or other individual or entity shall 

have any rights, whether as a third-party beneficiary or otherwise, by reason of any provision of this 
Agreement. 

 
W. ENTIRE AGREEMENT, WAIVERS AND AMENDMENTS. 
 
 1. This Agreement may be executed in up to three (3) duplicate originals, each of which is 

deemed to be an original.  This Agreement, including nine (9) pages of text and the below-
listed exhibits which are incorporated herein by this reference, constitutes the entire 
understanding and agreement of the parties.   

 
          Exhibit A – GPEC Action Plan 

Exhibit B – GPEC Performance Measures 
Exhibit C – Targeted Industries 
Exhibit D – Reporting Mechanism for Contract Fulfillment 
Exhibit E – Insurance Requirements 
Exhibit F – Regional Cooperation Protocol 

           
2. This Agreement integrates all of the terms and conditions mentioned herein or incidental 

hereto, and supersedes all negotiations or previous agreements between the parties with 
respect to all or any part of the subject matter hereof. 
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Attract and grow 
quality businesses 
and advocate for 
Greater Phoenix’s 
competitiveness.

In fiscal year 2018, the Greater Phoenix Economic Council (GPEC) 

is set to carry out objectives that will continue to set the standard 

for best practices in economic development, and guide the positive 

trajectory of a strong, diverse economy.

 

New and innovative research capabilities will drive the work of 

progressive marketing and communications strategies. And while our 

business attraction efforts will remain focused on targeted industry 

sectors and geographic areas, we will employ tactics to increase 

foreign direct investment and domestic attraction.

 

As we continue to execute against the three-year strategic plan, 

the collective partnership between the business, education and 

community leaders in Greater Phoenix is more important now than 

ever. These strategies will allow us to implement forward-thinking 

practices that will shape the position we take as a market. It is the 

connected nature of our work that gives us the opportunity to set 

the course, and it is the lasting partnerships that give us room to 

succeed.

 

Together, we can elevate the profile of the Greater Phoenix region, 

changing the narrative to one focused on the value of doing business 

here. The work we do now won’t be immediate, but it will be lasting.

A LETTER FROM CHRIS CAMACHO
President & CEO, Greater Phoenix Economic Council

GPEC MISSION 
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 FY18

 CONTRACT TARGET STRETCH

Payroll (in Millions) $326.60    $359.26 $413.15

Jobs  6,919 7,611 8,753

High Wage Jobs1 2,698 2,968 3,413

Average High Wage Salary $52,810 $58,678 $67,480 

Qualified Prospects 229 252 277 

Qualified International Prospects 38 42 46 

GPEC Assists2 10 12 14 

METRICS  BUDGET

FOOTNOTES FOR THE METRICS:

1.  High Wage Jobs: High wage jobs are those 

that are over 125% of the Maricopa County 

Median Wage (currently $44,700).

2.  GPEC Assist: Companies that located 

in the region for which GPEC provided 

assistance that do not qualify as a locate, 

due to project size, for example; and 

would otherwise be listed as “non-reported 

locates.” This replaces the Emerging Tech 

Assist metric from previous reports to better 

capture GPEC activities.

REVENUES
FY 2017 

FORECAST % OF TOTAL
FY 2018 
BUDGET % OF TOTAL

FY 2017 
BUDGET $ CHANGE % CHANGE

Public Funds  $2,302,935 42.0%  $2,329,000 42.7%  $2,302,900  $26,100 1.1%

Private Funds  2,545,000 46.4%  2,707,000 49.7%  2,545,000  162,000 6.4%

New Pledge Revenue  254,500 4.6%  250,000 4.6%  250,000  - 0.0%

In-Kind Pledges  77,000 1.4%  64,500 1.2%  77,000  (12,500) (16.2%)

Events & Programs  103,600 1.9%  99,700 1.8%  99,700  - 0.0%

Sponsorships  114,369 2.1%  - 0.0%  50,000  (50,000) (100.0%)

Grant Income  50,085 0.9%  - 0.0%  185,000  (185,000) (100.0%)

Other  34,287 0.6%  1,300 0.0%  1,300  - 0.0%

TOTAL REVENUES  $5,481,776 100.0%  $5,451,500 100.0%  $5,510,900  $(59,400) (1.1%)

OPERATING EXPENDITURES

Business Development  405,947 8.0%  384,900 7.0%  454,600  (69,700) (15.3%)

Marketing  182,665 3.6%  226,400 4.1%  215,100  11,300 5.3%

External Relations  247,425 4.9%  272,500 4.9%  272,600  (100) (0.0%)

Research & Strategy  110,986 2.2%  190,200 3.4%  192,600  (2,400) (1.2%)

Resource Management  260,481 5.1%  324,300 5.9%  218,200  106,100 48.6%

Personnel  3,071,394 60.4%  3,070,700 55.5%  3,318,600  (247,900) (7.5%)

Facilities  447,133 8.8%  877,000 15.9%  512,300  364,700 71.2%

In-Kind  77,000 1.5%  64,500 1.2%  77,000  (12,500) (16.2%)

Events & Programs  231,071 4.5%  120,000 2.2%  190,000  (70,000) (36.8%)

TOTAL OPERATING EXPENDITURES  5,034,103 99.0%  5,530,500 100.0%  5,451,000  79,500 1.6%

NON-OPERATING EXPENDITURES

Grant Expenses  50,085 1.0%  - 0.0%  -  - 100.0%

Total Expenses  $5,084,188 100.0%  $5,530,500 100.0%  $5,451,000  $79,500 1.5%

Net Gain (Loss)  $397,588  $(79,000)  $59,900  $(138,900)

Less: Capital Expenditures  (81,000)  (15,000)  (95,000)  80,000 

Amortization of Deferred Rent  (64,000)  (110,000)  (63,600)  (46,400)

Amortization of Capital Leases  (10,500)  -  (10,500)  10,500 

Add: Depreciation  26,000  436,200  50,300  385,900 

Changes from Operating Activities  -  41,125  12,400  28,725 

Net Cash Flows  268,088  273,325  (46,500)  319,825 

Beginning Cash  1,669,000  1,937,088  1,765,000  172,088 

ENDING CASH  $1,937,088  $2,210,413  $1,718,500  $491,913 
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SUMMARY 

The core mission of GPEC to lead business attraction 

for Greater Phoenix will be supported by cutting-edge 

research and analytics methodologies as a way to 

increase new leads and drive deal flow.

MEASURES AND MILESTONES

 · 45% of prospects sourced 

through GPEC direct 

prospect generation 

 · Implement an analytics-

driven business attraction 

model 

 · Analysis conducted of 

the region’s current 

industry sectors, with 

recommendations for 

realignment of newly 

identified target industries 

STRATEGIC PLAN OBJECTIVES

 · Attract more scalable 

enterprises in advanced 

industries 

TACTICS 

 · Develop and implement a data analytics model to drive better 

marketing approaches as well as business attraction strategies 

 · With the support of research, continue the work of the 

Corporate 100 Program – which is focused on connecting 

with companies in GPEC’s targeted industries in the Greater 

Phoenix region with headquarters outside the market.  

 · Conduct an evaluation of the industries that make up Greater 

Phoenix’s base, to align our attraction strategies with the 

industries that will drive the region’s future growth. 

 · Partner with the innovation and entrepreneurial ecosystem 

in Greater Phoenix to promote the innovation activity in the 

market to key venture capital firms as a channel for  

business development

Develop and utilize 

unique analytic tools 

and methodologies to 

drive both marketing 

approaches and 

identification of 

business development 

outreach targets.

FY2018ACTION ITEMS
MILESTONES



SUMMARY  

Partnering with stakeholders in the public and private 

sector, GPEC will convey key messaging related to 

competitiveness issues. 

Advance competitiveness priorities through 

regional collaboration
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TACTICS

 · As a result of the recommendations of the Competitiveness Council, inform 

key decision makers on necessary and relevant tools, and economic 

development programs related to competitiveness, focused on enhancing 

regional economic dynamism through intensifying innovation, and  

modern infrastructure 

 · Advocate for a coordinated and industry-driven regional workforce system 

with emphasis on career pathways for middle and high-skilled workers by 

supporting PEI’s focus on workforce development, through stakeholder 

engagement and social outreach

 · Build support for regional economic development issues – including 

transportation, entrepreneurship, and trade – across peer organizations with 

united messaging on key issues

MEASURES AND MILESTONES

 · Conduct ongoing meetings with identified top influencers in the region

 · Generate a strategy for using key market leaders as conduits to emerging 

companies in the region

 · Partner with or lead 3 regional events focused on the innovation ecosystem, 

such as Venture Madness or Startup Week

STRATEGIC PLAN OBJECTIVES

 · Lead collaboration across peer organizations to leverage complementary 

assets and strengthen coordinated action  

 · Promote innovation and commercialization to support an advanced  

industry ecosystem 

 · Advocate for workforce development initiatives to support the growth of 

advanced industries

 · Engage state and local policymakers on new economic development and 

competiveness concepts

TACTICS

 · Continue the Community Partnership Program to develop and inform 

cohesive regional economic development strategies 

 · Refine current and new use cases, value propositioning and industry 

diversification strategies

 · Partner with the communities to mobilize strategic opportunities identified 

in Market Intelligence reports   

MEASURES AND MILESTONES

 · Develop co-branded high impact district marketing pieces with 

communities as an outcome of CPP meetings 

 · Create and convey regional selling strategies across GPEC  

member communities  

 · Work with the member communities to respond to threats and 

opportunities discovered in Market Intelligence reports  

STRATEGIC PLAN OBJECTIVES

 · Refine the consultative model with a focus on specialized expertise  

and knowledge

 · Partner with communities to deploy a regional Market Intelligence system

Partner with GPEC’s member communities 

to evaluate community planning necessary 

for future projects, and enhance industry 

selling strategies through the development of 

cohesive messaging around the region’s unique 

value propositions  

SUMMARY 

Together with the communities, GPEC will focus on key 

industry verticals in the Greater Phoenix region and refine 

the business development team’s abilities to craft relevant 

narratives for business attraction.  
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TACTICS

 · Optimize the website to drive performance and lead generation 

 · Employ a marketing campaign focused on California, specific to high-
growth and technology-based companies 

 · Implement lead-generation marketing through digital campaigns to 
increase direct sourced leads

 · Continue a national and international media strategy around promoting 
the Greater Phoenix market position  

MEASURES AND MILESTONES

 · Deploy responsive content specific to California users on GPEC’s website

 · Increase the average user session duration on the GPEC website 

 · Launch a regional blog to enhance market position and thought 
leadership presence  

STRATEGIC PLAN OBJECTIVES

 · Engage targeted audiences through digital platforms to generate leads 
and establish GPEC as a thought leader and brand the region as a 
location of choice for Foreign Direct Investment

TACTICS

 · Conduct an outbound business attraction 

strategy focused on Internet of Things (IoT) 

and sensor technology enabled companies both 

nationally and internationally 

 · Enhance relationships with the region’s largest 

trading partners to increase foreign direct 

investment (FDI) 

 · Brand the region as a hub for IoT and sensor 

enabled technology companies

 · Engage existing IoT and sensor companies 

in the region to leverage international market 

connections  

MEASURES AND MILESTONES

 · Establish a baseline for IoT and sensor industry 

prospects 

 · Increase website visits to theconnectedplace.org 

 · Implementation of the FDI aftercare program

 · Development of the Global Partnership Program 

 · Increase international traffic to GPEC website   

STRATEGIC PLAN OBJECTIVES

 · Brand the region as a location of choice for 

Foreign Direct Investment

Target key audiences through strategic media 

placement and digital platforms to enhance 

Greater Phoenix’s brand and drive lead 

generation for business attraction  

 SUMMARY 
Digital marketing strategies will be deployed 
to elevate GPEC’s outreach and business 
attraction efforts.

Implement strategies to heighten recognition 

of the Greater Phoenix region in targeted 

industries and markets identified by the Metro 

Phoenix Global Investment Plan  

SUMMARY  
Execution of the campaign, The Connected 
Place, to promote Greater Phoenix,  
USA globally.



STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT

MAYORS AND 
SUPERVISORS COUNCIL 
Convenes mayors of GPEC 
communities and county 
supervisors for regular 
updates on strategic 
initiatives.

GPEC NEXT  
LEADERSHIP COUNCIL 
Advises GPEC leadership and 
the board on the development 
of the strategic plan, annual 
action plan and metrics, 
and the Washington, D.C. 
Executive Mission. 

HEALTHCARE  
INNOVATION COUNCIL
Works to advance healthcare 
and bioscience initiatives 
for the region and establish 
Greater Phoenix as a center 
of excellence, anchored by 
innovative assets and world-
class leadership.

INTERNATIONAL  
LEADERSHIP COUNCIL
Advises on the direction and 
implementation of GPEC’s 
export and foreign direct 
investment efforts, and 
provides guidance to increase 
program impacts.

COMMUNITY BUILDING 
CONSORTIUM
Applies collective commercial 
real estate experience to help 
capture business development 
opportunities and increase 
the region’s transactional 
capabilities.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTORS TEAM
Advises the GPEC President 
& CEO, and staff on local 
economic development trends, 
offers insight on the pulse of 
city and town councils, and 
partners with GPEC to finalize 
location decisions. 

The collective professional expertise of GPEC’s councils and advisory 
groups help shape the organization’s key initiatives, leverages 
connections to further job creation and competitiveness efforts and 
supports the implementation of programs.

LEADERSHIP COUNCILS AND  
ADVISORY GROUPS

EXECUTIVE 
COMMITTEE
Acts on behalf of the board 
of directors, advising on 
strategic direction and overall 
performance of annual goals.

BOARD OF 
DIRECTORS
Provides oversight of the 
organization and helps 
shape GPEC’s influence as 
a regional thought leader.

AUDIT 
COMMITTEE
Assesses internal controls 
and oversees auditors and 
the annual audit. 

NOMINATING 
COMMITTEE
Nominates the at-large 
directors and board officers, 
and recommends candidates 
to the board for approval, 
based on nominations received 
from mayors and supervisors 
of member communities.

PERFORMANCE 
COMMITTEE
Evaluates the performance 
of the organization and the 
President & CEO.

GOVERNANCE BOARD-LEVEL COMMITTEES

At the foundation of GPEC’s engagement 
activity are Ambassadors, whose broad 
range of professional backgrounds lend 
critical assistance to regional business 
climate improvement and business 
development efforts.

Ambassadors help communicate, 
educate, and inform stakeholders, policy-
makers, citizens and media about key 
regional economic development issues. 

CERTIFIED AMBASSADORS 
Ambassadors who meet certain qualifications become certified 
to serve as an extension of the GPEC team and are given the 
opportunity to interface more closely with GPEC’s staff and 
board on program initiatives and mission-critical efforts.  

AMBASSADOR STEERING COMMITTEE 
Advises on strategic direction of the Ambassadors Program; 
designs activities relevant to and in support of GPEC’s mission; 
and, serves as a sounding board for emerging initiatives and 
supports implementation of programs.

AMBASSADORS

FINANCE 
COMMITTEE 
Sets financial objectives 
for the organization and 
recommends the annual 
budgets as part of the 
Action Plan.
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American Airlines
Arizona Cardinals
Arizona Diamondbacks
Bank of America
Banner Health
BBVA Compass
Cancer Treatment 
Centers of America

Chicanos Por La Causa
CBRE
Cousins Properties
Dignity Health
DMB Associates
Empire Southwest
Ernst & Young

Freeport McMoRan 
Copper & Gold
Goodwill of 
CentralArizona
Intel Corporation
Kitchell
Knight Transportation
Maracay Homes

Mayo Clinic
MidFirst Bank
Mortenson
Northern Trust
OH Partners
Perkins Coie LLP
Phoenix Suns

Polsinelli PC
Quarles & Brady
RED Development
Republic Media
Squire Patton Boggs
University of Phoenix
Valley Metro

DIRECTORS’ COUNCIL 

CHAIRMAN’S COUNCIL CORPORATE COUNCIL EXECUTIVE COUNCIL 

Aetna

Alexander Building 

Company

Atmosphere  
Commercial Interiors

BDO

Blue Cross Blue  
Shield of Arizona

BMO Harris Bank

Bryan Cave

Brycon Construction

Caliente Construction

Celgene Corporation

CenturyLink

Colliers International

Crescent 
CrownDistributing

Cushman & Wakefield

D.L. Withers 
Construction

Daedalus Real Estate 
Advisors

Deloitte

Deutsch Architecture  
Group

El Dorado Holdings

Equity Health

Gammage & Burnham

Goodmans Interior 
Structures

Green Loop Solutions

Hensley

Hines

Homeowners Financial 
Group

Honeywell

JE Dunn Construction

Jones Lang LaSalle

Kutak Rock

Layton Construction

Lee & Associates

Lewis Roca Rothgerber

Liberty Property Trust

Mainstreet 

M+W Group

Meritage Homes

Nationwide Realty 
Investors

Newmark Grubb Knight 
Frank

Okland Construction

Opus Development 
Company

Phoenix 
Children’sHospital

Renaissance Companies 

Rose Law Group

Ryan Companies

Savills-Studley

Siemens

Skanska USA Building

SmithGroup

Snell & Wilmer

Southwest Gas 
Corporation

Southwest Airlines

Sunbelt Holdings

The Plaza Companies

Transwestern 
Commercial Services

Tratt Properties

TriWest Healthcare 
Alliance

TruPath

Turner Construction

University of Arizona 

UPS

USAA

US Bank

VanTrust Real Estate

ViaWest Group

Ware Malcomb

Weitz Company

Wespac Construction

Willmeng Construction

Wist Office Products 

LEADERSHIP COUNCIL 

3rd Story Architecture

Air Products & 
Chemicals

Archicon L.C. 
Architecture 

Arizona Business Bank

Arizona Community 
Foundation

Avnet

BNSF

Bristol Global Mobility

Bury

Cenlar

Central Arizona 
Commerce Park

CKS Advisors

Clarius Partners

Clark Hill PLC

Coe & Van Loo 
Consultants

Corporate Interior 
Systems

CoStar Group

Dircks Moving & 
Logistics

DIRTT

Grant Thornton

Holualoa Companies

IRIS USA

Johnson Carlier

Keyser

KTAR

Landmark Companies 

Macerich

Merit Partners

Midwestern University 

MSS

On Q Financial

Osborn Maledon

Resolution Copper 
Mining 

St. Clair Technologies

Sunstate Equipment 
Company

AMBASSADOR

GPEC STAKEHOLDER

MEMBER COMMUNITIES
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EXHIBIT B 
GPEC PERFORMANCE MEASURES 

FY 2018 
 
 
 

Specific performance targets as established by the GPEC Executive Committee and 
Board of Directors: 
 

1. Payroll Generated  $326.60M 

2. Total Number of Jobs Created  6,919  

3. Total Number of High-Wage Jobs1  2,698 

4. Average High-Wage Salary  $52,810 

5. GPEC Assists2 10 

6. Number of Qualified Prospects  229 

7. Number of Qualified International Prospects 38 

 
Footnotes: 
 
1. High Wage Jobs: High wage jobs are those that are over 125% of the Maricopa County Median Wage (currently $44,700). 

 
2. GPEC Assist: Companies that located in the region, for which GPEC provided assistance, that do not qualify as a locate due 

to project size, for example; and would otherwise be listed as “non-reported locates.”  This replaces the Emerging Tech 
Assist metric from previous reports to better capture GPEC activities. 
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EXHIBIT C 
TARGETED INDUSTRIES 

FY2018 
 
GPEC and our member communities have identified targeted industries on a local and regional level, 
incorporating these industries into a regional economic development plan. For fiscal year 2018, GPEC 
will continue its emphasis on the following:  Advanced Business Services; Aerospace & Defense; 
Emerging Technologies; Healthcare and Biomedical; Manufacturing & Logistics; Mission Critical 
Operations; and Software 
 
Member communities will target the following: 
 
Apache Junction 
Business services; standard and advanced manufacturing; regional and corporate centers; medical 
institutions and/or associated satellite operations; mining support facilities; resort/tourist-oriented 
development; expanded retail opportunities; high-density residential 
 
Avondale 
Financial business services, manufacturing, amateur sports, tourism and hospitality, healthcare/medical 
services, emerging technology and innovation, corporate regional headquarters 
 
Buckeye 
Advanced business services; renewable energy; high tech (data center and services); environmental 
technology / sustainability; standard manufacturing; medical and educational institutions; 
transportation/distribution; small business/incubator; aerospace/aviation 
 
Casa Grande 
Aviation/aerospace; biosciences and sustainability; corporate/regional headquarters; healthcare and 
medical services; standard manufacturing and transportation and distribution 
 
Chandler 
Advanced business services; corporate/regional headquarters, high-tech electronics and software 
development; aerospace/aviation and advanced materials; biosciences and sustainability 
 
El Mirage 
Business Services; standard and advanced manufacturing; transportation; warehousing/distribution; heavy 
industrial; food, fiber, and natural products; aerospace aviation 
 
Fountain Hills 
Advanced business services (professional, technical, and scientific services including finance and 
insurance); healthcare, medical, bio-life sciences and wellness; medical and educational institutions; arts, 
entertainment and recreation; retail 
 
Gila Bend 
Clean technology (manufacturing/central station generation/R&D); 
warehousing/transportation/distribution; military supply chain; tourism/hospitality; standard 
manufacturing; agriculture/agri-biotechnology; food, fiber and natural products; aerospace/aviation; 
heavy industrial 
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Gilbert 
Advanced business services; information communication technology; aerospace/aviation and defense; life 
sciences; clean and renewable technology; and related corporate/regional headquarters 
 
Glendale 
Advanced business services; aerospace and defense; education; healthcare/medical; 
hospitality/entertainment; manufacturing; renewable energy; technology 
 
Goodyear 
Advance financial/business services; high-tech electronics and software development; aerospace/aviation; 
advanced materials; biosciences (treatment, medical diagnostics, research) and senior industries; food, 
fiber and natural products; transportation/distribution; standard manufacturing; environmental technology; 
sustainability 
 
Maricopa (City) 
High-wage employers (salaries averaging at least 125% of the median wage in Maricopa County) that 
generate at least 80% of income from exporting goods and services outside the region 
 
Mesa 
Primary Target Industries:  Healthcare, education, aerospace/aviation/defense and tourism/technology  
Secondary target industries: Advanced business services; standard and advance manufacturing; regional 
and corporate centers; research & development; bioscience; medical devices  
 
Peoria 
Advanced business services; high technology (data centers, R&D); life sciences and healthcare 
technologies; advanced medical services; advanced and standard manufacturing; clean technologies 
research and manufacturing; entertainment and tourism 
 
Phoenix 
Bio-life sciences; advanced business services; manufacturing; sustainable industries and enterprises; 
higher education; world business, trade and FDI; and established/emerging enterprises; healthcare 
 
Queen Creek 
Agritainment/agribusiness; healthcare and biotechnology; higher education; software and information 
technology; manufacturing 
 
Scottsdale 
Bio-life sciences; advanced business services; technology and innovation (including ICT and 
entrepreneurship/emerging enterprises); higher education; hospitality/visitor trade and commerce  
 
Surprise 
Energy (emphasis on renewable and firming); sustainability-centric industries; biomedical/medicine; 
advanced business services; manufacturing and distribution (emphasis on advanced manufacturing); 
education (K-12, and emphasis on higher education); semiconductor/microelectronics; aerospace and 
aviation; entrepreneurial/emerging technology 
 
Tempe 
Advanced business services (financial services);  high tech/software (R&D, data center and services); 
high-tech/next generation electronics; aerospace R&D/aviation; bioscience (research, drug development, 
treatment, medical diagnostics); corporate/regional headquarters; sustainability (environmental); 
advanced materials/plastics; senior industries; clean tech, renewable energy and manufacturing 
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Tolleson 
Aerospace and advanced materials; food, fiber and natural products; transportation/distribution; standard 
manufacturing; environmental technology; sustainability 
 
Wickenburg 
Standard manufacturing; transportation & distribution; rail services; mining support facilities; healthcare 
and medical (emphasis on behavioral healthcare); senior industries; tourism and filmmaking (location 
shooting); resort/tourist-oriented development; equestrian entertainment; expanded retail operations 
 
Youngtown 
Youngtown is in the throes of developing a commerce park. The park will target second-stage small 
manufacturers with some related retail and offices. 
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EXHIBIT D 
FY 2018 

REPORTING MECHANISM FOR CONTRACT FULFILLMENT 
 
 

Monthly Activity Report - Month, Year  
 

              BUSINESS ATTRACTION PERFORMANCE METRICS: 
 
GPEC Progress Toward Goals 
                                                    Annual Contract          Actual           Goal             % of 
        Targeted Opportunities                                               Goal                      YTD            YTD         Goal YTD 

 
 
KEY BUSINESS ATTRACTION ACTIVITIES AND OTHER GPEC ACTIVITIES 

GPEC continues to target high-wage industries (Advanced Business Services; Aerospace & Defense; Emerging 
Technologies; Healthcare and Biomedical; Manufacturing & Logistics; Mission Critical Operations; and Software 
 
 

PAYROLL GENERATED (MILLIONS) 

NUMBER OF JOBS 

NUMBER OF HIGH-WAGE JOBS 

AVERAGE  HIGH WAGE SALARY 

QUALIFIED PROSPECTS 

QUALIFIED INTERNATIONAL PROSPECTS 

GPEC ASSISTS 
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EXHIBIT E 
INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS 

 
The City’s insurance requirements are minimum requirements for this Agreement and 

in no way limit the indemnity covenants contained in this Agreement. The City in no way 
warrants that the minimum limits required of GPEC are sufficient to protect GPEC from 
liabilities that might arise out of this Agreement for GPEC, its agents, representatives, 
employees or Contractors and GPEC is free to purchase such additional insurance as may 
be determined necessary. 

 
A. Minimum Scope and Limits of Insurance.  GPEC shall provide coverage at least 

as broad as the categories set forth below with limits also listed below.   
 

1. Commercial General Liability – Shall cover liability arising from bodily 
injury, property damage, products-completed operations, personal and advertising 
injury, independent contractors, and broad form contractual coverage. 
 

     
Each Occurrence      $2,000,000 
Personal and Advertising     $2,000,000 
General Aggregate      $4,000,000 
Products-Completed Operations    $1,000,000 
 

2. Automobile Liability – ISO Form Number CA 00 01 covering any auto 
(Code 1), or if Contractor has no owned autos, hired, (Code 8) and non-
owned autos (Code 9) Bodily Injury and Property Damage –  

 Combined Single Limit Per Accident   $1,000,000 
 

3. Workers' Compensation and Employers' Liability 
Workers' Compensation     Statutory 
Employers' Liability 
Each Accident      $1,000,000 
Disease-Each Employee     $1,000,000 
Disease-Policy Limit     $1,000,000 
 

B.  Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions.  Any deductible or self-insured 
retentions must be declared to and approved by the City.  The City may require the 
Contractor to purchase coverage with a lower deductible or retention or provide 
proof of ability to pay losses and related investigations, claim administration, and 
defense expenses with the retention. 
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C. Other Insurance Requirements.  The policies are to contain, or be endorsed to 
contain, the following provisions: 

 
1. Commercial General Liability 

 
a.  The City, its officers, officials, agents, employees and volunteers are 
to be named as additional insureds with respect to liability arising out of: 
activities performed by or on behalf of GPEC, including the City's general 
supervision of GPEC; products and completed operations of GPEC; and 
automobiles owned, leased, hired or borrowed by GPEC. 

 
b.  GPEC's insurance shall include broad form contractual liability 
coverage. 

 
c.  The City, its officers, officials, agents, employees and volunteers 
shall be additional insureds to the full limits of liability purchased by GPEC, 
even if those limits of liability are in excess of those required by this 
Agreement. 

 
d.  GPEC's insurance coverage shall be primary insurance with respect to 
City, its officers, officials, agents, employees and volunteers.  Any insurance 
or self-insurance maintained by City, its officers, officials, employees or 
volunteers shall be in excess of GPEC's insurance and shall not contribute to 
it. 

 
e.  GPEC's insurance shall apply separately to each insured against 
whom claim is made or suit is brought, except with respect to the limits of 
the insurer's liability. 

   
f.  Coverage provided by GPEC shall not be limited to the liability 
assumed under the indemnification provisions of this Agreement. 

 
g.  The policies shall contain a waiver of subrogation against City, its 
officers, officials, agents, employees and volunteers for losses arising from 
work performed by GPEC for the City. 

 
2. Workers' Compensation and Employers' Liability Coverage.    The 

insurer shall agree to waive all rights of subrogation against City, its officers, 
officials, agents, employees and volunteers for any and all losses arising from 
work performed by the Contractor for the City. 
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D.  Notice of Cancellation.  Each insurance policy required by the insurance provisions 
of this Agreement shall provide the required coverage and shall not be suspended, 
voided, canceled by either party, reduced in coverage or in limits except after thirty 
(30) calendar days’ prior written notice has been sent to City at the address provided 
herein for the giving of notice.  Such notice shall be by certified mail, return receipt 
requested. 

 
E.  Acceptability of Insurers.  Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current 

A.M. "Best's" rating of not less than A-:VII, unless otherwise acceptable to the City.  
City in no way warrants that the above required minimum insurer rating is sufficient 
to protect GPEC from potential insurer insolvency. 

 
F.  Verification of Coverage.   GPEC shall furnish City with Certificates of Insurance 

(ACORD form or equivalent approved by City) and with original endorsements 
effecting coverage as required by this Agreement. The certificates and endorsements 
for each insurance policy are to be signed by a person authorized by that insurer to 
bind coverage on its behalf.  Any policy endorsements that restrict or limit coverage 
shall be clearly noted on the Certificate of Insurance. 

 
All certificates and endorsements are to be received and approved by City before 
work commences.  Each insurance policy required by this Agreement must be in 
effect at or prior to commencement of work under this Agreement and remain in 
effect for the duration of the project. 
 
All certificates of insurance required by this Agreement shall be sent directly to City 
at the address and in the manner provided in this Agreement for the giving of notice.  
City's Agreement/Agreement number, GPEC's name and description of the 
Agreement shall be provided on the Certificates of Insurance. City reserves the right 
to require complete certified copies of all insurance policies required by this 
Agreement, at any time. 

 
G.   Approval.  During the term of this Agreement, no modification may be made to 

any of GPEC's insurance policies which will reduce the nature, scope or limits of 
coverage which were in effect and approved by the City prior to execution of this 
Agreement.  
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EXHIBIT F 
Regional Cooperation Protocol Policy 

Greater Phoenix Economic Council and Economic Development Directors Team 
 
The foundation of this policy is built on trust and the spirit of regional cooperation among the entities involved.  
GPEC and the Economic Development Directors of its member communities agree and acknowledge that it is 
important that they work together as partners on projects involving the communities which GPEC represents, 
regardless of the source of the lead, as follows: 
 

1. Demonstrate a commitment to the positive promotion of the Greater Phoenix, specifically, GPEC   
member communities, as a globally competitive region. 

 
2. Maintain the highest standards of economic development prospect handling, including confidentiality, 

without jeopardizing a prospect’s trust to secure the probability of a regional locate. Partners agree to 
respect the prospect’s request for confidentiality but also agree to notify each other as to the existence of 
a project with a confidentiality requirement when able and shall make a good-faith effort to involve the 
appropriate state, regional or local partners at the earliest possible time. 

 
3. Unless otherwise restricted, agree to coordinate through GPEC for any prospect considering a project in 

Maricopa County or in any of the communities that GPEC represents, understanding that GPEC is in a 
unique position to represent and speak on regional economic development issues and on characteristics 
of the region’s economy. Likewise, GPEC acknowledges that communities are in the best position to 
speak about local incentives and efforts surrounding the local economy. 

 
4. For projects that originate with a GPEC member community, GPEC will be available for confidential 

research access, topical expertise or as a service provider, to add value to the community in securing the 
project. Additionally, GPEC will not e-track the project unless the community lead makes such a 
request to do so. 

 
5. Provide accurate and timely information in response to specific requests by all prospects. When a client 

has narrowed sites to specific GPEC member communities, GPEC will make a good- faith effort to 
inform those affected EDDT members first. EDDT members agree to provide information solely on 
their own community when the information requested is site-specific (i.e., cost of land, taxes, 
development fees, utility availability and cost, zoning process timing, permit timing and local 
incentives). When site-specific information related to other GPEC communities is requested, EDDT 
members agree to (i) direct GPEC prospects back to GPEC or (ii) direct non-GPEC generated prospects 
to contact the affected communities directly, and as a courtesy, contact the affected communities. 

 
6. Agree that regardless of the lead source, public locate announcements shall be coordinated among the 

company, GPEC member community, and GPEC to reflect inclusiveness and cooperation of all partners 
(subject to any confidentiality requirements). 

 
7. GPEC and EDDTs will advocate for a robust operating budget for the state economic development 

agency, and champion sound statewide economic development programs and policies. 
 

8. Discourage the proactive offering of local, municipal financial incentives for existing jobs to companies 
with current operations in another GPEC community. 

 
9. Inform GPEC member community when a company visits or physical site visit within that community 

will occur. Economic Development Directors will be the primary point of contact for the company when 
community information is needed. 

 



Page 2 of 2 
 

10. Agree that the consideration of a future community to GPEC’s membership will be brought before 
EDDT for discussion in advance of any board consideration. EDDT will make a recommendation on the 
addition of a new community to GPEC’s President and CEO. 

 
11. Formalize a process to convene GPEC and Economic Development Directors of GPEC member 

communities biannually, and cooperate in the exchange of information and ideas reflecting practices, 
procedures and policies relating to prospect handling and regional economic development. 

 
12. Work collectively to maintain a high level of trust and integrity by and between GPEC and the 

Economic Development Directors of GPEC member communities, utilizing differing views as an 
opportunity to learn. 

 
13. When conducting market intelligence initiative objective, GPEC staff will coordinate with EDDT to 

ensure coordination and communication. 
 

14. When a Prospect Information Form (PIF) is issued by the state economic development agency GPEC 
will coordinate the region’s response.  All PIF submissions will be directed to GPEC’s attention and 
GPEC will assemble the response and return to the state economic development agency. 

 
15. It is understood GPEC will or may host annual executour(s) and/or other marketing familiarization 

tour(s) to promote the regional communities.  GPEC will make every attempt to provide as much 
interaction time between the executour guests and EDDTs.  It is understood EDDTS will inform GPEC 
of any upcoming executour(s) and/or other marketing familiarization tours scheduled by their office. 

 
16. Partners agree to enter into a mediation process if there is evidence that this Protocol has not been 

observed in a material respect or a professional conflict arises that cannot be settled. This mediation 
process will be convened by the EDDT Chair, who may, at his/her discretion, consult or involve 
GPEC’s President and CEO in addition to others with topical expertise central to the conflict.  



City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-262, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO REVISE HR POLICY 401 REMOVING COLUMBUS DAY AS A RECOGNIZED CITY HOLIDAY
Staff Contact:  Jim Brown, Director, Human Resources and Risk Management

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the revision of Human Resources Policy #401 to remove
Columbus Day as a recognized City holiday. This change will result in City offices being open for business on
the Columbus Day holiday and will provide employees with a floating holiday.

Background

In the March 7, 2017 workshop, Human Resources presented the Mayor’s Council Item of Special Interest to
review with Council the organizational impact of keeping City offices open for business on Columbus Day and
providing a floating holiday for City employees. Human Resources also provided benchmark data reflecting
what other valley cities have done regarding the Columbus Day holiday.

After review of the information presented, Council directed that Human Resources go through the process of
revising HR Policy #401 to remove Columbus Day as a recognized City holiday and provide City employees
with a floating holiday.

Analysis

The Human Resources Department conducted an internal survey of all departments to determine the impact
of having City offices remain open on Columbus Day and providing employees with a floating holiday. The
survey reflected that this change would have little or no financial or service impact to the organization.

Human Resources also researched valley benchmark cities and found that none of the following cities
recognized Columbus Day as a City holiday by closing their offices:

Avondale Peoria
Chandler Phoenix
Gilbert Scottsdale
Goodyear Surprise
Mesa Tempe

Human Resources revised HR Policy #401 to remove Columbus Day as a City holiday and provide a floating
holiday for employees. On May 17, 2017, the Personnel Board was convened to review the policy changes.
The Personnel Board provided consensus to move forward with removing Columbus Day as an official holiday
from HR Policy #401.

City of Glendale Printed on 6/5/2017Page 1 of 2

powered by Legistar™

http://www.legistar.com/


File #: 17-262, Version: 1

Previous Related Council Action

On March 7, 2017, this item was presented to Council as the Mayor’s Council Item of Special Interest. At that
time, Council gave direction to move forward with changing HR Policy #410 to remove Columbus Day as an
official City holiday, for City offices to remain open on that day and for employees to receive a floating holiday
in lieu of having Columbus Day off.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Having City offices open on Columbus Day provides an additional day of service for our citizens and
stakeholders.
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7. Official Holiday Leave 

 

a. The following are the official holidays for all regular status and 

probationary employees, including those on an approved leave of absence 

who are receiving pay during the pay period in which the holiday falls.  

These are the paid holidays unless otherwise indicated: 

 

 January 1, “New Year’s Day” 

 Third Monday in January, “Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Day” 

 Third Monday in February, “President’s Day” 

 March 31, “Cesar Estrada Chavez Day”, non-paid holiday 

 Last Monday in May, “Memorial Day” 

 July 4, “Independence Day” 

 First Monday in September, “Labor Day” 

 November 11, “Veterans Day” 

 Fourth Thursday in November, “Thanksgiving Day” 

 Fourth Friday in November, “Day after Thanksgiving Day” 

 Christmas Eve - 1/2 Day 

 December 25, “Christmas Day” 

 

b. Dr. Cesar Estrada Chavez Day is a non-paid official holiday.  Employees 

may use vacation or compensatory time for celebrating the holiday. 

 

c. When an official holiday, except Christmas Eve, falls on Saturday, the 

preceding Friday will be observed as a holiday.  When an official holiday, 

except Christmas Eve, falls on Sunday, the following Monday shall be 

observed as a holiday. 

 

d. When Christmas Eve falls on a Saturday or a Sunday, every full-time 

regular status employee shall be allowed an additional four (4) hours of 

paid leave.  52 hour employees will receive an additional 5.2 hours of paid 

leave.  Part-time employees will receive a prorated amount of paid leave.  

For example, a twenty (20) hour per week employee will receive an 

additional two (2) hours paid leave and a thirty (30) hour per week 

employee will receive an additional three (3) hours paid leave.  This leave 

is approved under rules governing vacation leave. 

 

e. For each official holiday non-exempt employees shall receive, as 

determined by the department, one of the following:  

 

 The holiday off 

 An alternative day off, or 

 With regard to paid holidays, eight hours of additional pay for 40 hour 

per week employees and 10.4 hours for 52 hour per week employees. 



 If Christmas Eve is worked and alternative time off is not given, 40 

hour per week employees receive 4 hours of additional pay and 52 

hour per week employees receive 5.2 hours of additional pay. 

 

f. Methods for the calculation and payment of holiday time may differ for 

represented employees.  Any differences will be outlined in the governing 

memorandum of understanding for such employees. 

 

g.   

 

Workweek 

Hours 
Holiday Leave 

52 hours 
10.4 holiday 

hours 

40 hours 8 holiday hours 

31-39 hours 8 holiday hours 

21-30 hours 6 holiday hours 

11-20 hours 4 holiday hours 

1-10 hours 2 holiday hours 

 

h. An employee, whose first day of work follows a holiday, does not receive 

pay for the holiday.  A terminated employee whose last day worked is the 

day before a holiday will not receive pay for the holiday.  An employee 

retiring from the City whose last day worked is the day before a holiday 

does not need to work the day following a holiday in order to receive pay 

for that holiday. 

 

8. Holiday Special Leave 

 

i. In addition to the Official Holidays designated by the City (and for which 

the City offices are generally closed) every full-time regular status 

employee shall be granted Holiday Special Leave with pay per calendar 

year to be approved under rules governing vacation leave.  Employees will 

receive Holiday Special Leave according to the following schedule and 

based on the position’s standard hours: 

   

Workweek 

Hours 

Holiday Special 

Leave 

  

52 hours 
15.6 holiday 

hours 

  

40 hours 12 holiday hours 

 

j. Part-time, regular status employees are eligible for a pro-rated number of 

Holiday Special Leave hours with pay per calendar year based on the 



position’s standard hours to be approved under rules governing vacation 

leave. For example, a twenty (20) hour per week employee will receive six 

(6) hours and a thirty (30) hour per week employee will receive nine (9) 

hours Holiday Special Leave.   

 

k. The amount of hours received for all regular status employees will be 

based on the employee’s position standard hours as of January 1st of the 

calendar year.  The Holiday Special Leave will not be modified or 

increased due to a change in the employee’s position standard hours 

during the calendar year. 

 

l. Any Holiday Special Leave hours that have not been used during the 

calendar year will be forfeited. 

 
 



7. Official Holiday Leave 

 

a. The following shall beare the official holidays for all regular status and 

probationary City of Glendale employees, including those on an approved 

leave of absence who are receiving pay such as exceptional disability, 

vacation donation, vacation or sick leave during the pay period in which 

the holiday falls.  These are the paid holidays unless otherwise indicated: 

 

 January 1, “New Year’s Day” 

 Third Monday in January, “Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Day” 

 Third Monday in February, “President’s Day” 

 March 31, “Cesar Estrada Chavez Day”, non-paid holiday 

 Last Monday in May, “Memorial Day” 

 July 4, “Independence Day” 

 First Monday in September, “Labor Day” 

 Second Monday in October, “Columbus Day” 

 November 11, “Veterans Day” 

 Fourth Thursday in November, “Thanksgiving Day” 

 Fourth Friday in November, “Day after Thanksgiving Day” 

 Christmas Eve - 1/2 Day 

 December 25, “Christmas Day” 

 

b. Dr. Cesar Estrada Chavez Day is a non-paid official holiday.  Employees 

may use vacation or compensatory time for celebrating the holiday. 

 

c. When an official holiday, except Christmas Eve, falls on Saturday, the 

preceding Friday will be observed as a holiday.  When an official holiday, 

except Christmas Eve, falls on Sunday, the following Monday shall be 

observed as a holiday. 

 

d. When Christmas Eve falls on a Saturday or a Sunday, every full-time 

regular status employee shall be allowed an additional four (4) hours of 

paid leave.  52 hour employees will receive an additional 5.2 hours of paid 

leave.  Part-time employees will receive a prorated amount of paid leave.  

For example, a twenty (20) hour per week employee will receive an 

additional two (2) hours paid leave and a thirty (30) hour per week 

employee will receive an additional three (3) hours paid leave.  This leave 

is approved under rules governing vacation leave. 

 

e. For each official holiday non-exempt employees shall receive, as 

determined by the department, one of the following:  

 

 The holiday off 

 An alternative day off, or 

 With regard to paid holidays, eight hours of additional pay for 40 hour 

per week employees and 10.4 hours for 52 hour per week employees. 



 If Christmas Eve is worked and alternative time off is not given, 40 

hour per week employees receive 4 hours of additional pay and 52 

hour per week employees receive 5.2 hours of additional pay. 

 

f. Methods for the calculation and payment of holiday time may differ for 

represented employees.  Any differences will be outlined in the governing 

memorandum of understanding for such employees. 

 

g.   

 

Workweek 

Hours 
Holiday Leave 

52 hours 
10.4 holiday 

hours 

40 hours 8 holiday hours 

31-39 hours 8 holiday hours 

21-30 hours 6 holiday hours 

11-20 hours 4 holiday hours 

1-10 hours 2 holiday hours 

 

h. An employee, whose first day of work follows a holiday, does not receive 

pay for the holiday.  A terminated employee whose last day worked is the 

day before a holiday will not receive pay for the holiday.  An employee 

retiring from the City whose last day worked is the day before a holiday 

does not need to work the day following a holiday in order to receive pay 

for that holiday. 

 

8. Holiday Special Leave 

 

i. In addition to the Official Holidays designated by the City (and for which 

the City offices are generally closed) Eevery full-time regular status 

employee shall be allowed granted Holiday Special Leave with pay per 

calendar year to be approved under rules governing vacation leave.  

Holiday Special Leave is paid leave provided to employees in addition to 

Official Holiday Leave.  Employees will receive Holiday Special Leave 

according to the following schedule and based on the position’s standard 

hours: 

j.    

Workweek 

Hours 

Holiday Special 

Leave 

52 hours 
5.2 holiday 

hours 

52 hours 
15.6 holiday 

hours 

40 hours 4 holiday hours 

40 hours 12 holiday hours 
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k.j. Part-time, regular status employees are eligible for a pro-rated number of 

Holiday Special Leave hours with pay per calendar year based on the 

position’s standard hours to be approved under rules governing vacation 

leave. For example, a twenty (20) hour per week employee will receive 

two six (26) hours and a thirty (30) hour per week employee will receive 

three nine (39) hours Holiday Special Leave.   

 

l.k. The amount of hours received for all regular status employees will be 

based on the employee’s position standard hours as of January 1st of the 

calendar year.  The Holiday Special Leave will not be modified or 

increased due to a change in the employee’s position standard hours 

during the calendar year. 

 

m.l. Any Holiday Special Leave hours that have not been used during the 

calendar year will be forfeited. 
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AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE CITY OF GLENDALE
AND HARVARD KENNEDY SCHOOL GOVERNMENT PERFORMANCE LAB AT HARVARD UNIVERSITY FOR THE
STUDY OF RESULTS DRIVEN CONTRACTING STRATEGIES
Staff Contact:  Jean Moreno, Executive Officer Strategic Initiatives and Special Projects

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding
with Harvard Kennedy School Government Performance Lab at Harvard University (GPL) for the study of
results driven contracting strategies associated with the city’s engagement in the Bloomberg Philanthropies
What Works Cities program specifically focused on contracts for after school recreation center operators and
open contracting data.

Background

What Works Cities is a Bloomberg Philanthropies initiative that provides free technical assistance in focused
content areas aimed at helping cities leverage data and evidence in the decision-making process. The What
Works Cities initiative is specifically seeking to partner with 100 cities from around the nation with
populations between 100,000 up to 1,000,000 before 2018. The What Works Cities program provides access
to a network of technical experts and communities that have experienced improvements in specific content
areas with the goal of scaling and duplicating those improvements across the nation.

Glendale submitted an application expressing interest in participating in the program and subsequently the
City Council and executive team were invited to participate in a site visit and workshop presented by What
Works Cities. This workshop provided the What Works Cities evaluation team with an opportunity to learn
about the issues facing the community and to talk in detail about the What Works Cities program and
expectations. Glendale was subsequently selected to continue moving forward in two content areas - Open
Data and Results-Driven Contracting.

Analysis

On January 13, 2017, the city convened an initial meeting made up of representatives from the City Manager’s
Office, City Attorney’s Office, Finance, Public Works, Public Facilities, Recreation, & Special Events, and
Technology & Innovation with the GPL team to begin the development of a potential scope of work for this
project. This meeting resulted in one-on-one meetings with several departments to discuss, in detail,
upcoming procurements and procurement challenges. Based on those discussions and analysis, the GPL team
made a recommendation to move forward with two scopes of work for the results-driven contracting project
because they have the potential to generate lessons that can be disseminated to other governments. This
work will be conducted by a cross-departmental team of city staff in conjunction with GPL.
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After-School Recreation Center Operators:
This area was selected as an opportunity because contracts for three out of five centers will be expiring in
June 2018 requiring a new RFP for the provision of those services. The operation of the after-school programs
by non-profits at these and other facilities began as a pilot program in 2012 after budget reductions; and
ultimately led the city to seek on-going contracts with operators for the provision of these services. This
approach has resulted in several strong partnerships with non-profits in the community, but there has also
been turnover in operators as well.

The focus of this project will be to implement improvements in the RFP process for these contracts with an
emphasis on gaining an understanding of the outcomes for youth and operators at these facilities; and,
applying metrics to measure performance. The execution of this project will include site visits, best practice
research, and stakeholder engagement to inform the development of a results/performance based RFP. The
project also provides an opportunity to align the centers’ services with a national standard or program, the
potential to examine the feasibility of a single operator for multiple centers, and the opportunity to determine
if contract term encourages or inhibits additional community investment by non-profit operators. The
contracts for the following centers will be included in this scope of work:

· Glendale Community Center - 5401 W. Ocotillo Road, Glendale, AZ 85301

· Rose Lane Recreation Center - 5003 W. Marlette Avenue, Glendale, AZ 85303

· O’Neil Recreation Center - 6448 W. Missouri Avenue, Glendale, AZ 85301

The contract for the Community Center North location at 14705 N. 59th Avenue, Glendale, AZ 85306 expires
in October 2018. Staff will work with GPL and procurement staff to determine if the timing would allow for
this center to be included in the RFP.

Open Contracting Data:
This area was selected as an opportunity to complement the work being done with the Sunlight Foundation
on Open Data and is a continuation of that work specific to procurement which includes streamlining
processes and implementing best practices that could increase the number and quality of responsive bidders.
It will also focus on best practices to help inform the selection of procurement and contracting datasets for
publication with the goal of assisting future bidders, increasing the transparency and utility of procurement
and contracting data, and providing Council and the public with data relating to vendor performance.

The city’s participation in the What Works Cities program and the associated work around results-driven
contracting, as well as, the use of a cross-departmental team to explore opportunities are aligned with the
recently formulated mission, vision, and value statements developed by the City Council.

Previous Related Council Action

On May 2, 2017, the City Council provided consensus direction to move forward with the development of an
Open Data program for the City of Glendale and to seek public feedback on a proposed resolution.

On February 28, 2017, the City Council gathered to announce Glendale as a What Works City.

On February 7, 2017, the City Council provided final input and consensus direction on the recently formulated
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On February 7, 2017, the City Council provided final input and consensus direction on the recently formulated
mission, vision, and value statements for the organization setting out desired results and expectations for the
city’s public body of work.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Glendale’s ongoing participation in the What Works Cities program is a validation of Council’s efforts to
improve city hall and is aligned with the work that Council has begun related to the development of a
comprehensive strategic plan focused on improving the lives of the people we serve through integrity,
excellence, innovation, being community-driven, and learning. Participating in the program is providing the
opportunity to leverage the experiences of technical experts and other communities to inform organizational
learning and development in service to the community. The hopeful outcome of the results-driven
contracting project is to create public benefit in the following ways:

· Identifying metrics to better understand outcomes for youth that attend and service providers that
operate recreation centers;

· Incorporating these metrics into a procurement for new operator(s), and performance and contract
management.

· Publishing selected procurement and contracting data about past contract awards, including
performance; and

· Streamlining processes and implementing best practices that could increase the number and quality of
responsive bidders.

Budget and Financial Impacts

There are no budget or financial impacts associated with this request.

City of Glendale Printed on 6/5/2017Page 3 of 3

powered by Legistar™

http://www.legistar.com/






















City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-275, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A DIGITAL BILLBOARD PLACEMENT LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH LAMAR
CENTRAL OUTDOOR, LLC TO CONSOLIDATE PREVIOUSLY EXECUTED LICENSE AGREEMENTS INTO A NEW
MASTER AGREEMENT
Staff Contact:  Jean Moreno, Executive Officer, Strategic Initiatives and Special Projects

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a Digital Billboard Placement
License Agreement that will replace and supersede previously executed agreements with Lamar Central
Outdoor, LLC for the operation of digital billboards along the Agua Fria Freeway (Loop 101) between Bethany
Home Road and Orangewood Avenue.

Background

In 2009, the City Council authorized the City Manager to enter into 5 digital billboard license agreements
(Resolution No. 4332 New Series) at specific locations on city-owned property in the vicinity of the Loop 101
corridor. License agreements for two out of the five locations were executed in 2009 (contracts C-6855 and C-
6855-1); and, two signs were constructed. In 2014, the City entered into two additional license agreements
for signs at locations consistent with the 2009 resolution (contracts C-9245 and C-9246); and those signs were
also constructed. The proposed fifth location concept was abandoned due to site restrictions. These
agreements created new General Fund revenue streams and currently create an annual General Fund revenue
impact of $513,606 collectively.

Analysis

The contract provisions between the existing 2009 agreements and the 2014 agreements vary on vital terms
such as due dates, the calculation method for the annual license fee increase, insurance requirements, and
commencement and effective dates. This resulted in inefficiencies for both the City and Lamar in managing
the compliance aspects of the contracts. A recent internal audit of these contracts also resulted in several
findings that require amending the existing agreements. In discussions regarding the necessary amendments,
both Lamar and the City agreed that it would be in the best interest of both parties to make the necessary
language modifications and consolidate the agreements so that all four licenses had the same terms.

The consolidation of these licenses into one master agreement will result in significant efficiencies for the city,
improved contract management and oversight, operational efficiencies, consistent terms, and modifies
existing contract language that is ambiguous. The substantive modifications to the contract language are as
follows:
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Term:

· The full term of the 2009 agreements would have expired on 8/31/2029.

· The full term on the 2014 agreements would have expired on 9/6/2034.

· Staff recommendation is to have all four agreements expire at the same time and that it should

include a full month of revenue to avoid partial month proration requirements.

Consolidated Agreement:

· The term expires September 30, 2034.

City Impact:

· Ability to collect ongoing monthly license fees for the 2009 licenses (guaranteed amounts) for 5

additional years.

· Included herein is a monthly rent comparative analysis which demonstrates that this change (if the

entire term of the agreement is fulfilled) would result in an additional $1.8 million in General Fund

revenue.

Monthly License Fees:

· All four agreements began with the base monthly license fee of $10,000 per month per sign.

· The 2009 agreements used a Consumer Price Index (CPI) calculation for an annual increase.

· The 2014 agreements negotiated a 2% flat rate increase because the CPI calculation is complex and

created inconsistencies in how the annual increase was calculated.

· The variance in the monthly license fee between the 2009 agreements and the 2014 agreements

created inefficiencies in contract management.

· Staff recommendation is to have the same monthly license fee moving forward for all four licenses,

the same method for calculation on the annual increase, and the same date for the annual increase.

Consolidated Agreement:

· The monthly license fee in the consolidated agreement is $10,700.12.  This is the average of the

existing monthly fees ($10,996.23 for the 2009 agreements and $10,404.00 for the 2014 agreements)

· The annual increase for all four signs is a flat rate 2% increase.

· The date for the annual increase for all four signs is July 1st.

City Impact:

· The monthly rent comparative analysis demonstrates that using the average of the four signs as the

base rent does not change the total amount of monthly license fees collected annually.
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Royalty Payment:

· The dates for the period in which the royalty payment was to be calculated were inconsistent between

the agreements.

· By way of example the reporting period for the FY2016 royalty reports for the 2009 agreements was

10/15/15-10/14/16 while the reporting period for the 2014 agreements was 1/1/15-12/31/16.

· Staff recommendation is to have the same reporting period for the royalty calculation for all four signs.

Consolidated Agreement:

· The royalty period will include July 1st through June 30th annually with the payment being due on the

15th day of August.

· There are no changes as to the method for calculating the royalty payment.

City Impact:

· To align the dates, the FY2017 royalty reporting period for the 2009 licenses is 10/15/2016-6/30/2017

and for the 2014 licenses it is 1/1/17-6/30/17 with payments Due 8/15/17.

· This results in a shorter period for all four signs for the first year under the consolidated agreement

which means that it is unlikely that any of the licenses will achieve revenue in excess of $425,000 (the

trigger for when the city collects a portion of those revenues).

· However, it is important to note that during the last full year of operation for all four signs, none of the

signs reached the $425,000 threshold so the city was not due a royalty payment.  The decrease in

revenue generation of the digital billboards is likely the result of market saturation as there have been

new digital billboards added at Glendale and the Loop 101 on private property and along the Loop 101

in the city of Phoenix.

· The city does not include projected revenues for royalty payments when forecasting as it is not a

guaranteed source of revenue so there would be no impact to revenue forecasts.

· Royalty will continue to be calculated and collected in accordance with existing terms and this change

provides significant efficiencies in ongoing contract management.

Financial Statements:

· The 2009 agreements did not require an independent audit verification.

· The 2014 agreements introduced a requirement for an annual independent CPA to review and attest

to the total revenue collections for each of the signs, but it was only applicable to those agreements.

· Lamar believes requiring this term on an annual basis is onerous because they are a publicly

exchanged corporation and are required to abide by stringent audit and reporting to the United States

Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC).
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· Staff recommendation is to have the same requirements for all four agreements regarding audits and

review of financial documents.  To include the 2009 agreements in the independent verification

requirement, the frequency of the independent verification was adjusted to be less onerous but still

provide for adequate protections for the city.

Consolidated Agreement:

· Lamar is required to submit an annual total revenue report which is to be certified by their CFO or

equivalent attesting to its accuracy and the document must also be submitted in excel format so the

city can easily verify the calculations.

· Lamar is required to have revenue reports for all four billboard locations verified by an independent

licensed CPA every 5 years attesting to the accuracy of the total revenue collections reported during

the entire five-year period.

·  If there are any negative findings in the 5-year verification, the city can require an annual independent

verification until there are two consecutive years of no negative findings.

· Lamar is required to maintain their internal audit process which includes a holistic audit by an

independent accounting firm each year and filing of the proper forms to the SEC.

· If Lamar fails to maintain a favorable standing with the SEC or fails to provide internal verification of

the reports, the city can require an annual independent verification.

· City still maintains the right to conduct its own inspection of Lamar’s business and financial records

relating to this agreement and is entitled to cost reimbursement if there are any negative findings.

City Impact:

· The two original agreements will be subject to independent verification which is a significant benefit to

the city.

· The change from annual independent verification to the 5-year independent verification does not

result in any gaps in review as the 5-year verification still requires a review of all years.

· The city is also provided with additional risk mitigation measures because of the ability to require

annual review if there are any negative findings or if Lamar does not provide the required internally

verified materials.

Insurance and Bond Requirements:

· The insurance coverage amounts and timeframes between the four agreements were inconsistent.

· The coverage timeframes for the Performance Bonds between the four agreements were inconsistent.

· Staff recommendation is to have the same requirements and coverage timeframes on all four

agreements for Insurance and Performance Bonds.

City Consolidated Agreement:

City of Glendale Printed on 6/5/2017Page 4 of 5

powered by Legistar™

http://www.legistar.com/


File #: 17-275, Version: 1

· All four agreements require industry standard insurance amounts.

· Insurance and Performance Bond terms are to be July 1st through June 30th.

City Impact:

· Memorializes updated amounts for 2009 licenses.

· Improves operational efficiency for the city and Lamar.

Previous Related Council Action

On September 9, 2014, the City Council authorized the City Manager to execute C-9244 Settlement
Agreement and Mutual Release pertaining to a dispute regarding how royalty payments were calculated for
the 2009 agreements. On that same date, the City Council authorized the City Manager to execute C-9245
and C-9246, digital billboard license agreements, authorizing Lamar to install, operate, maintain, and repair
digital advertising equipment on two additional city-owned parcels located in the vicinity of the Loop 101
corridor.

On December 22, 2009, City Council adopted a resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute and deliver
a total of five (5) digital billboard license agreements.

On April 9, 2009, C-6855 and C-6855-1 were executed authorizing American to install, operate, maintain, and
repair digital advertising equipment on city-owned property located in the vicinity of Glendale Avenue and the
Agua Fria Freeway (Loop 101).

On March 24, 2009, City Council adopted a resolution authorizing the City Manager to enter into a digital
billboard license agreement with American Outdoor Advertising, LLC.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Entering into this digital billboard placement license agreement has the effect of consolidating four existing
agreements into one master agreement. The benefit to the public is that the city will achieve operational and
management efficiencies which will make better use of city resources relating to contract management. This
agreement also increases the city’s revenue generating potential over the life of the agreement by approximately
$1.8million inmonthly licensefeesbenefittingtheCity'sGeneralFundwhichpaysforavarietyofservicesforCityof
Glendale residents.  This agreement does not add any additional digital billboards.

Budget and Financial Impacts

This is a revenue contract, there are no expenditures associated with this agreement.
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AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. 2 TO THE LINKING AGREEMENT WITH LZ DELTA, LLC,
DOING BUSINESS AS GOAZ MOTORCYCLES, FOR THE PURCHASE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT BMW
MOTORCYCLES
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for the City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into Amendment No. 2 to the
Linking Agreement with LZ Delta, LLC, doing business as (dba) GOAZ Motorcycles, Contract No. C-11160, for
an increase of $144,559.95, for the purchase of five (5) law enforcement BMW motorcycles for a total not to
exceed amount of $256,142.03, for the entire term of the Agreement.

Background

The vehicles requested for purchase will replace four (4) Police Department motorcycles scheduled for
replacement and one (1) Police Department motorcycle that was recently extensively damaged in a collision.
The four scheduled motorcycles meet the replacement schedule for police motorcycles currently set at seven
years or 75,000 miles, dependent on use and maintenance history. These motorcycles are included in the
Vehicle Replacement Fund (VRF) schedule and meet the criteria for replacement. The damaged motorcycle is
being replaced, per the direction of the city’s Risk Management Department, due to the cost to repair
exceeding the cash value of the motorcycle, and the actual cash value of $10,853.71 will be reimbursed back
to the VRF.

GOAZ Motorcycles was awarded a bid by the State of Arizona to provide police motorcycles described in the
Statewide Law Enforcement Motorcycles Contract. Staff is requesting to utilize the Cooperative Purchasing
Agreement which permits cooperative use by other governmental agencies including the city. Contract No.
ADSPO13-038704 was awarded on January 3, 2013 and is effective through January 2, 2018.

On September 27, 2016, the city entered into a Linking Agreement for Law Enforcement Motorcycles with
GOAZ Motorcycles, Contract No C-11160, in an amount not to exceed $111,582.08, utilizing the State of
Arizona Contract No. ADSPO13-038704. On November 28, 2016, the city entered into Amendment No. 1 with
GOAZ Motorcycles extending the term effective through January 2, 2018.

Cooperative purchasing allows counties, municipalities, schools colleges and universities in Arizona to use a
contract that was competitively procured by another governmental entity or purchasing cooperative. Such
purchasing helps reduce the cost of procurement, allows access to a multitude of competitively bid contracts,
and provides the opportunity to take advantage of volume pricing. The Glendale City Code authorizes
cooperative purchases when the solicitation process utilized complies with the intent of Glendale’s
procurement processes. This cooperative purchase is compliant with Chapter 2, Article V, Division 2, Section 2
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-149 of the Glendale City Code, per review by Materials Management.

Analysis

Currently, the City of Glendale Police motorcycle fleet is primarily composed of Honda ST1300 motorcycles
which require third party up-fitting with law enforcement components to create a police package motorcycle.
In 2016, Fleet Management and Police Services worked together and identified that the transition to the
BMW R1200 police package motorcycle is in the best interest of the city. The requested law enforcement
motorcycles are to be utilized by the Police Department, and will be used by the motor officers.

With the completion of this order, nine of the 29 motorcycles in the police fleet will be the BMW R1200.

Previous Related Council Action

On September 27, 2016, Council authorized entering into a Linking Agreement with LZ Delta, LLC, Contract No.
C-11160, for the purchase of four (4) BMW police motorcycles, in an amount not the exceed $111,582.08.

On January 27, 2015, Council authorized entering into a Linking Agreement with LZ Delta, LLC, Contract No. C-
9633, for the purchase of two (2) police motorcycles, in an amount not to exceed $70,000.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Purchase of these police motorcycles ensures the continued delivery of service provided by the Police
Department and supports the public safety mission to serve and protect the community.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funding is available in the FY 2016-17 Vehicle Replacement Fund. The increase in expenditures with GOAZ
Motorcycles is $144,559.95, for a total not to exceed amount of $256,142.03, for the entire term of the
Agreement.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$144,559.95 1120-13610-551450, Vehicle Replacement Fund

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-247, Version: 1

AWARD OF IFB 16-46, AND AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH VULCAN MATERIALS
COMPANY FOR ROAD MATERIALS
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to award IFB 16-46 and to authorize the City Manager to enter into an
Agreement with Vulcan Materials Company for the purchase of road materials; and approve the expenditures
of funds in an amount not to exceed $170,000 for the initial one-year term; and to authorize the City Manager
to renew the agreement, at the City Manager’s discretion, for an additional four, one-year renewals, in an
amount not to exceed $850,000 for the entire term of the Agreement.

Background

Road materials are used by street maintenance and water services crews to perform local asphalt repairs, fill
potholes, repair sinkholes, and backfill excavation work after water main or sewer line repairs. These
materials include a mixture of rock and sand used as a sub-grade to prevent road settling, as well as hot and
cold mix asphalt for temporary and permanent pavement repairs. A bulk inventory is maintained for daily
and emergency use, to react as quickly as possible restoring pedestrian and traffic access.

Analysis

The Materials Management Division solicited an invitation for Bid (IFB) 16-46 for road materials for the Streets
Division of Public Works, and the Water Services Department. Three responses to the IFB were received and
Vulcan Materials Company provided the lowest responsive and responsible bid.

The Public Works and Water Services Departments utilize the same materials for road restoration, and, by
combining quantities expected to be used, can achieve a volume price reduction on materials.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Restoring road surfaces for motorists and pedestrians in a timely and cost efficient manner provides a safe
environment for residents and business. This improves quality of life for Glendale residents, businesses, and
visitors as well as reducing liability concerns.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funding for the initial term is available in the Public Works and Water Services proposed Fiscal Year 2017-18
operating budget. Expenditures with Vulcan Materials Company are not to exceed $170,000 for the initial
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term and $850,000 for the entire term, contingent upon Council Budget approval.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$70,000 1340-16720-524400, Street Maintenance

$100,000 2400-17290-524400, Water Distribution 2420-17630-524400, Wastewater
Collection 2420-17630-524400, Storm Water

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?  N/A
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-249, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. 2 TO THE AGREEMENT WITH STAFFING SPECIALISTS NV,
LLC, FOR TEMPORARY WORKERS FOR RECYCLING FACILITY, LANDFILL AND PUBLIC WORKS AND
RATIFICATION OF EXPENDITURES
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into Amendment No. 2 to the
Agreement for Temporary Workers for Recycling Facility, Landfill and Public Works with Staffing Specialists
NV, LLC, Contract No. C-10230, for an increase in the compensation in the amount of $4,540,180 to a not to
exceed amount of $5,886,980 for the full term of the Agreement for temporary staffing services, ratification
of expenditures in the approximate amount of $538,000 for services rendered through June 30, 2017; and
authorizing the City Manager to renew the contract, at the City Manager’s discretion, for three additional
years in one-year increments. The current term of the Agreement is effective through August 28, 2017 and
includes three remaining optional one-year renewals, allowing the Agreement to be extended through August
28, 2020.ody

Background

On August 25, 2015, Council authorized the entering into of two Agreements for temporary employment
services to support the Public Works Department: Contract No. 10229 with JG Staffing, Inc. in an amount not
to exceed $4,375,765 over the full five-year term of the Agreement, and Contract No. C-10230 with Staffing
Specialists NV, LLC in an amount not to exceed $1,346,800 over the full five-year term of the Agreement. JG
Staffing, Inc. was awarded the larger of the two Agreements to provide daily services to sort and process
recycling materials at the Materials Recycling Facility, whereas Staffing Specialists NV, LLC would be used as
needed to support the Landfill and Solid Waste Management.

In August 2016, the city entered into Amendment No. 1 with both vendors, extending the terms through
August 28, 2017.

In March 2017, the city and JG Staffing, Inc. agreed to mutually terminate Contract No. C-10229. Public Works
staff requested that Staffing Specialist NV, LLC agree to amend Contract No. C-10230 to include the daily
support at the recycling facility.

Analysis

The initial agreement with Staffing Specialists NV, LLC, was for staffing services to provide temporary workers
needed at various Public Works Departments. The three primary positions included mechanics, CDL drivers,
and accounting personnel.
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This request is to increase the compensation to include the cost of the addition of temporary workers to
include line sorters, line leads, forklift operators, general labors and groundskeepers to replace the
terminated agreement, and to include annual increases in the minimum wage per Arizona Revised Statute §23
-363 that were not anticipated in the original Agreement.

Public Works staff estimate the value of work performed from the termination of Contract No. C-10229 with
JG Staffing, Inc., through ratification of Amendment No. 2 to Contract No. C-10239 with Staffing Specialists
NV, LLC, to be at $538,000.

Previous Related Council Action

On August 25, 2015, Council authorized entering into an Agreement, C-10229, with JG Staffing, Inc. for
temporary staffing services.

On August 25, 2015, Council authorized entering into an Agreement, C-10230, with Staffing Specialist NV, LLC,
for temporary staffing services.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

This Amendment will ensure uninterrupted operation of the city’s Material Recycling Facility.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funding for the ratification was available in the Fiscal Year 2016-17 Public Works Operating and Maintenance
budgets. The increase in expenditures with Staffing Specialists NV, LLC, is $4,540,180 for a total not to exceed
amount of $5,886,980 over the full term of the Agreement, contingent upon Council Budget approval.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$4,540,180 Various Public Works Divisions

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-251, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH ISS FACILITY SERVICES, INC., TO PROVIDE
CUSTODIAL SERVICES AT VARIOUS CITY FACILITIES
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a Linking Agreement with ISS
Facility Services, Inc. to provide custodial services at various city facilities in an amount not to exceed
$700,000 for the full term of the Agreement and to authorize the City Manager to renew the agreement, at
the City Manager’s discretion, for an additional one, one-year renewal. The initial term of the agreement is
effective until September 30, 2017.

Background

The Custodial Services Division of the Public Works Department is responsible for providing the material and
labor for custodial services to 32 city buildings representing 402,004 square feet of interior building space.
The Custodian Services Division is currently provided a custodial contractor augmented by four full time city
employees.

ISS Facility Services, Inc. was awarded a bid by the Town of Marana Finance Department to provide janitorial
services. Staff is requesting to utilize the cooperative purchase with Strategic Alliance for Volume
Expenditures (SAVE). SAVE is a consortium of local municipalities, in which Glendale is a member. Contract
No. 2013-022 4540 Janser was awarded by the Town of Marana on October 1, 2013 and is effective through
September 30, 2017, and includes an option to renew the contract an additional one, one-year period,
allowing the contract to be extended through September 30, 2018.

On March 22, 2016, the city entered into a Linking Agreement for custodial services with ISS Facility Services,
Inc., Contract No. C-10719, in amount not to exceed $530,000, utilizing Maricopa County Contract No. 10086-
RFP for Janitorial Services.  The Linking Agreement was effective through February 28, 2017 and has expired.

On May 9, 2017, the city entered into a Linking Agreement for custodial services with ISS Facility Services, Inc.,
Contract No. C17-0380, in an amount not to exceed $221,758, utilizing Maricopa County Contract No. 10086-
RFP for Janitorial Services.  The Linking Agreement is effective through June 30, 2017.

Cooperative purchasing allows counties, municipalities, schools, colleges and universities in Arizona to use a
contract that was competitively procured by another governmental entity or purchasing cooperative. Such
purchasing helps reduce the cost of procurement, allows access to a multitude of competitively bid contracts,
and provides the opportunity to take advantage of volume pricing. The Glendale City Code authorizes
cooperative purchases when the solicitation process utilized complies with the intent of Glendale’s
procurement processes. This cooperative purchase is compliant with Chapter 2, Article V, Division 2, Section 2
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procurement processes. This cooperative purchase is compliant with Chapter 2, Article V, Division 2, Section 2
-149 of the Glendale City Code, per review by Materials Management.

Analysis

ISS Facility Services, Inc. was selected in 2016 based upon a review of numerous similarly-scoped government
contracts and was found to be the lowest cost option that met the city’s needs. This Agreement will allow
custodial services to continue in city facilities through September 30, 2018.

Previous Related Council Action

On May 9, 2017, Council authorized entering into a linking agreement, Contract No. C17-0380, with ISS Facility
Services, Inc. for custodial services, in an amount not to exceed $221,758.

On March 22, 2016, Council authorized entering into a linking agreement, Contract No. C-10719, with ISS
Facility Services, Inc. for custodial services, in an amount not to exceed $530,000.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Custodial services are necessary to comply with state health codes, for the proper maintenance of care of
public facilities, and to ensure Glendale’s facilities meet the needs and expectations of the community.

Cooperative purchasing typically produces the lowest possible volume prices and allows for the most effective
use of available funding. The bids are publicly advertised and all Arizona firms have an opportunity to
participate.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funding is available in the proposed Fiscal Year 2017-18 Operating Budgets for the various departments.
Expenditures with ISS Facility Services, Inc., are not to exceed $700,000 for the entire term of the Agreement,
contingent upon Council budget approval.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$700,000 Various

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-253, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH ADVANCED STRUCTURAL
ENGINEERING, INC., FOR THE PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE INSPECTION AND REPAIR PROJECT
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a Professional Services
Agreement with Advanced Structural Engineering, Inc., (ASE) in an amount not to exceed $72,512 for the
Pedestrian Bridge Inspection and Repair project.

Background

The city has 55 bridges which represent an investment of over $100 million in City assets based on
replacement costs in today’s economy. With the exception of minor repairs (potholes, small paving projects,
concrete repair, and sidewalk) the city contracts for all other preventative maintenance and reconstructive
bridge projects.

The Pedestrian Bridge Inspection and Repair project will inspect two pedestrian bridges which have not been
inspected by the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) Bridge Section. The two bridges are the 63rd
Avenue at Loop 101 pedestrian bridge and the 59th Avenue at Thunderbird Park pedestrian bridge. The
inspections will be completed per ADOT standards and will recommend repairs if needed.

Analysis

The Engineering division selected ASE from its on-call consulting list. Staff anticipates completion of the
inspections and reports by the end of August 2017.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Well maintained infrastructure is an important element of strong neighborhoods and business corridors and is
critical for the attraction of quality economic development.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funding is available in the Fiscal Years 2016-17 Capital Improvement Plan budget. Expenditures with
Advanced Structural Engineering, Inc. are not to exceed $72,512.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$72,512 1980-68122-550800, Capital Bridge Repair Program
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Capital Expense? Yes

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-255, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH RITOCH-POWELL &
ASSOCIATES, INC., FOR THE PS PARKING LOT AT BETHANY HOME ROAD AND 95TH AVENUE PROJECT
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Purpose and Recommended Action
. Recommendation
This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a Professional Services
Agreement with Ritoch-Powell & Associates, Inc., in an amount not to exceed $302,668.42 for the PS Parking
Lot Project at Bethany Home Road and 95th Avenue.

Background

The PS Parking Lot Project includes design services to develop construction drawings for a parking lot which
will provide 4,001 parking spaces south of Bethany Home Road. Additionally, the design will include the full
width construction of Montebello Avenue, a traffic signal at Montebello and 91st Avenues and provisions for
necessary drainage and utility extensions.

Analysis

The Engineering division selected Ritoch-Powell & Associates, Inc. from the on-call consulting list. A
Professional Services Agreement in the amount of $39,948 for the preliminary design was administratively
awarded on February 27, 2017. This agreement will complete the design and produce detailed construction
drawings and bid documents.  Staff anticipates completion of the final design before the end of August 2017.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Well designed and maintained infrastructure is an important element of strong neighborhoods and business
corridors and is critical for the attraction of quality economic development.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funding is available in the Fiscal Year 2016-17 Capital Improvement Plan budget. Expenditures with Ritoch-
Powell & Associates, Inc. under this agreement shall not exceed $302,668.42, and the total professional
services fee for the entire project, including the preliminary design, shall not exceed $342,616.42.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$302,668.42 2100-84408-551200, Parking Lot P2-BHR and 95th
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Capital Expense? Yes

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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5727 North 7th Street, Suite 120

Phoenix, Arizona 85014

P: 602-263-1177

F: 602-277-6286

Exhibit D

   
PROJECT NAME: P2 Parking Lot & Montebello Final Design 10-May-17

PROJECT NO. COG Project No. 151632

CLASSIFICATION MAN HOURS BILLING RATES LABOR COSTS

Project Principal 0 180.00$             -$                               

Project Manager 154 160.00$             24,640.00$                    

Project Engineer-Sr. 192 135.00$             25,920.00$                    

Project Engineer 378 110.00$             41,580.00$                    

Inspector 0 100.00$             -$                               

Designer 428 95.00$               40,660.00$                    

Registered Land Surveyor-Sr. 1 125.00$             125.00$                         

Registered Land Surveyor 2 110.00$             220.00$                         

Project Surveyor/LSIT 6 100.00$             600.00$                         

CADD Tech 472 85.00$               40,120.00$                    

Survey Crew 32 125.00$             4,000.00$                      

Administrative 61 55.00$               3,355.00$                      

Total Hours 1,726

Subtotal Direct Labor 181,220.00$                  

DIRECT AND OUTSIDE EXPENSES:

Description Unit Unit Rate Quantity Total
Vehicle Mileage Miles 0.445$               860 383.00$                         
     

Printing  Estimates

Each 0.06$                 2,520 151.20$                         

Each 0.18$                 2,520 453.60$                         

Each 0.06$                 0 -$                               

Each 0.18$                 0 -$                               
Exhibits Each 250.00$             0 -$                               
Deliveries/Postage Each 50.00$               3 150.00$                         

Subtotal Direct and Outside Expenses 1,137.80$                      

SUBCONSULTANTS FEE

Subconsultant Task Fee

SWTE Traffic 68,325.00$                    

HP+D Landscape / Irrigation 19,870.62$                    

Speedie Geotechnical 4,600.00$                      

   
Subtotal Subconsultants Fee 92,795.62$                    

OWNERS ALLOWANCES/CONTINGENCIES

Consultant/Expenses Task Fee

Owner's Contingency 0 27,515.00$                    

   
Subtotal Allowances 27,515.00$                    

TOTALS

Subtotal Contract Labor 181,220.00$                  

Subtotal Direct and Outside Expenses 1,137.80$                      
Subtotal Subconsultants 92,795.62$                    

Total Contract Fee 275,153.42$                  

Subtotal Allowances 27,515.00$                    

Total Contract Fee & Allowances 302,668.42$           

CONTRACT LABOR

Printing Review Sets (11" x 17")

Printing Bid Sets (8.5" x 11")

Printing Bid Sets (11" x 17")

Printing Review Sets (8.5" x 11")
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-257, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO THE AGREEMENT WITH ARIZONA TRAINING &
EVALUATION CENTER, INC., FOR OCCUPATIONAL TRAINING AND TEMPORARY STAFFING SERVICES AND
RATIFICATION OF EXPENDITURES
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into Amendment No. 1 to the
Agreement with Arizona Training & Evaluation Center, Inc., (AZTEC) Contract No. C-10519, for an increase of
$75,000, for a total not to exceed amount of $250,000 for the entire term of the Agreement and to extend the
term of the agreement through December 7, 2017, for occupational training and temporary staffing services
and to ratify expenditures in the approximate amount of $26,000 for services rendered.

Background

AZTEC is an Arizona non-profit corporation whose mission is to provide occupational training to individuals
with disabilities. The City of Glendale Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) utilizes individuals from AZTEC to
perform quality control inspections of processed and baled newspaper at the MRF prior to sale on the open
market. The services that AZTEC provides are one of the driving factors in garnering the maximum revenue
possible for baled newspaper sold by the MRF. The ultimate goal of AZTEC for each trainee is competitive
placement within the community.

On December 8, 2015, the City entered into an Agreement for occupational training and temporary staffing
services with AZTEC. The Agreement was for a one-year term with the option to renew for an additional four
years, allowing the Agreement to be extended through December 8, 2020.

A ratification of expenditures is also requested because the city and AZTEC were unable to incorporate
revisions to the minimum wage into the agreement as mandated in Arizona Revised Statute §23-363 prior to
expiration of the initial term.

Analysis

AZTEC provides a unique service to disabled individuals and the community. This Amendment No. 1 will allow
the city to continue to partner with AZTEC for occupational training services, while benefiting from their
quality control inspections of baled newspaper, and to remain compliant with recent legislation. The increase
in compensation includes annual increases in the minimum wage that were not anticipated in the original
Agreement.

Public Works staff estimate the value of services provided from December 8, 2016 though ratification of
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Amendment No. 1 at $26,000.

Previous Related Council Action

On December 8, 2015, Council authorized entering into an Agreement, C-10519, with AZTEC, for occupational
training and temporary staffing services in an amount not to exceed $35,000 per year or a total of $175,000
for the entire term of the Agreement.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

This agreement provides a financial benefit to the community because the use of temporary workers for
unskilled and semi-skilled labor allows the city to keep staffing expenditures low for solid waste services.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funding for the ratification was available in the Fiscal Year 2016-17 MRF Operating and Maintenance budget.
The increase in expenditures with AZTEC is $75,000, for a total not to exceed amount of $250,000 for the
entire term of the Agreement, contingent upon Council budget approval.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$75,000 2440-17750-515200, MRF Operations, Contracted Temporary Help

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-231, Version: 1

RESOLUTION NO. R17-39

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING
THE CITY TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH THE HICKEY FAMILY FOUNDATION AND ACCEPT A RESCUE
OF YOUTH PROJECT GRANT IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF $10,000, ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE
POLICE DEPARTMENT.
Staff Contact:  Rick St. John, 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 accept a Rescue of Youth Project Grant from the Hickey Family Foundation on behalf of the
Glendale Police Department in the approximate amount of $10,000.

Background

The Hickey Family Foundation (HFF) is a 501(c)(3) trust which provides financial support to projects that help
young people who are socially, medically, or educationally at risk from achieving productive lives. The mission
of the HFF consists of three categories: supporting rescue of youth projects, supporting medical technology
development projects, and supporting medical training center development projects. The HFF uses their
network and research to get in touch with appropriate organizations and invite proposals for potential
projects to be submitted for funding consideration. Because the HFF is a small foundation, they do not accept
or consider unsolicited requests for funds, and grant applications are provided by invitation only. The HFF
contacted the Glendale Police Department regarding criminal activity in the City of Glendale related to
domestic sex trafficking and sexual exploitation of minors.

Combating sex trafficking is important to the Glendale Police Department and in 2016 an Anti-Sex Trafficking
Unit was created. The mission of the Unit is to rescue victims, investigate individuals, and dismantle
organizations engaged in sex trafficking, child prostitution, and other related crimes within the City of
Glendale. With an invitation to apply, the Glendale Police Department submitted a proposal to the HFF
aligned with the rescue of youth project category. The Glendale Police Department is seeking grant funds to
assist with operational costs for the Anti-Sex Trafficking Unit in fiscal year 2017-18, focusing on rescuing “at
risk” youth who are being sexually exploited within the community. In addition, the Glendale Police
Department will be targeting the demand side of sex trafficking which, when coupled with rescue efforts, will
provide a well-rounded approach to keeping youth safe from the dangers of sex trafficking. In May 2017, the
City was notified by the HFF that the grant application request had been approved and the Glendale Police
Department would receive $10,000.
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Analysis

The grant performance period is July 1, 2017 through June 30, 2018. If Council approves the recommended
action, the grant funds will be used for operating expenses, personnel training expenses, and equipment
purchases utilized in the investigation of sex trafficking in the City of Glendale for the project entitled
“Massage Parlor/Sex Traffic Reduction in Glendale.” Staff is requesting Council adopt the proposed resolution
authorizing the City Manager to accept a Rescue of Youth Project Grant from the Hickey Family Foundation on
behalf of the Glendale Police Department in the approximate amount of $10,000.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The Glendale Police Department maintains a proactive approach in the battle against sex trafficking in the
City. Through ongoing focus and investigation, the Police Department can use the information obtained to
help identify “at risk” youth in the community, while continuing to assist rescued victims. The Anti-Sex
Trafficking Unit currently works in conjunction with School Resource Officers in the high schools to provide
information about the sex trafficking industry and the associated dangers. The Police Department also
continues to work with organizations who specialize in the healing process of sex trafficking and sexual
trauma victims within the ages of 11 to 17.

Budget and Financial Impacts

There is no financial match required for this award. A specific project account will be established in Fund
1840, the city’s grant fund, once the grant is formally accepted.
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RESOLUTION NO. R17-39 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 

AUTHORIZING THE CITY TO ENTER INTO AN 

AGREEMENT WITH THE HICKEY FAMILY FOUNDATION 

AND ACCEPT A RESCUE OF YOUTH PROJECT GRANT IN 

THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF $10,000, ON BEHALF OF 

THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT.  

 

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

 

SECTION 1.    That the City Council of the City of Glendale authorizes the City Manager 

to enter into the Agreement with the Hickey Family Foundation on behalf of the Glendale Police 

Department. 

 

SECTION 2.  That the City of Glendale accepts the Rescue of Youth Project Grant 

Award in the approximate amount of $10,000 for the Glendale Police Department. 

 

SECTION 3.   That the City Manager or designee and the City Clerk is authorized and 

directed to execute any and all documents necessary for the acceptance of the grant award 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 13th day of June, 2017. 

 

                                                      

  Mayor Jerry P. Weiers 

ATTEST: 

 

                                                              

Julie K. Bower, City Clerk             (SEAL) 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

                                                              

Michael D. Bailey, City Attorney 

 

REVIEWED BY: 

 

                                                              

Kevin R. Phelps, City Manager 
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May 18, 2017 

 

 

 

Kevin Phelps, City Manager 

City of Glendale 

5850 W Glendale Avenue 

Suite 431 

Glendale, Arizona 85301 

 

RE: Rescue of Youth Project Grant for the Glendale Police Department  

Dear Mr. Phelps: 

On behalf of the Hickey Family Foundation (HFF), I am pleased to inform you that upon receipt 

of notice from you that the Glendale City Council has accepted the terms set forth in this letter, 

HFF will forward to the City a check in the amount of $10,000 (the “Grant”) to be used solely for 

the funding of the Glendale Police Department project entitled “Massage Parlor/Sex Traffic 

Reduction in Glendale” (the “Project”) as outlined herein (the “Grant Agreement”). 

 

The HFF Board reviewed and approved the grant application together with its supporting 

materials, and incorporates those by reference. 

 

Following the funding of the Grant, we expect to receive a Mid-Term Status Report six (6) months 

after the funding date, including an updated “Time-Event-Responsibility” schedule which was 

submitted with the application for funding of the Project. The narrative portion of the report should 

highlight activities that occurred during the period since funding. It should include a list of the 

Project objectives, a detailed financial accounting of Grant expenditures to-date, and address each 

of the questions below: 

 

• What progress has been made toward achieving the Project objectives? 

• Have the original Grant objectives been revised since the Project began? If so, why? What 

are the (resulting) new objectives? 

• What challenges have arisen during this initial phase of the Project? How were/are the 

challenges being addressed? 

• Are any difficulties anticipated in completing the Project in the timeframe outlined in the 

original grant application? If so, how are they being addressed? 
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A Final Report will be required one year from the date of funding, which should also include both 

a final Time-Event-Responsibility” schedule and detailed financial accounting of the Grant funds 

expended for the Project, comparing actual expenditures with the budget provided in the original 

application. The Final Report should include the evaluation metrics requested (above), objectives 

realized, strengths and weaknesses discovered of the original assumptions and plans during the 

process, any other challenges incurred after those reported in the Mid-Term Status Report and 

resulting changes made to complete the Project. The following questions should be considered in 

relation to the Project objectives: 

 

• What was accomplished by this project? 

• If any project objectives were changed, explain the circumstances leading to the change. 

• What challenges were faced during the final stage of the Project? How were the challenges 

addressed? 

 

No portion of the Grant may be used for lobbying or political activity. 

 

Any portion of the Grant not used for the Project may not be used for any other purpose without 

express written authorization from the Hickey Family Foundation, and may be requested to be 

returned to the Foundation. 

 

Please acknowledge your understanding of the terms and conditions of the Grant, as well as 

acceptance of these terms and conditions by the Glendale City Council. Upon receipt of a signed 

copy of this letter, we will forward the check for the Grant. 

 

Please call me if you have any questions.  

 

Best wishes for success in your efforts! 

 
Nancy E. Baldwin 

Trustee and Executive Director  

Hickey Family Foundation 

 

 

CC: Rick St. John, Chief of Police 

 

 

 

 

 
[SIGNATURES APPEAR ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE] 
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ACCEPTANCE and AGREEMENT 

 

My signature below is to (1) accept the Grant and agree to the terms and conditions set forth in this 

letter agreement, including the reporting required herein, and (2) notify you that the Glendale City 

Council approved acceptance of the Grant and agreement to the terms and conditions in this letter 

agreement as of this ______ day of ____________, 2017 as evidenced by the attached copy of the 

Minutes of the Meeting at which it was approved. 

 

  

City of Glendale  

 

 

___________________________ 

Kevin R. Phelps 

City Manager 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

___________________________ 

Julie K. Bower   (SEAL) 

City Clerk 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

___________________________ 

Michael D. Bailey 

City Attorney 



City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-272, Version: 1

RESOLUTION NO. R17-40

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING
THE ACCEPTANCE OF A FISCAL YEAR 2017 INDUSTRY AWARENESS GRANT FROM THE ARIZONA
AUTOMOBILE THEFT AUTHORITY IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF $707, ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE
POLICE DEPARTMENT.
Staff Contact: Rick St. John, 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 accept a Fiscal Year 2017 Industry Awareness Grant from the Arizona Automobile Theft Authority
on behalf of the Glendale Police Department in the approximate amount of $707...body

Background

The Arizona Automobile Theft Authority (AATA) is a state agency whose mission is to deter vehicle theft
through a cooperative effort by supporting law enforcement activities, vertical prosecution, and public
awareness/community education programs. The AATA does not receive any funding from the State's General
Fund but is instead funded through the insurance industry’s mandatory one dollar per year assessment on
every vehicle insured in the State of Arizona. The AATA is a unique example of a government, business, and
consumer partnership. The AATA funds the Arizona Vehicle Theft Task Force, which is a multi-agency task
force within the Arizona Department of Public Safety, and also funds grants to local law enforcement and
criminal justice agencies for professional development and training, vertical prosecution, and public
awareness and prevention activities.

The Glendale Police Department submitted an application to the AATA on May 9, 2017 seeking funding to
send two detectives to the Arizona Auto Theft Investigators Association training seminar to improve
knowledge of current auto theft trends, technologies and programs. The seminar will provide practical
training and promote cooperation and communication among participants from multiple law enforcement
agencies, while encouraging an open exchange of information and technical data. On May 22, 2017, the
Glendale Police Department received notification from the AATA that the grant application request had been
approved and the Glendale Police Department would receive $707.

Analysis

If Council approves the recommended action, the grant funds will be used for the registration and other fees
associated with sending two Glendale Police Department detectives to attend a training seminar for
investigators of auto theft crime, presented by the Arizona Auto Theft Investigators Association, along with
the Arizona Association of Special Investigation Units and the AATA. Staff is requesting Council adopt the
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the Arizona Association of Special Investigation Units and the AATA. Staff is requesting Council adopt the
proposed resolution authorizing the City Manager to accept the Fiscal Year 2017 Industry Awareness Grant
from the AATA on behalf of the Glendale Police Department in the approximate amount of $707...

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

To protect the property of the citizens served, the Police Department remains diligent in its efforts to combat
and prevent auto theft. Through citizen education and the continued training of detectives specialized in the
auto theft investigation, the Police Department maintains a proactive approach toward reducing the number
of stolen vehicles in the City.

Budget and Financial Impacts

There is no financial match required for this award. The grant will be processed through department number
33259, Police Miscellaneous Grants, once the grant is formally accepted.
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RESOLUTION NO. R17-40 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 

AUTHORIZING THE ACCEPTANCE OF A FISCAL YEAR 

2017 INDUSTRY AWARENESS GRANT FROM THE 

ARIZONA AUTOMOBILE THEFT AUTHORITY IN THE 

APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF $707, ON BEHALF OF THE 

GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT.  

  

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

 

SECTION 1.  That the City of Glendale accepts the Fiscal Year 2017 Industry Awareness 

Grant funded by the Arizona Automobile Theft Authority in the approximate amount of $707 for 

the Glendale Police Department. 

 

SECTION 2. That the City Manager or designee and the City Clerk is authorized and 

directed to execute any and all documents necessary for the acceptance of this grant on behalf of 

the City of Glendale. 

 

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

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this 13th day of June, 2017. 

 

                                                      

  Mayor Jerry P. Weiers 

ATTEST: 

 

                                                              

Julie K. Bower, City Clerk             (SEAL) 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

                                                              

Michael D. Bailey, City Attorney 

 

REVIEWED BY: 

 

                                                              

Kevin R. Phelps, City Manager 

 













City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-252, Version: 1

RESOLUTION NO. R17-41

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING
THE ENTERING INTO A GRANT AGREEMENT WITH THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, FEDERAL
AVIATION ADMINISTRATION, AND ACCEPTANCE OF GRANT FUNDS IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF
$4,498,364 TO REHABILITATE THE APRON AT THE GLENDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT.
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

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 grant agreement 3-04-0064-026-2017 with the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
in the anticipated amount of approximately $4,498,364 for the North Apron Rehabilitation Phase 1B at the
Glendale Municipal Airport.

Staff expects the FAA to offer the grant prior to September 30, 2017. However, because the FAA allows only a
few days to formally accept the grant once an offer is made, staff is requesting the Council’s approval to
accept the grant prior to receiving the new grant offer from the FAA. A similar request was made and
approved by City Council on August 9, 2016.

Background

The north apron area comprises parking and service areas for small aircraft. Recent pavement management
reports indicate this area is in need of rehabilitation. The project is the second phase of a two-phase project
to complete the rehabilitation of the north apron. Phase 1A included miscellaneous environmental study,
project design, and partial pavement reconstruction in an amount available through federal funding, and was
completed in February of 2017.

Phase 1B includes reconstruction and mill and overlay for the remaining portions of the North Apron.

Analysis

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has emphasized the priority for federal grant money to be allocated
for airport pavement projects to protect the long-term investments that have been made to the nationwide
airport system. To receive grants, airports must complete the design and request reimbursement when the
construction project is bid.

In April 2016, the City entered into a professional Services Agreement with Dibble & Associates Consulting
Engineers, Inc. for the design of the North Apron Rehabilitation. This firm has assisted in the development of a
bid package for phase 1B. Bids for the project are expected to be opened on May 26, 2017. This construction
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bid package for phase 1B. Bids for the project are expected to be opened on May 26, 2017. This construction
portion of work is estimated at $4,360,000 and will be brought to City Council for consideration of award in
August 2017.

Other costs in the project include construction administration, testing and inspection services, hanger owner
accommodations, and bidding.

The North Apron Rehabilitation is a project in the 2017-2026 Capital Improvement Plan for Fiscal Year (FY)
2017 to include FAA grant funding for the construction portion of the project.

Previous Related Council Action

On January 10, 2017, City Council authorized entering into a Professional Services Agreement with Dibble &
Associates Consulting Engineers, Inc. Contract No. C-10792-2 for the bid package design services of Phase 1B
of this project, in the amount not to exceed $39,539.

On August 9, 2016, City Council authorized entering into a Grant Agreement with the Federal Aviation
Administration, Resolution No. 5136, for airport improvements (Phase 1A) for anticipated amount of
$865,000.

On April 12, 2016, City Council authorized entering into a Professional Services Agreement with Dibble &
Associates Consulting Engineers, Inc. Contract No. C-10792, for the design services of North Apron
Rehabilitation Project, all phases, in the amount not to exceed $292,205.

On August 12, 2014, City Council authorized entering into a Grant Agreement with the Federal Aviation
Administration, Contract No. C-9220, for airport improvements for an anticipated amount of approximately
$3,750,000, for the rehabilitation of the center apron.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The Airport plays an important role in meeting the demand for aviation services in the West Valley and serves
as a general aviation reliever airport for Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport. The North Apron project
will provide a suitable pavement structure and surface for aircraft to transverse and park safely.

The Airport Administrator provides updates on this and other projects to the Aviation Advisory Commission
during their monthly meetings. The Aviation Advisory Commission will review and is anticipated to make a
recommendation to accept this grant at their meeting of May 19, 2017. The Airport Master Plan and other
information can be found on the airport website.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The total estimated cost of Phase 1B of the North Apron Rehabilitation is $4,940,000. The FAA share is
91.06%, ADOT share is 4.47%, and the City of Glendale share is 4.47% of the eligible items of this project. The
city’s match of $220,818 is available in the proposed FY 2017-18 Capital Improved Budget.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$4,498,364 2120-79524-550800, North Apron Reconstruction Rehabilitation (FAA Grant)

$220,818 2210-65078-550800, Airport Matching Funds

$220,818 2120-79524-550800, North Apron Reconstruction Rehabilitation (ADOT)
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Cost Fund-Department-Account

$4,498,364 2120-79524-550800, North Apron Reconstruction Rehabilitation (FAA Grant)

$220,818 2210-65078-550800, Airport Matching Funds

$220,818 2120-79524-550800, North Apron Reconstruction Rehabilitation (ADOT)

Capital Expense? Yes

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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RESOLUTION NO. R17-41 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 

AUTHORIZING THE ENTERING INTO A GRANT 

AGREEMENT WITH THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF 

TRANSPORTATION, FEDERAL AVIATION 

ADMINISTRATION, AND ACCEPTANCE OF GRANT FUNDS 

IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF $4,498,364 TO 

REHABILITATE THE APRON AT THE GLENDALE 

MUNICIPAL AIRPORT.  

 

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

 

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

citizens thereof that the Grant Agreement with the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal 

Aviation Administration be entered into, and that the City accept grant funds in the approximate 

amount of $4,498,364.00 for the North Apron Rehabilitation Phase 1B at the Glendale Municipal 

Airport (FAA Project No. 3-04-0065-026-2017) and expend matching funds in the amount of 

$220,818. 

 

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

directed to execute and deliver any and all documents necessary for the entering into, acceptance 

and expenditure of said grant on behalf of the City of Glendale.  

 

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

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this 13th day of June, 2017. 

 

                                                      

  Mayor Jerry P. Weiers 

ATTEST: 

 

                                                              

Julie K. Bower, City Clerk             (SEAL) 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

                                                              

Michael D. Bailey, City Attorney 

 

REVIEWED BY: 

 

                                                              

Kevin R. Phelps, City Manager 
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FINAL PLAT (FP) APPLICATION FP17-02: MONTEBELLO 95 ADDITION - 9191 WEST BETHANY HOME ROAD
Staff Contact:  Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to approve the Final Plat for Montebello 95 Addition, located at 9191 West
Bethany Home Road. The Final Plat should be approved...body

Background

Montebello 95 Addition is a 3-lot commercial subdivision on approximately 70.947 acres. Lot sizes will consist
of the following:

· Lot 1:  54.469 acres.

· Lot 2:  6.406 acres.

· Lot 3:  2.561 acres.

The three lots will be served by public streets with vehicular access provided at Bethany Home Road, 91st

Avenue, 95th Avenue, and Montebello Avenue. The Final Plat will provide right-of-way dedications totaling
7.512 acres for the future construction of 91st Avenue, 95th Avenue, and Montebello Avenue. Bethany Home
Road has already been constructed adjacent to the site.

Analysis

Approval of the Final Plat will allow future development opportunities and establish the required rights-of-
way for future road construction. Approval of this request will help implement the Stadium Parking
Settlement Agreement.

Previous Related Council Action

On October 13, 2015, the City Council authorized the City Manager to acquire the subject property. On
September 15, 2015, City Council provided direction for the City Manager and City Attorney to take all
necessary actions to acquire real property pursuant to Council priorities. At their Voting Meeting on
November 25, 2008 the City Council approved a general plan amendment and rezoning application for
Centrada. The general plan identifies the site as Entertainment Mixed Use (EMU) and the site is zoned
Planned Area Development (PAD).  The property was annexed by the City Council on January 14, 2003.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Approval of this request would allow future mixed commercial land use opportunities in an established part of
City of Glendale Printed on 6/5/2017Page 1 of 2
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Approval of this request would allow future mixed commercial land use opportunities in an established part of
the city with nearby infrastructure and amenities.
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-234, Version: 1

FY17-18 PUBLIC HEARING AND APPROVAL OF FISCAL YEAR 2017-18 PROPERTY TAX LEVY
Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

Purpose and Policy Recommendation

This is a request for City Council to conduct a public hearing on the proposed Fiscal Year 2017-2018 (FY17-18)
property tax levy and, by a roll call vote, approve a motion to adopt the property tax levy that will be assessed
by ordinance on June 27, 2017.

Background

Arizona’s property tax system consists of two tiers - Primary and Secondary. The primary property tax levy
has state mandated maximum limits; however, it can be used by a city for any purpose. The primary property
tax revenue is included in the General Fund’s operating budget. The secondary property tax levy is not
limited; however, it can be used only to retire the principle, interest, and related fees on voter authorized
bonds used to finance the city’s capital improvement plan. Arizona state law requires Council to set the
property tax levy by the third Monday in August.

Analysis

City Council reviewed the FY17-18 Tentative Budget and adopted a resolution formally approving the
tentative operating, capital, debt service, and contingency appropriation budget at the May 23, 2017 voting
meeting. The tentative budget assumed the primary property tax rate would decrease from $0.4792per $100
of assessed value for FY 2016-2017 (FY16-17) to $0.4632 per $100 of assessed value for FY 2017-2018 (FY17-
18). In addition, the tentative budget assumed the secondary property tax rate would decrease from $1.6698
per $100 of assessed value for FY16-17 to $1.6140 per $100 of assessed value for FY17-18.

If Council approves this item, the total property tax rate will decrease from $2.1490 to $2.0772. The total of
the levy will increase slightly but this is due only to the value of new construction added to the city during the
prior year. This allows the city to reduce the tax rates slightly and does not require a truth in taxation
hearing. Consideration of the adoption of an ordinance finalizing the FY17-18 property tax levy is scheduled
for the June 27, 2017 City Council meeting. In compliance with State Budget Law, public notices regarding the
public hearing and the property tax levy were published in the Glendale Star on May 25 and June 1, 2017.

Previous Related Council Action

City Council adopted a resolution formally approving the tentative operating, capital, debt service, and
contingency appropriation budget at the May 23, 2017 voting meeting. At that time, Council also gave notice
of the date for the June 13, 2017 Public Hearing on:
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· The FY17-18 Final Budget,

· The FY17-18 Property Tax Levy, and

· The June 27, 2017 date the adoption of the FY17-18 Property Tax Levy.

On May 2, 2017, the final FY17-18 Budget Workshop included follow up presentations on the city’s FY 2018-
2027 Capital Improvement Plan and Department Operating budgets.

On April 28, 2017, the second of two all-day budget workshops included presentation on several city
department operating budgets for the FY17-18 Budget.

On April 24, 2017, the first of two all-day budget workshops included presentation on several city
department operating budgets for the FY17-18 Budget.

On April 4, 2017, the FY17-18 Budget Workshop included follow-up presentations on the City’s Draft FY2018-
2027 Capital Improvement Plan.

On March 21, 2017, the FY17-18 Budget Workshop included presentation of the Draft FY2018-2027 Capital
Improvement Plan.

On March 7, 2017, a FY17-18 Budget Overview included revenues and other future discussion items were
presented to the City Council at the second in a series of budget workshops.

February 7, 2017, a FY17-18 Budget Overview included the calendar, process, legal requirements, major
budget components and future discussion items was presented to the City Council at the first in a series of
budget workshops.

On December 20, 2016, the General Fund and Major Operating Funds Five-Year Financial Forecast was
presented at Council Workshop and initiated the FY17-18 budget process.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The community benefit of the City’s budget process, policy direction, and budgetary decisions demonstrates
sound financial decisions are made through a transparent and public process where ultimate budgetary
decisions align with the strategic direction of the City and provide the public with information on service
provided and Council priorities.

Budget and Financial Impacts

If Council approves this item, the total property tax rate will decrease from $2.1490 to $2.0772 per $100 of
assessed value and the total property tax levy will increase only by the value of new construction added to
the city during the prior year.
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-221, Version: 1

ORDINANCE NO. O17-24

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING
CHAPTER 2, ARTICLE III - OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES, DIVISION 1 - GENERALLY OF THE GLENDALE CITY CODE
REGARDING RETENTION OF FINGERPRINTS OF APPLICANTS.
Staff Contact:  Jim Brown, Director, Human Resources and Risk Management

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance to amend Chapter
2, Article III, Division I, of the Glendale City Code regarding fingerprints of applicants.

Background

Article III, Division I, Sec. 2-51 (a) of the Glendale City Code states the following: “All applicants being
considered for selection for positions as city employees and all prospective volunteers under the direction of
the city whose duties include interaction with juveniles, upon application for temporary or permanent
employment for an indefinite period of time or upon application to volunteer, shall appear at the offices of
the police department and submit to having copies of their fingerprints made by a police officer. The human
resources department shall forward the fingerprints of eligible applicants to the Arizona Department of Public
Safety for the purpose of obtaining a state and federal criminal records check pursuant to A.R.S section 41-
1750 and P.L. 92-544.”

Article III, Division I, Sec. 2.51 (d) of the Glendale City Code states the following: “One (1) copy of the
fingerprints shall be maintained by the police department so long as the person remains a city employee and
for a period of five (5) years thereafter.

Analysis

The City has been fingerprinting all applicants being considered for selection and prospective volunteers,
regardless of whether they are interacting with juveniles. We have been following this practice for more than
ten years and are therefore requesting a change to the city code to reflect this practice. Conducting
fingerprint checks is an important part of the background checking process for all new hires and volunteers.
This practice allows Human Resources to review all new hire’s or volunteer’s criminal history information to
ensure we are not hiring individuals with job related criminal convictions.

The language in Sec. 2.51 (d) conflicts with the Department of Public Safety policy concerning the retention of
fingerprints and conflicts with the Arizona State Library records retention schedule. Therefore, we are also
requesting a change to the city code to maintain fingerprints in accordance with the Arizona State Library,
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Archives and Public Records retention schedule.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

These changes to City Code ultimately benefit the citizens of Glendale by ensuring that the City is not hiring
individuals with job related criminal convictions.

Budget and Financial Impacts

There is no expected financial impact associated with updating the City Code.
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ORDINANCE NO. O17-24 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 

CHAPTER 2, ARTICLE III - OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES, 

DIVISION 1 - GENERALLY OF THE GLENDALE CITY CODE 

REGARDING RETENTION OF FINGERPRINTS OF 

APPLICANTS. 

 

 WHEREAS, A.R.S. § 41-1750 (a)(4), the State Librarian’s record retention schedule and 

Department of Public Safety (“DPS”) policy concerning Criminal History Record Information 

(CHRI) provide certain time frames for retention of fingerprints; and 

 

 WHEREAS, certain provisions of the Glendale City Code must by updated to be 

consistent with retention schedule in State law for public records and the DPS Policy. 

 

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

 

 SECTION 1.  That Chapter 2 – Administration, Article III – Officers and Employees, 

Division 1 – Generally is hereby amended as follows: 

Sec. 2-51. - Applicants for positions to be fingerprinted. 

(a) All applicants being considered for selection for positions as city employees and all 

prospective volunteers under the direction of the city upon application for temporary 

or permanent employment for an indefinite period of time or upon application to 

volunteer, shall appear at the offices of the police department and submit to having 

copies of their fingerprints made by a police officer. The human resources 

department shall forward the fingerprints of eligible applicants to the Arizona 

Department of Public Safety for the purpose of obtaining a state and federal criminal 

records check pursuant to A.R.S. section 41-1750 and P.L. 92-544. The Arizona 

Department of Public Safety is authorized to exchange this fingerprint information 

with the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

 

(b)  For the purpose of this section, the term "city employees" shall include all persons 

who are on the city's payrolls and receive either salary or wages from the city.  

 

(c)  For the purpose of this section, the term "volunteer" shall include any person who 

performs or gives service to the city on his own free will, without any form of 

compensation by the city in exchange for services rendered. At the discretion of 

designated staff, any volunteer involved in community service projects less than 

eight (8) hours in duration and supervised by city staff, may be exempt from the 

provisions of this section.  

 

(d)  One (1) copy of the fingerprints shall be maintained by the city in accordance with 

the Arizona State Library, Archives and Public Records retention schedule.  



 

 

(e)  One (1) copy of the fingerprints taken under the provisions of this article shall be 

transmitted to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, United States Department of 

Justice, United States of America, for the purpose of securing a report from the 

records of the Federal Bureau of Investigation.  

 

SECTION 2.  Whereas the immediate operation of the provisions of this Ordinance is 

necessary for the preservation of the public peace, health, and safety of the City of Glendale, an 

emergency is hereby declared to exist, and this Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from 

and after its passage, adoption, and approval by the Mayor and Council of the City of Glendale, 

and it is hereby exempt from the referendum provisions of the Constitution and laws of the State 

of Arizona. 

 

SECTION 3.  The City Clerk is 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 13th day of June, 2017. 

 

                                                 

Mayor Jerry P. Weiers 

ATTEST: 

 

                                                         

Julie K. Bower, City Clerk        (SEAL) 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

                                                        

Michael D. Bailey, City Attorney 

 

 

REVIEWED BY: 

 

                                                        

Kevin R. Phelps, City Manager 
 



[Additions are indicated by underline; deletions by strikeout.] 

 

ORDINANCE NO.       

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 

CHAPTER 2, ARTICLE III - OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES, 

DIVISION 1 - GENERALLY OF THE GLENDALE CITY CODE 

REGARDING RETENTION OF FINGERPRINTS OF 

APPLICANTS. 

 

 WHEREAS, A.R.S. § 41-1750 (a)(4), the State Librarian’s record retention schedule and 

Department of Public Safety (“DPS”) policy concerning Criminal History Record Information 

(CHRI) provide certain time frames for retention of fingerprints; and 

 

 WHEREAS, certain provisions of the Glendale City Code must by updated to be consistent 

with retention schedule in State law for public records and the DPS Policy. 

 

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

 

 SECTION 1.  That Chapter 2 – Administration, Article III – Officers and Employees, 

Division 1 – Generally is hereby amended as follows: 

Sec. 2-51. - Applicants for positions to be fingerprinted. 

(a) All applicants being considered for selection for positions as city employees and all 

prospective volunteers under the direction of the city whose duties include interaction 

with juveniles, upon application for temporary or permanent employment for an 

indefinite period of time or upon application to volunteer, shall appear at the offices of 

the police department and submit to having copies of their fingerprints made by a 

police officer. The human resources department shall forward the fingerprints of 

eligible applicants to the Arizona Department of Public Safety for the purpose of 

obtaining a state and federal criminal records check pursuant to A.R.S. section 41-

1750 and P.L. 92-544. The Arizona Department of Public Safety is authorized to 

exchange this fingerprint information with the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

 

(b)  For the purpose of this section, the term "city employees" shall include all persons who 

are on the city's payrolls and receive either salary or wages from the city.  

 

(c)  For the purpose of this section, the term "volunteer" shall include any person who 

performs or gives service to the city on his own free will, without any form of 

compensation by the city in exchange for services rendered. At the discretion of 

designated staff, any volunteer involved in community service projects less than eight 

(8) hours in duration and supervised by city staff, may be exempt from the provisions 

of this section.  

 

(d)  One (1) copy of the fingerprints shall be maintained by the city in accordance with the 

Arizona State Library, Archives and Public Records retention schedule. police 
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department so long as the person remains a city employee and for a period of five (5) 

years thereafter.  

 

(e)  One (1) copy of the fingerprints taken under the provisions of this article shall be 

transmitted to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, United States Department of 

Justice, United States of America, for the purpose of securing a report from the records 

of the Federal Bureau of Investigation.  

 

SECTION 2.  Whereas the immediate operation of the provisions of this Ordinance is 

necessary for the preservation of the public peace, health, and safety of the City of Glendale, an 

emergency is hereby declared to exist, and this Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and 

after its passage, adoption, and approval by the Mayor and Council of the City of Glendale, and it 

is hereby exempt from the referendum provisions of the Constitution and laws of the State of 

Arizona. 

 

SECTION 3.  The City Clerk is 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                    , 2017. 

 

 

                                                 

Mayor Jerry P. Weiers 

ATTEST: 

 

                                                         

Julie K. Bower, City Clerk       (SEAL) 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

                                                        

Michael D. Bailey, City Attorney 

 

 

REVIEWED BY: 

 

                                                        

Kevin R. Phelps, City Manager 
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ORDINANCE NO. O17-25

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING
THE CODE OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, CHAPTER 6 (ANIMALS); AND SETTING FORTH AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
Staff Contact: Rick St. John, Police Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance amending the Code
of the City of Glendale, Chapter 6 (Animals), adding Article III, Sections 6-26 through 6-29, relating to animal
cruelty and neglect and animal seizure and related procedure.

Background

Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S.) §13-2910(A) addresses animal cruelty and neglect, and A.R.S. §13-4281
addresses animal seizures in cruelty and neglect cases and sets forth the process for notifications, forfeitures,
bonds and hearings. While Arizona state laws address the issues, the laws are not as strong as they could be.
Additionally, the state law process may be lengthy and it places the burden for costs related to animal care
during the legal proceedings on cities and towns.

Under state law, animal owners accused of animal cruelty and neglect have 10 days to request a hearing, and
the court has 15 days to schedule a hearing. After the hearing, the appeal process can take months, and the
entire process may take up to 8 months. Meanwhile, the charges for care and treatment of the animals falls
on the municipality. The City of Glendale, as well as other cities that have dealt with animal cruelty, neglect,
and hoarding under existing state law continue to face enormous expense for animal care during legal
proceedings. Additionally, because the involved animal(s) may not be released to the owner or offered for
adoption until a resolution has been reached, the involved animal(s) may suffer ill-effects, as a lengthy stay in
an unfamiliar environment can be taxing.

Although Glendale City Code Chapter 6 currently addresses several issues relating to animals within the City,
e.g. vicious animals and leash law, it does not address cruelty or neglect. An ordinance that specifically
addresses animal cruelty, neglect, and hoarding, along with the animal seizure and related procedure, will
allow the City to more effectively deal with the issues and better manage care for the affected animals. An
ordinance would also allow the City to shift the cost of care for the animals involved to the owners, instead of
placing the financial burden on the City. A.R.S. §13-2910(F) authorizes cities and towns to adopt ordinances
“at least as stringent as the misdemeanor provisions of this section.”

Analysis
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The Glendale Police Department is proposing an ordinance with the following features:

· Makes animal cruelty and animal neglect a Class 1 Misdemeanor under City Code

· Provides for seizure of mistreated and neglected animals

· Requires the posting a $500 bond, per animal, on filing for a post seizure hearing

· Shifts some of the financial burden for the cost of care from the City to the owner during litigation

· Provisions for expedited trial court proceedings

· Provides for expedited appeal by special action, thereby expediting final resolution of cases

The proposed ordinance is not an attempt to remove the rights of pet owners, but instead a way to improve
the process for the sake of the animal(s) involved in cruelty and neglect. Staff is requesting that Council waive
reading beyond the title and adopt the proposed ordinance amending the Code of the City of Glendale,
Chapter 6 (Animals), adding Article III, Sections 6-26 through 6-29, relating to animal cruelty and neglect and
animal seizure and related procedure.

Previous Related Council Action

At the May 16, 2017 workshop, staff presented information to City Council regarding Glendale City Code,
Chapter 6 (Animals), with respect to a proposed ordinance creating Article III, relating to animal cruelty and
neglect.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The current process under A.R.S. can be cumbersome and difficult to navigate. The proposed ordinance
provides for due process but streamlines the procedure and minimizes the opportunity for excessive delays,
which can be challenging for the animal(s) involved. The proposed ordinance provides benefits including
what’s best for the animals, a cost savings for the City, and enhanced efficiency for those involved.

Budget and Financial Impacts

There is no negative fiscal impact to the City.
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ORDINANCE NO. O17-25 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 

THE CODE OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, CHAPTER 6 

(ANIMALS); AND SETTING FORTH AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 

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

 

 SECTION 1.  That the City Code of the City of Glendale, Chapter 6 (Animals) is hereby 

amended by adding Article III to read as follows: 

 

Sec. 6-26. - Animal cruelty and neglect.  

 

A. A person commits animal cruelty if the person does any of the following:  

(1) Intentionally, knowingly or recklessly subjects any animal under the person's 

custody or control to cruel neglect or abandonment;  

(2) Intentionally, knowingly or recklessly fails to provide medical attention necessary 

to prevent protracted suffering to any animal under the person's custody or 

control;  

(3) Intentionally, knowingly or recklessly inflicts unnecessary physical injury to any 

animal;  

(4) Recklessly subjects any animal to cruel mistreatment;  

(5) Intentionally, knowingly or recklessly kills or attempts to kill any animal under 

the custody or control of another person without either legal privilege or consent 

of the owner;  

(6) Recklessly interferes with, strikes, kills or harms a working or service animal 

without either legal privilege or consent of the owner;  

(7) Intentionally, knowingly or recklessly leaves an animal unattended and confined 

in a motor vehicle and physical injury to or death of the animal is likely to result;  

(8) Recklessly allows any dog that is under the person's custody or control to interfere 

with, kill or cause physical injury to a service animal;  

(9) Strikes any domestic animal with a vehicle resulting in injury to the animal, and 

leaves the scene without rendering aid and assistance in the care of such animal, if 

such action can be taken with reasonable safety. For purposes of this section, 

"domestic animal" shall mean an animal usually domiciled with or cared for by 

humans, such as cat, dog, horse or cattle; 

(10) Intentionally or knowingly poisons or attempts to poison any domestic animal. For 

purposes of this section, "poison" or "attempt to poison" includes the act of placing 

food, water, or lure of another sort which contains poison or contains health 



 

 

threatening foreign objects, such as glass or metal, in a location where any animal 

may be attracted to it;  

(11) Intentionally, knowingly or recklessly uses a baited trap or mechanical device to 

capture an animal, causing it injury or death.  

B. It is not a defense to subsection A of this section if: 

(1) The animal was trespassing on property owned or controlled by the person alleged 

to have violated this section; 

(2) The animal was not restrained in compliance with any leash law, including 

Section 6-6; 

(3) The person alleged to have violated this section did not know that the animal was 

under the custody or control of another person; 

C. Neglect. The purpose of this subsection is to guarantee that animals under human custody 

or control are housed in healthy environments and are provided with proper food, water, 

shelter, medical care, exercise space and ventilation. Any person owning or having care, 

control or custody of any animal shall provide:  

(1) That the animal receives daily, food that is free from contamination and is of 

sufficient quantity and nutritive value to maintain the animal in good health;  

(2) That potable water is accessible to the animal at all times, either free-flowing or in 

a clean receptacle;  

(3) That, except for livestock, all animals have convenient access to natural or 

artificial shelter throughout the year. Any such artificial shelter shall be 

structurally sound and maintained in good repair to protect the animal from injury 

and from the elements, and of sufficient size to permit the animal to enter, stand, 

turn around and lie down in a natural manner. Any shelter which does not protect 

the animal from temperature extremes or precipitation, or which does not provide 

adequate ventilation or drainage, shall not comply with this section. Any shelter, 

all bedding and any spaces accessible to the animal shall be maintained in a 

manner which minimizes the risk of the animal contracting disease, being injured, 

or becoming infested with parasites;  

(4) That the animal receives care and medical treatment for debilitating injuries, 

parasites and diseases, sufficient to maintain the animal in good health and 

minimize suffering;  

(5) That the animal is given adequate exercise space within an enclosure that shall be 

constructed of material, and in a manner, to minimize the risk of injury to the 

animal, and shall encompass sufficient usable space to keep the animal in good 

condition. With the exception of temporary tethering of horses, the use of tie-outs 

such as chains, leashes, wires, cables, ropes, or similar restraining devices for the 

purpose of animal confinement is hereby prohibited;  



 

 

(6) That the animal has access to adequate ventilation and is protected from 

temperature extremes at all times. In this connection, it is unlawful for any person 

to keep any animal in a vehicle or other enclosed space in which the temperature 

is either so high or so low, or the ventilation is so inadequate, as to endanger the 

animal's life or health. Any peace officer or Animal Care officer is authorized to 

use whatever force is reasonable and necessary to remove any animal from a 

vehicle or other enclosed space whenever it appears that the animal's life or health 

is endangered by extreme temperatures or lack of ventilation within the vehicle or 

other enclosed space.  

(a)  No peace officer or Animal Care officer shall be liable for damages to 

property caused by the use of reasonable force to remove an animal from 

such a vehicle or other enclosed space under such circumstances.  

D. Subsection B paragraphs 1 and 2 of this section may be waived by any peace officer or an 

Animal Care officer if dictated by treatment under the direction of a licensed veterinarian.  

E. Any person violating the provisions of this section shall be guilty of a Class 1 

misdemeanor.  

F. Penalties. A violation of any provision of this section is punishable by a fine of not less 

than one hundred dollars nor more than two thousand five hundred dollars, six months in 

jail, three years probation, or any combination thereof. No judge may grant probation in 

lieu of, or otherwise suspend, the imposition of the minimum fine prescribed herein. The 

judge may order that the owner shall not be permitted to own or control any animal for a 

period of up to three years, and the judge may order that the animal(s) which are the 

subject of this action be forfeited to the Arizona Humane Society or other suitable agency 

to be placed by adoption in a suitable home or humanely destroyed. The court also shall 

order the convicted person to make restitution to the City or to any person, agency, or 

volunteer who has contracted with the City to care for an animal that is seized and 

impounded pursuant to this or other provisions of this section for the cost of care for the 

animal incurred from the time of seizure or impoundment to the time of conviction. This 

shall not be construed to affect, in any way, the imposition of any mandatory minimum 

penalties provided herein.   

G. In this section, unless the context otherwise requires: 

(1) "Animal" means a mammal, bird, reptile or amphibian, but excludes rodents, 

which may be controlled as otherwise allowed by the law of the State of Arizona. 

The exclusion of rodents from the definition of animal shall not apply to rodents 

classified as fur-bearing animals as defined in section 17-101, Arizona Revised 

Statutes, or to any particular rodent known by the person alleged to have violated 

this section to be kept as a pet or any rodent clearly marked and denominated as 

being a pet, such as rodents wearing collars or harnesses. 



 

 

(2) "Cost of care" means any expense related to the care and treatment of a seized or 

forfeited animal, including but not limited to housing, feeding, and veterinary 

care. 

(3) "Owner" means a person who has an interest in an animal, whether legal or 

equitable. A person who holds an animal for the benefit of or as an agent for 

another is not an owner. An owner with power to convey an animal binds other 

owners, and a spouse binds his or her spouse, by his or her act or omission. 

Sec. 6-27.  Seizure of animals subjected to cruelty and or neglect; cost of care. 

A. An animal subject to forfeiture under Section 6-26 may be seized: 

(1) By a Peace Officer on process issued pursuant to the provisions of title 13, 

Arizona Revised Statutes, including a search warrant; 

(2) By a Peace Officer upon reasonable grounds to believe that very prompt action is 

required to protect the health or safety of the animal or the health or safety of 

other animals. When a Peace Officer determines that prompt action is required 

under this paragraph, the officer shall immediately seize the animal and the Police 

Department and the Court shall comply with the post-seizure hearing 

requirements of Section 6-28. 

B. In all cases where there is not a prior judicial determination of probable cause and the 

need for immediate seizure is not present as provided in paragraph A (2) above, the 

Police Department shall provide the owner or keeper of the animal with the opportunity 

for a hearing pursuant to Section 6-28 before any seizure or impoundment of the animal. 

C. Nothing in this section shall be construed to prohibit the City, after seizure of an animal 

by a Peace Officer, from taking possession of and keeping the animal when the City 

deems the animal to be of evidentiary value in any criminal prosecution relating to the 

condition of the animal. If the City intends to take possession of and retain an animal as 

evidence in any criminal prosecution, the City shall promptly provide written notice to the 

Police Department. 

D. The City may contract with any person or agency, including volunteers, to care for an 

animal that is seized and impounded for evidentiary purposes or pursuant to other 

provisions of this section. 

E. The City shall be responsible for the cost of care incurred for a seized or impounded 

animal, if any of the following occur: 

(1) The City causes the animal to be seized or held for evidentiary purposes; 

(2) The Court determines in a post-seizure hearing held under Section 6-28, that the 

seizing officer did not have reasonable grounds to believe very prompt action, 



 

 

including seizure of the animal, was required to protect the health or safety of the 

animal or the health or safety of other animals; 

(3) The owner's interest in the animal is not forfeited pursuant to Section 6-26 or 6-

28; 

F. Except as provided in subsection E, the owner of an animal properly seized and 

impounded under this section is liable for the actual cost of care for the animal. Unless 

the seizure or impoundment of an animal is for evidentiary purposes, supported by a 

written notice of intent as required by subsection C, or the Court determines at a post-

seizure hearing that the seizure or impoundment was not justified, the owner shall post 

with the Court a bond in the form of cash or a surety's undertaking to defray some of the 

cost of care for the animal. The bond shall be in the amount of five hundred dollars per 

animal seized or impounded. The owner shall post the bond within ten days of the date of 

the notice provided under Section 6-28 (A) (1) or within five days after the conclusion of 

the pre-seizure or post-seizure hearing, whichever is later, excluding weekends and City 

holidays. If the owner fails to post the bond within the specified time, the owner shall be 

deemed to have abandoned the animal. The City may dispose of the abandoned animal as 

authorized in this Ordinance. 

G. Upon forfeiture of an animal, the Court shall forfeit the bond to pay the cost of care 

incurred for the animal. If the bond exceeds cost of care, the Court shall exonerate the 

bond amount and order the security returned to the owner only to the extent the bond 

exceeds the cost of care incurred for the animal. If at the conclusion of the case, the 

animal is not forfeited under Section 6-26 or Section 6-28 the Court shall order the bond 

exonerated and the security returned to the owner minus cost of care incurred for the 

animal. 

Sec. 6-28.  Pre-seizure and post-seizure hearings. 

A. Whenever a Peace Officer under Section 6-27 (A) (2) seizes or impounds an animal based 

on a reasonable belief that very prompt action is required to protect the health or safety of 

the animal or the health or safety of other animals, the owner or keeper of the animal, may 

request a post-seizure hearing to determine the validity of the seizure or impoundment, or 

both. The burden of proof in the seizure hearing pursuant to this article will be by a 

preponderance of the evidence. The formal rules of evidence will not be applied and 

reliable hearsay may be admissible. The post-seizure hearing shall be commenced as 

follows: 

(1)  The Police Department or the City, prior to the commencement of any criminal 

proceedings authorized under Section 6-26 and within seventy - two hours, 

excluding weekends and City holidays, of the seizure or impoundment, shall 

cause a notice to be affixed to a conspicuous place where the animal was situated 

or personally deliver a notice of the seizure or impoundment, or both, to the 

owner or keeper, if known or ascertainable after reasonable investigation. The 

notice shall include all of the following: 



 

 

(a)  The name, business address, and telephone number of the person 

providing the notice; 

(b)  A description of the animal(s) seized, including any identification upon 

the animal(s); 

(c)  The authority and purpose for the seizure, or impoundment, including the 

time, place, and circumstances under which the animal was seized; 

(d)  A statement that, in order to receive a post-seizure hearing, the owner or 

person authorized to keep the animal, or his or her agent, shall request the 

hearing by signing and returning to the court an enclosed declaration of 

ownership or right to keep the animal within ten days, including 

weekends and City holidays, of the date of the notice. The declaration 

may be returned by personal delivery or by mail. The declaration will be 

deemed received at the time it is personally served or, if mailed, upon 

receipt; 

(e)   A statement that the owner is responsible for the cost of care for an 

animal that was  properly seized and impounded to protect the health or 

safety of the animal or the health or safety of other animals; 

(f)   A statement that the owner is required to post a bond with the court to 

defray the cost of care for an animal that has been properly seized and 

impounded to protect the health or safety of the animal or the health or 

safety of other animals; 

(g)   A warning that if the owner fails to post the bond within ten days of the 

seizure or five days after the conclusion of the post-seizure hearing, 

whichever is later, excluding weekends and City holidays, the animal will 

be deemed abandoned and disposed of by the City. 

(2)   The Court shall conduct the post-seizure hearing within five days of the Court's 

receipt of the request, excluding weekends and City holidays. 

(3)   Failure of the owner or keeper, or the owner's or keeper's agent, to request or to 

attend a scheduled hearing shall result in default and a forfeiture of any right to a 

post-seizure hearing. 

(4)   Where there is not a prior judicial determination of probable cause and the need 

for immediate seizure under Section 6-27 (A)(2) is not present, the owner or 

keeper of an animal may request a hearing prior to any seizure or impoundment 

of the animal. The owner or keeper shall produce the animal at the time of the 

hearing unless, prior to the hearing, the owner or keeper has made arrangements 

with the Police Department to view the animal upon request of the Police 

Department, or unless the owner or keeper can provide verification that the 



 

 

animal has been humanely destroyed by a licensed veterinarian, Animal Control 

Agency or Animal Welfare Organization. The pre-seizure hearing shall be 

commenced as follows. 

(5)   The Police Department or the City Prosecutor, prior to the commencement of 

any criminal proceedings authorized under Section 6-26, shall cause a notice to 

be affixed to a conspicuous place where the animal was situated or personally 

deliver a notice to the owner or keeper, if known or ascertainable after reasonable 

investigation, stating the grounds for believing the animal should be seized to 

protect the health or safety of the animal or the health or safety of other animals. 

The notice shall include all of the following: 

(a)   The name, business address, and telephone number of the person 

providing the notice. 

(b)   A description of the animal  to be seized, including any identification 

upon the animal. 

(c)   The authority and purpose for the possible seizure or impoundment. 

(d)   A statement that, in order to receive a pre-seizure hearing, the owner or 

person authorized to keep the animal(s), or the owner's or keeper's agent, 

shall request the hearing by signing and returning to the court an enclosed 

declaration of ownership or right to keep the animal(s) within two days, 

excluding weekends and City holidays, of the date of the notice. 

(e)   A statement that the owner is responsible for the cost of care for an 

animal that is properly seized and impounded to protect the health or 

safety of the animal or the health or safety of other animals. 

(f)   A statement that the owner is required to post with the court a bond to 

defray the cost of care for an animal that has been properly seized and 

impounded to protect the health or safety of the animal or the health or 

safety of other animals. 

(g)   A warning that if the owner fails to post the bond within five days of the 

seizure, excluding weekends and City holidays, the animal will be 

deemed abandoned and disposed of by the City. 

(6)   The Court shall conduct the pre-seizure hearing within forty-eight hours of the 

Court's receipt of the request, excluding weekends and City holidays. 

(7)   Failure of the owner or keeper, or the owner's or keeper's agent, to request or to 

attend a scheduled hearing shall result in a forfeiture of any right to a pre-seizure 

hearing. 



 

 

(8)   The court, after the hearing, may affirm or deny the owner's or keeper's right to 

custody of the animal and, if reasonable grounds are established, may order the 

seizure or impoundment of the animal for care and treatment. 

(a)    In the event of an acquittal or final discharge without conviction of a 

person who was charged under Section 6-26 or animals have not been 

forfeited pursuant to Sec. 6-27, the Court shall, upon demand, direct the 

release of seized or impounded animals that have not been forfeited upon 

a showing of proof of ownership. Any questions regarding ownership 

shall be determined in a separate hearing by the Court and the Court shall 

hear testimony from any persons who may assist the Court in determining 

ownership of the animal. If the owner is determined to be unknown or the 

owner is prohibited or unable to retain possession of the animal for any 

reason, the Court shall order the animal released to the appropriate public 

agency for lawful disposition. This subsection shall not be construed to 

cause the release of an animal seized or impounded pursuant to any other 

local, State or Federal law or regulation. The Court shall, upon demand, 

forfeit the bond to pay the cost of care incurred for the animal. If the bond 

amount exceeds cost of care, the Court shall exonerate the bond amount 

and order the security returned to the owner only to the extent the bond 

exceeds the cost of care incurred for the animal. 

(b)   A person who violates subsection B by failing to produce the animal at 

the time of the hearing, make arrangements with and allow the Police 

Department to view the animal upon request, or provide verification that 

the animal has been humanely destroyed is guilty of a Class 1 

misdemeanor. 

Sec. 6-29 Disposition of seized or impounded animals. 

A. A Peace Officer who has seized or impounded an animal pursuant to Section 6-26 or 

Section 6-27, on a showing of probable cause that the animal has been cruelly mistreated 

as defined in Section 6-226 (A) or neglected as defined in Section 6-26 (B), may request a 

disposition hearing before a City Judge to determine whether the animal has suffered 

cruelty or neglect as defined in this section. The hearing shall be set within five business 

days after the request has been filed. 

B. The Peace Officer who has requested a hearing under subsection A of this section shall 

cause a notice to be affixed to a conspicuous place at the owner's residence. If the owner 

fails to appear at the hearing or if the City Judge determines by a preponderance of the 

evidence that the animal has been cruelly mistreated or cruelly neglected, the City Judge 

may order the animal forfeited to the officer or any person or agency, including 

volunteers, contracted with the City to care for an animal that is seized and impounded 

pursuant to other provisions of this section, or humanely destroyed. The owner shall pay 

cost of care. The hearing shall be recorded. 



 

 

C. The procedures and remedies provided for in this section shall neither require nor 

preclude other enforcement action on the same facts, including a criminal prosecution of 

the owner. The procedures and remedies provided for in this chapter are remedial and not 

punitive and are not precluded by an acquittal or conviction in a criminal proceeding. 

This section shall not be construed as precluding the destruction of any animal if 

destruction is otherwise authorized by law, nor shall anything in this section be construed 

as precluding the spaying or neutering of any animal. If any provision of this section is in 

conflict with any other provisions of this Code, the provisions of this section shall be 

controlling. 

D. Appeal by either party of the decision of the City Judge shall be by way of special action 

to the Superior Court on the record of the hearing. The appealing party shall bear the cost 

of preparing the record of the hearing on appeal. No appeal shall be taken later than five 

days after the decision, excluding weekends and City holidays. 

SECTION 2.  That the provisions of this ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days 

after passage of this ordinance by the Glendale City Council. 

 

SECTION 3.  The City Clerk is 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 13th day of June, 2017. 

 

 

 

                                                 

Mayor Jerry P. Weiers 

ATTEST: 

 

                                                         

Julie K. Bower, City Clerk        (SEAL) 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

                                                        

Michael D. Bailey, City Attorney 

 

 

REVIEWED BY: 

 

                                                        

Kevin R. Phelps, City Manager 
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ORDINANCE NO. O17-26

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING
AND DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE AN AIRPORT TERMINAL LEASE AGREEMENT WITH SFM
CONSULTING LLC DBA STARSHINE ASSOCIATES FOR CERTAIN OFFICE SPACE IN THE TERMINAL BUILDING AT
THE GLENDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT.
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance authorizing the City
Manager to enter a Lease Agreement with SFM Consulting LLC, doing business as Starshine Associates, for
Suite 200 in the terminal building at the Glendale Municipal Airport. The initial term of the Lease Agreement is
effective through April 30, 2018. The body

Background

SFM Consulting LLC dba Starshine Associates (SFM) is a women owned small business that has a mission to
inspire and empower female entrepreneurs who want to build a business that makes a difference and makes
money while living a life that matters to them. They support and mentor women business owners who find
their passion and purpose through their company and provide them with training, advice, and resources.

SFM is an existing tenant at the Glendale Municipal Airport. They entered into a Lease Agreement, Contract
No. C-11091, for Suite 200B, effective September 15, 2016. SFM has submitted a proposal dated March 13,
2017 to lease the entire Suite 200 of 827.29 square feet to accommodate the expansion of their business
needs.

Analysis

SFM will be introducing an innovative, shared work space concept to Glendale where entrepreneurs,
independent contractors, and work-at-home professionals can work in a shared office environment for the
cost of a membership rather than full cost of an exclusive office rental space. SFM states that there are no
other co-working spaces in the west valley. In addition to the memberships, SFM will also provide business
seminars, motivational classes, Tai Chi, and fun events.

SFM requested early occupancy of the full suite for renovations and the startup phase of the business with
reduced rent through June 30. Beginning July 1, the rental rate will be set at $19.47 per square foot, per year,
with an annual modifier tied to the Consumer Price Index. The Lease may be renewed for five, one-year
periods.
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The existing lease for suite 200B will be terminated upon execution of this new lease agreement.

Previous Related Council Action

On March 27, 2017, the City Council approved the Master Terminal Agreement Template (Ordinance No. 017-
13) for the Airport Terminal Office suites.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The Glendale Municipal Airport plays an important role in meeting the demand for aviation services in the
West Valley and serves as a general aviation reliever airport for Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport. SFM
has been a good tenant at the airport. The rental of the office suite will provide additional revenues and will
increase the potential self-sustainability of the airport, enabling staff to better maintain and operate the
public facility.

SFM made a presentation at the Aviation Advisory Commission meeting of March 15, 2017 explaining their
innovative business concepts. The Aviation Advisory Commission approved the following motion at the March
15, 2017 meeting to recommend the City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a Lease Agreement
Airport Terminal Office beginning May 1, 2017 with SFM Consulting LLC dba Starshine Associates for office
Suite 200 at a negotiated rate of $19.44 psf/yr plus tax, including a thirty-day written cancellation clause and a
90-day phase-in for payments as detailed in the Starshine AZ proposal.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The yearly revenue for Suite 200 will be $16,082.52 plus tax or $16,554.00 including tax, prior to any CPI price
modifications.
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ORDINANCE NO. O17-26 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING 

AND DIRECTING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE AN 

AIRPORT TERMINAL LEASE AGREEMENT WITH SFM 

CONSULTING LLC DBA STARSHINE ASSOCIATES FOR 

CERTAIN OFFICE SPACE IN THE TERMINAL BUILDING AT 

THE GLENDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT.  

 

WHEREAS, the City is the owner of the Glendale Municipal Airport and the Terminal 

Building located thereon; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City desires to lease to SFM Consulting LLC dba Starshine Associates 

(“Starshine Associates”) for certain office space at the Glendale Municipal Airport Terminal 

Building. 

 

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

 

 SECTION 1.  That the City has determined that certain office space (Suite 200) at the 

Glendale Municipal Airport Terminal Building shall be leased to Starshine Associates. 

 

 SECTION 2.  That the City Manager and City Clerk be authorized and directed to execute an 

Airport Terminal Lease Agreement with Starshine Associates for office space at the Glendale 

Municipal Airport Terminal Building, on behalf of the City of Glendale. A copy of said agreement is 

on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale. 

 

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

Maricopa County, Arizona, this 13th day of June, 2017. 

 

                                                 

Mayor Jerry P. Weiers 

ATTEST: 

 

                                                         

Julie K. Bower, City Clerk        (SEAL) 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

                                                        

Michael D. Bailey, City Attorney 

 

REVIEWED BY: 

 

                                                        

Kevin R. Phelps, City Manager 
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ORDINANCE NO. O17-27

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING
THE EXECUTION OF AN EASEMENT FOR A WATER LINE AND A SEWER LINE LOCATED AT 20272 NORTH 75TH
AVENUE AND DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD A CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS ORDINANCE.
Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance accepting a new
water and sewer line easement at 20272 North 75th Avenue.

Background

The developer of the new Popeye’s Louisiana Kitchen, located at 20272 North 75th Avenue, has constructed a
new public water line and sewer line in order to meet the domestic fire protection and wastewater collection
requirements of the City Code for this development. The developer, HZ PROPS RE, LTD, a Texas limited
partnership is granting the city an easement for the water line and sewer line so that the city can maintain,
operate, repair, replace and remove if necessary the new water and sewer lines consistent with City Code.

Analysis

Staff recommends acceptance of the easement for the new water line and sewer line. There will be no impact
on city departments, staff or service levels as a result of this action. There may be minimal costs incurred to
the city for operating and maintaining these the water line and sewer line in the future.
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ORDINANCE NO. O17-27 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 

AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF AN EASEMENT FOR A 

WATER LINE AND A SEWER LINE LOCATED AT 20272 

NORTH 75TH AVENUE AND DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK 

TO RECORD A CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS ORDINANCE. 

 

 WHEREAS, a new development, Popeye’s Louisiana Kitchen, has been constructed on 

property located at 20272 North 75th Avenue; and 

  

 WHEREAS, construction of a new public water line and a new public sewer line has been 

completed and approved by the City and is required to serve the property to meet the domestic 

and fire protection and sanitary sewer requirements of the City Code; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the owner of Popeye’s Louisiana Kitchen, HZ PROPS RE, LTD, a Texas 

limited partnership, has agreed to grant a new water line and sewer line easement to the City so 

that the lines may be operated, maintained, repaired, replaced and removed if necessary. 

 

 WHEREAS, the City has determined that the new water line and sewer line easement 

would benefit the citizens of Glendale and be in the public interest. 

 

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

 

SECTION 1.  That the City is hereby accepting an easement for the location of a new 

water line and sewer line pursuant to the Conveyance of Easement, which is attached as Exhibit 1 

 

SECTION 2.   The Council hereby accepts the Conveyance of Easement, attached hereto 

as Exhibit 1, granting a water line and sewer line easement described herein to the City.  

 

SECTION 3.    That the provisions of this ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) 

days after passage of this ordinance by the Glendale City Council.  

 

SECTION 4. The City Clerk is instructed and authorized to forward a certified copy of 

this ordinance and its attachments for recording to the Maricopa County Recorder’s Office. 

 

 

 

[Signatures on following page] 



 

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

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this 13th day of June, 2017. 

 

                                                 

Mayor Jerry P. Weiers 

ATTEST: 

 

                                                         

Julie K. Bower, City Clerk        (SEAL) 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

                                                        

Michael D. Bailey, City Attorney 

 

 

REVIEWED BY: 

 

                                                        

Kevin R. Phelps, City Manager 
 



 

EXHIBIT 1 
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ORDINANCE NO. O17-28

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING
THE EXECUTION OF AN EASEMENT FOR A WATER LINE LOCATED AT 20272 NORTH 75TH AVENUE AND
DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD A CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS ORDINANCE.
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance accepting a new
water line easement at 20272 North 75th Avenue.

Background

The developer of the new Popeye’s, located at 20272 North 75th Avenue, is constructing a new public water
line in order to meet the domestic fire protection requirements of the City Code for this development. The
developer, HZ PROPS RE, LTD, a Texas limited partnership is granting the city an easement for the water line
so that the city can maintain, operate, repair, replace and remove if necessary the new water line consistent
with City Code.

Analysis

Staff recommends acceptance of the easement for the new water line. There will be no impact on city
departments, staff or service levels as a result of this action. There may be minimal costs incurred to the city
for operating and maintaining these two water lines in the future.
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ORDINANCE NO. O17-28 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 

AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF AN EASEMENT FOR A 

WATER LINE LOCATED AT 20272 NORTH 75TH AVENUE 

AND DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD A 

CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS ORDINANCE. 

 

 WHEREAS, a new development, Popeye’s Louisiana Kitchen, has been constructed on 

property located at 20272 North 75th Avenue; and 

  

 WHEREAS, construction of a new public water line has been completed and approved by 

the City and is required to serve the property to meet the domestic and fire protection 

requirements of the City Code; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the owner of Popeye’s Louisiana Kitchen, HZ PROPS RE, LTD, a Texas 

limited partnership, has agreed to grant a new water line easement to the City so that the line may 

be operated, maintained, repaired, replaced and removed if necessary. 

 

 WHEREAS, the City has determined that the new water line and easement would benefit 

the citizens of Glendale and be in the public interest. 

 

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

 

SECTION 1.  That the City is hereby accepting an easement for the location of a new 

water line pursuant to the Conveyance of Easement, which is attached as Exhibit 1.  

 

SECTION 2.   The Council hereby accepts the Conveyance of Easement, attached hereto 

as Exhibit 1, granting a water line easement described herein to the City.  

 

SECTION 3.    That the provisions of this ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) 

days after passage of this ordinance by the Glendale City Council.  

 

SECTION 4. The City Clerk is instructed and authorized to forward a certified copy of 

this ordinance and its attachments for recording to the Maricopa County Recorder’s Office. 

 

 

[Signatures on following page] 



 

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

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this 13th day of June, 2017. 

 

                                                 

Mayor Jerry P. Weiers 

ATTEST: 

 

                                                         

Julie K. Bower, City Clerk        (SEAL) 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

                                                        

Michael D. Bailey, City Attorney 

 

 

REVIEWED BY: 

 

                                                        

Kevin R. Phelps, City Manager 
 



 

EXHIBIT 1 
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RESOLUTION NO. R17-42

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ADOPTING THE
FINAL BUDGET OF THE AMOUNTS REQUIRED FOR THE PUBLIC EXPENSE FOR THE CITY OF GLENDALE FOR
THE FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018, SETTING FORTH THE REVENUE AND THE AMOUNT TO BE RAISED BY DIRECT
PROPERTY TAXATION AND ADOPTING THE CITY COUNCIL’S FINANCIAL POLICIES.
Staff Contact:  Vicki Rios, Director, Budget and Finance

Purpose and Policy Recommendation

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title, review the proposed Fiscal Year 2017-18
(FY17-18) final budget, conduct a public hearing on the final budget, and convene a special meeting to adopt a
resolution formally approving the final operating, capital, debt service, and contingency appropriation budget.

Background

Arizona state law requires the governing board of cities, towns, and counties to conduct a public hearing and
then convene a special meeting to adopt a resolution approving the final annual budget. The regular voting
meeting does not need to be adjourned to convene and conduct the special meeting required for the budget
adoption.

Council approval of the tentative budget at the May 23, 2017 meeting set the maximum level of expenditure
for FY17-18 at $672 million. Adjustments and reallocation of appropriation authority may be made after
adoption of the tentative budget but the total amount of appropriation cannot be increased.

The FY17-18 budget process included a five-year financial forecast of the operating funds, a review of the
proposed ten-year Capital Improvement Plan, and a review of the detailed budget request for each of the
departments which included both operating funds and the capital outlay. To inform and deliberate on current
budget issues, seven Budget Workshops were held and focused on specific budget and financial strategies for
FY17-18 and future fiscal years.

Analysis

The FY17-18 Final Budget request totals $672 million. This is a 3.0% decrease over the prior year’s budget
(FY16-17) of $693 million. The budget decrease is mainly attributable to a reduction in the city’s Capital
Improvement Plan.

Overall, the goal of the FY17-18 budget is to continue to improve the city’s financial stability while maintaining
a high quality of service delivery, beginning to address deferred asset maintenance and moving forward with
the development of the city’s strategic plan. Development of the budget centered around the following key
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File #: 17-235, Version: 1

the development of the city’s strategic plan. Development of the budget centered around the following key
priorities:

· Financial Stability and Sustainability
o $50 million unrestricted fund balance by year FY19-20

o No projected general fund deficits over the 5-year planning forecast

o Continued review of financial policies

· Excellence in Service Delivery
o Budget requests are driven by customer and service delivery needs

o Core programs are retained without cuts in service levels

· Investment in Capital Improvements and Infrastructure
o Increases to begin addressing deferred asset maintenance

· Strategic Planning
o Gathering data to establish metrics

· Funding for initiatives to improve efficiency

Highlights of the proposed budget include:

· No increase to the Primary Property Tax Levy

· Continued funding of vehicle replacements

· Funding for maintenance of police body cameras and related safety equipment

· Addition of a half-time position for Code Enforcement and absorption of two Code Enforcement
positions which were previously grant funded

· Increased staffing in the city attorney’s office to address the demands of the city’s specialized Mental
Health Court

· Increased staffing in Engineering to support Enterprise funded infrastructure projects

· Funding of a pilot program in the Convention and Visitor’s Bureau (CVB) to increase hotel/motel
occupancy

· Increased funding to replace aging residential recycling containers

· Funding for strategic initiatives including a LEAN academy and stakeholder survey tools

· Funding to assess the condition and management of the city’s property holdings

Exhibit A, which is attached to the resolution, contains additional information regarding the budget including
the schedules required to be adopted in accordance with state statutes. Line 1 of Schedule B on the required
state schedules has been corrected for this Final Budget adoption. Line 1 of Schedule B had an error as it was
presented at the Tentative Budget adoption, however the error did not impact any calculations; the number
presented on that line is for information only.

Previous Related Council Action

City Council adopted a resolution formally approving the tentative operating, capital, debt service, and
contingency appropriation budget at the May 23, 2017 voting meeting. At that time, Council also gave notice
of the date for the June 13, 2017 Public Hearing on:
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File #: 17-235, Version: 1

· The FY17-18 Final Budget,

· The FY17-18 Property Tax Levy, and

· The June 27, 2017 date the adoption of the FY17-18 Property Tax Levy.

On May 2, 2017, the final FY17-18 Budget Workshop included follow up presentations on the city’s FY 2018-
2027 Capital Improvement Plan and Department Operating budgets.

On April 28, 2017, the second of two all-day budget workshops included presentation on several city
department operating budgets for the FY17-18 Budget.

On April 24, 2017, the first of two all-day budget workshops included presentation on several city
department operating budgets for the FY17-18 Budget.

On April 4, 2017, the FY17-18 Budget Workshop included follow-up presentations on the City’s Draft FY2018-
2027 Capital Improvement Plan.

On March 21, 2017, the FY17-18 Budget Workshop included presentation of the Draft FY2018-2027 Capital
Improvement Plan.

On March 7, 2017, the FY17-18 Budget Overview including; revenues and other future discussion items were
presented to the City Council at the second in a series of budget workshops.

February 7, 2017, the FY17-18 Budget Overview including; calendar, process, legal requirements, major
budget components and future discussion items was presented to the City Council at the first in a series of
budget workshops.

On December 20, 2016, the General Fund and Major Operating Funds Five-Year Financial Forecast was
presented at Council Workshop and initiated the FY17-18 budget process.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The community benefit of the City’s budget process, policy direction, and budgetary decisions demonstrates
sound financial decisions are made through a transparent and public process where ultimate budgetary
decisions align with the strategic direction of the City and provide the public with information on services
provided and Council priorities.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The FY17-18 Final Budget request totals $672 million.
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RESOLUTION NO. R17-42 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ADOPTING 

THE FINAL BUDGET OF THE AMOUNTS REQUIRED FOR 

THE PUBLIC EXPENSE FOR THE CITY OF GLENDALE FOR 

THE FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018, SETTING FORTH THE 

REVENUE AND THE AMOUNT TO BE RAISED BY DIRECT 

PROPERTY TAXATION AND ADOPTING THE CITY 

COUNCIL’S FINANCIAL POLICIES.  

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of the laws of the United States, the State of 

Arizona and the charter and ordinances of the City of Glendale, the Glendale City Council must 

adopt a final budget for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2017, and ending June 30, 2018; and 

 

WHEREAS, the tentative budget has been advertised in the City’s newspaper of record; 

and 

 

WHEREAS, the tentative budget was approved by the Glendale City Council on May 23, 

2017, by Resolution No. R17-38; and 

 

WHEREAS, it appears that the sums to be raised by taxation, as specified in the tentative 

budget, do not in the aggregate exceed that amount for primary property taxes as computed in 

A.R.S. § 42-17051(A); and 

 

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

 

SECTION 1.  That the schedules contained in Exhibit A to this resolution are adopted for 

the purpose as set forth in the final budget for the City of Glendale for the fiscal year 2017-2018. 

 

SECTION 2.  That the Council will set the property tax levy on June 27, 2017. 

 

SECTION 3.  That upon the recommendation by the City Manager and with the approval 

of the City Council, expenditures may be made from the appropriation for contingencies.  

 

SECTION 4.  That money from any fund may be used for any and all of these 

appropriations, except monies specifically restricted by federal and state law, or the Glendale 

City Charter and ordinances.  

 

SECTION 5.  That all sums contained in the final budget estimated expenditures are 

considered as specific appropriation and authority for the expenditures, as provided in the final 

budget, the laws of the United States Government, the State of Arizona, and the charter and 

ordinances of the City of Glendale.  



 

 

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

Glendale, Maricopa County, Arizona, this 13th day of June, 2017. 

 

                                                      

  Mayor Jerry P. Weiers 

 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

                                                              

Julie K. Bower, City Clerk             (SEAL) 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

                                                              

Michael D. Bailey, City Attorney 

 

REVIEWED BY: 

 

                                                              

Kevin R. Phelps, City Manager 
 



Exhibit	A		
 

Final	Budget	

June	13,	2017 



 

Budget Document  
 
Section 1 – Financial Policies  
This section includes the financial policies that are key to financial stability and long-term planning. 
The financial policies will be included in the FY17-18 Annual Budget book and cover four major 
areas;  
 

1. Fiscal Planning and Budgeting 
2. Cash and Budget Appropriation Transfers 
3. Expenditure Control   
4. Capital Asset and Debt Management 
5. Fund Reserves and Structure  

 

Section 2 - Schedule One  
This section includes Schedule One, a summary of the FY17-18 budgeted revenues and expenditures 
by fund. Schedule One is included in every annual budget document and provides a quick fund level 
summary of expected inflows (such as revenues) and outflows (such as expenditures) for each fund 
and, at a broader level, fund grouping (such as General Fund Group, Debt Service Fund Group, 
Internal Service Fund Group, etc.).  Schedule One shows a total budget of $672 million for FY17-18 
with an operating budget of $399 million, a capital improvement budget of $151.5 million, a debt 
service budget of $77 million, and a contingency appropriation of $44.4 million. Schedule One also 
shows a total revenue budget of $536.8 million and a total transfers budget of $129 million.  

 
Section 3 - State of Arizona’s Auditor General Budget Schedules  
This section includes all of the State of Arizona’s Office of the Auditor General’s (AG) budget 
schedules. These schedules are labeled A through G and are identified in the following bullet points: 
  
� Schedule A - Summary Schedule of Estimated Revenues and Expenditures/Expenses  
� Schedule B - Tax Levy and Tax Rate Information  
� Schedule C - Revenues Other Than Property Taxes  
� Schedule D - Other Financing Sources/<Uses> and Interfund Transfers  
� Schedule E - Expenditures/Expenses by Fund  
� Schedule F - Expenditures/Expenses by Department  
� Schedule G - Full-Time Employees and Personnel Compensation  
 

Section 4 –  FY 2018-2027 Capital Improvement Plan 
This section includes the City’s Ten-Year Capital Improvement Plan. The reports included are 
identified by the following bullet points:  

 Summary of All Capital Projects by Funding Type 
 Fund Summary and Project Detail 

 
 



 
Financial	
Policies	

 



FINANCIAL POLICIES  
A key component of the Fiscal Year 2017-18 (FY17-18) budget is the adoption of the Council’s 
financial policies. This budget document includes the Council’s amended financial policies to be 
considered for approval as part of the in the FY17-18 budget adoption process.  
 
Council’s financial policies serve as the foundation for establishing a strong, sustainable financial 
plan. The policies provide broad policy guidance related to Fiscal Planning and Budgeting, Cash 
and Budget Appropriation Transfers, Expenditure Control, Capital Asset and Debt Management, 
and Fund Reserves and Structure.  
 
These five key financial policy areas are discussed on the following pages. For the purpose of these 
policies, a department is defined as a separate departmental unit presented in the City’s most recent 
organizational chart.  A fund is defined as a balanced set of accounts which appears as a column for 
reporting purposes in either the “Basic Financial Statements” or the “Combining Financial 
Statements” section of the City’s Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR). 
 
 
FISCAL PLANNING AND BUDGETING  
Fiscal planning is the process of identifying resources and allocating them among numerous and 
complex competing purposes. The primary vehicle for this planning is the preparation, monitoring 
and analysis of the budget. It is essential to incorporate a long‐term perspective and to monitor the 
performance of the programs that are competing to receive funding.  
 
The City Manager will submit to the Council a proposed annual budget, based on Council’s 
established goals, and will execute the budget as finally adopted, pursuant to Title 42, Chapter 17,  
Article 3, Section 17105 of the Arizona Revised Statutes, as amended.  
 
1. Revenue and expenditure forecasts will be prepared annually and will include a Five‐Year	
Forecast for each major operating fund (General Fund, Enterprise Funds, and certain Special 
Revenue Funds). These Five-Year Forecasts will be prepared at the beginning of the operating 
budget process and 1) provide a long-term view of current year budget decisions affecting the City 
and 2) provide an estimate of the fund balance and sensitivity to revenue and expenditures changes 
over the forecast period.  
 

a. The budget will be balanced, by fund, when all projected ongoing revenue sources do not 
exceed all ongoing expenses proposed for the current FY and for the upcoming FY. Use 
of the unassigned fund balance will occur only as authorized by Council and to address 
one‐time costs, not ongoing costs or planned utilization of fund balance.  

b. Revenues will not be dedicated for specific purposes unless approved by Council or 
required by law. All non‐restricted revenues will be deposited in the General Fund and 
appropriated through the annual budget process.  
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2. To ensure ongoing General Fund stability, the primary property tax levy will be set each year at 
the maximum allowable amount. 
 
3. Any proposed new service or program initiative will be developed to reflect current Council policy 
directives and shall be considered in the context of balancing ongoing anticipated revenues against 
ongoing anticipated expenses. Proposals will follow all related Council Financial Policies.  
 
4. To ensure compliance with existing policy, all grant programs and any programs supplemented by 
outside funding will include a sunset provision consistent with the projected end of funding. 
Personnel paid with these funds will be considered temporary with no certainty of continued 
employment beyond the life of the funding unless otherwise approved by Council. Equipment and 
technology purchases with these kinds of funds are subject to the policies for the replacement funds.  
 
5. The City Manager’s recommended budget presented to Council will contain, at a minimum, the 
following elements:  
 

a. Revenue projections by major category, by fund;  
b. Expenditure projections by program levels and major expenditure category, by fund, 
including support provided to or received from other funds;  
c. Debt service principal and interest amounts;  
d. Proposed inter-fund transfers;  
e. Projected fund balance by fund;  
f. Proposed personnel staffing levels;  
g. Detailed schedule of capital projects;  
h. Any additional information, data, or analysis requested by Council.  

 
6. The operating budget will be based on the principle that current ongoing operating expenditures, 
including debt service and support for other funds, will be funded with current ongoing revenues. 
The enterprise funds (water/sewer, sanitation and landfill) and the transportation sales tax fund will 
pay the indirect cost charges for services provided by other funds. Additional funds may be added 
upon Council approval.  
 
7. The budget will not use one‐time (non‐recurring) sources to fund continuing (recurring) 
expenditures.  
 
8. Addition of personnel will be requested only to meet existing program initiatives and policy 
directives after service needs have been thoroughly examined and only if increased net ongoing 
revenue is substantiated.  
 
9. The Budget and Finance Department and Human Resources Department will work together to 
manage position control. The number of full‐time and regular part‐time employees on the payroll will 
not exceed the total number of full‐time equivalent positions that Council authorizes and adopts with 
the annual budget.  
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10. Benefits and compensation will be administered in accordance with Council policy direction.  
 

a. Total compensation will be evaluated periodically for competitiveness.  
b. A cost containment strategy means total costs for health insurance premiums will be 
shared between the employer, employees and retirees. Total premiums will be evaluated on 
an annual basis to ensure they are reasonable, competitive and expected to address 
anticipated claims plus the maintenance of an adequate reserve for the Employee Benefits 
Fund. Funding will be based on an annual actuarial report and its 75% confidence funding 
level recommendation.  
c. A policy will be developed regarding the continuation of retiree health insurance after the 
completion of a comprehensive evaluation of the impact of GASB 67 and the presentation of 
results to Council.  

 
11. Ideas for improving the efficiency and effectiveness of the city's programs and the productivity of 
its employees will be considered during the budget process.  
 
12. Carryover of unspent appropriation from one fiscal year to the next is not automatic. The Budget 
and Finance Department staff will evaluate carryover requests and make recommendations to the 
City Manager. Recommended requests will be included in the City Manager’s budget presented to 
Council.  
 
13. Salary savings will be retained to the greatest extent possible to build fund balance. Salary 
savings may be used for expenses upon the City Manager or their designee’s, approval if within the 
same fund/department. Salary savings may be used for expenses between funds/departments upon 
Council approval within the last three months of the fiscal year.  
 
14. Total fund appropriation changes must be approved by the Council. These changes must also 
comply with the city's Alternative Expenditure Limitation in accordance with Article IX, Section 20, 
Constitution of Arizona and A.R.S. § 41‐563 where final budget adoption sets the maximum 
allowable appropriation for the upcoming fiscal year.  
 
15. The replacement of General Fund capital equipment and related support for technology, vehicles 
and telephonic equipment [except cell phones] will be accomplished through the use of a “rental rate 
structure” that is revised annually as part of the annual budget process.  
 

a. Any equipment purchased with grant funding will be considered for ongoing replacement 
and ongoing replacement premium funding only if specifically authorized by the City 
Manager and noted in the budget submittal.  
b. The ongoing replacement costs for new technology and new vehicle purchases will be 
incorporated into the upcoming fiscal year’s rental rate structure regardless of whether they 
are initially purchased through a lease or pay‐as‐you‐go funding.  
c. Replacements will be based on equipment lifecycle analyses by the Public Works 
Department for City vehicles, or the Budget and Finance Department for technology and 
telephonic systems.  

 
16. The City Council supports economic development objectives that support the creation and 
retention of quality jobs (25% greater than the median average wage in Maricopa County), add 
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revenue, and enhance the quality of life in Glendale. City Council will consider incentives when the 
circumstances of the economic development opportunity warrant them necessary and appropriate for 
the opportunity and in the best interest of the City.  
 
Cash and Budget Appropriation Transfers 
1. Purpose & Restrictions 
 
The following policy is established to implement an effective and efficient process by which the 
adopted City budget may be amended. 
 
Throughout the course of the fiscal year, amendments to the budget are necessary to address new 
issues, increased prices, changes in scope of existing projects, and unforeseen issues affecting City 
operations. This policy applies to all cash and budget appropriation transfers initiated by the Mayor 
and City Council, the City Manager's Office, and/or departments. The City's Budget and Finance 
Department will process budget amendments in the financial management system, following 
appropriate authorization by the Mayor and City Council, the City Manager, and a Department 
Director. 
 
For non-departmental operations, it may be necessary to transfer certain unanticipated amounts 
during the course of a fiscal year for unforeseen expenditures. These contingency appropriation 
transfers are not specific to any particular department and are established each fiscal year to cover 
unforeseen operation expenses, revenue shortages, or capital project acceleration as approved by 
Council. These funds can only be directed by Council during the fiscal year. Similar to contingency, 
the Council approves appropriations for Miscellaneous Grants which are not specific to any 
particular department and are established to cover unanticipated grants received during the fiscal 
year. The policy covering these types of transfers is covered in the Contingency & Miscellaneous 
Grant Appropriation Transfers section below. 
 
Article VI, Section 11 of the City Charter establishes the legal restriction for budget appropriation 
transfers and reads as follows:  

The city manager may at any time transfer any unencumbered appropriation balance or 
portion thereof between general classifications of expenditures within an office, department 
or agency. At the request of the city manager and within the last three months of the fiscal 
year, the council may by ordinance transfer any unencumbered appropriation balance or 
portion thereof from one office, department or agency to another. 

2. Policy 

Based on the purpose and restrictions surrounding cash and budget transfers, the following policy 
sets forth the restrictions surrounding cash and budgetary appropriation transfers. 

a. Cash Transfers - Cash transfers between funds can only be authorized by Council in the last 
three months of the fiscal year. 

b. Cash & Appropriation Transfers Between Funds - Cash and associated budget appropriation 
transfers between funds can only be authorized by Council in the last three months of the 
fiscal year. 
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c. Appropriation Transfers 

 
i. Between Funds- Budget appropriation transfers between funds can only be authorized by 
Council approval in the last three months of the fiscal year. 
 
ii. Between Departments- Budget appropriation transfers between departments can only be 
authorized by Council approval in the last three months of the fiscal year. 
 
iii. Within the Same Fund, Within the Same Department- Budget appropriation transfers 
within the same fund and within the same department can be authorized by City Manager 
approval throughout the fiscal year. 
 
iv. Between Capital/Improvement Projects 

(1) Between Departments - Capital improvement project budget appropriation 
transfers for projects managed between departments can be only authorized by 
Council approval in the last three months of the fiscal year. 
(2) Within Departments - Capital improvement project budget appropriation transfers 
within the same department, and the same fund, can be authorized by City Manager 
approval throughout the fiscal year. 

 

d. Restricted Fund Transfers - Cash and/or appropriation transfers into, and out of, restricted 
funds can only be authorized by Council approval. Only transfers within the intent of the 
restricted funds will be approved by Council. For restricted fund transfers, the Council shall 
be provided with  

i. justification that such transfers are consistent with restricted fund purposes,  
ii. assurance that the transfer has been legally reviewed by the City Attorney, and  
iii. assurance that the transfer meets the restrictions set out in this transfer policy. 

 

e. Contingency & Miscellaneous Grant Appropriation Transfers- These types of transfers are 
not specific to any particular department: 

i. Contingency- Contingency budget appropriation transfers can be authorized by Council 
throughout the fiscal year. 
ii. Miscellaneous Grants- Miscellaneous Grant appropriation transfers can be authorized 
by the City Manager throughout the fiscal year. 

f. Approval of Expenditures in Excess of Budget Appropriations - There may be emergency 
situations where a transfer is required before it is possible to obtain formal Council approval.  
In such cases, the Budget and Finance Department will advise the City Manager of the 
emergency condition and request approval.  Upon approval, the Budget and Finance 
Department will seek Council ratification at the first possible Council meeting. 

 

g. Authorization Levels: A tabular summary of the transfer type and authorization level is presented 
below: 
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 Authorization Level 

Cash Transfers (Between Funds) Council 

  

Cash & Appropriation Transfers (Between Funds) Council 

  

Appropriation Transfers  

Between Funds Council 

Between Funds – Same Departments Council 

Same Fund – Different Departments Council 

Same Fund – Same Department City Manager 

  

Contingency Appropriation Council 

Miscellaneous Grants City Manager  

  

Appropriation Transfers – Between Capital 

Improvement Projects 

 

Between Departments Council 

Same Fund – Same Department City Manager 
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EXPENDITURE CONTROL  
Management will ensure compliance with the City Council adopted budget.  
 
1. Expenditures will be controlled by an annual appropriated budget. Council will establish 
appropriations through the budget process. Council may transfer these appropriations as necessary 
through the budget amendment process as previously described.  
 
2. The purchasing system will provide commodities and services in a timely manner to avoid 
interruptions in the delivery of services. All purchases will be made in accordance with the 
procurement code, purchasing policies, guidelines and procedures and applicable state and federal 
laws. The city may join various cooperative purchasing agreements to obtain supplies, equipment and 
services at the best value.  
 
3. A system of internal controls and procedures using best practices will be maintained for the 
procurement and payment processes.  
 
4. The State of Arizona sets a limit on the expenditures of local jurisdictions. Compliance with these 
expenditure limitations is required. The city will submit an audited expenditure limitation report as 
defined by the Uniform Expenditure Reporting System (A.R.S. Section 41‐1279.07) along with 
audited financial statements to the State Auditor General within the required timeframe.  
 
CAPITAL ASSET AND DEBT MANAGEMENT  
 
Long term debt is used to finance capital projects with long useful lives. Financing capital projects 
with debt provides for an “intergenerational equity” because the actual users of the capital asset pay 
for its cost over time, rather than one group of users paying in advance for the costs of the asset.  
The city will not give or loan its credit in aid of, nor make any donation, grant, or payment of any 
public funds, by subsidy or otherwise, to any individual, association, or corporation, except where 
there is a clearly identified public purpose and the city either receives direct consideration 
substantially equal to its expenditure or provides direct assistance to those in need. Long-term debt 
will not be used to fund current operations or smaller projects that can be financed from current 
revenues or resources.  
 
1. A 10-year Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) will be updated annually as part of the budget process. 
It will include projected life cycle costing. Only the first year of the plan will be appropriated. The 
remainder will be projections to be addressed in subsequent years.  
 
a. Life cycle costing is a method of calculating the total cost of a physical asset throughout its life. It 
is concerned with all costs of ownership and takes into account all of the costs incurred by an asset 
from its acquisition to its disposal, including design, installation, operating, and maintenance costs.  
 
2. The 10-year CIP will address capital needs in the following order:  
 

a. to improve existing assets;  
b. to replace existing assets;  
c. to construct new assets.  
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3. All projects will be evaluated annually by a multi-departmental team regarding  
 

a. accuracy of the projected costs;  
b. consistency with the General Plan and Council policy goals;  
c. long-range master plans;  
d. ability to finance initial capital costs;  
e. ability to finance life cycle costs;  
f. ability to cover the associated additional ongoing operating costs.  

 
4. All projects funded with general obligation bonds will be undertaken only with voter approval as 
required through a bond election.  
 

a. General Obligation debt is supported by secondary property tax revenues. The secondary 
property tax revenues assessed are based upon the ability to finance the City’s debt service 
obligations and the rate is dependent upon the revenue requirements and the assessed 
valuation of taxable property. At a minimum, the general obligation debt service fund 
balance will be at least 10% of the next fiscal year's property tax supported debt service.  

 
5. Non-voter approved debt supported by General Fund revenues such as Municipal Property 
Corporation (MPC) bonds, excise tax bonds, and lease obligations will be used only when a 
dedicated ongoing revenue source is identified to pay the associated debt service obligations. This 
type of debt service will not exceed 10% of the 5-year average of the General Fund’s operating 
revenue available to support the debt service obligations.  
 

a. For FY17-18, debt service is 12.1% of the General Fund operating revenue as defined 
above.  

 
6. For non-voter approved debt, the following considerations will be made prior to the pledging of 
projected revenues for the ongoing payment of associated ongoing debt service obligations:  
 

a. The project requires ongoing revenue not available from other sources.  
b. Matching monies are available that may be lost if not applied for in a timely manner.  
c. Catastrophic conditions.  

 
7. Short-term borrowing or lease/purchase contracts should be considered for financing major 
operating capital equipment only when:  
 

a. The repayment term does not exceed the expected useful life of the equipment to be 
purchased;  
b. An ongoing revenue source is identified to pay the annual debt service; and  
c. The Budget and Finance Director, along with the city's financial advisors, determine that 
this is in the city's best financial interest.  

 
8. These policies are in addition to the policies incorporated in the Debt Management Plan.  
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FUND RESERVES AND STRUCTURE  
Fund balance is an important indicator of the City’s financial position. Adequate fund balances are 
maintained to allow the City to continue to providing services to the community in case of economic 
downturns and/or unexpected emergencies or requirements. To ensure the continuance of sound 
financial management of public resources, committed, assigned, or unassigned General Fund, fund 
balance will be maintained to provide resources to address emergencies, sudden loss of revenue, or 
unexpected downturns in the economy. Use of fund balances will be limited to address unanticipated, 
non-recurring needs and planned future one-time or non-recurring obligations. Unassigned balances 
may, however, be used to allow time to restructure operations and must be approved by the City 
Council.  
 
1. The minimum fund balance in the General Fund, which is defined as the total of the unassigned 
amount plus the assigned amount less the amount assigned for the equipment replacement, shall total 
25% of the total annual ongoing revenues.  

a. Inclusive in the 25% General Fund unassigned fund balance, a Budget Stabilization 
Reserve will be maintained at 10% of the General Fund operating revenues to be used in the 
event of unexpected revenue shortfalls if needed, and to be adjusted at year end.  
b. Inclusive in the 25% General Fund unassigned fund balance, an Operating Reserve 
(established in FY14-15) for amounts over the General Fund Budget Stabilization Reserve 
and which will increase incrementally each year until it reaches at least 15% of the General 
Fund operating revenues by FY19-20, which is the ensuing five fiscal years. Any usage of 
this reserve must be approved by the majority of the City Council, and the City shall strive to 
replenish the Operating Reserve the following fiscal year. Examples of potential usage would 
be to provide funding to deal with fluctuations in fiscal cycles and Council approved 
operating requirements.  
 

2. For the Water and Sewer Enterprise Fund;  
a. The target for Working Capital will be 50% of operating expenses. 
b. The Senior Lien Debt Service Coverage Ratio target will be 1.85. 
c. The target for Days Cash on Hand will be 250 days.   

 
3. For the Solid Waste Enterprise Fund, working capital will be maintained at 10% of operating 
revenues. 
 
5. For the Landfill Enterprise Fund, working capital will be maintained at 15% of operating 
revenues. 
 
6. For the other major governmental operating funds, the total minimum unassigned fund balance 
shall be as follows. 

a. PSST 5% of operating revenue  
b. HURF 15% of operating revenue 
c. Others: 10% of operating revenue 

 
7. If a situation arises where fund balance at the end of the current fiscal year is less than the Council 

approved fund balance level, the deficiency should be replenished in the coming fiscal years, not 
to exceed a total of five consecutive years.  
 

9



7. If a situation arises where fund balance at the end of the current fiscal year is less than the Council 
approved fund balance level, the deficiency should be replenished in the coming fiscal years, not 
to exceed a total of five consecutive years.  
 

8. The City Manager may establish additional assigned fund balance reserves for certain anticipated 
obligations or other purposes.  

 
8. Any balance in excess of the fund balance reserves may be used to support one-time expenditures. 
Council approval is required to use these funds to supplement "pay as you go” capital outlay, one-
time operating expenditures, or to prepay existing debt.  
 
9. The fund balance for the various Trust Funds will be based on annual actuarial reports and the 
target funding level must be at the 75% confidence funding level.  
 
10. Separate fund balance operating reserves may be required by bond issuance documents for those 
funds with outstanding bonded debt. These requirements will not be viewed as additional fund 
balance needs unless they are greater than those established by these goals.  
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City of Glendale

Schedule 1 ‐ Fund Balance Analysis

 Beginning Fund 
Balance 

Projected 
Revenues  Transfer In  Transfer Out  Operations  Capital Outlay  Debt Service  Contingency 

Total 
Appropriation 

Ending Fund 
Balance 

General Fund
1000 General 41,265,832                 214,420,313       26,403,268         (37,453,587)        (200,643,560)        -                         -                      (2,000,000)          (202,643,560)             41,992,266           
1120 Vehicle Replacement 183,251                      270,000              3,608,735           -                      (3,608,735)            -                         -                      -                      (3,608,735)                 453,251                

Sub-Total General Fund 41,449,083                 214,690,313       30,012,003         (37,453,587)        (204,252,295)        -                         -                      (2,000,000)          (206,252,295)             42,445,517           

Special Revenue Funds
1200 Utility Bill Donation 52,610                        165,400              -                      -                      (200,000)               -                         -                      -                      (200,000)                    18,010                  
1220 Arts Commission Fund 1,143,800                   304,800              -                      -                      (247,911)               (883,849)                -                      -                      (1,131,760)                 316,840                
1240 Court Security/Bonds 465,821                      447,890              -                      -                      (608,814)               -                         -                      -                      (608,814)                    304,897                
1300 Home Grant 101,450                      1,708,454           -                      -                      (1,678,454)            -                         -                      -                      (1,678,454)                 131,450                
1310 Neighborhood Stabilization Pgm 111,253                      298,816              -                      -                      (227,368)               -                         -                      -                      (227,368)                    182,701                
1311 N'hood Stabilization Pgm III 90,559                        227,300              -                      -                      (227,300)               -                         -                      -                      (227,300)                    90,559                  
1320 C.D.B.G. -                              4,215,127           -                      -                      (4,215,127)            -                         -                      -                      (4,215,127)                 -                        
1340 Highway User Gas Tax 18,901,221                 15,616,779         -                      (17,534,795)        (10,597,408)          -                         -                      (720,000)             (11,317,408)               5,665,797             
1650 Transportation Grants -                              1,218,055           -                      -                      (1,000,000)            (218,055)                -                      -                      (1,218,055)                 -                        
1660 Transportation Sales Tax 30,470,792                 26,194,311         -                      (23,672,484)        (13,922,695)          -                         -                      (2,100,000)          (16,022,695)               16,969,924           
1700 Police Special Revenue 6,259,623                   16,649,485         -                      (17,919,485)        -                        -                         -                      -                      -                             4,989,623             
1720 Fire Special Revenue 960,070                      8,383,783           -                      (8,483,783)          -                        -                         -                      -                      -                             860,070                
1760 Airport Special Revenue -                              545,779              147,047              -                      (692,826)               -                         -                      -                      (692,826)                    -                        
1820 CAP Grant -                              1,259,620           64,299                -                      (1,323,919)            -                         -                      -                      (1,323,919)                 -                        
1830 Emergency Shelter Grants -                              208,992              -                      -                      (208,992)               -                         -                      -                      (208,992)                    -                        
1840 Grants 2,060,399                   16,338,650         -                      -                      (7,528,537)            (15,000)                  -                      (10,855,512)        (18,399,049)               -                        
1860 RICO Funds 2,267,105                   1,015,000           -                      -                      (2,258,922)            -                         -                      -                      (2,258,922)                 1,023,183             
1885 Parks & Recreation Designated 196,027                      6,480                  -                      -                      (68,877)                 -                         -                      -                      (68,877)                      133,630                
2120 Airport Capital Grants -                              6,821,236           -                      -                      -                        (6,821,236)             -                      -                      (6,821,236)                 -                        
2530 Training Facility Revenue Fund 130,300                      393,736              1,455,926           -                      (1,849,662)            -                         -                      -                      (1,849,662)                 130,300                

Sub-Total Special Revenue Fund 63,211,030                 102,019,693       1,667,272           (67,610,547)        (46,856,812)          (7,938,140)             -                      (13,675,512)        (68,470,464)               30,816,984           

Debt Service Funds
1900 G.O. Bond Debt Service 3,040,001                   20,377,342         -                      -                        -                         (20,203,317)        -                      (20,203,317)               3,214,026             
1940 M.P.C. Debt Service 2,623,542                   -                      18,180,235         -                      -                        -                         (18,980,235)        -                      (18,980,235)               1,823,542             
1950 Excise Tax Deb Service 22,648                        -                      8,040,521           -                      -                        -                         (8,040,521)          -                      (8,040,521)                 22,648                  
1970 Transportation Debt Service 194,315                      -                      7,146,500           -                      -                        (7,151,500)          -                      (7,151,500)                 189,315                

Sub-Total Debt Service Funds 5,880,506                   20,377,342         33,367,256         -                      -                        -                         (54,375,573)        -                      (54,375,573)               5,249,531             

Permanent Funds
2280 Cemetery Perpetual Care 5,709,583                   26,000                -                      -                      -                        -                         -                      (5,735,583)          (5,735,583)                 -                        

Sub-Total Permanent Funds 5,709,583                   26,000                -                      -                      -                        -                         -                      (5,735,583)          (5,735,583)                 -                        
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City of Glendale

Schedule 1 ‐ Fund Balance Analysis

 Beginning Fund 
Balance 

Projected 
Revenues  Transfer In  Transfer Out  Operations  Capital Outlay  Debt Service  Contingency 

Total 
Appropriation 

Ending Fund 
Balance 

Capital Project Funds 
1380 DIF Library Blds 1,775,843                   10,000                -                      -                      -                        (1,755,029)             (30,814)               (1,785,843)                 -                        
1421+ DIF-Fire Protection Facilities 1,527,536                   254,762              -                      -                      -                        -                         (1,782,298)          (1,782,298)                 -                        
1441+ DIF-Police Facilities 661,997                      94,294                -                      -                      -                        -                         (756,291)             (756,291)                    -                        
1461+ DIF-Citywide Parks 437,725                      1,679                  -                      -                        (332,453)                (106,951)             (439,404)                    -                        
1481+ DIF-Citywide Recreation Fac 795,808                      1,192                  -                      -                      -                        (797,000)                -                      (797,000)                    -                        
1501+ DIF-Libraries 2,112,171                   13,172                -                      -                      -                        (1,764,424)             (360,919)             (2,125,343)                 -                        
1520 DIF-Citywide Open Spaces 509,016                      2,546                  -                      -                        (318,100)                (193,462)             (511,562)                    -                        
1541+ DIF-Parks Dev Zone 1 445,013                      171,448              -                      -                      -                        (552,278)                (64,183)               (616,461)                    -                        
1561+ DIF-Parks Dev Zone 2 457,670                      1,265                  -                      -                      -                        (165,438)                (293,497)             (458,935)                    -                        
1581+ DIF-Parks Dev Zone 3 -                              429                     -                      -                      -                        -                         (429)                    (429)                           -                        
1601+ DIF-Roadway Improvements 5,140,163                   820,140              -                      -                      -                        (3,115,478)             (2,844,825)          (5,960,303)                 -                        
1620 DIF-General Government 163,370                      818                     -                      -                      -                        -                         (164,188)             (164,188)                    -                        
1980 Streets Constr. - 1999 Auth 847,264                      11,625,450         -                      -                      -                        (12,472,714)           -                      (12,472,714)               -                        
2000 HURF Street Bonds -                              -                      17,534,795         -                      -                        (17,534,795)           -                      (17,534,795)               -                        
2040 Public Safety Construction 357,506                      2,351,250           -                      -                      -                        (2,351,250)             (357,506)             (2,708,756)                 -                        
2060 Parks Construction 121,728                      -                      -                      -                      -                        (50,000)                  (71,728)               (121,728)                    -                        
2070 General Gov Capital Projects 7,888,273                   -                      3,097,148           -                      -                        (10,835,421)           (150,000)             (10,985,421)               -                        
2100 Economic Dev. Constr-1999 Auth 7,000,000           -                        (7,000,000)             -                      (7,000,000)                 -                        
2130 Cultural Facility Bond Fund 262,088                      -                      -                        (200,000)                (62,088)               (262,088)                    -                        
2140 Open Space/Trails Constr-99 Au 226,795                      -                      -                        (50,000)                  (176,795)             (226,795)                    -                        
2180 Flood Control Construction 2,128,956                   -                      -                        (2,128,956)             -                      (2,128,956)                 -                        
2210 Transportation Capital Project -                              16,231,020         (16,231,020)           -                      (16,231,020)               -                        

Sub-Total Capital Fund 25,858,922                 22,348,445         36,862,963         -                      -                        (77,654,356)           -                      (7,415,974)          (85,070,330)               -                        

Enterprise Funds
2360+ Water and Sewer 99,307,087                 83,355,399         23,060,046         (23,820,047)        (53,312,517)          (55,455,662)           (22,660,233)        (12,000,000)        (143,428,412)             38,474,073           
2440 Landfill 9,049,671                   10,383,545         674,772              (214,915)             (10,153,828)          (7,087,454)             (700,000)             (17,941,282)               1,951,791             
2480 Solid Waste 1,910,475                   15,339,883         128,528              -                      (14,238,231)          (589,581)                (400,000)             (15,227,812)               2,151,074             
2500 Pub Housing Budget Activities -                              15,519,078         386,563              -                      (15,905,641)          -                         -                      (15,905,641)               -                        

Sub-Total Enterprise Funds 110,267,233               124,597,905       24,249,909         (24,034,962)        (93,610,217)          (63,132,697)           (22,660,233)        (13,100,000)        (192,503,147)             42,576,938           

Internal Service Funds
2540 Risk Management Self Insurance 1,963,275                   4,001,466           -                      -                      (2,967,948)            -                         -                      (1,000,000)          (3,967,948)                 1,996,793             
2560 Workers Comp. Self Insurance 7,654,274                   1,355,278           -                      -                      (2,279,542)            -                         -                      (1,000,000)          (3,279,542)                 5,730,010             
2580 Benefits Trust Fund -                              28,963,184         -                      -                      (28,963,184)          -                         -                      -                      (28,963,184)               -                        
2590 Fleet Services -                              9,239,326           -                      -                      (9,239,326)            -                         -                      -                      (9,239,326)                 -                        
2591 Technology 8,752,070           -                      -                      (8,323,272)            -                         -                      (428,798)             (8,752,070)                 -                        
2592 Technology Projects 2,050,448                   477,869              -                      -                      (2,528,317)            -                         -                      -                      (2,528,317)                 -                        
2593 Citywide ERP Solution -                      2,939,693           (2,862,221)             -                      -                      (2,862,221)                 77,472                  

Sub-Total Internal Service Funds 11,667,997                 52,789,193         2,939,693           -                      (54,301,589)          (2,862,221)             -                      (2,428,798)          (59,592,608)               7,804,275             

TOTAL 264,044,354               536,848,891       129,099,096       (129,099,096)      (399,020,913)        (151,587,414)         (77,035,806)        (44,355,867)        (672,000,000)             128,893,245         
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Fiscal 

Year General Fund

Special Revenue 

Fund Debt Service Fund

Capital Projects 

Fund Permanent Fund

Enterprise 

Funds Available

Internal Service 

Funds Total All Funds

2017 Adopted/Adjusted Budgeted Expenditures/Expenses*   E 206,386,199 76,873,059 54,667,611 76,828,057 5,709,583 217,691,791 54,843,700 693,000,000

2017 Actual Expenditures/Expenses**   E 203,504,668 45,790,293 54,667,611 36,888,612 0 147,270,095 53,358,957 541,480,236

2018 Fund Balance/Net Position at July 1*** 41,449,083 63,211,030 5,880,506 25,858,922 5,709,583 110,267,233 11,667,997 264,044,354

2018 Primary Property Tax Levy B 5,684,486 5,684,486

2018 Secondary Property Tax Levy B 19,807,342 19,807,342

2018 Estimated Revenues Other than Property Taxes  C 209,005,827 102,019,693 570,000 22,348,445 26,000 124,597,905 52,789,193 511,357,063

2018 Other Financing Sources  D 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2018 Other Financing (Uses)   D 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2018 Interfund Transfers In   D 30,012,003 1,667,272 33,367,256 36,862,963 0 24,249,909 2,939,693 129,099,096

2018 Interfund Transfers (Out)   D 37,453,587 67,610,547 0 0 0 24,034,962 0 129,099,096

2018 Reduction for Amounts Not Available:

LESS: Amounts for Future Debt Retirement: 0

0

0

0

2018 Total Financial Resources Available 248,697,812 99,287,448 59,625,104 85,070,330 5,735,583 235,080,085 67,396,883 800,893,245

2018 Budgeted Expenditures/Expenses E 206,252,295 68,470,464 54,375,573 85,070,330 5,735,583 192,503,147 59,592,608 672,000,000

EXPENDITURE LIMITATION COMPARISON 2017 2018

1.  Budgeted expenditures/expenses 693,000,000$      672,000,000$      

2.  Add/subtract: estimated net reconciling items  

3.  Budgeted expenditures/expenses adjusted for reconciling items 693,000,000       672,000,000       

4.  Less: estimated exclusions 220,089,427       249,924,142        

5.  Amount subject to the expenditure limitation 472,910,573$      422,075,858$       

 6.  EEC expenditure limitation 554,464,628$      568,852,831$      

*

**

***

City of Glendale

Summary Schedule of Estimated Revenues and Expenditures/Expenses

Fiscal Year 2018

Includes actual amounts as of the date the proposed budget was prepared, adjusted for estimated activity for the remainder of the fiscal year.

Amounts on this line represent Fund Balance/Net Position amounts except for amounts not in spendable form (e.g., prepaids and inventories) or legally or contractually required to be maintained intact (e.g., principal of 

a permanent fund).

S

c

h

FUNDS

Includes Expenditure/Expense Adjustments Approved in the current year from Schedule E.       

The city/town does not levy property taxes and does not have special assessment districts for which property taxes are levied.  Therefore, Schedule B has been omitted.

5/12/2017 SCHEDULE A



2017 2018

1.

$ 5,732,896 $ 5,912,749

2.

$

3. Property tax levy amounts
A.  Primary property taxes $ 5,621,452 $ 5,684,486
B. Secondary property taxes 19,587,858 19,807,342
C. Total property tax levy amounts $ 25,209,310 $ 25,491,828

4. Property taxes collected*
A. Primary property taxes

(1)  Current year's levy $ 5,565,237

(2)  Prior years’ levies 16,002
(3)  Total primary property taxes $ 5,581,239

B. Secondary property taxes
(1)  Current year's levy $ 19,391,979

(2)  Prior years’ levies 48,733
(3)  Total secondary property taxes $ 19,440,712

C. Total property taxes collected $ 25,021,952

5. Property tax rates
A.  City/Town tax rate

(1)  Primary property tax rate 0.4792 0.4632
(2)  Secondary property tax rate 1.6698 1.6140
(3)  Total city/town tax rate 2.1490 2.0772

B.  Special assessment district tax rates
Secondary property tax rates - As of the date the proposed budget was prepared, the

special assessment districts for which secondary
property taxes are levied. For information pertaining to these special assessment districts
and their tax rates, please contact the city/town.

*

city/town was operating

Includes actual property taxes collected as of the date the proposed budget was prepared, plus 

estimated property tax collections for the remainder of the fiscal year.

Amount received from primary property taxation in 

the current year in excess of the sum of that year's 

maximum allowable primary property tax levy. 

A.R.S. §42-17102(A)(18)

City of Glendale
Tax Levy and Tax Rate Information

Fiscal Year 2018

Maximum allowable primary property tax levy. 

A.R.S. §42-17051(A)

5/26/2017 SCHEDULE B



ESTIMATED 

REVENUES 

ACTUAL 

REVENUES* 

ESTIMATED 

REVENUES 

2017 2017 2018

GENERAL FUND

Local taxes
City Sales Tax $ 103,449,149          $ 103,449,149          $ 106,417,818          

Arena Fees 1,249,618            1,249,618            1,249,618             

Licenses and permits
Gas/Electric Franchise Fees 2,856,280 2,856,280              $ 2,884,843              

Cable Franchise Fees 1,572,061 1,572,061              1,572,061              

Building Permits 1,343,924 1,343,924              1,412,355              

Fire Department Other Fees 1,012,525 1,012,525              1,119,022              

Sales Tax Licenses 676,878 676,878                 771,708                 

Right-of-Way Permits 336,627 336,627                 362,824                 

Fire Dept CD Fees 361,258 361,258                 464,772                 

Liquor Licenses 185,806 185,806                 188,965                 

Planning/Zoning 239,300 239,300                 264,470                 

Bus./Prof. Licenses 112,653 112,653                 114,568                 

Miscellaneous CD Fees 145,310 145,310                 160,594                 

Arena Fees 182,828 182,828                 202,058                 

Engineering Plan Check Revenue 9,153 9,153                     10,116                   

Plan Check Fees 4,137 4,137                     4,572                     

Intergovernmental

State Income Tax $ 29,376,937 $ 29,376,937 $ 30,138,618

State Shared Sales Tax 22,601,416 22,601,416 22,823,614

Motor Vehicle In-Lieu 9,329,684 9,329,684 10,180,951

Partner Revenue

Arena Fees 350,000 350,000 350,000

Miscellaneous

Charges for services

Internal Charges $ $ $

Staff & Adm Chargebacks 9,700,000 9,700,000 10,000,000

Arena Fees 920,000 920,000 920,000

Facility Rental Income 1,986,963 1,986,963 2,018,728

Recreation Revenue 2,213,516 2,213,516 2,446,331

Partner Revenue

Audio/Video Rental 25,503 25,503 28,185

Security Revenue 747,940 747,940

Plan Check Fees 724,002 724,002 740,517

Miscellaneous 490,845 490,845 490,845

Fire Department Other Fees 493,047 493,047 493,047

Right-of-Way Permits 254,250 254,250 280,992

City Property Rental 332,822 332,822 332,822

Engineering Plan Check Revenue 132,404 132,404 149,797

Health Care Revenue 62,480 62,480 69,051

Court Revenue 56,952 56,952 62,942

Camelback Ranch Rev- Fire 54,065 54,065 59,752

Traffic Engineering Plan Check 31,181 31,181 35,046

Equipment Rental

City of Glendale
Revenues Other Than Property Taxes

Fiscal Year 2018

SOURCE OF REVENUES

*Includes actual revenues recognized on the modified accrual or accrual basis as of the date the proposed budget was prepared, 

plus estimated revenues for the remainder of the fiscal year.

5/12/2017 SCHEDULE C



ESTIMATED 

REVENUES 

ACTUAL 

REVENUES* 

ESTIMATED 

REVENUES 

2017 2017 2018

City of Glendale
Revenues Other Than Property Taxes

Fiscal Year 2018

SOURCE OF REVENUES

Fines and forfeits
Court Revenue 2,753,610            2,753,610            $ 2,784,540             

Miscellaneous 255,278                 255,278                 282,128                 

Library Fines/Fees 134,085                 134,085                 148,188                 

Interest on investments

Interest 420,041 426,431                 $ 468,507                 

In-lieu property taxes

Contributions

SRP In-Lieu 278,315 278,315 $ 278,315

Miscellaneous

Miscellaneous 4,436,721 4,789,795 $ 4,001,231

Fire Department Other Fees 1,004,577 1,004,577 233,000

City Property Rental 1,003,354 1,003,354 1,003,354

Lease Proceeds 508,040 508,040 561,476

Cemetery Revenue 188,145 188,145 191,343

Library Fines/Fees 135,917 135,917 150,213

Other

Total General Fund $ 204,821,527 $ 205,180,991 $ 209,005,827

SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS

Public Facilities and Events Funds

Recreation Revenue $ 9,000 $ 9,000 $ 6,000

Interest 300 300 480

$ 9,300 $ 9,300 $ 6,480

Community Services Grants

Grants $ 7,074,355 $ 7,105,531 $ 7,737,071

Miscellaneous 210,005 247,117 181,238

$ 7,284,360 $ 7,352,648 $ 7,918,309

Other Grants

Grants $ 14,821,313 $ 14,754,005 $ 15,712,529

Miscellaneous 669,087 626,713 626,121

$ 15,490,400 $ 15,380,718 $ 16,338,650

Public Safety Funds

City Sales Tax $ 14,249,636 $ 14,249,636 $ 14,748,373

City Sales Tax - PS .4 9,937,096 9,937,096 10,284,895
State Forfeitures 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000

Federal Forfeitures 15,000 15,000 15,000

$ 25,201,732 $ 25,201,732 $ 26,048,268

*Includes actual revenues recognized on the modified accrual or accrual basis as of the date the proposed budget was prepared, 

plus estimated revenues for the remainder of the fiscal year.

5/12/2017 SCHEDULE C



ESTIMATED 

REVENUES 

ACTUAL 

REVENUES* 

ESTIMATED 

REVENUES 

2017 2017 2018

City of Glendale
Revenues Other Than Property Taxes

Fiscal Year 2018

SOURCE OF REVENUES

Transportation/HURF Funds

City Sales Tax $ 25,053,441 $ 25,053,441 $ 25,930,311

Grants 6,116,338 6,760,018 7,821,236

Highway User Revenues 14,288,974 14,288,974 15,608,779

Miscellaneous 15,867,586 3,559,017 289,974

Airport Fees 481,860 481,860 481,860

Transit Revenue 124,000 124,000 124,000

Interest 140,000 140,000 140,000

$ 62,072,199 $ 50,407,310 $ 50,396,160

Charges for services

Partner Revenue $ 1,644,474 $ 1,644,474 $ 393,736

$ 1,644,474 $ 1,644,474 $ 393,736

Fines and forfeits

Court Revenue $ 413,700 $ 416,700 $ 607,437

Interest 1,190

$ 414,890 $ 416,700 $ 607,437

Miscellaneous

Miscellaneous $ 437,573 $ 212,050 $ 310,653

$ 437,573 $ 212,050 $ 310,653

Total Special Revenue Funds $ 112,554,928 $ 100,624,932 $ 102,019,693

DEBT SERVICE FUNDS

Miscellaneous $ 570,000 $ 570,000                 $ 570,000

$ 570,000 $ 570,000 $ 570,000

Total Debt Service Funds $ 570,000 $ 570,000 $ 570,000

CAPITAL PROJECTS FUNDS

Development Impact Fee Funds

Development Impact Fees $ 1,681,000              $ 2,130,480 $ 1,303,941

Interest 88,146                   94,679 67,804

$ 1,769,146 $ 2,225,159 $ 1,371,745

G.O. Bond Funds

Miscellaneous 104,151                 

Bond Proceeds 10,545,000            20,976,700

$ 10,649,151 $ $ 20,976,700

Total Capital Projects Funds $ 12,418,297 $ 2,225,159 $ 22,348,445

PERMANENT FUNDS

Cemetery Perpetual Care

Interest $ 26,000 $ 27,000 $ 26,000

$ 26,000 $ 27,000 $ 26,000

Total Permanent Funds $ 26,000 $ 27,000 $ 26,000

*Includes actual revenues recognized on the modified accrual or accrual basis as of the date the proposed budget was prepared, 

plus estimated revenues for the remainder of the fiscal year.

5/12/2017 SCHEDULE C



ESTIMATED 

REVENUES 

ACTUAL 

REVENUES* 

ESTIMATED 

REVENUES 

2017 2017 2018

City of Glendale
Revenues Other Than Property Taxes

Fiscal Year 2018

SOURCE OF REVENUES

ENTERPRISE FUNDS

Water/Sewer Funds

Water Revenues $ 45,484,000 $ 45,484,000 $ 44,661,750

Sewer Revenue 31,830,000 31,830,000 31,518,875

Miscellaneous 11,479,000 11,479,000 4,948,274

Water Development Impact Fees 1,120,000 1,120,000 1,120,000

Sewer Development Impact Fees 700,000 700,000 700,000

Interest 253,500 253,500 253,500

Staff & Adm Chargebacks 82,000 82,000 82,000

City Property Rental 65,000 65,000 65,000

Facility Rental Income 6,000 6,000 6,000

$ 91,019,500 $ 91,019,500 $ 83,355,399

Landfill

Tipping Fees $ 5,371,644 $ 5,371,644 $ 5,272,815

Recycling Sales 1,565,500 1,565,500 1,581,155

Internal Charges 2,550,000 2,550,000 2,728,500

Staff & Adm Chargebacks 431,000 431,000 431,000

Miscellaneous 215,000 215,000 215,000

Other 109,625 109,625 109,625

Interest 45,450 45,450 45,450

$ 10,288,219 $ 10,288,219 $ 10,383,545

Solid Waste

Residential Sanitiation $ 10,683,150 $ 10,683,150 $ 11,380,760

Commercial Sanitation Frontload 2,817,000 2,817,000 2,831,085

Commercial Sanitation Rolloff 800,000 800,000 804,000

Miscellaneous 101,000 101,000 101,000

Internal Charges 115,000 115,000 115,000

Miscellaneous Bin Service 100,500 100,500 101,003

Interest 7,000 7,000 7,035

$ 14,623,650 $ 14,623,650 $ 15,339,883

Pub Housing Budget Activities

Grants $ 15,959,127 $ 15,959,127 $ 15,519,078

$ 15,959,127 $ 15,959,127 $ 15,519,078

Total Enterprise Funds $ 131,890,496 $ 131,890,496 $ 124,597,905

*Includes actual revenues recognized on the modified accrual or accrual basis as of the date the proposed budget was prepared, 

plus estimated revenues for the remainder of the fiscal year.

5/12/2017 SCHEDULE C



ESTIMATED 

REVENUES 

ACTUAL 

REVENUES* 

ESTIMATED 

REVENUES 

2017 2017 2018

City of Glendale
Revenues Other Than Property Taxes

Fiscal Year 2018

SOURCE OF REVENUES

INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS

Risk Management Self Insurance

Internal Charges $ 3,058,001 $ 3,058,001 $ 3,851,466

Security Revenue 30,000 30,000 30,000

Interest 20,000 20,000 20,000

Miscellaneous 100,000 100,000 100,000

$ 3,208,001 $ 3,208,001 $ 4,001,466

Workers Comp. Self Insurance

Internal Charges $ 2,300,014              $ 2,300,014 $ 1,299,278

Security Revenue 30,000                   30,000 30,000

Interest 26,000                   26,000 26,000

$ 2,356,014 $ 2,356,014 $ 1,355,278

Benefits Trust Fund

City Contributions $ 15,946,287 $ 15,946,287 $ 18,083,924

Employee Contributions 5,946,545 5,946,545 5,946,472

Retiree Contributions 4,825,836 4,825,836 4,825,836

Miscellaneous 104,552 104,552 104,552

Right-of-Way Permits 1,620 1,620 1,620

Interest 780 780 780

$ 26,825,620 $ 26,825,620 $ 28,963,184

Fleet Services

Internal Charges $ 9,177,762 $ 9,177,762 $ 9,239,326

$ 9,177,762 $ 9,177,762 $ 9,239,326

Technology

Internal Charges $ 7,219,923 $ 7,219,923 $ 8,752,070

$ 7,219,923 $ 7,219,923 $ 8,752,070

Technology Projects

Internal Charges 1,427,225              1,427,225 $ 477,869

$ 1,427,225 $ 1,427,225 $ 477,869

Total Internal Service Funds $ 50,214,545 $ 50,214,545 $ 52,789,193

TOTAL ALL FUNDS $ 512,495,793 $ 490,733,123 $ 511,357,063

*Includes actual revenues recognized on the modified accrual or accrual basis as of the date the proposed budget was prepared, 

plus estimated revenues for the remainder of the fiscal year.
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FUND SOURCES <USES> IN <OUT>

GENERAL FUND

1000 - General $ $ $ 26,403,268 $ 37,453,587

1120 - Vehicle Replacement 3,608,735

Total General Fund $ $ $ 30,012,003 $ 37,453,587

SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS

1340 - Highway User Revenue Fund $ $ $ $ 17,534,795

1660 - Transportation Sales Tax Fund 23,672,484

1700 - Police Special Revenue Fund 17,919,485

1720 - Fire Special Revenue Fund 8,483,783

1760 - Airport Special Revenue Fund 147,047

1820 - CAP Grant 64,299

2530 - Training Facility Revenue Fund 1,455,926

Total Special Revenue Funds $ $ $ 1,667,272 $ 67,610,547

DEBT SERVICE FUNDS

1900 - G.O. Bonds Debt Service $ $ $ $

1940 - M.P.C. Debt Service 18,180,235

1950 - Excise Tax Debt Service 8,040,521

1970 - Transportation Debt Service 7,146,500

Total Debt Service Funds $ $ $ 33,367,256 $

CAPITAL PROJECTS FUNDS

2000 - HURF Street Capital Projects $ $ $ 17,534,795 $

2070 - General Government Capital Projects 3,097,148

2210 - Transportation Capital Projects 16,231,020

Total Capital Projects Funds $ $ $ 36,862,963 $

PERMANENT FUNDS

$ $ $ $

Total Permanent Funds $ $ $ $

ENTERPRISE FUNDS

2360+ - Water/Sewer $ $ $ 23,060,046 $ 23,820,047

2440 - Landfill 674,772 214,915

2480 - Solid Waste 128,528

2500 - Public Housing 386,563

Total Enterprise Funds $ $ $ 24,249,909 $ 24,034,962

INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS

2593 - Citywide ERP Solution $ $ $ 2,939,693 $

Total Internal Service Funds $ $ $ 2,939,693 $

TOTAL ALL FUNDS $ $ $ 129,099,096 $ 129,099,096

2018 2018

City of Glendale

Other Financing Sources/<Uses> and Interfund Transfers

Fiscal Year 2018

OTHER FINANCING INTERFUND TRANSFERS

5/12/2017 SCHEDULE D



ADOPTED  

BUDGETED 

EXPENDITURES/

EXPENSES

EXPENDITURE/

EXPENSE 

ADJUSTMENTS 

APPROVED 

ACTUAL 

EXPENDITURES/

EXPENSES*

BUDGETED 

EXPENDITURES/

EXPENSES 

2017 2017 2017 2018

GENERAL FUND

Budget and Finance $ 4,267,604 $ $ 4,267,604 $ 4,859,390

City Attorney 3,263,392 3,263,392 3,392,597

City Auditor 375,679 375,679 386,430

City Clerk 841,880 841,880 730,752

City Court 4,446,913 4,446,913 4,712,532

City Manager 974,440 974,440 895,059

Community Services 6,066,010 6,060,249 5,564,336

Council Districts&Of 968,453 968,453 1,094,931

Development Services 4,985,651 4,981,651 5,388,471

Economic Development 999,682 999,682 1,125,563

Fire Services 42,560,721 41,531,890 43,413,023

HR & Risk Mgt 1,829,625 1,829,625 1,873,624

Mayor's Office 368,222 368,222 423,101

Non-Departmental 17,876,424 3,000,000 20,794,667 15,085,275

Police Services 84,738,048 84,738,048 88,114,762

Public Affairs 2,213,033 2,213,033 2,250,448

Public Facilities & Events 11,780,970 11,919,255 12,918,234

Public Works 12,829,452 758,454 12,929,985 12,023,767

Contingency 5,000,000 (3,758,454) 2,000,000

Total General Fund $ 206,386,199 $ $ 203,504,668 $ 206,252,295

SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS

City Court $ 616,775 $ $ 569,286 $ 608,814

Community Services 8,542,907 23,950 7,633,008 9,537,920

Fire Services 5,189,096 4,217,927 6,052,425

Misc. Grants 3,940,011 (32,043) 397,229 6,705,512

Non-Departmental 200,000 200,000 200,000

Police Services 8,679,670 6,515,075 8,513,058

Public Facilities & Events 237,895 87,895 258,877

Public Works 46,632,222 22,576 26,169,873 33,773,858

Contingency 2,820,000 2,820,000

Total Special Revenue Funds $ 76,858,576 $ 14,483 $ 45,790,293 $ 68,470,464

DEBT SERVICE FUNDS

General Obligation $ 21,311,988 $ $ 21,311,988 $ 20,203,317

Excise Tax Bonds 6,925,521 6,925,521 8,040,521

Highway User (HURF)

Municipal Property Corp 19,281,102 19,281,102 18,980,235

Transportation Obligation 7,149,000 7,149,000 7,151,500

Total Debt Service Funds $ 54,667,611 $ $ 54,667,611 $ 54,375,573

Expenditures/Expenses by Fund
Fiscal Year 2018

City of Glendale

FUND/DEPARTMENT

5/12/2017 SCHEDULE E



ADOPTED  

BUDGETED 

EXPENDITURES/

EXPENSES

EXPENDITURE/

EXPENSE 

ADJUSTMENTS 

APPROVED 

ACTUAL 

EXPENDITURES/

EXPENSES*

BUDGETED 

EXPENDITURES/

EXPENSES 

2017 2017 2017 2018

Expenditures/Expenses by Fund
Fiscal Year 2018

City of Glendale

FUND/DEPARTMENT

CAPITAL PROJECTS FUNDS

Community Services $ 638,614 $ $ 230,739 $ 3,719,453

Economic Development 16,637,500 2,147 7,000,000

General Government 9,880,501 485,965 9,245,940

Police Services 2,351,250 1,148,565 2,351,250

Public Facilities & Events 1,535,460 1,088,646 1,947,169

Public Works 38,859,173 218,467 33,932,550 53,390,544

Contingency 6,707,092 7,415,974

Total Capital Projects Funds $ 76,609,590 $ 218,467 $ 36,888,612 $ 85,070,330

PERMANENT FUNDS

Contingency $ 5,709,583 $ $ $ 5,735,583

Total Permanent Funds $ 5,709,583 $ $ $ 5,735,583

ENTERPRISE FUNDS

Development Services $ 170,642 $ $ 170,642 $ 175,051

Budget and Finance 3,223,804 3,223,804 3,079,149

Community Services 16,047,175 16,047,175 15,905,641

Public Works 35,203,126 23,793,730 32,069,094

Water Services 140,396,061 83,883,761 105,513,979

Water Services Debt 20,150,983 20,150,983 22,660,233

Contingency 2,500,000 13,100,000

Total Enterprise Funds $ 217,691,791 $ $ 147,270,095 $ 192,503,147

INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS

HR & Risk Mgt $ 31,982,104 $ $ 31,982,104 $ 34,210,674

Innovation & Technology 12,530,935 (232,950) 12,297,985 11,280,387

Public Works 9,163,611 9,078,868 9,239,326

City Wide ERP Solution 2,862,221

Contingency 1,400,000 2,000,000

Total Internal Service Funds $ 55,076,650 $ (232,950) $ 53,358,957 $ 59,592,608

TOTAL ALL FUNDS $ 693,000,000 $ $ 541,480,236 $ 672,000,000

*

 

Includes actual expenditures/expenses recognized on the modified accrual or accrual basis as of the date the proposed budget 

was prepared, plus estimated expenditures/expenses for the remainder of the fiscal year.
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 ADOPTED 

BUDGETED 

EXPENDITURES/

EXPENSES  

 EXPENDITURE/ 

EXPENSE 

ADJUSTMENTS 

APPROVED  

 ACTUAL 

EXPENDITURES/ 

EXPENSES* 

 BUDGETED 

EXPENDITURES/ 

EXPENSES  

2017 2017 2017 2018

City Attorney

City Attorn1000 - General $ 3,263,392                 $ $ 3,263,392                  $ 3,392,597             

City Attorney Total $ 3,263,392                 $ -                              $ 3,263,392                  $ 3,392,597             

City Auditor

City Audito1000 - General $ 375,679                    $ $ 375,679                     $ 386,430                

City Auditor Total $ 375,679                   $ -                            $ 375,679                    $ 386,430               

City Clerk

City Clerk 1000 - General $ 841,880                    $ $ 841,880                     $ 730,752                

City Clerk Total $ 841,880                    $ -                              $ 841,880                     $ 730,752                

 

City Court

City Court 1000 - General $ 4,446,913                 $ $ 4,446,913                  $ 4,712,532             

City Court 1240 - Court Security/Bonds 616,775                    569,286                     608,814                

City Court Total $ 5,063,688                $ -                            $ 5,016,199                $ 5,321,346            

 

City Manager

City Mana 1000 - General $ 974,440                    $ $ 974,440                     $ 895,059                

City Manager Total $ 974,440                   $ -                            $ 974,440                    $ 895,059               

 

 

Community Services

Communit1000 - General $ 6,066,010                $ $ 6,060,249                $ 5,564,336            

Communit1220 - Arts Commission Fund 919,248                    235,399                     1,131,760             

Communit1300 - Home Grant 1,674,704                 1,674,704                  1,678,454             

Communit1310 - Neighborhood Stabilization Pgm 229,443                   229,443                    227,368               
Communit1311 - Neighborhd Stabilization Pgm3 227,300                   227,300                    227,300               

Communit1320 - C.D.B.G. 3,683,422                 3,683,422                  4,215,127             

Communit1380 - DIF-Library Blds pre SB1525 -                                 1,755,029             

Communit1500 - DIF-Libraries pre SB1525 638,614                    81,476                    230,739                     1,764,424             

Communit1820 - CAP Grant 1,324,798                 1,324,798                  1,323,919             

Communit1830 - Emergency Shelter Grants 208,992                    208,992                     208,992                

Communit1840 - Other Federal and State Grants 275,000                    23,950                    48,950                       525,000                

Communit2500 - Pub Housing Budget Activities 16,047,175               16,047,175                15,905,641           

 Community Services Total $ 31,294,706               $ 105,426                  $ 29,971,171                $ 34,527,350           

Contingency

Contingency

Contingency

Contingen1000 - General $ 5,000,000                 $ (3,758,454)              $ -                                 $ 2,000,000             

Contingen1340 - Highway User Gas Tax 720,000                    -                                 720,000                

Contingen1380 - DIF-Library Blds pre SB1525 1,773,714                 -                                 30,814                  

Contingen1420 - DIF-Fire Protec Fac pre SB1525 224,935                    -                                 1,782,298             

Contingen1440 - DIF-Police Faciliti pre SB1525 90,107                      -                                 756,291                

Contingen1460 - DIF-Citywide Parks pre SB1525 107,739                    -                                 106,951                

Contingen1500 - DIF-Libraries pre SB1525 1,746,169                 (81,476)                   -                                 360,919                

Contingen1520 - DIF-Citywide Open Spaces 189,964                    -                                 193,462                

Contingen1540 - DIF-Parks Dev Zone1 pre SB1525 329,686                    -                                 64,183                  

Contingen1560 - DIF-Parks Dev Zone2 pre SB1525 167,329                    -                                 293,497                

Contingen1580 - DIF-Parks Dev Zone3 pre SB1525 44,644                      -                                 429                       

Contingen1600 - DIF-Roadway Improve pre SB1525 1,117,325                 (847,297)                 -                                 2,844,825             

Contingen1620 - DIF-General Government 163,234                    -                                 164,188                

Contingen1660 - Transportation Sales Tax 2,100,000                 (218,467)                 -                                 2,100,000             

Contingen2040 - Public Safety Construction 357,506                    357,506                

Contingen2060 - Parks Construction 92,487                      -                                 71,728                  

Contingen2070 - General Gov Capital Projects -                                 150,000                

City of Glendale
Expenditures/Expenses by Department

Fiscal Year 2018

DEPARTMENT/FUND

5/12/2017 Schedule F



 ADOPTED 

BUDGETED 

EXPENDITURES/

EXPENSES  

 EXPENDITURE/ 

EXPENSE 

ADJUSTMENTS 

APPROVED  

 ACTUAL 

EXPENDITURES/ 

EXPENSES* 

 BUDGETED 

EXPENDITURES/ 

EXPENSES  

2017 2017 2017 2018

City of Glendale
Expenditures/Expenses by Department

Fiscal Year 2018

DEPARTMENT/FUND

Contingen2130 - Cultural Facility Bond Fund -                                 62,088                  

Contingen2140 - Open Space/Trails Constr-99 Au 226,795                    -                                 176,795                

Contingen2180 - Flood Control Construction 75,458                      -                                 -                            

Contingen2280 - Cemetery Perpetual Care 5,709,583                 -                                 5,735,583             

Contingen2360 - Water and Sewer 2,000,000                 2,783,284               -                                 12,000,000           

Contingen2440 - Landfill 500,000                    -                                 700,000                

Contingen2480 - Solid Waste -                                -                                 400,000                

Contingen2540 - Risk Management Self Insurance 1,400,000                 -                                 1,000,000             

Contingen2560 - Workers Comp. Self Insurance -                                 1,000,000             

Contingency Total $ 24,136,675               $ (2,122,410)              $ -                                 $ 33,071,557           

 * Grant Contingency Allocated to Department

Council Office

Council Di1000 - General $ 968,453                    $ $ 968,453                     $ 1,094,931             

Mayor and Council $ 968,453                    $ -                              $ 968,453                     $ 1,094,931             

 

Development Services

Developm1000 - General $ 4,985,651                 $ $ 4,981,651                  $ 5,388,471             

Developm2400 - Water $ 170,642                    $ $ 170,642                     $ 175,051                

Development Services Total $ 5,156,293                 $ -                              $ 5,152,293                  $ 5,563,522             

 

Economic Development

 

Economic1000 - General $ 999,682                    $ $ 999,682                     $ 1,125,563             

Economic1980 - Streets Constr. - 1999 Auth 6,092,500                 2,666,475                  -                            

Economic2100 - Economic Dev. Constr-1999 Auth 10,545,000               8,808,266                  7,000,000             

Economic2070 - General Gov Capital Projects -                                 668,646                

Economic Development Total $ 17,637,182               $ -                              $ 12,474,423                $ 8,794,209             

Budget and Finance

Budget an1000 - General $ 4,267,604                 $ $ 4,267,604                  $ 4,859,390             

Debt Serv1900 - G.O. Bond Debt Service 20,318,988               20,318,988                20,203,317           

Debt Serv1940 - M.P.C. Debt Service 20,630,852               20,630,852                18,980,235           

Budget an2360 - Water and Sewer 3,223,804                 3,223,804                  3,079,149             

Debt Serv1950 - Excise Tax Debt Service 5,575,771                 5,575,771                  8,040,521             

Budget and Finance -                            

Budget and Finance Total $ 54,017,019               $ -                              $ 54,017,019                $ 55,162,612           

Budget and Finance

Fire Services

Budget and Finance

Fire Servi1000 - General $ 42,560,721               $ $ 41,531,890                $ 43,413,023           

Fire Servi1840 - Other Federal and State Grants 4,302,221                 3,331,052                  5,105,753             

Fire Servi2070 - General Gov Capital Projects 1,749,655                 -                                 1,836,000             

Fire Servi2530 - Training Facility Revenue Fund 886,875                    886,875                     946,672                

Fire Servic Fire Services Total $ 49,499,472               $ -                            $ 45,749,817              $ 51,301,448          
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HR & Risk Mgt

 

HR & Risk1000 - General $ 1,829,625                 $ $ 1,829,625                  $ 1,873,624             

HR & Risk2540 - Risk Management Self Insurance 2,951,560                 2,951,560                  2,967,948             

HR & Risk2560 - Workers Comp. Self Insurance 2,204,924                 2,204,924                  2,279,542             

HR & Risk2580 - Benefits Trust Fund 26,825,620               26,825,620                28,963,184           

HR & Risk Mgt Total $ 33,811,729               $ -                              $ 33,811,729                $ 36,084,298           

 

Innovation & Technology

 

Innovation2591 - Technology $ 8,383,210                 $ $ 8,383,210                  $ 8,752,070             

Innovation2592 - Technology Projects 4,147,725                 (232,950)                 3,914,775                  2,528,317             

Innovation2593 - Citywide ERP Solution -                                 2,862,221             

Innovation Innovation & Technology Total $ 12,530,935               $ (232,950)                 $ 12,297,985                $ 14,142,608           

 

Public Affairs

 

Public Affa1000 - General $ 2,213,033                 $ $ 2,213,033                  $ 2,250,448             

Public Affairs Total $ 2,213,033                 $ -                              $ 2,213,033                  $ 2,250,448             

 

Mayor's Office

Mayor's O1000 - General $ 368,222                    $ $ 368,222                     $ 423,101                

Mayor's Office Total $ 368,222                    $ -                              $ 368,222                     $ 423,101                

 

Misc. Grants & Misc Capital Grants

 

Miscellane1840 - Other Federal and State Grants $ 4,933,011                 $ 209,000                  $ 397,229                     $ 6,705,512             

Misc. Grants & Misc Capital Grants Total $ 4,933,011                 $ 209,000                  $ 397,229                     $ 6,705,512             

 

Non-Departmental

Non-Depa1000 - General $ 17,876,424               $ 3,000,000               $ 20,794,667                $ 15,085,275           

Non-Depa1200 - Utility Bill Donation 200,000                    200,000                     200,000                

Non-Departmental Total $ 18,076,424               $ 3,000,000               $ 20,994,667                $ 15,285,275           

Police Services

Police Ser1000 - General $ 84,738,048               $ $ 84,738,048                $ 88,114,762           

Police Ser1440 - DIF-Police Faciliti pre SB1525 1,148,565                 1,148,565                  -                            
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Police Ser1840 - Other Federal and State Grants 5,805,168                 3,682,447                  5,872,784             

Police Ser1860 - RICO Funds 2,501,744                 2,501,744                  2,258,922             

Police Ser2040 - Public Safety Construction 1,202,685                 1,202,685                  2,351,250             

Police Ser2070 - General Gov Capital Projects -                                 1,183,422             

Police Ser2530 - Training Facility Revenue Fund 372,758                    372,758                     381,352                

Police Ser Police Services Total $ 95,768,968               $ -                              $ 93,646,247                $ 100,162,492         

Public Facilities & Events

Public Fac1000 - General $ 11,780,970               $ $ 11,919,255                $ 12,918,234           

Public Fac1460 - DIF-Citywide Parks pre SB1525 -                                -                                 226,536                

Public Fac1461 - DIF-Citywide Parks -                                -                                 105,917                

Public Fac1480 - DIF-Citywide RecFac pre SB1525 1,067,000                 20,000                       797,000                

Public Fac1520 - DIF-Citywide Open Spaces 318,460                    -                                 318,100                

Public Fac1540 - DIF-Parks Dev Zone1 pre SB1525 -                                -                                 124,085                

Public Fac1541 - DIF-Parks Dev Zone 1 -                                -                                 52,303                  

Public Fac1542 - DIF-Parks & Rec Zone 1 East -                                -                                 317,578                
Public Fac1543 - DIF-Parks & Rec Zone 2 West101 -                               -                                58,312                 
Public Fac1560 - DIF-Parks Dev Zone2 pre SB1525 -                                -                                 165,438                

Public Fac1840 - Other Federal and State Grants 175,000                    25,000                       190,000                

Public Fac1885 - Parks & Recreation Designated 62,895                      62,895                       68,877                  

Public Fac2060 - Parks Construction 50,000                      -                                 50,000                  

Public Fac2070 - General Gov Capital Projects 400,000                    -                                 104,565                

Public Fac2130 - Cultural Facility Bond Fund 100,000                    -                                 200,000                

Public Fac2140 - Open Space/Trails Constr-99 Au -                                 50,000                  

Public Fac Public Facilites & Events Total $ 13,954,325               $ -                              $ 12,027,150                $ 15,746,945           

Public Works

Public Wo 1000 - General $ 8,096,952                 $ 758,454                  $ 8,197,485                  $ 8,415,032             

Public Wo 1120 - Vehicle Replacement 4,732,500                 4,732,500                  3,608,735             

Public Wo 1340 - Highway User Gas Tax 10,302,762               10,199,473                10,597,408           

Public Wo 1480 - DIF-Citywide RecFac pre SB1525 5,000                        -                                 -                            

Public Wo 1600 - DIF-Roadway Improve pre SB1525 725,030                    126,251                  386,419                     1,794,439             
Public Wo 1601 - DIF-Roadway Improvements 721,046                -                                600,000               
Public Wo 1602 - DIF-Streets Zone 1 East -                                 721,039                

Public Wo 1650 - Transportation Grants 16,143,008               4,071,764                  1,218,055             

Public Wo 1660 - Transportation Sales Tax 13,247,233               13,008,848                13,922,695           

Public Wo 1760 - Airport Special Revenue 680,884                    680,884                     692,826                

Public Wo 1970 - Transportation Debt Service 7,149,000                 7,149,000                  7,151,500             

Public Wo 1980 - Streets Constr. - 1999 Auth 1,120,440                 -                                 12,472,714           

Public Wo 2000 - Hurf Street Bonds 21,038,574               7,889,701                  17,534,795           

Public Wo 2070 - General Gov Capital Projects 7,730,846                 5,176,865                  7,042,788             

Public Wo 2120 - Airport Capital Projects 5,755,161                 681,420                     6,821,236             

Public Wo 2180 - Flood Control Construction 2,213,114                 2,020,748                  2,128,956             
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Public Wo 2210 - Transportation Capital Project 13,757,015               218,467                  20,000                       16,231,020           

Public Wo 2440 - Landfill 18,085,234               11,938,800                17,241,282           

Public Wo 2480 - Solid Waste 17,117,892               17,168,275                14,827,812           

Public Wo 2530 - Training Facility Revenue Fund 503,174                    503,174                     521,638                

Public Wo 2590 - Fleet Services 9,163,611                 9,078,868                  9,239,326             

Public Wo Public Works Total $ 157,567,430             $ 1,824,218               $ 102,904,224              $ 152,783,296         

Water Services

Water Ser 2360+ - Water and Sewer 160,547,044             (2,783,284)              104,014,984              $ 128,174,212         

Water Services

Water Services Total $ 160,547,044             $ (2,783,284)              $ 104,014,984              $ 128,174,212         

TOTAL ALL DEPARTMENTS $ 693,000,000             $ -                              $ 541,480,236              $ 672,000,000         
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Full-Time 

Equivalent (FTE)

Employee Salaries 

and Hourly Costs Retirement Costs Healthcare Costs

Other Benefit 

Costs

Total Estimated 

Personnel 

Compensation

2018 2018 2018 2018 2018 2018

1000 - General 1,199.00 $ 99,129,923 $ 28,907,397 $ 13,694,166 $ 8,678,613 $ 150,410,099

Total General Fund 1,199 $ 99,129,923 $ 28,907,397 $ 13,694,166 $ 8,678,613 $ 150,410,099

1220 - Arts Commission Fund 1.00 $ 91,233 $ 9,169 $ 6,651 $ 1,280 $ 108,333

1240 - Court Security/Bonds 3.75 307,109 63,570 37,628 10,588 418,895

1300 - Home Grant 32,019 32,019

1310 - Neighborhd Stab. Pgm 25,000 25,000

1311 - Neighborhd Stab. Pgm3 25,000 25,000

1320 - C.D.B.G. 8.75 548,811 58,733 100,663 1,988 710,195

1340 - Highway User Gas Tax 46.00 3,033,534 322,745 506,895 27,127 3,890,301

1660 - Transportation Sales Tax 51.25 3,324,614 354,771 545,612 15,856 4,240,853

1760 - Airport Special Revenue 6.00 377,470 40,409 51,249 1,400 470,528

1820 - CAP Grant 5.50 369,688 39,751 72,719 5,676 487,834

1830 - Emergency Shelter Grants 17,183 17,183

1840 - Grants 19.00 6,368,458 608,571 219,106 137,301 7,333,436

1860 - RICO Funds 1.00 54,253 5,796 15,179 75,228

1885 - Parks & Rec Designated 5,583 5,583

2530 - Trng Fac Revenue Fund 9.00 661,270 184,312 93,974 15,816 955,372

Total Special Revenue Funds 151.25 $ 15,224,042 $ 1,687,827 $ 1,649,676 $ 234,215 $ 18,795,760

$ $ $ $ $

Total Debt Service Funds $ $ $ $ $

Total Capital Projects Funds $ $ $ $ $

Total Permanent Funds $ $ $ $ $

2360+ - Water and Sewer 235.00 $ 15,636,823 $ 1,676,200 $ 2,574,785 $ 320,912 $ 20,208,720

2440 - Landfill 43.00 2,811,619               290,144                  443,143                  15,838                    3,560,744

2480 - Sanitation 70.00 3,881,148               396,978                  757,793                  10,920                    5,046,839

2500 - Pub Housing 21.00 1,368,156               145,246                  246,945                  23,400                    1,783,747

Total Enterprise Funds 369.00 $ 23,697,746 $ 2,508,568 $ 4,022,666 $ 371,070 $ 30,600,050

FUND

City of Glendale
Full-Time Employees and Personnel Compensation

Fiscal Year 2018

GENERAL FUND

SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS

DEBT SERVICE FUNDS

CAPITAL PROJECTS FUNDS

PERMANENT FUNDS

ENTERPRISE FUNDS
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Full-Time 

Equivalent (FTE)

Employee Salaries 

and Hourly Costs Retirement Costs Healthcare Costs

Other Benefit 

Costs

Total Estimated 

Personnel 

Compensation

2018 2018 2018 2018 2018 2018FUND

City of Glendale
Full-Time Employees and Personnel Compensation

Fiscal Year 2018

2540 - Risk Management Self Ins. 2.00 $ 184,755                  $ 19,737                    $ 26,585                    $ 900                         $ 231,977

2560 - Workers Comp. Self Ins. 2.00 137,742                  14,820                    19,905                    1,468                      173,935

2590 - Fleet Services 32.00 1,987,405               212,048                  347,817                  8,500                      2,555,770

2591 - Technology 30.00 2,819,856               301,527                  319,050                  3,440,433

Total Internal Service Fund 66.00 $ 5,129,758 $ 548,132 $ 713,357 $ 10,868 $ 6,402,115

TOTAL ALL FUNDS 1,785.25 $ 143,181,469 $ 33,651,924 $ 20,079,865 $ 9,294,766 $ 206,208,024

INTERNAL SERVICE FUND
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What are Capital Improvements? 
 
The Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) is a ten‐year roadmap for creating, maintaining and paying 
for Glendale’s present and future infrastructure needs. The CIP outlines project costs, funding 
sources and estimated future operating costs associated with each capital improvement. The 
plan is designed to ensure that capital improvements will be made when and where they are 
needed, and that the city will have the funds to pay for and maintain them. 
  
Capital improvement projects are non‐routine capital expenditures that generally cost more 
than $50,000 and result in the purchase of equipment, acquisition of land, design and 
construction of new assets, or the renovation, rehabilitation or expansion of existing capital 
assets. Capital projects usually have an expected useful life of at least five years. 
  
Capital improvements make up the bricks and mortar, or infrastructure that all cities must have 
in place to provide essential and quality of life services to current and future residents, 
businesses and visitors. They also are designed to prevent the deterioration of the city’s existing 
infrastructure, and respond to and anticipate the future growth of the city. A wide range of 
projects comprise capital improvements as illustrated by the examples below: 
 

 fire and police stations;  
 libraries, court facilities and office buildings; 
 parks, trails, open space, pools, recreation centers and other related facilities; 
 water and wastewater treatment plants, transmission pipes, storage facilities, odor 

control facilities and pump stations;  

 roads, bridges, traffic signals and other traffic control devices including fiber optic 
infrastructure needed for the operation of intelligent transportation systems;  

 landscape beautification projects; 
 computer software and hardware systems other than personal computers and printers; 

 flood control drainage channels, storm drains and retention basins; 

 and major equipment purchases such as landfill compactors, street sweepers and 
sanitation trucks. 

 
Glendale, like many cities in the Phoenix metropolitan area, faces a special set of complex 
problems because much of the city is built out except for scattered areas requiring infill 
development and the far western edge of the city, which is not built out. These cities need to 
build new roads, add public amenities such as parks and expand public safety services to 
accommodate new residential and non‐residential development. They also must 
simultaneously maintain, replace, rehabilitate and/or upgrade existing capital assets such as 
roads, parks, buildings and underground pipes for the water and sewer system. 
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Paying for Capital Improvements 
 
In many respects, the city planning process for selecting, scheduling and financing capital 
improvements parallels the way an individual might plan for buying a new house or car. This 
process entails an assessment of many valid competing needs, a determination of priorities, an 
evaluation of operating costs as well as financing options for the capital costs, and an 
establishment of realistic completion timeframes. The analysis process involves many familiar 
questions.  
 

 Can I wait another year or two? 
 Are there other alternatives such as remodeling, using public transit or carpooling? 

 What other purchases will I need to forego?  

 What can I afford and how can I pay for it? 

 Do I need outside financing and what will it cost? 
 Will there be additional monthly costs associated with the purchase? 

 
If the purchase plan moves forward, a decision must be made about the down payment. A good 
planner might have started a replacement fund a few years ago in anticipation of the need. 
Other cash sources might include a savings account or a rainy day emergency fund. The city, 
just like most families, needs to find longer‐term financing to cover certain costs for capital 
improvements. Repayment of the loan might require cutting other expenses like eating at 
restaurants or increasing income by taking a second part‐time job. An unanticipated inheritance 
may speed up the timetable; a negative event, such as a flood or unanticipated medical 
expense, might delay the plan.  
 
Similarly, most large capital improvements cannot be financed solely from a single year’s 
revenue stream or by simply increasing income or decreasing expenses.  

 

Guidelines and Policies Used in Developing the CIP 
 
City Council’s strategic goals and financial policies provide the broad parameters for 
development of the annual capital plan. For example, Council’s financial policies on Capital 
Asset and Debt Management state that the 10‐year capital plan will address capital needs in the 
following order: 
 

A.   Improve existing assets  
B.   Replace existing assets  
C.   Construct new assets 

 
These financial policies further state that projected life cycle costing will be evaluated for 
projects considered for funding in the near future. Life cycle costing is a method of calculating 
the total cost of a physical asset throughout its life. It is concerned with all costs of ownership 
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and takes into account the costs incurred by an asset from its acquisition to its disposal, 
including design, installation, operating and maintenance costs.  
 
Additional considerations include the following:  
 

 Does a project qualify as a capital project, i.e., cost more than $50,000 and have an 
expected useful life of at least five years? 

 Does a project satisfactorily address all federal, state and city legal and financial 
requirements?  

 Does a project support the city's favorable investment ratings and financial integrity? 

 Does a project support the city’s goal of ensuring all geographic areas of the city have 
comparable quality in the types of services that are defined in the Public Facilities 
section of the General Plan? 

 Does a project prevent the deterioration of the city’s existing infrastructure? 

 Does a project respond to and, if possible, anticipate future growth in the city? 

 Does a project encourage and sustain quality economic development? 

 Can a project be financed through growth in the tax base or development fees, when 
possible, if constructed in response to residential or commercial development? 

 Is a project responsive to the needs of residents and businesses within the constraints of 
reasonable taxes and fees? 

 Does a project leverage funds provided by other units of government (e.g., Maricopa 
County Flood Control District, Arizona Department of Transportation, etc.) where 
appropriate?  

 
Master plans also help determine which projects should be included in the CIP and the 
timeframes in which the projects should be completed. For example, the Parks and Recreation 
Master Plan’s guidelines for neighborhood parks include 3.3 acres of park land per 1,000 
residents. When population growth causes an area to exceed this threshold, that neighborhood 
will rise on the capital plan’s priority list for park development. The Water and Sewer Master 
Plan, Parks Master Plan, Storm Water Master Plan, GO Transportation Plan and five‐year plans 
for landfill and solid waste collection services also provide valuable guidance in the preparation 
of the CIP. 
 
Economic forecasts also are a critical source of information and guidance throughout the capital 
planning process. The forecasts assess external factors such as whether the local economy is 
growing or contracting, population growth, inflation for construction materials, the value of 
land, and other variables that may affect the city’s ability to finance needed services and capital 
projects.  

 

Glendale’s Annual CIP Development Process 
 
In conjunction with the annual budgeting process, the Finance and Technology Department 
manages the citywide process of revising and updating the city’s capital plan. City staff 
members from all departments participate in an extensive review of projects in the existing 
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plan and the identification of new projects for inclusion in the CIP. The City Council’s 
commitment to the needs and desires of Glendale’s citizens is a critical factor considered during 
the capital planning process, as well as compliance with legal limits and financial resources. 
 
Once projects are selected for inclusion in the capital plan, decisions must be made about 
which projects should be recommended for inclusion in the first five years of the plan. 
Determining how and when to schedule projects is a complicated process. It must take into 
account City Council’s strategic goals as well as all of the variables that affect the city’s ability to 
generate the funds to pay for these projects without jeopardizing its ability to provide routine, 
ongoing services and one‐time or emergency services when needed. 
 
The financial projections used to develop the CIP are based on staff’s best prediction of future 
real estate values, construction costs, interest rates, and other relevant variables. These 
financial projections are jointly developed by the Finance and Technology Department and 
Public Works Department in conjunction with the Assistant City Manager. They are updated 
annually to reflect changes in the economic environment.  
 
Although only the first year of the plan is appropriated, the first five years of the plan are 
financially balanced. This means the first five years of the plan 
 

 Comply with the state’s constitutional debt limits; 

 Comply with the available voter authorization required for municipal bonds;  

 Balance the use of incoming revenue streams with the use of fund balance, while 
maintaining a fund balance in compliance with bond covenants and policies regarding 
debt management and; 

 Identify the source of revenue to finance various projects.  
 
Financial and legal constraints make it impossible for the city to fund every project on its 
priority list. For example, it is not possible for the city to fund concurrently several large‐scale 
projects that have significant operating budget impacts. Also, revenues used to pay the debt 
service are not limitless. Therefore, implementation timetables are established to stagger 
projects over time based on Council’s strategic goals and the estimated financial resources 
expected for the future.  
 
A critical element of financing capital projects is the ability to manage within available 
resources, including the overall debt incurred for past projects and any new debt for future 
projects. Limited staff resources to undertake new capital projects also must be considered. 
Capital projects often require significant time to manage effectively, and project managers in 
the departments typically manage several capital projects concurrently.  
 
The city also must coordinate the timing of many of its capital projects with federal, state, 
county and municipal governments and outside entities. For example, street improvements are 
coordinated with utility companies, when possible, to minimize the amount of new street 
surface that must be cut to lay new or replacement utility and fiber optic lines. Also, flood 
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control capital improvements are coordinated with the Maricopa County Flood Control District 
to maximize matching funds that the district makes available for eligible projects.  
 
The availability of unanticipated financing, such as federal or state transportation grants may 
cause the city to accelerate a particular project. In addition, a scheduled project may be 
delayed in order to take advantage of an unusual one‐time opportunity such as the receipt of 
non‐governmental grant monies. 
 

Types of CIP Projects and Funding Sources 
 
The ten‐year CIP is developed with identified funding sources for each CIP project. For example, 
a street project might be funded through one or more of the following financing sources: 
Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) bonds, general obligation (G.O.) bonds, federal or state 
grants, development impact fees (DIFs), Glendale’s dedicated transportation sales tax or 
Glendale’s general fund excise taxes. In many cases, a large or multi‐year project will be 
financed using a mix of these funding sources.  
 
General Obligation (G.O.) Bond Funded Projects 
G.O. bonds are direct and general obligations of the city. Glendale uses G.O. bonds to fund 
most large‐scale capital improvements except water, sewer, sanitation, landfill, many 
transportation‐related projects and professional sports‐related facilities such as the Gila River 
Arena, home of the National Hockey League’s Arizona Coyotes, and Camelback Ranch, spring 
training home of the Chicago White Sox and the Los Angeles Dodgers. G.O. bonds are backed by 
"the full faith and credit" of the city. 
 
Arizona State law mandates the separation of city property taxes into two components, the 
primary tax levy and the secondary tax levy. A municipality’s secondary property tax revenue 
can be used only to pay the principal, interest and redemption charges on bonded 
indebtedness or other lawful long‐term obligations that are issued or incurred for a specific 
capital purpose. In contrast, primary property tax revenue may be used for any lawful purpose. 
 
There are two separate categories of G.O. bond funded projects. These categories correspond 
to the 6% and 20% Arizona State Constitutional limits for G.O. bonded indebtedness. Funds that 
have been established for the 6% category include the Economic Development, Cultural Facility, 
Government Facilities and Library Bond Funds. Active funds for the 20% category include the 
Flood Control, Open Space & Trails, Parks, Public Safety and Street/Parking Bond Funds. Water 
and sewer bonds are also included in the 20% category. Secondary property tax revenue can be 
used to pay water/sewer debt, but it is preferable for water/sewer capital debt service to be 
paid with water and sewer revenue. 
 

Development Impact Fee Funded Projects 
Impact fees are one‐time charges to developers that are used to offset a city’s capital costs 
resulting from new development. Developers pay Development Impact Fees (DIF) when they 
construct new residential and commercial developments. These fees are designed to cover a 
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city’s increased costs for providing new or expanded infrastructure in the following categories: 
roadway improvements, parks, libraries, police, fire, and water/sewer.  
 
Planning and zoning information, such as anticipated population growth and expected density 
of residential and commercial development, is the foundation for impact fee revenue 
estimates. Given this information, the city then estimates the amount of impact fee revenue 
available to pay for growth‐related capital projects.  
 
In a growing economic condition, a number of DIF funded projects would more likely be 
included in the capital plan to supplement the growth related portion of projects funded with 
other resources such as G.O. bonds. However with the decline in property values, and the 
imperativeness to pay existing G.O. debt service with secondary property tax revenue, most 
capital projects requiring a new issuance of G.O. bonds were deferred or moved to the last five 
years of the plan. DIF revenue alone rarely is sufficient to fund 100% of the cost of growth‐
related projects. Therefore, given these circumstances, the current capital plan reflects very 
little spending of impact fees.  
 
Enterprise and Other Projects 
Water and Sewer Revenue Funded Projects:  Water/Sewer capital projects can be funded with a 
number of options including, G.O. bonds, revenue bonds, revenue obligations or cash financing. 
Bonds or obligations are typically used to fund larger water/sewer projects. The principal and 
interest for bonds and obligations will be paid from future water/sewer user fee revenue. 
Smaller water/sewer projects are typically cash financed. Three separate funds have been 
established for water/sewer projects: one fund is for water capital projects, another fund 
addresses sewer projects and a third fund covers capital projects that represent a mix of water 
and sewer projects (e.g., water reclamation projects).  
 
Landfill Revenue Funded Projects:  Landfill user fee revenues fund environmental 
improvements required by federal and state law as well as improvements related to 
constructing, extending, improving and repairing the Glendale Municipal Landfill. Materials 
Recovery Facility (MRF) projects and landfill equipment also are included in the landfill capital 
fund. Users of the Glendale Municipal Landfill include private haulers, other cities that are 
under contract with the city’s landfill and the city’s residential and commercial solid waste 
operations.  
 
Solid Waste Revenue Funded Projects:  Unlike Water/Sewer and Landfill, the capital plan for 
Sanitation is not usually funded with revenue bonds. Instead sanitation projects are funded 
with user revenues and cash balances. However, inter‐funds loans and capital leases have been 
used as a funding option in the past. 
 

Transportation Sales Tax Funded Projects:  On November 6, 2001, Glendale held a special 
election where voters passed a new half‐cent sales tax to fund the transportation plan. The 
transportation plan was created to improve service for all modes of transportation including 
public transit, motorized vehicle, bicycle, pedestrian and aviation. Of the 13,019 ballots cast for 
this proposition, 64% were in favor and 36% were in opposition. By their votes, Glendale 
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residents indicated that having transportation choices and being connected to regional 
activities and employment centers were important to maintaining Glendale’s high quality of 
life. 
 
Everyone who shops in Glendale pays the half‐cent sales tax that became effective January 1, 
2002. The revenues are dedicated to funding the implementation of the Glendale Onboard! (GO 
Transportation Plan). The sales tax has no termination date. The transportation capital and 
operating budgets are balanced yearly. Transportation projects can either be funded with 
Transportation Revenue Obligations or cash financed. The principal and interest on revenue 
obligations will be covered with future transportation sales tax revenue. 
 
Street (HURF) Revenue Funded Projects:  The State of Arizona shares with cities a portion of the 
revenues it collects from highway user fees. This revenue is tracked in the Streets Fund (Fund 
1340) and is known as HURF revenue. The Arizona State Constitution restricts the use of HURF 
revenue to street and highway purposes such as right‐of‐way acquisition, construction, 
reconstruction, maintenance, repair and the payment of the interest and principal on HURF 
bonds.  
 

HURF often is called the gas tax even though there are several other transportation‐related 
fees, including a portion of the vehicle license tax, that comprise this revenue source. Much of 
this revenue source is based on the volume of fuel sold rather than the price of fuel.  
 
In the past, the Arizona Legislature has altered (1) the type and/or rate of taxes, fees and 
charges to be deposited into the Arizona Highway Revenue Fund and (2) the allocation of such 
monies among the Arizona Department of Transportation, Arizona cities and counties and other 
purposes. The Arizona Legislature reduced the amount of funds allocated to cities in FY 2009 
through FY 2012. Future legislative alterations to HURF revenue sources and/or the HURF 
distribution formula may occur. 
 
Municipal Property Corporation Bond Funded Projects:  A city may form a Municipal Property 
Corporation (MPC) to finance a large capital project. An MPC is a non‐profit organization over 
which the city exercises oversight authority, including the appointment of its governing board. 
This mechanism allows the city to finance a needed capital improvement and then purchase the 
improvement from the corporation over a period of years.  
 
In order for the MPC to market the bonds, a city will typically pledge unrestricted excise taxes. 
Unrestricted excise taxes are generally all excise, transaction privilege, franchise and income 
taxes within the city’s General Fund. This means MPC debt service is paid with General Fund 
operating dollars.  
 
The city has formed and entered into agreements to sell MPC bonds to fund several 
construction projects, including the following: 
 

 Glendale Municipal Office Complex (debt is retired), 

 Gila River Arena,  
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 Glendale Media Center and Expo Hall, Convention Center and Parking Garage adjacent 
to the Westgate development in west Glendale,  

 a portion of the Glendale Regional Public Safety Training Facility and infrastructure for 
the Zanjero development, and 

 the Camelback Ranch development [as explained below]. 
 
Public Facilities Corporation Funded Bonds:  Similar to an MPC, a public facilities corporation 
(PFC) a non‐profit organization that is formed under Arizona State law to secure funding for 
capital projects. A PFC is also governed by a Council appointed Board of Directors responsible 
for authorizing debt. The PFC’s sole purpose is to finance and construct public facilities for the 
city. While the PFC is a legally separate entity from the city, the city is responsible for the debt 
associated with the PFC bonds. The special debt obligations are back by the city’s unrestricted 
excise taxes. 
 
Grant Funded Projects:  The majority of Glendale’s grants for capital projects come from the 
federal or state government. There are two major types of grants. Open, competitive grant 
programs usually offer a great deal of latitude in developing a proposal and grants are awarded 
through a competitive review process. The existing Arizona Heritage Fund grants for parks and 
historic preservation capital projects are an example of competitive grants.  
 
Entitlement or categorical grants are allocated to qualified governmental entities based on a 
formula basis (e.g., by population, income levels, etc.). Entitlement funds must be used for a 
specific grantor‐defined purpose. Community Development Block Grants are considered 
entitlement grants and typically must benefit low‐moderate income residents.  
 
Most federal and state grant programs, with the exception of some public housing programs, 
require the applicant to contribute to the cost of the project. The required contribution, 
referred to as local match, can vary from 5% to 75%. Federal Transportation Administration 
grants for public transit improvements and Federal Aviation Administration grants for airport 
projects are examples of capital improvement grants for which local matching requirements will 
come from the city’s operating budget and/or the city’s transportation sales tax.  
 
Many federal and state grant programs specifically prohibit the applicant from using other 
government grants as match, and require that the match be cash rather than donated services. 
Therefore, matching funds usually come from General Fund department operating budgets, 
G.O. bonds or development impact fees. 
 
There is always a possibility that some of the grant‐funded projects will be delayed or not 
completed if government grants fail to materialize. CIP projects adversely affected by changes 
in the availability of grants may be postponed until the needed grant funds are acquired, the 
project is modified to reduce costs, or the project is funded using alternative means. 
 
Operating Budget ‐ Pay‐As‐You‐Go (PAYGO) Projects:  Some capital improvements are paid for 
on a cash basis in order to avoid the interest costs incurred with other financing mechanisms 
and are included in the operating budget on a pay‐as‐you‐go basis. The city’s operating budget 
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also provides for the maintenance of capital assets and expenses associated with the 
depreciation of city facilities and equipment. 
 
Lease Financing Projects:  Lease financing provides long‐term financing for the purchase of 
equipment or other capital improvements and does not affect the city’s G.O. bond capacity or 
require voter approval. In a lease transaction, the asset being financed can include new capital 
needs, assets under existing lease agreements or, in some cases, equipment purchased in the 
past for which the government or municipal unit would prefer to be reimbursed and paid over 
time. Title to the asset is transferred to the city at the end of the lease term. 
 
Local Improvement District Bond Projects:  Local improvement districts (LIDs) are legally 
designated geographic areas in which a majority of the affected property owners agree to pay 
for one or more capital improvements through a supplemental assessment. This financing 
approach ties the repayment of debt to those property owners who most directly benefit from 
the improvements financed.  

 

Impact of the CIP on the Operating Budget 
 
Glendale’s operating budget is directly affected by the CIP. Almost every new capital 
improvement entails additional ongoing expenses for routine operation, repair and 
maintenance upon completion that must be incorporated into the operating budget. Many new 
capital facilities require the addition of new positions. Existing city facilities and equipment that 
were once considered state‐of‐the‐art will require rehabilitation, renovation or upgrades to 
accommodate new uses and/or address safety and structural improvements. Older facilities 
usually involve higher maintenance and repair costs as well. PAYGO capital projects, grant‐
matching funds and lease/purchase capital expenses also come directly from the operating 
budget. 
 

Operating costs are carefully considered in deciding which projects move forward in the CIP 
because it is not possible for the city to fund concurrently several large‐scale projects that have 
significant operating budget impacts. Therefore, implementation timetables are established 
that stagger projects over time.  
 
Many improvements make a positive contribution to the fiscal wellbeing of the city. Capital 
projects such as redevelopment of under‐performing or under‐used areas of the city, and the 
infrastructure expansion needed to support new development, promote the economic 
development and growth that can lead to the generation of additional operating revenues. 
These new revenue sources provide the funding needed to maintain, improve and expand the 
city’s infrastructure.  
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FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27Fund # - Name Carryover

FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Summary of All Capital Projects by Funding Type

BOND CONSTRUCTION FUNDS
1980 - Street/Parking Bonds 11,625,450 5,275,450 5,275,450 5,275,450 5,275,450 8,811,900847,264

2140 - Open Space/Trails 50,000 15,056 0 176,795 0 7,259,5160

2060 - Parks 0 0 0 0 0 143,200,78650,000

2160 - Library 0 0 0 0 0 11,590,2600

2040 - Public Safety 2,351,250 2,351,250 0 0 0 134,411,1110

2130 - Cultural Facility 100,000 84,550 0 0 0 0100,000

2100 - Economic Development 0 0 0 0 0 07,000,000

2180 - Flood Control 1,100,480 324,230 324,230 324,230 0 20,324,7011,028,476

$15,227,180 $8,050,536 $5,599,680 $5,776,475 $5,275,450 $325,598,274$9,025,740Sub-Total

DIF FUNDS
1601 - Roadway Improvements 2,447,266 684,553 791,650 1,500,000 0 34,553668,212

1520 - Citywide Open Space 139,157 34,944 150,000 0 0 0178,943

1461 - Citywide Parks 332,453 0 0 0 0 00

1481 - Citywide Rec Facility 0 126,983 0 0 0 3,469797,000

1541 - Park Dev Zone 1 552,278 3,469 0 0 0 3,4690

1561 - Park Dev Zone 2 165,438 3,469 0 0 0 3,4690

1581 - Park Dev Zone 3 0 3,469 0 0 0 3,4690

1380 - Library Buildings 1,755,029 0 0 0 0 00

1501 - Libraries 1,356,549 152,592 0 0 0 17,563407,875

1441 - Police Dept Facilities 0 0 0 0 0 00

1421 - Fire Protection Facilities 0 15,654 0 0 0 15,6540

$6,748,170 $1,025,133 $941,650 $1,500,000 $0 $81,646$2,052,030Sub-Total

ENTERPRISE/OTHER FUNDS
2360 - Water & Sewer 8,988,412 17,008,526 17,853,062 16,600,000 6,600,000 2,500,0009,975,589

2400 - Water 23,801,426 38,054,458 59,308,145 29,127,840 5,550,000 68,223,2255,883,985

2420 - Sewer 4,260,000 4,978,000 4,400,000 8,600,000 8,550,000 25,900,0002,546,250

2210 - Transportation Construction 11,934,647 5,877,193 3,483,811 3,680,732 8,723,374 144,682,8364,296,374

2000 - HURF/Street Bonds 7,840,589 3,490,373 3,495,373 3,126,523 3,126,523 16,285,6409,694,206

1650 - Transportation Grants 150,000 0 0 0 0 068,055

2480 - Sanitation 589,581 3,231,928 2,641,597 2,161,910 2,752,283 14,244,0610

2440 - Landfill 1,170,630 1,106,281 2,998,401 4,641,954 10,724,397 20,317,1805,916,824

2120 - Airport Capital Grants 2,175,017 1,000,000 1,000,000 0 0 5,005,0564,646,219

1840 - Other Federal & State Grants 15,000 0 0 0 0 00

1000 - General Fund 0 0 0 0 0 00

2070 - General Gov Cap 5,774,820 2,900,602 3,423,574 2,336,752 2,336,752 29,168,8445,060,601

2593 - City-Wide ERP Solution                            0           2,862,221             1,132,837                           0                          0                           0                              0  

1220 - Arts Commission 200,000 200,000 142,943 0 0 0683,849

$69,762,343 $78,980,198 $98,746,906 $70,275,711 $48,363,329 $326,326,842$48,771,952Sub-Total

$91,737,693 $88,055,867 $105,288,236 $77,552,186 $53,638,779 $652,006,762Grand Total $59,849,722
$151,587,415Total FY 2018 Funding

10



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

FUND SUMMARY: 1980-Street/Parking Bonds Category: 20%
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Street Scallop 0 0 0 0 0 967,70068103 344,431

Replacement of Existing Assets
Capital Bridge Repair Program 0 0 0 0 0 2,568,75068122 502,833
Pedestrian Infra. Improvements 3,100,000 0 0 0 0 068127 0
95th Avenue Extension (1980) 2,900,000 0 0 0 0 068128 0

6,000,000 0 0 0 0 3,536,450Sub-Total - Existing Assets 847,264

New Assets
0

*Street Reconstruction Program 5,275,450 5,275,450 5,275,450 5,275,450 5,275,450 5,275,45068125 0
*Westgate Area Signage 350,000 0 0 0 0 068129 0

5,625,450 5,275,450 5,275,450 5,275,450 5,275,450 5,275,450Sub-Total - New Assets 0

$11,625,450 $5,275,450 $5,275,450 $5,275,450 $5,275,450 $8,811,900Total Project Expenses: $847,264

Total FY 2018 Funding: $12,472,714

PROJECT DETAIL: 1980-Street/Parking Bonds Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 68103 - Street Scallop (I) Funding Source:

The Scallop Street Program is used to complete street improvements to reduce traffic accidents, enhance traffic flow, 
provide safety to adjacent pedestrian traffic and to mitigate property flooding. Projects are selected based on need and 
available funding from a scallop street inventory maintained by the Engineering Department. Improvements may include 
pavement widening, curb and gutter,  sidewalk, and ADA enhancements.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$32,431Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $900,000

$300,000Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $13,500

$9,000Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $43,200

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $9,000

$3,000Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,000

O and M costs are not expected for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $344,431 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $967,700

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 11



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 1980-Street/Parking Bonds Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 68122 - Capital Bridge Repair Program (R) Funding Source:

This program is needed to maintain city bridges to meet Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) standards. There are 43 
bridges that are inspected by Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) semi-annually. Under the National Bridge 
Inspection Program, administered by ADOT, the city is required to maintain its bridges to a satisfactory standard.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$34,000Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $150,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,250,000

$450,000Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $36,000

$14,333Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $110,250

$4,500Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $22,500

No additional O and M is required.Operating Description:

TOTAL $502,833 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,568,750

General Obligation BondsProject: 68127 - Pedestrian Infra. Improvements (R) Funding Source:

Design and construction of a pedestrian underpass, pedestrian bridges over the SRP Canal and Outfall channel and 
needed ramp and sidewalks. This will allow pedestrian to travel efficiently and safety from the new PS parking lot south of 
Bethany Home Road to the existing Stadium site. The City's share of the cost and expense to construct and complete this 
project is $3.1M.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $3,100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $3,100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

General Obligation BondsProject: 68128 - 95th Avenue Extension (1980) (R) Funding Source:

Project will complete 95th Avenue between Camelback Road and Bethany Home Road.  It will include,    ROW 
acquisition, phase I environmental clearance, geotechnical investigation, utility coordination, survey and construction.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $900,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $2,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $2,900,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 12



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 1980-Street/Parking Bonds Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 68125* - Street Reconstruction Program (N) Funding Source:

Project provides for reconstruction of arterial and collector streets as identified in the Pavement Management Plan.Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $5,000,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000

$0Finance Charges $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000

$0Engineering Charges $75,450 $75,450 $75,450 $75,450 $75,450 $75,450

$0Arts $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000

$0Miscellaneous/Other $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $5,275,450 $5,275,450 $5,275,450 $5,275,450 $5,275,450 $5,275,450

General Obligation BondsProject: 68129* - Westgate Area Signage (N) Funding Source:

Install multiple signs located in Westgate areaProject Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $350,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $350,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 13



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

FUND SUMMARY: 2140-Open Space/Trails Construction Category: 20%
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Thunderbird Paseo Park Develop 0 0 0 0 0 1,998,67570000 0
*T-bird Park Master Plan 2140 0 15,056 0 0 0 070006 0
*Open Space/Trails Master Plan 50,000 0 0 0 0 070007 0
*Thunderbird Park Imprvmnt 2140 0 0 0 176,795 0 070008 0
TCP Trail Improvements 0 0 0 0 0 2,639,898T1630 0

50,000 15,056 0 176,795 0 4,638,573Sub-Total - Existing Assets 0

New Assets
0

City-Wide Trails System 0 0 0 0 0 1,020,00070003 0
West Valley Multi-Modal Corrid 0 0 0 0 0 1,600,94370005 0

0 0 0 0 0 2,620,943Sub-Total - New Assets 0

$50,000 $15,056 $0 $176,795 $0 $7,259,516Total Project Expenses: $0

Total FY 2018 Funding: $50,000

PROJECT DETAIL: 2140-Open Space/Trails Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 70000 - Thunderbird Paseo Park Develop (I) Funding Source:

This project is for park improvements and renovations to maintain the 55 acre Thunderbird Paseo Linear Park. This 
includes tree replacement and additions, enhance landscaping with drought tolerant plant material; signage replacement; 
removal of asphalt surface; addition of concrete surface where asphalt existed; pedestrian/equestrian bridges; 
replacement of equipment located in the linear park; and address all mandated accessibility issues.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $423,475

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,209,928

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $39,973

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $44,919

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $12,099

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $90,217

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $178,064

O and M expenses would vary based upon the specific type of future landscape improvements that are implemented. 
Supplies and contracts calculated at $601 per acre X 50 acres (estimate value) plus inflation. A landscape water rate is 
calculated at $0.22 per sq ft for 435,600 sq ft. All calculations are for 31 months of operation. A supplemental budget 
request will be submitted once the project is near completion.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,998,675

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Supplies/Contr $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $96,174

Landscape $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $315,188

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 14



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2140-Open Space/Trails Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 70006* - T-bird Park Master Plan 2140 (I) Funding Source:

This project will update and revise the existing Thunderbird Conservation Park master plan. This is partial funding of this 
request, the balance is being requested in Fund 1520 DIF - Citywide Open Spaces in the amount of $34,944. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $15,056 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $15,056 $0 $0 $0 $0

General Obligation BondsProject: 70007* - Open Space/Trails Master Plan (I) Funding Source:

This project request is to revised and update the existing Open Space and Trails Master Plan completed in 2005. Since 
the approval of the current master plan, the development and use of trails and open space has increased and staff 
continue to receive requests for additional/expanded amenities.  

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

General Obligation BondsProject: 70008* - Thunderbird Park Imprvmnt 2140 (I) Funding Source:

This project will include construction/renovation of Thunderbird Conservation Park  trails, restrooms, ramadas, shade 
structures and amenities as defined in the master plan update.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $154,000 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $12,000 $0 $0

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $1,540 $0 $0

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $9,255 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $176,795 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 15



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2140-Open Space/Trails Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: T1630 - TCP Trail Improvements (I) Funding Source:

Based on the Thunderbird Conservation Park Master Plan recommendations, items to be addressed include ongoing 
repair and improvements of the 18 miles of natural surfaced trails. This would include ongoing replacement of trail signage 
and markers; enhance trail nodes and the trail heads along the trail system; removal of safety concerns and obstacles; 
rebuild trail washouts and mitigate washout areas; survey terrain for possible trail realignments; enhance scenic areas; 
removal of invasive plant species on the trails; widen trail system to accommodate multi-use designation; install trail 
interpretive signage; and re-vegetation of areas that have been impacted by rogue use. Project formally referred to as 
Thunderbird Park Improvements.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $196,086

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,960,869

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $58,204

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $55,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $19,609

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $56,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $294,130

Supplies are based on 33 acres of improvements x $601. Improvements will require a Service Worker II at $53,310 with 
benefits, a Park Ranger with benefits at $51,087, contracted labor assistance at $25,000 per year, building maintenance 
at $1.62 X 3,000 sq ft = $4,860 annually; insurance is for 2 new employees at $828 per person.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,639,898

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Staffing $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $458,320

Supplies/Contr $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $70,248

Bldg. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $17,214

Insurance $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $5,865

Landscape $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $11,097

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 16



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2140-Open Space/Trails Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 70003 - City-Wide Trails System (N) Funding Source:

This project will implement recommendations for open space acquisition, trailhead land purchases, construction of 
pedestrian, bicycle, and equestrian paths and trails, and connectivity between areas of interest citywide that 
accommodates future growth and user demands. This may include improvement or enhancements to trails along the 
Grand Canal Linear Park, Thunderbird Paseo, Skunk Creek Linear Park and the Bridle Path.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $20,000

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,000,000

Specific scope will determine the additional O and M costs which could include supplies and contracts for $601 x 50 
acres, Service Worker II w/ benefits, building maintenance is for additional lighting (260 poles X $153 per pole), insurance 
is for a new staff member at $828 a year, and landscape is based on 50 acres of newly developed trails at $.22 per 
square foot. Other operating calculations have been based upon 50 acres. A supplemental budget request will be 
submitted once the project is near completion.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,020,000

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Staffing $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $141,909

Supplies/Contr $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $83,451

Bldg. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $110,472

Insurance $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,299

PC/Vehicle Replacement $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $8,170

Landscape $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $206,038

General Obligation BondsProject: 70005 - West Valley Multi-Modal Corrid (N) Funding Source:

This is to construct a multimodal trail system along the Agua Fria River Corridor as per the Maricopa Association of 
Governments West Valley Rivers Trails Plan. The trail system will link with other trails in and around the City of Glendale 
connecting parks and other recreation facilities, and serve new and existing residents.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $270,277

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,110,057

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $43,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $11,101

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $166,508

Supplies and contracts include $601x 10 acres. Building maintenance costs include 34 low-level security lights for rest 
nodes and trail at $75 per light and $13 per lamp for bulb replacement. Landscape includes maintenance of 
approximately 435,600 sq ft x $.0927per sq ft, water at $.22 per sq ft x 435,600 sq ft, and ramada cleaning/maintenance 
at $4,000 per ramada x three ramadas.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,600,943

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Supplies/Contr $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,010

Bldg. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $14,992

Landscape $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $95,832

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 17



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

FUND SUMMARY: 2060-Parks Construction Category: 20%
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Park Enhancements 0 0 0 0 0 10,921,64170510 0
T-Bird Park Improvements 0 0 0 0 0 2,902,99370515 0
Grounds & Facilities Imprvmnts 0 0 0 0 0 3,914,52370540 0
*Sahuaro Ranch Park Master Plan 0 0 0 0 0 070546 50,000
Play Structure Improvements 0 0 0 0 0 2,874,890T1715 0

Replacement of Existing Assets
Parks Redevelopment 0 0 0 0 0 27,417,24070500 0
Facilities Renovation 0 0 0 0 0 9,906,16170512 0
Multiuse Sports Field Lighting 0 0 0 0 0 4,723,29770526 0
Paseo Racquet Center Park 0 0 0 0 0 7,045,47870535 0
Parks Capital Equipment 0 0 0 0 0 1,224,49070541 0
Aquatic Facility Renovation 0 0 0 0 0 7,232,945T1712 0
Foothills Center Renovation 0 0 0 0 0 1,889,025T1713 0
O'Neil Park Improvements 0 0 0 0 0 5,460,000T1822 0
Heroes Park Buildout 0 0 0 0 0 57,663,103T1823 0
Heroes Park Digital Sign 0 0 0 0 0 25,000T1824 0

0 0 0 0 0 143,200,786Sub-Total - Existing Assets 50,000

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $143,200,786Total Project Expenses: $50,000

Total FY 2018 Funding: $50,000

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 18



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2060-Parks Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 70510 - Park Enhancements (I) Funding Source:

Ongoing park enhancements are vital in the city's effort to improve and enhance park functionality and appeal. Staff 
continually assesses park amenities and infrastructure, and strive to meet the demands park users place on park land and 
facilities. Park enhancements focus on a variety of elements and amenities within the existing park setting, and can be 
urgent in nature or planned. Typical park enhancements include new sport courts; additional low-level security lighting; 
picnic areas; picnic benches; Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) issues; shade structures, landscape, and other 
amenities added to existing park sites. Ongoing enhancements typically address service gaps in the level of service 
requirements outlined in the Parks and Recreation Master Plan and federal, state, and local mandates.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $926,587

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $8,547,040

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $174,429

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $92,500

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $85,470

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $845,615

In most cases, park enhancements will have little or no impact on the O and M. In fact, in many cases the enhancements 
allow for a more efficient operation of infrastructure and amenities. O and M will be impacted when additional amenities 
are introduced to the park, such as ramadas, additional low-level lighting, etc. Supplies/contracts include $601 x 4 acre. 
Building Maintenance includes an average of 10 additional low level security lighting x $150 for electricity, and $21 per 
lamp for replacement. Landscape maintenance $.22 x 43,560 sq ft. A supplemental will be submitted.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $10,921,641

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Supplies/Contr $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $147,960

Bldg. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $105,250

Landscape $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $584,820

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 19



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2060-Parks Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 70515 - T-Bird Park Improvements (I) Funding Source:

This project will continue the implementation of the Thunderbird Conservation Park Master Plan recommendations and 
improvements including the removal of invasive plant species and re-vegetation, signage upgrades, repairs or 
replacements to existing ramadas, picnic tables, grills, restrooms and other infrastructure. It will also address the 
continuation of re-vegetation, as well as the installation of new park elements, such as ramadas and parking lot 
improvements.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $646,739

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,847,826

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $57,777

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $55,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $18,478

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $277,173

Improvements have an O and M impact for two new 750 sq ft restrooms with associated utilities and supplies. Supplies 
are based on 33 acres of improvements x $601. Improvements will require a Service Worker II at $53,310 with benefits, a 
Park Ranger with benefits at $51,087, contracted labor assistance at $25,000 per year, utilities at $2.70 per sq ft X 3,000 
sq ft = $8,100; building maintenance at $1.62 X 3,000 sq ft = $4,860 annually; equipment maintenance is for two added 
pole lights at $358 annually; insurance is for two new employees at $828 per person; ramada cleaning at $3,000 each at 
five new ramadas, building water at $0.195 sq ft or $49 per month.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,902,993

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Staffing $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $485,932

Supplies/Contr $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $69,578

Utilities $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $28,250

Bldg. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $29,912

Equip. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,203

Insurance $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $28,259

Landscape $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $21,431

Water $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,930

General Obligation BondsProject: 70540 - Grounds & Facilities Imprvmnts (I) Funding Source:

This project addresses renovations and golf course enhancements that may not otherwise be included or covered in the 
golf course management agreements. Issues to be addressed include golf course grounds and infrastructure at 
Glendale's Glen Lakes and Desert Mirage golf courses. Improvements will include modifying or enhancing greens, tees, 
fairways, cart paths, irrigation systems, lakes, driving ranges, parking lots, fence replacement, and pro-shops for both 
municipal golf courses.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $875,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,500,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $77,085

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $62,438

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $25,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $375,000

No additional O and M is needed.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,914,523
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2060-Parks Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 70546* - Sahuaro Ranch Park Master Plan (I) Funding Source:

This project will include developing a master plan for the 17 acre, historic area of Sahuaro Ranch Park which includes 13 
original buildings, a rose garden, barnyard and historic orchards. The historic area has been a cultural asset that 
celebrates the city's historic beginnings. Listed on the National Registry of Historic Places and known as the “Showplace 
of the Valley,” the Sahuaro Ranch Historic Area offers activities, exhibits and guided tours—keeping the history of early 
settlement in the Valley alive.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$50,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

General Obligation BondsProject: T1715 - Play Structure Improvements (I) Funding Source:

This project involves replacing all playground components and playground surfacing in city parks to be more compliant 
with changes to the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC), the 
American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM), and play units and components that have been  removed due to 
vandalism or ongoing wear and tear. 

In 2011, all of these organizations made significant changes to the laws, guidelines, and standards as it relates to 
playground accessibility, use, and safety. Subsequent evaluations by staff who are certified as Playground Safety 
Inspectors (CPSI) resulted in a comprehensive annual audit of all playgrounds to identify all play structure, playground, 
and playground surface deficiencies. The annual audit identified multiple playgrounds requiring varying levels of update to 
meet the new ADA, CPSC, and/or the ASTM laws, guidelines, and/or regulations. External audits of the playgrounds 
confirmed CPSI findings

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $56,390

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $8,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $500

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,400,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $360,000

No additional O and M is required. The new laws, guidelines, and standards would actually reduce O and M by reducing 
the staff time to conduct head and torso inspections, and tilling sand fall zones.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,874,890
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2060-Parks Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 70500 - Parks Redevelopment (R) Funding Source:

This project is designed as a proactive focus for revitalizing parks currently in the city's inventory that have shown signs of 
deteriorating infrastructure, amenities, and/or landscape. The purpose of the redevelopment process is to heighten or 
restore the overall functionality of the park for the users, while at the same time enhancing the operating efficiency. As in 
the past, staff identify strategies that are designed to revive a park’s existing strengths and develop new or enhanced 
functions of the park. Development strategies, service gaps, and needs are identified and addressed during the design 
and construction phase. Depending on the park category, location, size, and level of service, each requires a distinct level 
of funding to address an assortment of services or operational improvements.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,283,947

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $18,239,851

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $548,341

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $122,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $182,399

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,040,702

Supplies and contracts are based on 10 acres x $601 per acre. Building Maintenance includes an additional 30, low-level 
park lighting at $171 per pole. These parks are currently maintained, so staff doesn't project additional landscape 
maintenance costs. Water would include the addition of 40 drinking fountains at $88 each. A supplemental budget 
request will be submitted once the project is near completion.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $27,417,240

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Supplies/Contr $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $36,990

Bldg. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $31,574

Water $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $17,600

General Obligation BondsProject: 70512 - Facilities Renovation (R) Funding Source:

The proposed renovations address planned and/or unexpected restoration improvements and infrastructure replacement 
at existing park and recreation buildings, centers, ball field complex sites, group ramada pavilions, restrooms, and tennis 
and golf complexes. Funds are used citywide to provide ongoing renovation to existing facilities. The specific facilities that 
receive assistance from this project are targeted through an ongoing assessment and feedback from citizens and staff.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $8,093,137

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $198,123

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $120,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $80,931

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $200,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,213,970

New O and M expenses are not usually encountered with restoration activities.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $9,906,161
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2060-Parks Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 70526 - Multiuse Sports Field Lighting (R) Funding Source:

The Parks and Recreation has 25 lighted sports fields that are used for various youth and adult sports program and 
cultural events. Of the 25 lighted sports fields, 5 of the sports fields have athletic field lighting and lighting infrastructure 
that are over 15 years old. This project involves the renovation or replacement of existing sports lights that have 
illumination depreciation or no longer meet current illumination standards and those facilities where the lighting systems 
are currently depreciating and will require replacement.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $705,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,528,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $94,466

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $78,311

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $35,280

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $282,240

This project will not require additional O and M. The bid specifications would be performance based and would require the 
contractor to perform bulb replacements. The newer lighting technology would operate more efficiently, thus reducing 
electrical consumption and O and M.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,723,297

General Obligation BondsProject: 70535 - Paseo Racquet Center Park (R) Funding Source:

The park project has two components: Paseo Sports Complex and Paseo Racquet Center, both of which are in this park. 
The Sports Complex work will include the replacement of the lighting system, outdoor sound system, all fencing, restroom 
and concessions building. At the Paseo Racquet Center, necessary repairs include court overlays, court resurfacing, 
lighting, fencing and building restoration and improvements.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,579,200

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,512,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $139,858

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $92,500

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $45,120

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $676,800

These capital improvements are to existing facilities and will likely decrease O and M expenses.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $7,045,478
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2060-Parks Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 70541 - Parks Capital Equipment (R) Funding Source:

The Parks Department has 10 pieces of equipment currently in the fleet that are 10 years or older, and 18 pieces of 
equipment that are 13 years or older. All are not included as part of the City's Vehicle Replacement Fund and have 
passed their average effective lifespan. Replacing old, outdated equipment such as mowers, sod cutters, aerators, paint 
machines, trailers, utility vehicles, specialized chain saws, park/facility maintenance equipment, ball field preparation 
machines and equipment are essential to the care and maintenance of facilities and parks. The equipment has outlasted 
its useful and effective lifespan.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $24,490

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,200,000

No additional O & M as the purchase of equipment would simply replace the existing.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,224,490

General Obligation BondsProject: T1712 - Aquatic Facility Renovation (R) Funding Source:

This project includes the renovation and restoration of existing aquatic facilities (Foothills and Rose Lane) owned by the 
City and and operated by the Parks and Recreation Division. The aquatic facilities require annual attention and frequent 
repairs to remain relevant and useful. Projects, such as, replastering of the water vessels; patching and repairs to the pool 
decking; replacement of shade canopies; pool pumps and other equipment are needed to ensure continued compliance 
with all federal, state and county health code requirements. Other items to be considered periodically include slide repair 
and/or replacement; repair or replacement of play structure components; electrical infrastructure; diving boards; and pool 
heaters

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,350,822

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,650,207

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $144,659

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $92,500

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $46,502

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $948,255

No additional O and M needed.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $7,232,945
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Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2060-Parks Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: T1713 - Foothills Center Renovation (R) Funding Source:

This project involves the replacement of recreation center equipment that has an expected useful life span of 5-7 years 
and renovation of the facility. Replacement of fitness room equipment; existing audio/visual equipment; carpeting; room 
dividers; window blinds; chillers and boilers to the building; security systems; ongoing resurfacing of the multi-purpose 
area; enhance lighting in the exterior and interior; and parking lot resurfacing.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $189,625

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $758,500

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $37,040

$0IT/Phone/Security $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $80,500

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $40,769

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $7,585

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $634,500

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $140,506

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,889,025

General Obligation BondsProject: T1822 - O'Neil Park Improvements (R) Funding Source:

This is a project request for improvements at O’Neil Park. The park was originally constructed in 1961 and these 
improvements would replace existing facilities, amenities and park infrastructure that have significantly aged, are past 
their recommended lifespan and need to be brought up to current federal, state, county and local guidelines/requirements 
as well as to address the demographics and demands of the surrounding community which have changed significantly.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $525,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,500,000

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $875,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $35,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $350,000

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $175,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $5,460,000
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2060-Parks Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: T1823 - Heroes Park Buildout (R) Funding Source:

This project is a Council request for a capital project placeholder to complete the construction of Heroes Park. The cost 
estimates are based on the current approved master plan and would include: lighted four field softball/baseball complex, 
two lighted flat fields for soccer, lacrosse and flag football, control/restroom building, parking, a recreation center, and an 
aquatic center.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $7,276,101

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $27,985,005

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $11,459,860

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $363,805

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,197,751

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,380,581

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $57,663,103

General Obligation BondsProject: T1824 - Heroes Park Digital Sign (R) Funding Source:

This is a Council request for a capital project placeholder to purchase a new digital sign for Heroes Park. The sign would 
include a double sided, full color LED display, mounted in a dual leg mount cabinet.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $25,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $25,000
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FUND SUMMARY: 2160-Library Construction Category: 6%
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Library Renovation 0 0 0 0 0 11,590,260T2810 0

0 0 0 0 0 11,590,260Sub-Total - Existing Assets 0

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $11,590,260Total Project Expenses: $0

Total FY 2018 Funding: $0

PROJECT DETAIL: 2160-Library Construction Category: 6%
General Obligation BondsProject: T2810 - Library Renovation (I) Funding Source:

This is a request to modernize the three branch libraries to meet the expectations of the community. This project will  
include renovating and updating the interior spaces at the Velma Teague Branch Library (built in 1969), the Main Library 
(built in 1987), and Foothills Branch Library (built in 1999).

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $227,260

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $11,363,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $11,590,260
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FUND SUMMARY: 2040-Public Safety Construction Category: 20%
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
*Regional Wireless Cooperative 2,351,250 2,351,250 0 0 0 075037 0

Replacement of Existing Assets
800MHz Comm Equip 0 0 0 0 0 1,408,81975024 0
Engine & Ladder Replacement 0 0 0 0 0 3,920,61275034 0
Public Safety Bldgs. Renewal 0 0 0 0 0 73,193,750T1820 0

2,351,250 2,351,250 0 0 0 78,523,181Sub-Total - Existing Assets 0

New Assets
0

City Court Building 0 0 0 0 0 43,075,30275020 0
Fire Station - Western Area 0 0 0 0 0 12,812,628T5536 0

0 0 0 0 0 55,887,930Sub-Total - New Assets 0

$2,351,250 $2,351,250 $0 $0 $0 $134,411,111Total Project Expenses: $0

Total FY 2018 Funding: $2,351,250

PROJECT DETAIL: 2040-Public Safety Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 75037* - Regional Wireless Cooperative (I) Funding Source:

This project helps fund the city's share of membership in the Regional Wireless Cooperative (RWC) digital 
communications system (two way radio). Fees associated with this membership cover the operational and maintenance 
costs on a per radio basis as well as special assessment fees. Membership in the RWC provides enhances service, 
redundancy and increased coverage for all city departments.  Most importantly, interoperability not only within city 
departments but also valley wide partners, is greatly increased. The city's "Gold Elite" consoles will require replacement 
upon the upgrade to IP-based radio communications as will portable and mobile radios used in the field which have 
reached their recommended end of life.  In addition, this includes upgrades to our radio hardware due to known and 
anticipated upgrades and mandates which will make our current radio system obsolete. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0IT/Phone/Security $2,351,250 $2,351,250 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $2,351,250 $2,351,250 $0 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2040-Public Safety Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 75024 - 800MHz Comm Equip (R) Funding Source:

Replacement and/or upgrade of existing radios for the Regional Wireless Cooperative to assure the department continues 
to meet Federal Communications Commission requirements for Public Safety radio transmissions as mandated and/or to 
replace radios that have met or exceeded their life expectancy and require technology upgrades. The life expectancy for 
radios is 8 to 10 years.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $28,176

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,380,643

O and M includes network fees annually at $94.59 per month, per radio for 196 radios, as identified by the RWC for 
FY2018/2019. The department will submit a supplemental in the future for the additional O and M. Annual ongoing O and 
M before inflationary increases: $222,476.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,408,819

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Supplies/Contr $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $224,476

General Obligation BondsProject: 75034 - Engine & Ladder Replacement (R) Funding Source:

To maximize the safe use of Emergency Code 3 Apparatus the Fire Department's replacement plan indicates that front 
line engines should be replaced at 7 years or 100,000 miles and be moved into a reserve status. Ladder trucks should be 
replaced after 15 years or 100,000 miles. The department will maintain a reserve fleet of one reserve truck for every two 
front line trucks. This CIP request is for a continuous plan for replacement of the department's Code 3 Apparatus in an 
effort to be compliant with the National Fire Protection Association Standards for emergency apparatus. Our fleet now 
averages 11 years old and 150,000 miles of service.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $78,412

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,842,200

No additional O and M is needed since this is the replacement of existing equipment.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,920,612

General Obligation BondsProject: T1820 - Public Safety Bldgs. Renewal (R) Funding Source:

This project is to replace two fire stations(152 & 153), modernize two police stations, and renew three public safety 
buildings

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,968,750

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $65,500,000

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $725,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $73,193,750
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2040-Public Safety Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 75020 - City Court Building (N) Funding Source:

Construction will resume on the city court building in the future years.  As of the end of December 2009, the structure was 
built to ground level. When completed the building is expected to be approximately 90,000 net square feet and include 10 
courtrooms. There is the possibility of additional costs due to the delay in construction.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,742,010

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $31,613,404

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $861,506

$0IT/Phone/Security $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,235,868

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $139,968

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $316,134

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,166,412

O and M would be needed starting in FY 2022 and includes a Building Maintenance Worker, two Custodians, a Day 
Porter and three Detention Officers. Other items include, utilities and electricity, security, building and elevator 
maintenance, parking lot sweeping and custodial supplies. There are $213,800 in one-time expenses in FY 2021 
including one-time purchases of vehicles and other essential supplies. The O and M related to opening the new facility 
does not include current grant-funded and one-time funded staff and operational costs. These costs total $577,269. O 
and M costs for additional court positions will also be needed starting in the year the building is occupied. A supplemental 
budget request will be submitted once the project is near completion.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $43,075,302

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Staffing $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,453,002

Utilities $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $184,533

Bldg. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,966

Equip. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $47,056

Insurance $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $51,671

Electrical $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,107,210

PC/Vehicle Replacement $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $18,684

Landscape $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $27,426

Water $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $38,579

Refuse $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $22,492
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2040-Public Safety Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: T5536 - Fire Station - Western Area (N) Funding Source:

Design and construction of a 15,000 sq ft, four bay fire station, with firefighter quarters for 18 personnel, furniture, fixtures, 
equipment, office space and storage. Equipment includes one engine. This facility will respond to the surrounding areas 
between Northern Avenue and Camelback Road and 83rd to 115th Avenues. This fire station would house a fire pumper 
24/7 initially, with further expansion of ladders and medic units as growth demands.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Land $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,395,800

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,407,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $5,226,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $256,253

$0IT/Phone/Security $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $156,000

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $92,500

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $52,260

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,601,040

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,625,775

Additional O and M would be needed starting in March of 2021. Staffing includes the salary and benefits for 12 
Firefighters, 3 Captains, 3 Engineers and .5 FTE Building Maintenance Worker. Also includes promotions, training, medic 
pay, station supplies, station and equipment maintenance, telephone charges, grounds maintenance, insurance and one-
time cost in the amount of $486,895 to recruit, test, hire and to send 18 firefighters to the training academy and six to 
medic school. Utilities, building maintenance, supplies and custodial services for 15,000 sq ft of space. PC replacement 
contributions for 3 computers and 1 color printer replacement = $2,182. Landscaping estimated at $0.22 per sq ft for 
15,000 sq ft. Water estimated at $0.195 per sq ft. Refuse estimated at $342.26 x 12 months. A supplemental budget 
request will be submitted once the project is near completion.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $12,812,628

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Staffing $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,844,622

Supplies/Contr $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $703,502

Utilities $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $146,398

Bldg. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $434,875

Equip. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $57,327

Insurance $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $36,165

Electrical $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $72,695

PC/Vehicle Replacement $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $62,820

Landscape $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $9,501

Water $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $8,421

Refuse $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $11,824
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FUND SUMMARY: 2130-Cultural Facility Construction Category: 6%
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
*Sahuaro Ranch Park Improvments 100,000 84,550 0 0 0 084309 100,000

100,000 84,550 0 0 0 0Sub-Total - Existing Assets 100,000

$100,000 $84,550 $0 $0 $0 $0Total Project Expenses: $100,000

Total FY 2018 Funding: $200,000

PROJECT DETAIL: 2130-Cultural Facility Construction Category: 6%
General Obligation BondsProject: 84309* - Sahuaro Ranch Park Improvments (I) Funding Source:

This project will include the renovation and stabilization of the historic area of Sahuaro Ranch Park over a three year 
period. The historic area includes 13 original buildings, a rose garden, barnyard and historic orchards and has  has been a 
cultural asset that celebrates the city's historic beginnings. Listed on the National Register of Historical Places and known 
as the “Showplace of the Valley,” the Sahuaro Ranch Historic Area offers activities, exhibits and guided tours—keeping 
the history of early settlement in the Valley alive.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $87,165 $75,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$87,165Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $5,753 $4,950 $0 $0 $0 $0

$5,753Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$872Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $872 $750 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $6,210 $3,850 $0 $0 $0 $0

$6,210Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $100,000 $100,000 $84,550 $0 $0 $0 $0
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FUND SUMMARY: 2100-Economic Development Construction Category: 6%
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
New Assets

0
*Parking Lot P2-BHR and 95th 0 0 0 0 0 084408 7,000,000

0 0 0 0 0 0Sub-Total - New Assets 7,000,000

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0Total Project Expenses: $7,000,000

Total FY 2018 Funding: $7,000,000

PROJECT DETAIL: 2100-Economic Development Construction Category: 6%
General Obligation BondsProject: 84408* - Parking Lot P2-BHR and 95th (N) Funding Source:

Design and construction for a surface parking lot located south of Bethany Home Road between 91st and 95th avenues.Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$27,853Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$6,621,647Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$80,500Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$70,000Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$200,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Electricity for 400 lights, pavement maintenance and striping every 5 years, and landscaping and Irrigation.Operating Description:

TOTAL $7,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 33



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

FUND SUMMARY: 2180-Flood Control Construction Category: 20%
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Local Drainage Problems 1,100,480 324,230 324,230 324,230 0 322,23079004 1,028,476

1,100,480 324,230 324,230 324,230 0 322,230Sub-Total - Existing Assets 1,028,476

New Assets
0

Bethany Home SD, 79th-67th 0 0 0 0 0 6,306,50079013 0
59th Ave & Thunderbird Rd SD 0 0 0 0 0 1,993,01179014 0
Bethany Home SD, 67th-58th 0 0 0 0 0 5,450,900T2910 0
83rd Ave BethanyHm to Camelbac 0 0 0 0 0 3,125,030T7901 0
Camelback Rd. 51st to 58th 0 0 0 0 0 3,127,030T7902 0

0 0 0 0 0 20,002,471Sub-Total - New Assets 0

$1,100,480 $324,230 $324,230 $324,230 $0 $20,324,701Total Project Expenses: $1,028,476

Total FY 2018 Funding: $2,128,956

PROJECT DETAIL: 2180-Flood Control Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 79004 - Local Drainage Problems (I) Funding Source:

Construct localized storm drain improvements to mitigate drainage and/or flooding problems. This is an ongoing program 
that typically addresses drainage problems in older neighborhoods, residential areas and extends existing storm drain 
systems.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $30,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$1,012,676Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $1,000,000 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $0 $300,000

$0Finance Charges $15,480 $4,530 $4,530 $4,530 $0 $4,530

$0Engineering Charges $43,000 $14,700 $14,700 $14,700 $0 $14,700

$15,800Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $10,000 $3,000 $3,000 $3,000 $0 $3,000

$0Contingency $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 $2,000 $0 $0

Storm drain pipe requires little or no maintenance and in most cases will reduce existing maintenance because storm 
water does not pond in the street or other public facility.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $1,028,476 $1,100,480 $324,230 $324,230 $324,230 $0 $322,230
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2180-Flood Control Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: 79013 - Bethany Home SD, 79th-67th (N) Funding Source:

Construct storm drain pipe, inlets and other appurtenances in Bethany Home Road from 79th Avenue to 67th Avenue. 
Construction costs are to be shared with Maricopa County Flood Control District (50%). Total estimated project cost is 
$10.3M. The funds in this account only reflect the City's portion. The project will include storm drain pipe, catch basins, 
and appurtenances.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $600,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $5,400,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $60,000

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $92,500

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $54,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000

Storm drain pipe requires little or no maintenance and in most cases will reduce existing maintenance because storm 
water does not pond in the street or other public facility.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,306,500

General Obligation BondsProject: 79014 - 59th Ave & Thunderbird Rd SD (N) Funding Source:

Project will construct a storm drain in 59th Avenue between the Thunderbird Road intersection and the Arizona Canal 
Drainage Channel.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Land $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $24,000

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $58,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,700,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $29,666

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $48,345

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $17,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $116,000

No additional O and M is required for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,993,011

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 35



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2180-Flood Control Construction Category: 20%
General Obligation BondsProject: T2910 - Bethany Home SD, 67th-58th (N) Funding Source:

Construct a storm drain in Bethany Home Road from 67th to 58th Avenues. Construction costs are to be shared with 
Maricopa County Flood Control District (50%). Total estimated project cost is $8.9M. The funds in this account only reflect 
the City's portion (60%). The project will include storm drain pipe, catch basins, and appurtenances.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $480,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,680,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $51,600

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $92,500

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $46,800

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000

Storm drain pipe requires little or no maintenance and in most cases will reduce existing maintenance because storm 
water does not pond in the street or other public facility.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $5,450,900

General Obligation BondsProject: T7901 - 83rd Ave BethanyHm to Camelbac (N) Funding Source:

Installation of storm drain in 83rd from Bethany Home Rd. to Camelback Rd. as identified in the Stormwater Management 
Plan

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $500,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,500,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $45,030

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $55,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $25,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,125,030

General Obligation BondsProject: T7902 - Camelback Rd. 51st to 58th (N) Funding Source:

Installation of storm drain Camelback Rd. from 51st to 58th Ave. Identified in the Stormwater Management PlanProject Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $500,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,500,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $45,030

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $55,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $25,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,127,030
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FUND SUMMARY: 1600-DIF-Roadway Improvements Category: DIF
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
59th & Olive Ave (1600) 0 0 0 0 0 067814 205,900
*59th & Olive Ave (1601) 1,486,915 0 0 0 0 067820 0
*59th & Olive Ave (1602) 360,351 0 0 0 0 067880 360,688

Replacement of Existing Assets
Dev. Agree. - Arterials 0 0 0 0 0 067802 65,110
DIF Update 0 34,553 0 0 0 34,55367809 0
95th Avenue Extension (1601) 600,000 0 0 0 0 067821 0
Bethany Hm 83rd -91st (1603) 0 650,000 791,650 1,500,000 0 067930 0

2,447,266 684,553 791,650 1,500,000 0 34,553Sub-Total - Existing Assets 631,698

New Assets
0

Dev. Agree. - Signals 0 0 0 0 0 067803 36,514
0 0 0 0 0 0Sub-Total - New Assets 36,514

$2,447,266 $684,553 $791,650 $1,500,000 $0 $34,553Total Project Expenses: $668,212

Total FY 2018 Funding: $3,115,478

PROJECT DETAIL: 1600-DIF-Roadway Improvements Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 67814 - 59th & Olive Ave (1600) (I) Funding Source:

This project includes constructing improvements at the 59th and Olive avenues intersection.  Improvements at the 
intersection include installation of turn lanes and bus bays.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$205,900Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

This project is to add capacity to the existing intersection. No additional O and M is anticipated based on current 
information.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $205,900 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 67820* - 59th & Olive Ave (1601) (I) Funding Source:

This project includes constructing improvements at the 59th and Olive avenues intersection. 
intersection include installation of turn lanes and bus bays.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $1,440,640 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $39,600 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $6,675 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

This project is to add capacity to the existing intersection. No additional O and M is anticipated based on current 
information.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $1,486,915 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 1600-DIF-Roadway Improvements Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 67880* - 59th & Olive Ave (1602) (I) Funding Source:

This project includes relocation of utilities, purchase right-of-way and construct improvements at the 59th and Olive 
avenues intersection.  Improvements at the intersection include installation of turn lanes and bus bays.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$125,030Land $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $360,351 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$126,251Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$109,407Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

This project is to add capacity to the existing intersection. No additional O and M is anticipated based on current 
information.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $360,688 $360,351 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 67809 - DIF Update (R) Funding Source:

Development impact fee studies are required to be updated a minimum of every five years. The new fees are expected to 
take effect July 1, 2014. DIF legislation allows for fees collected to fund the DIF studies and updates. This is the roadway 
improvements

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $34,553 $0 $0 $0 $34,553

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $34,553 $0 $0 $0 $34,553

Development Impact FeesProject: 67821 - 95th Avenue Extension (1601) (R) Funding Source:

Project will complete 95th Avenue between Camelback Road and Bethany Home Road.  It will include, ROW acquisition, 
phase I environmental clearance, geotechnical investigation, utility coordination, survey and construction.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Land $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $600,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 67930 - Bethany Hm 83rd -91st (1603) (R) Funding Source:

ROW Acquisition, design and construction of Bethany Home North of Center Line. (Stone Haven development agreement).Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Land $0 $650,000 $641,650 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $0 $0 $150,000 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $1,500,000 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $650,000 $791,650 $1,500,000 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 1600-DIF-Roadway Improvements Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 67803 - Dev. Agree. - Signals (N) Funding Source:

Fees charged to developers are used to improve intersections that have experienced increased vehicular traffic 
generated by new development. This project provides for the installation or upgrades of traffic signals and Intelligent 
Transportation Systems equipment at various locations throughout the city.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$36,514Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

O and M costs are for the electricity and maintenance of new traffic signal installations. A supplemental budget request 
will be made as new equipment is added to the system.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $36,514 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Utilities $121,550 $125,190 $128,950 $132,820 $0 $726,310

Equip. Maint. $60,780 $62,600 $64,480 $66,410 $0 $363,160
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FUND SUMMARY: 1520-DIF-Citywide Open Space Category: DIF
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Discovery Park 0 0 0 0 0 070453 178,943
Pasadena Park 139,157 0 0 0 0 070454 0
*Thunderbird Park Imprvmts 1520 0 0 150,000 0 0 070455 0
*T-Bird Park Mstr Plan 1520 0 34,944 0 0 0 070456 0

139,157 34,944 150,000 0 0 0Sub-Total - Existing Assets 178,943

$139,157 $34,944 $150,000 $0 $0 $0Total Project Expenses: $178,943

Total FY 2018 Funding: $318,100

PROJECT DETAIL: 1520-DIF-Citywide Open Space Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 70453 - Discovery Park (I) Funding Source:

This project will create new amenities and infrastructure related to Discovery Park. Likely improvements include additional 
trails in the park and trail connections to the adjacent neighborhoods. Other improvements may include picnic ramadas, 
shaded rest areas, drinking fountains, enhanced open play areas, playground or exercise equipment, and other trail 
amenities and site improvements that address growth within the city.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$150,000Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$12,000Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$1,500Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$15,443Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed at this time.Operating Description:

TOTAL $178,943 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 70454 - Pasadena Park (I) Funding Source:

This project will create new amenities and infrastructure related to Pasadena Park. The project is proposed to  include a 
multi-use loop path connection to adjacent sidewalks in the park and to make connections to the adjacent neighborhoods, 
as well as site improvements that address growth within this area of the city.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $139,157 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed at this time.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $139,157 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 1520-DIF-Citywide Open Space Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 70455* - Thunderbird Park Imprvmts 1520 (I) Funding Source:

Thunderbird Conservation Park continues to be one of the more popular facilities within the City of Glendale park system. 
With over 1,100 acres of undisturbed desert habitat, the ongoing maintenance of the existing eight main trails and the 
development of additional trails to meet the increasing demand is critical to maintaining the natural desert habitat. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $0 $0 $121,700 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $12,000 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $0 $0 $1,217 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $0 $0 $15,083 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $150,000 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 70456* - T-Bird Park Mstr Plan 1520 (I) Funding Source:

This project will update and revise the existing Thunderbird Conservation Park master plan. This is partial funding of this 
project, the balance is being requested in Fund 2140 Open Space and Trails in the amount of $15,056.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $34,944 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $34,944 $0 $0 $0 $0
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FUND SUMMARY: 1460-DIF-Citywide Parks Category: DIF
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
* Orangewood Vista 1460 226,536 0 0 0 0 072505 0
Citywide Park Improv (1461) 105,917 0 0 0 0 073475 0

332,453 0 0 0 0 0Sub-Total - Existing Assets 0

$332,453 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0Total Project Expenses: $0

Total FY 2018 Funding: $332,453

PROJECT DETAIL: 1460-DIF-Citywide Parks Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 72505* -  Orangewood Vista 1460 (I) Funding Source:

The project would include the construction of additional basketball courts at Heroes Regional Park, Rose Lane and O'Neil 
community parks to accommodate increased use and population growth. Additionally, we need to add to existing play 
structures to accommodate the age category 6 months to two years.  Current playground events are designed for children 
ages 2 - 5 and 5 - 12. Recent ASTM and CPSC standards have indictated a need to provide play events for the younger 
age group. This project meets the 2011 Parks and Recreation Master Plan's primary action plan goals of "Develop and 
improve shade structures and amenities in parks" and "Revitalize conditions of neighborhood parks".

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $210,536 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $13,895 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $2,105 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $226,536 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 73475 - Citywide Park Improv (1461) (I) Funding Source:

The project would include the construction of additional basketball courts at Heroes Regional Park, Rose Lane and O'Neil 
community parks to accommodate increased use and population growth. Additionally, we need to add to existing play 
structures to accommodate the age category 6 months to two years.  Current playground events are designed for children 
ages 2 - 5 and 5 - 12. Recent ASTM and CPSC standards have indictated a need to provide play events for the younger 
age group. This project meets the 2011 Parks and Recreation Master Plan's primary action plan goals of "Develop and 
improve shade structures and amenities in parks" and "Revitalize conditions of neighborhood parks". 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $105,917 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $105,917 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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FUND SUMMARY: 1480-DIF-Citywide Rec Facility Category: DIF
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
*Grand Canal Linear Prk Staging 0 0 0 0 0 072806 23,150
*Heroes Regional Park Study 0 0 0 0 0 072807 30,000
*Thunderbird Park Imprvmt 1480 0 123,514 0 0 0 072808 0
*Parks Master Plan Update 0 0 0 0 0 072810 10,000
*FRAC Enhancements 0 0 0 0 0 072811 30,000
*Heroes Regional Park 0 0 0 0 0 072812 564,012
*Southern Park Maintenance Area 0 0 0 0 0 072813 139,838

Replacement of Existing Assets
DIF Update 0 3,469 0 0 0 3,46972801 0

0 126,983 0 0 0 3,469Sub-Total - Existing Assets 797,000

$0 $126,983 $0 $0 $0 $3,469Total Project Expenses: $797,000

Total FY 2018 Funding: $797,000

PROJECT DETAIL: 1480-DIF-Citywide Rec Facility Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 72806* - Grand Canal Linear Prk Staging (I) Funding Source:

This project request is for the expansion of the Grand Canal Linear Park Equestrian Staging Facility located south of 
Bethany Home Road on 79th Avenue to accommodate additional demand for equestrian parking, trail use, and larger 
horse trailers. The recent completion of an additional segment of the New River trail and future plans to develop the 
segment of the Grand Canal will complete the connection of the two trails. This project complies with the 2011 Parks and 
Recreation Master Plan primary action plan recommended major areas of focus according to the priorities and interests of 
the community to "Improve existing and develop new trails, greenways and complete the Trails Master Plan". 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$15,000Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$8,000Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$150Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $23,150 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 43
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PROJECT DETAIL: 1480-DIF-Citywide Rec Facility Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 72807* - Heroes Regional Park Study (I) Funding Source:

The build-out of the remaining portions of the park are currently planned to be construction of an urban lake system, a 
softball/baseball field complex, soccer fields, open green space, additional walking and riding paths, a recreation and 
aquatics center, and a western area branch library which were postponed until financial capacity to construct is identified. 
Staff has continued to plan and/or obtain funding to further phase-in the various planned elements of the park, as 
appropriate.  This project will update the existing master plan with more current and viable data as well as input from the 
public and key external and internal stakeholders. Staff received direction from the City Council to move forward with this 
project at the 1/5/16 Workshop session. This project complies with the 2011 Parks and Recreation Master Plan primary 
action plan recommended major areas of focus according to the priorities and interests of the community to "Complete the 
Western Area Regional Park". 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$30,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $30,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 72808* - Thunderbird Park Imprvmt 1480 (I) Funding Source:

This project will provide funding for the development, construction and installation of park amenities and improvements. 
These amenities/improvements are in response to the growth in park visitors and users. This project complies with the 
City Council 2011 approved Parks and Recreation Master Plan secondary action plan recommended major areas of focus 
according to the priorities and interests of the community to "Enhance and improve Thunderbird Conservation Park". 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $0 $110,410 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $0 $12,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $0 $1,104 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $123,514 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 72810* - Parks Master Plan Update (I) Funding Source:

With it's inception in July 2014, the Community Services Department became a very diverse department that provide 
programs and services as well as operates and manages facilities throughout the city. The various work groups that make 
up the department have or have had previously approved master and strategic plans to help guide their operations, facility 
management/maintenance and program/service delivery. This project will incorporate existing division or work group 
master /strategic plans to help create a new department wide plan that will provide recommendations and outcomes 
based on the new department organizational and financial and structure. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$10,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $10,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 44
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PROJECT DETAIL: 1480-DIF-Citywide Rec Facility Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 72811* - FRAC Enhancements (I) Funding Source:

This project will include several facility improvements at the Foothills Recreation and Aquatics Center to address 
increased programming volume and demand in center use including additional security cameras, the addition of full size 
lockers to the active area, the installation of a multi-purpose floor in the Coyote Room and the modification of the existing 
gym floor to accommodate programming expansion. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$30,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $30,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 72812* - Heroes Regional Park (I) Funding Source:

This project request is for the completion of the half street improvements along the east side of 83rd Avenue at Heroes 
Regional Park. When the existing phases of the park were completed, the additional half street improvements for the east 
side of 83rd Avenue north of Bethany Home Road were part of the additional project items that were not completed due to 
budget and financing issues. Staff received direction from the City Council to move forward with this project at the1/5/16 
Workshop session. This project complies with the 2011 Parks and Recreation Master Plan primary action plan 
recommended major areas of focus according to the priorities and interests of the community to "Complete the Western 
Area Regional Park". 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$487,000Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$32,142Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$4,870Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$40,000Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $564,012 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 72813* - Southern Park Maintenance Area (I) Funding Source:

Construct a materials/equipment maintenance area at Heroes Regional Park. Staff received direction from the City 
Council to move forward with this project at the 1/5/16 Workshop session. This area will provide storage for regular park 
maintenance materials and equipment. Locating the maintenance area in Heroes Park will help parks maintenance staff 
decrease the amount of travel time from the Operations Center to the western and southern area park facilities. This 
project can be expanded to complete the full future planned maintenance facility for Heroes Regional Park. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$126,572Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$12,000Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$1,266Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $139,838 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 45
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PROJECT DETAIL: 1480-DIF-Citywide Rec Facility Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 72801 - DIF Update (R) Funding Source:

 Development impact fee studies are required to be updated a minimum of every five years. The new fees are expected to 
take effect July 1, 2014. DIF legislation allows for fees collected to fund the DIF studies and updates. This is the citywide 
recreation

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $3,469 $0 $0 $0 $3,469

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $3,469 $0 $0 $0 $3,469

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 46
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FUND SUMMARY: 1540-DIF-Park Dev Zone 1 Category: DIF
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Orangewood Vista 1540 124,085 0 0 0 0 073105 0
*Picnic Ramada Expansion 1541 52,303 0 0 0 0 073525 0
*Picnic Ramada Expansion 1542 177,578 0 0 0 0 073575 0
Bike Park Foothills Park 1542 140,000 0 0 0 0 073576 0
*New River Trail Zn 2 W 1543 58,312 0 0 0 0 073625 0

Replacement of Existing Assets
DIF Update 0 3,469 0 0 0 3,46973102 0

552,278 3,469 0 0 0 3,469Sub-Total - Existing Assets 0

$552,278 $3,469 $0 $0 $0 $3,469Total Project Expenses: $0

Total FY 2018 Funding: $552,278

PROJECT DETAIL: 1540-DIF-Park Dev Zone 1 Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 73105 - Orangewood Vista 1540 (I) Funding Source:

This phase will involve developing a two-acre portion of the remaining undeveloped 10-acre joint-use neighborhood park. 
The improvements will include a concrete pathway, ramada, and landscape. The school and the joint-use park were 
constructed to address the growth in the area and the increasing student enrollment in the neighboring schools in the 
Glendale Elementary School District. The service area for this joint-use park is without a neighborhood ramada and 
concrete walkways. The ramada, concrete pathway, and surrounding ground stabilization are the highest priorities. This 
project has additional funding in fund 1460 in the amount of $225,987.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $5,500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $106,520 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $11,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $1,065 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project. Ramada cleaning would simply be incorporated into the park 
maintenance routine.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $124,085 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 47
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PROJECT DETAIL: 1540-DIF-Park Dev Zone 1 Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 73525* - Picnic Ramada Expansion 1541 (I) Funding Source:

The Parks, Recreation and Neighborhood Division's picnic ramadas can be used for both drop-in use as well as rentals. 
Ramada rentals generate approximately $140,000 each year and staff have identified several parks that do not currently 
have picnic ramadas and other parks that are experiencing additional demand for ramada rentals. Parks such as 
Chapparal, Hillcrest, Oasis and Utopia are just a few parks in this development zone that have a high demand for ramada 
use.  

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $40,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $8,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $400 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $3,903 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $52,303 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 73575* - Picnic Ramada Expansion 1542 (I) Funding Source:

The Parks, Recreation and Neighborhood Division's picnic ramadas can be used for both drop-in use as well as rentals. 
Ramada rentals generate approximately $140,000 each year and staff have identified several parks that do not currently 
have picnic ramadas and other parks that are experiencing additional demand for ramada rentals. Parks such as Heritage, 
Lions, Dos Lagos, Mondo, Sunset  do not have ramadas, but have increased activity and demand to warrant the addition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $12,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $1,500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $14,078 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $177,578 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 73576 - Bike Park Foothills Park 1542 (I) Funding Source:

This is a new project request for a bike park at Foothills Park. The new project request is to construct a bike park adjacent 
to the existing Sk8 Court at Foothills Park. The existing Sk8 court was designed and built as a skate only facility and the 
Recreation staff and Park Rangers regularly encounter bikes in the skate court. This request will meet a growing need for 
a bike facility is this area of the city, keep the existing skate only park safer and reduce additional damage that bikes 
cause in the skate only facility.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $140,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $140,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 48
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PROJECT DETAIL: 1540-DIF-Park Dev Zone 1 Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 73625* - New River Trail Zn 2 W 1543 (I) Funding Source:

The New River Trail system is an important link to a region-wide multi-use trail system that meanders throughout Glendale 
and Maricopa County. During the past several years of budget and funding reductions, the Parks, Recreation and 
Neighborhood Services staff have leveraged limited funding with other internal (City of Glendale Transportation 
Department) and external partners (Maricopa County Flood Control District) to continue the development and 
enhancement of alternate transportation options for Glendale residents. These options are part of a larger regional 
network of multi-modal trails which connect to other communities and recreational amenities. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $45,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $8,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $450 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $4,862 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No new additional O & M will be requiredOperating Description:

TOTAL $0 $58,312 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 73102 - DIF Update (R) Funding Source:

Development impact fee studies are required to be updated a minimum of every five years. The new fees are expected to 
take effect July 1, 2014. DIF legislation allows for fees collected to fund the DIF studies and updates. This is the 
neighborhood parks zone 1 portion of the DIF study and updates.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $3,469 $0 $0 $0 $3,469

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $3,469 $0 $0 $0 $3,469

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 49
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FUND SUMMARY: 1560-DIF-Park Dev Zone 2 Category: DIF
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Paseo Linear Park Additions 165,438 0 0 0 0 073404 0

Replacement of Existing Assets
DIF Update 0 3,469 0 0 0 3,46973403 0

165,438 3,469 0 0 0 3,469Sub-Total - Existing Assets 0

$165,438 $3,469 $0 $0 $0 $3,469Total Project Expenses: $0

Total FY 2018 Funding: $165,438

PROJECT DETAIL: 1560-DIF-Park Dev Zone 2 Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 73404 - Paseo Linear Park Additions (I) Funding Source:

Additional amenities consist of accommodating community growth by expanding the multi-use path, adding pathway 
pullout nodes to relieve congestion and add additional active recreation play elements. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $137,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $12,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $1,370 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $15,068 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for these projects.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $165,438 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Development Impact FeesProject: 73403 - DIF Update (R) Funding Source:

Development impact fee studies are required to be updated a minimum of every five years. The new fees are expected to 
take effect July 1, 2014. DIF legislation allows for fees collected to fund the DIF studies and updates. This is the 
neighborhood parks zone 2 portion of the DIF study and updates.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $3,469 $0 $0 $0 $3,469

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $3,469 $0 $0 $0 $3,469

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 50
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FUND SUMMARY: 1580-DIF-Park Dev Zone 3 Category: DIF
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
New Assets

0
DIF Update 0 3,469 0 0 0 3,46973702 0

0 3,469 0 0 0 3,469Sub-Total - New Assets 0

$0 $3,469 $0 $0 $0 $3,469Total Project Expenses: $0

Total FY 2018 Funding: $0

PROJECT DETAIL: 1580-DIF-Park Dev Zone 3 Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 73702 - DIF Update (N) Funding Source:

Development impact fee studies are required to be updated a minimum of every five years. The new fees are expected to 
take effect July 1, 2014. DIF legislation allows for fees collected to fund the DIF studies and updates. This is the 
neighborhood parks zone 3 portion of the DIF study and updates.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $3,469 $0 $0 $0 $3,469

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $3,469 $0 $0 $0 $3,469

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 51
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FUND SUMMARY: 1380-DIF-Library Buildings Category: DIF
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
New Assets

0
*Western Area Library 1380 1,755,029 0 0 0 0 074252 0

1,755,029 0 0 0 0 0Sub-Total - New Assets 0

$1,755,029 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0Total Project Expenses: $0

Total FY 2018 Funding: $1,755,029

PROJECT DETAIL: 1380-DIF-Library Buildings Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 74252* - Western Area Library 1380 (N) Funding Source:

In October 2014 and after review by the Library Advisory Board and staff, Council provided direction to develop 
conceptual designs for the possible location of a Western Area Branch Library at either Heroes Regional Park or on the 
third/fourth floors of the Glendale Media Center.  Regardless of its location, the facility would be 7500- 8000 square feet in 
size and would result in library services provided to this geographic area of Glendale.  Should the Council provide 
direction to move forward with this project, this is a specific "placeholder" request that would provide funding for full design 
and construction beginning in FY 16-17 and carry into FY 17-18. This project is also funded in fund 1500 in the amount of 
$1,370,549.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $1,380,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $49,680 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $13,800 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $311,549 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

O&M is included in project Western Area Library 1500.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $1,755,029 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 52
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FUND SUMMARY: 1500-DIF-Libraries Category: DIF
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Replacement of Existing Assets
DIF Update 0 17,563 0 0 0 17,56374752 0

0 17,563 0 0 0 17,563Sub-Total - Existing Assets 0

New Assets
0

Library Books - Pop. Growth 310,000 135,029 0 0 0 074751 79,261
*Western Area Library 1500 1,046,549 0 0 0 0 074755 328,614

1,356,549 135,029 0 0 0 0Sub-Total - New Assets 407,875

$1,356,549 $152,592 $0 $0 $0 $17,563Total Project Expenses: $407,875

Total FY 2018 Funding: $1,764,424

PROJECT DETAIL: 1500-DIF-Libraries Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 74752 - DIF Update (R) Funding Source:

Development impact fee studies are required to be updated a minimum of every five years. The new fees are expected to 
take effect July 1, 2014. DIF legislation allows for fees collected to fund the DIF studies and updates. This is the library 
portion of the DIF updates.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $17,563 $0 $0 $0 $17,563

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $17,563 $0 $0 $0 $17,563

Development Impact FeesProject: 74751 - Library Books - Pop. Growth (N) Funding Source:

This project requests the use of collected DIF to continue the phased-in approach of increasing the number of library 
material at the three Glendale libraries using remaining DIF balance previously collected during the high-growth phase of 
Glendale.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$79,261 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $310,000 $135,029 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $79,261 $310,000 $135,029 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 53
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PROJECT DETAIL: 1500-DIF-Libraries Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 74755* - Western Area Library 1500 (N) Funding Source:

In October 2014 and after review by the Library Advisory Board and staff, Council provided direction to develop 
conceptual designs for the possible location of a Western Area Branch Library at either Heroes Regional Park or on the 
third/fourth floors of the Glendale Media Center.  Regardless of its location, the facility would be 7500- 8000 square feet in 
size and would result in library services provided to this geographic area of Glendale.  Should the Council provide 
direction to move forward with this project, this is a specific "placeholder" request that would provide funding for full design 
and construction beginning in FY 16-17 and carry into FY 17-18. This project is also funded in fund 1380 in the amount of 
$1,755,029. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$318,263Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $1,003,861 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$10,351Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $32,649 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $10,039 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

It is estimated O&M for this project is $600,000 which includes 8.5 FTE's for a 40 hour per week operation.  The ongoing 
O&M impact will be recalculated as a part of the final analysis of this potential project.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $328,614 $1,046,549 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 54
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FUND SUMMARY: 1420-DIF-Fire Protection Facilities Category: DIF
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Replacement of Existing Assets
DIF Update 0 15,654 0 0 0 15,65477001 0

0 15,654 0 0 0 15,654Sub-Total - Existing Assets 0

$0 $15,654 $0 $0 $0 $15,654Total Project Expenses: $0

Total FY 2018 Funding: $0

PROJECT DETAIL: 1420-DIF-Fire Protection Facilities Category: DIF
Development Impact FeesProject: 77001 - DIF Update (R) Funding Source:

 Development impact fee studies are required to be updated a minimum of every five years. The new fees are expected to 
take effect July 1, 2014. DIF legislation allows for fees collected to fund the DIF studies and updates. This is the fire 
facilities portion of the DIF study and updates.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $15,654 $0 $0 $0 $15,654

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $15,654 $0 $0 $0 $15,654

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 55
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FUND SUMMARY: 2360-Water & Sewer Category: Revenue
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Arrwhd Wtr Reclam Fac Imps 3,308,412 7,038,526 8,853,062 9,300,000 0 060007 7,000,000
WAWRF Phase IV 600,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 0 060008 2,500,000
West Area WRF Improvements 3,500,000 4,800,000 6,300,000 6,000,000 6,100,000 060016 0

Replacement of Existing Assets
Lab Data Management System 0 0 0 0 0 060010 187,429
SCADA Study & Replacement 450,000 300,000 0 0 0 060014 8,160
Vehicle Replacement 750,000 750,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 2,500,00060019 0

8,608,412 13,388,526 16,153,062 16,300,000 6,600,000 2,500,000Sub-Total - Existing Assets 9,695,589

New Assets
0

Asset Mangement Program 300,000 1,500,000 1,200,000 300,000 0 060015 200,000
Integrated Water Master Plan 0 2,000,000 500,000 0 0 060017 0
*Laboratory Equipment 80,000 120,000 0 0 0 060018 80,000

380,000 3,620,000 1,700,000 300,000 0 0Sub-Total - New Assets 280,000

$8,988,412 $17,008,526 $17,853,062 $16,600,000 $6,600,000 $2,500,000Total Project Expenses: $9,975,589

Total FY 2018 Funding: $18,964,001

PROJECT DETAIL: 2360-Water & Sewer Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 60007 - Arrwhd Wtr Reclam Fac Imps (I) Funding Source:

 Replace and improve headworks, sand filters, odor control, fiber optics, clarifiers, civil, mechanical and electrical 
components at the Arrowhead Ranch Water Reclamation Facility. The construction and cash flow period to continue over 
the next three years

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $230,000 $383,500 $484,250 $507,000 $0 $0

$0Construction $2,700,000 $5,900,000 $7,400,000 $7,800,000 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $81,412 $106,026 $154,812 $135,000 $0 $0

$0Arts $27,000 $59,000 $74,000 $78,000 $0 $0

$0Contingency $270,000 $590,000 $740,000 $780,000 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $3,308,412 $7,038,526 $8,853,062 $9,300,000 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 56



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2360-Water & Sewer Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 60008 - WAWRF Phase IV (I) Funding Source:

Design and construct improvements and rehabilitation to the odor control and disinfection system as identified in the West 
Area Water Reclamation Facility Phase IV Master Plan.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$254,185Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $510,000 $420,000 $420,000 $420,000 $0 $0

$1,773,442Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$33,300Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$99,344Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $33,900 $33,800 $33,800 $33,800 $0 $0

$26,946Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $5,100 $4,200 $4,200 $4,200 $0 $0

$0Contingency $51,000 $42,000 $42,000 $42,000 $0 $0

$123,500Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$189,283Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $2,500,000 $600,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 60016 - West Area WRF Improvements (I) Funding Source:

Evaluate, design and construct improvements to all process areas at the West Area WRF and raw sewage pump station 
(RSPS). To include improvements to civil, mechanical, plumbing, and electrical systems to continue to produce A+ 
effluent for reuse and recharge storage.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $315,000 $382,750 $480,000 $470,375 $570,375 $0

$0Construction $2,800,000 $3,900,000 $5,100,000 $4,900,000 $4,900,000 $0

$0Engineering Charges $77,000 $88,250 $159,000 $90,625 $90,625 $0

$0Arts $28,000 $39,000 $51,000 $49,000 $49,000 $0

$0Contingency $280,000 $390,000 $510,000 $490,000 $490,000 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $3,500,000 $4,800,000 $6,300,000 $6,000,000 $6,100,000 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 60010 - Lab Data Management System (R) Funding Source:

Purchase of a new information management system to replace the outdated data system. The new information system will 
interface directly with laboratory instrumentation, integrate quality control processes, eliminate duplicate and manual data 
entry, and automate regulatory reporting.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$187,429Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Additional O and M expenses are related to software license renewals/updates and system configuration hardware 
requirements. The additional O and M will be absorbed by the department.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $187,429 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 57
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Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2360-Water & Sewer Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 60014 - SCADA Study & Replacement (R) Funding Source:

Study alternative information and communication systems to develop a plan for improvements and upgrade to new 
technologies to increase functionality of the Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) system. The system 
gathers process data for monitoring and controling the treatment processes.  

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$400 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Equipment $450,000 $300,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$7,760Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $8,160 $450,000 $300,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 60019 - Vehicle Replacement (R) Funding Source:

Replacement of vehicles, trucks, and excavation equipment.Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $750,000 $750,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $2,500,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $750,000 $750,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $2,500,000

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 60015 - Asset Mangement Program (N) Funding Source:

Study the current asset management information system functions and operational needs. Procure new management 
system and implement.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $300,000 $1,500,000 $1,200,000 $300,000 $0 $0

$200,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $200,000 $300,000 $1,500,000 $1,200,000 $300,000 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 60017 - Integrated Water Master Plan (N) Funding Source:

Conduct a comprehensive study to update the 2003 Water plan as amended in 2008 by the Groundwater plan; 2008 
Wastewater plan; and the 2011 Stormwater Management plan and review the reclaimed water resources and use, 
facilities capacity, and infrastructure needs to serve the City of Glendale now and in the future. Then integrate into a Water 
Master Plan.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $2,000,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed at this time.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $2,000,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 58
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Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2360-Water & Sewer Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 60018* - Laboratory Equipment (N) Funding Source:

Replace aging ion chromatograph and deionized water system.Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $80,000 $120,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$80,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $80,000 $80,000 $120,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 59



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

FUND SUMMARY: 2400-Water Category: Revenue
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Water System Security 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 500,00061023 20,900
Cholla Water Plant Process Imp 3,550,000 7,602,099 15,200,000 3,000,000 0 6,100,00061024 1,000,000
Pyramid Peak WTP Process Imp. 3,087,139 4,775,302 6,164,517 7,700,000 2,000,000 6,100,00061043 913,280
Thunderbird Reservoir Misc. Im 600,000 500,000 1,250,000 0 0 061045 371,672
Citywide Meter Vault Imp 1,150,000 850,000 600,000 400,000 0 061047 35,430
Zone 3 Water Supply Imp. 1,000,000 250,000 0 600,000 0 061049 623,250
Distrib Sys Imprv - Citywide 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 0 061054 583,385
Oasis WTP Improvements 1,000,000 1,500,000 500,000 0 0 7,000,00061055 0
*67th Ave Water line improv 0 600,000 1,000,000 500,000 0 061062 0

Replacement of Existing Assets
Fire Hydrant Replacement 1,350,000 850,000 0 0 0 061001 29,142
Water Line Replacement 3,000,000 2,000,000 1,500,000 0 0 061013 1,000,000
City Wide Well Rehab 1,000,000 1,350,000 1,000,000 950,000 0 061048 517,363
Water Supply Redundancy 0 500,000 0 0 0 061060 0
Water Capital Equipment 1,000,000 2,000,000 1,000,000 0 0 061061 0

17,387,139 23,427,401 28,864,517 13,800,000 2,150,000 19,700,000Sub-Total - Existing Assets 5,094,422

New Assets
0

Storage and Recovery Well 0 0 700,000 700,000 2,900,000 3,000,00061019 0
Water Line Extension 0 300,000 650,000 500,000 0 061027 0
Loop 101 Water Treatment Plant 0 0 0 0 0 43,023,22561038 0
Accural of Long-term Water Sto 600,000 600,000 700,000 700,000 500,000 2,500,00061051 0
Recharge Storage Assessment 400,000 0 600,000 800,000 0 061052 321,260
White Mtn Apache Water Rights 3,500,000 3,500,000 0 0 0 061056 0
*Pyramid Peak WTP 15MGD Exp. 1,914,287 10,227,057 27,793,628 12,627,840 0 061058 468,303

6,414,287 14,627,057 30,443,628 15,327,840 3,400,000 48,523,225Sub-Total - New Assets 789,563

$23,801,426 $38,054,458 $59,308,145 $29,127,840 $5,550,000 $68,223,225Total Project Expenses: $5,883,985

Total FY 2018 Funding: $29,685,411

PROJECT DETAIL: 2400-Water Category: Revenue

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 60



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2400-Water Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61023 - Water System Security (I) Funding Source:

Installation of equipment citywide to further enhance security of the city's water supply, treatment plants, and distribution 
system.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $125,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $125,000 $125,000 $125,000 $125,000 $500,000

$0Engineering Charges $25,000 $11,250 $11,250 $11,250 $11,250 $0

$0Arts $0 $1,250 $1,250 $1,250 $1,250 $0

$0Contingency $0 $12,500 $12,500 $12,500 $12,500 $0

$20,900Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $20,900 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 $500,000

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61024 - Cholla Water Plant Process Imp (I) Funding Source:

Improve and rehabilitate all process areas and key component systems throughout the treatment plant, administration 
building, reservoir, and at the booster station.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$269,704Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $310,000 $447,000 $1,258,000 $325,000 $0 $1,000,000

$299,750Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $2,800,000 $6,400,000 $12,200,000 $2,500,000 $0 $5,000,000

$49,500Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $132,000 $108,699 $150,000 $150,000 $0 $38,333

$146,151Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$52,647Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $28,000 $6,400 $122,000 $25,000 $0 $50,000

$0Contingency $280,000 $640,000 $1,470,000 $0 $0 $0

$182,248Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $11,667

Operating Description:

TOTAL $1,000,000 $3,550,000 $7,602,099 $15,200,000 $3,000,000 $0 $6,100,000

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 61



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2400-Water Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61043 - Pyramid Peak WTP Process Imp. (I) Funding Source:

Improve and rehabilitate all process areas and key component systems throughout the treatment plant. Construct chlorine 
gas generation facility in last five years to replace use of 1-ton containers. City of Peoria shares in the capital and 
operating costs of the plant.  They will fund 23% of the total costs. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $189,000 $724,052 $267,159 $686,000 $226,250 $950,000

$513,280Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $2,580,000 $3,500,000 $5,250,000 $6,200,000 $1,500,000 $5,000,000

$200,000Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$10,111Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $33,889

$0Engineering Charges $34,339 $166,250 $69,858 $132,000 $108,750 $52,838

$62,162Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $25,800 $35,000 $52,500 $62,000 $15,000 $50,000

$58,000Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $258,000 $350,000 $525,000 $620,000 $150,000 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $13,273

$69,727Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is required for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $913,280 $3,087,139 $4,775,302 $6,164,517 $7,700,000 $2,000,000 $6,100,000

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61045 - Thunderbird Reservoir Misc. Im (I) Funding Source:

The project includes a study to evaluate alternatives for enhancing water quality and the feasibility of adding 3-phase 
power at the Thunderbird Reservoir. Once the study is completed, design and construction of the recommended 
improvements are projected to proceed.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $47,500 $45,000 $77,000 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $475,000 $385,000 $1,025,000 $0 $0 $0

$351,672Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$2,500Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$10,222Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $25,500 $27,650 $44,475 $0 $0 $0

$2,300Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $4,500 $3,850 $1,025 $0 $0 $0

$4,978Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $47,500 $38,500 $102,500 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $371,672 $600,000 $500,000 $1,250,000 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 62



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2400-Water Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61047 - Citywide Meter Vault Imp (I) Funding Source:

Improve meter vault access per the city’s design standards and rehabilitate, as needed, vault structure to meet safety 
requirements.  Improve 124 vaults in four phases over multiple years.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$10,000Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $1,000,000 $522,000 $547,200 $348,950 $0 $0

$4,000Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $40,000 $23,000 $23,000 $23,000 $0 $0

$0Arts $10,000 $5,000 $5,500 $3,750 $0 $0

$11,430Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $100,000 $100,000 $24,300 $24,300 $0 $0

$10,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $35,430 $1,150,000 $850,000 $600,000 $400,000 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61049 - Zone 3 Water Supply Imp. (I) Funding Source:

Rehabilitate specific portions of large water transmission main and related valves at 67th Avenue and Deer Valley Road 
and make improvements at the Hillcrest booster station to add reliability and redundancy  within pressure Zone 2 and 
Zone 3 of the distribution system.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $80,000 $226,500 $0 $0 $0 $0

$573,250Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $800,000 $0 $0 $525,000 $0 $0

$29,700Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $32,000 $23,500 $0 $17,250 $0 $0

$4,500Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $8,000 $0 $0 $5,250 $0 $0

$0Contingency $80,000 $0 $0 $52,500 $0 $0

$15,800Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed at this time.Operating Description:

TOTAL $623,250 $1,000,000 $250,000 $0 $600,000 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 63



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2400-Water Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61054 - Distrib Sys Imprv - Citywide (I) Funding Source:

Replace and rehabilitate pressure reduction valves, water instrumentation, flow meters, and transmission mains 
connections.   Develop a citywide water modeling plan for the water distribution system.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$200,000Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $475,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$295,635Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $425,000 $425,000 $425,000 $0 $0

$48,450Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $25,000 $28,250 $28,250 $28,250 $0 $0

$10,000Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $0 $4,250 $4,250 $4,250 $0 $0

$0Contingency $0 $42,500 $42,500 $42,500 $0 $0

$29,300Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $583,385 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61055 - Oasis WTP Improvements (I) Funding Source:

Study both the surface and groundwater treatment plants' condition.  Design and construct efficiency and operation 
upgrades.  Replace filter underdrain infrastructure and make improvements to booster pump station. Replace brine ponds 
in FY2022-23.  

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $72,000 $87,500 $0 $0 $0 $1,200,000

$0Construction $800,000 $1,250,000 $0 $0 $0 $5,500,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $32,881

$0Engineering Charges $40,000 $25,000 $0 $0 $0 $68,861

$0Arts $8,000 $12,500 $0 $0 $0 $55,000

$0Contingency $80,000 $125,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $500,000 $0 $0 $143,258

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $1,000,000 $1,500,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $7,000,000

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 64
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Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2400-Water Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61062* - 67th Ave Water line improv (I) Funding Source:

Assess and rehabilitate water lines and connections south of Jomax along 67th Avenue.Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $0 $875,000 $424,001 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $0 $45,000 $28,750 $28,250 $0 $0

$0Arts $0 $15,000 $8,750 $5,249 $0 $0

$0Contingency $0 $0 $87,500 $42,500 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $390,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $600,000 $1,000,000 $500,000 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61001 - Fire Hydrant Replacement (R) Funding Source:

Program to replace or rehabilitate approximately 290 fire hydrant and 260 water valves annually. Within the distribution 
system, there are over 8,400 fire hydrants and 24,000 water valves. Priority is determined by age and loss of function. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$29,142Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $216,000 $85,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $1,000,000 $660,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $33,000 $32,400 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $1,000 $6,600 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $100,000 $66,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $29,142 $1,350,000 $850,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 65
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Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2400-Water Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61013 - Water Line Replacement (R) Funding Source:

Program to rehabilitate large diameter water lines as identified in the Water Distribution System Evaluation Study 
conducted by CH2M-Hill. There are four locations citywide that will be rehabilitated over the next four years. New study will 
evaluate next rehabilitation locations for future years.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$480,663Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $0 $130,650 $90,000 $0 $0 $0

$326,363Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $2,700,000 $1,650,000 $1,237,500 $0 $0 $0

$44,954Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $27,000 $37,850 $36,625 $0 $0 $0

$54,538Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$40,000Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $3,000 $16,500 $12,375 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $270,000 $165,000 $123,500 $0 $0 $0

$53,482Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $1,000,000 $3,000,000 $2,000,000 $1,500,000 $0 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61048 - City Wide Well Rehab (R) Funding Source:

Evaluate existing groundwater wells and rehabilitate and improve the equipment to maintain high water quality and 
delivery service to meet the demand within the water distribution system. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $79,500 $88,800 $62,000 $0 $0

$205,162Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $865,000 $1,100,000 $785,000 $800,000 $0 $0

$200,897Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$4,500Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $39,850 $49,500 $39,850 $0 $0 $0

$17,504Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$14,000Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $8,650 $11,000 $7,850 $8,000 $0 $0

$0Contingency $86,500 $110,000 $78,500 $80,000 $0 $0

$75,300Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $517,363 $1,000,000 $1,350,000 $1,000,000 $950,000 $0 $0

*=New Project,  N=New Asset, R=Replacement of Existing Asset, I=Improvement of Existing Asset 66



FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2400-Water Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61060 - Water Supply Redundancy (R) Funding Source:

Water Supply RedundancyProject Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $38,500 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $385,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $0 $34,150 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $0 $3,850 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $0 $38,500 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61061 - Water Capital Equipment (R) Funding Source:

Replacement of capital equipment at water facilities.  Includes PLC and VFD.Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $80,000 $180,000 $80,000 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $880,000 $1,760,000 $880,000 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $32,000 $44,000 $32,000 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $8,000 $16,000 $8,000 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $1,000,000 $2,000,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61019 - Storage and Recovery Well (N) Funding Source:

Install groundwater recharge and recovery wells for the purpose of recharging effluent from the Arrowhead Water 
Reclamation Facility for "recovering" recharge water credits.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $360,000 $132,400 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $200,000 $2,610,000 $2,800,000

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $66,000 $66,600 $29,000 $49,601

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $20,000 $0 $28,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $281,000 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $274,000 $0 $261,000 $122,399

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $700,000 $700,000 $2,900,000 $3,000,000

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Supplies/Contr $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $338,310

Utilities $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $241,650

Equip. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $108,740
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2400-Water Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61027 - Water Line Extension (N) Funding Source:

Water line extensions are installed where needed to extend the city's water transmission and distribution systems to meet 
projected demand from future development. Projects funded from this account typically involve city participation in pipeline 
over sizing and other distribution piping extensions as needed to accommodate projected growth.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $260,000 $63,000 $48,000 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $0 $500,000 $390,000 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $0 $14,700 $32,000 $18,000 $0 $0

$0Arts $0 $2,300 $5,000 $4,000 $0 $0

$0Contingency $0 $23,000 $50,000 $40,000 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $300,000 $650,000 $500,000 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61038 - Loop 101 Water Treatment Plant (N) Funding Source:

Land for the Loop 101 water treatment plant was purchased in FY 2009 with payments from FY 2009 through FY 2013. 
The design and construction of the new plant has been deferred beyond FY 2022 due to reduced growth estimates.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,500,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $35,000,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $525,000

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $148,225

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $350,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,500,000

A supplemental will be submitted once the project is completed.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $43,023,225

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61051 - Accural of Long-term Water Sto (N) Funding Source:

Utilize Groundwater Saving Facility and Central Arizona Project agreements to accrue long-term water storage credits. 
Purchase of recharge water for accrual of long-term water storage credits.The goal is to accrue 25,000 acre feet by 2025.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $600,000 $600,000 $700,000 $700,000 $500,000 $2,500,000

No additional O and M is needed at this time.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $600,000 $600,000 $700,000 $700,000 $500,000 $2,500,000
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2400-Water Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61052 - Recharge Storage Assessment (N) Funding Source:

Assessment of additional aquifer recharge capacity options and related hydrologic analyses required for obtaining 
required regulatory approvals and permits.  Construct recharge infrastructure.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $370,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$321,260Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $0 $525,000 $700,000 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $30,000 $0 $17,250 $23,000 $0 $0

$0Arts $0 $0 $5,250 $7,000 $0 $0

$0Contingency $0 $0 $52,500 $70,000 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed at this time.Operating Description:

TOTAL $321,260 $400,000 $0 $600,000 $800,000 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61056 - White Mtn Apache Water Rights (N) Funding Source:

Acquire and develop renewable water supplies to increase the city's designation of assured water supply.  Council 
approved on February 24, 2009, the White Mountain Apache Tribe (WMAT) Water Rights Settlement Agreement. On 
February 12, 2013, Council approved the Amended and Restated WMAT Water Quantification Agreement.  These actions 
will result in settlement costs to receive up to 2,363 acre-feet of Central Arizona Project (CAP) water per year through a 
100-year lease with WMAT and the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $3,500,000 $3,500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $3,500,000 $3,500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 61058* - Pyramid Peak WTP 15MGD Exp. (N) Funding Source:

Expand plant treatment capacity to 15 Million Gallons per Day to meet city of Peoria future demand.  City of Peoria will 
fund 100% of all design, construction, and administration costs. Expansion to coincide with other plant improvements. The 
construction and cash flow period to continue over the next three years..

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$439,428Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $1,850,000 $425,000 $1,100,000 $781,420 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $8,755,573 $23,795,000 $10,500,000 $0 $0

$28,875Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $64,287 $83,372 $281,178 $191,420 $0 $0

$0Arts $0 $87,555 $237,950 $105,000 $0 $0

$0Contingency $0 $875,557 $2,379,500 $1,050,000 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $468,303 $1,914,287 $10,227,057 $27,793,628 $12,627,840 $0 $0
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FUND SUMMARY: 2420-Sewer Category: Revenue
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Arrowhead Sewer Lines 500,000 250,000 500,000 2,000,000 2,450,000 063006 192,286
91st Ave. Construction 710,000 528,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 2,500,00063010 223,000
Lift Station Recond. Program 0 500,000 500,000 500,000 0 2,000,00063030 500,000

Replacement of Existing Assets
99th Ave Interceptor Line 500,000 100,000 0 0 0 063003 500,000
Sewer Line Replacement 500,000 1,100,000 1,000,000 3,000,000 2,100,000 7,000,00063016 900,000
Citywide Manhole Rehab 1,000,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 3,250,00063024 230,964
Arrowhead Sewer Lines-phase 2 0 0 0 1,100,000 2,550,000 2,000,00063026 0
Arrowhead Sewer Lines-phase 3 0 0 0 0 0 5,650,00063027 0
Wastewater Capital Equipment 500,000 500,000 500,000 0 0 063031 0
Wastewater Collect-Imprv 500,000 500,000 500,000 0 0 063032 0

4,210,000 3,978,000 4,000,000 7,600,000 8,100,000 22,400,000Sub-Total - Existing Assets 2,546,250

New Assets
0

Sewers for Areas on Septic Sys 50,000 0 0 0 0 063008 0
Sewer Line Extension 0 600,000 400,000 1,000,000 0 063017 0
*Sewer vactor truck 0 400,000 0 0 450,000 063029 0
Glendale Ave 93rd-99th Ave 0 0 0 0 0 3,500,000T3611 0

50,000 1,000,000 400,000 1,000,000 450,000 3,500,000Sub-Total - New Assets 0

$4,260,000 $4,978,000 $4,400,000 $8,600,000 $8,550,000 $25,900,000Total Project Expenses: $2,546,250

Total FY 2018 Funding: $6,806,250

PROJECT DETAIL: 2420-Sewer Category: Revenue
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2420-Sewer Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63006 - Arrowhead Sewer Lines (I) Funding Source:

To rehabilitate various wastewater collection lines in the Arrowhead Ranch area to improve sewer flow conditions and 
reduce sewer odors as identified in a report completed by Damon Williams and Associates.   Phase 1 - from 79th Ave 
under loop 101 to ARWRF.  The project is in three phases. This is phase 1.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $115,500 $0 $277,418 $0 $0

$50,000Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $420,000 $115,500 $420,000 $1,295,000 $2,250,000 $0

$92,042Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$24,020Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $33,800 $19,000 $33,800 $65,082 $124,750 $0

$3,000Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $4,200 $0 $4,200 $10,000 $5,250 $0

$23,224Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $42,000 $0 $42,000 $352,500 $20,000 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $192,286 $500,000 $250,000 $500,000 $2,000,000 $2,450,000 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63010 - 91st Ave. Construction (I) Funding Source:

Improvements to the regional 91st Ave Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) of which Glendale is part owner as a 
member of the Sub-Regional Operating Group (SROG). SROG consists of Glendale, Mesa, Phoenix, Tempe and 
Scottsdale. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $710,000 $528,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $2,500,000

$223,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $223,000 $710,000 $528,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $2,500,000
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2420-Sewer Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63030 - Lift Station Recond. Program (I) Funding Source:

Evaluate condition, design, and construct improvements to lift stations and related force mains. These facilities operate in 
a harsh environment, resulting in the need to create a program that will periodically rehabilitate and improve operations.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$400,000Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $0 $41,500 $41,500 $41,500 $0 $400,000

$0Construction $0 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $0 $1,300,000

$0Engineering Charges $0 $14,500 $14,500 $14,500 $0 $32,241

$7,586Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $0 $4,000 $4,000 $4,000 $0 $13,000

$0Contingency $0 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $254,759

$92,414Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed at this time.Operating Description:

TOTAL $500,000 $0 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $0 $2,000,000

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63003 - 99th Ave Interceptor Line (R) Funding Source:

Rehabilitate portions of the interceptor and related manholes as determined by the Sewer Condition Assessment Study 
conducted by Project Engineering Consultants. The 99th Avenue interceptor line is the final collector to deliver influent to 
the 91st Avenue Wastewater Treatment Plant.  Glendale owns 70% equity in the line.  Additionally, sampling station GL02 
will be rehabilitated.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $49,700 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $390,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $17,400 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $3,900 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $39,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$500,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed.Operating Description:

TOTAL $500,000 $500,000 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2420-Sewer Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63016 - Sewer Line Replacement (R) Funding Source:

Program to replace and rehabilitate sanitary sewer lines ranging in size from 8" to 27" and manholes as identified by the 
Sewer Evaluation Study prepared by HDR and Camp, Dresser and McKee (CDM) Engineers. Project will be completed in 
annual phases with priority to critical areas first.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $475,000 $0 $80,000 $192,500 $170,000 $1,100,000

$480,000Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $950,000 $800,000 $2,500,000 $1,700,000 $5,700,000

$173,039Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$53,352Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $29,000

$77,334Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $25,000 $45,500 $32,000 $32,500 $26,500 $39,714

$0Arts $0 $9,500 $8,000 $25,000 $18,500 $47,000

$61,800Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $0 $95,000 $80,000 $250,000 $185,000 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $84,286

$54,475Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $900,000 $500,000 $1,100,000 $1,000,000 $3,000,000 $2,100,000 $7,000,000

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63024 - Citywide Manhole Rehab (R) Funding Source:

Program to rehabilitate existing sewer manholes located throughtout the city based on the Sewer Master Plan in annual 
phases.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$150,000Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $0 $41,500 $41,500 $41,500 $41,500 $375,000

$62,866Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $875,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $2,500,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $39,100

$0Engineering Charges $28,750 $14,500 $14,500 $14,500 $14,500 $46,250

$0Arts $8,750 $4,000 $4,000 $4,000 $4,000 $25,000

$18,098Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $87,500 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $264,650

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $230,964 $1,000,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $3,250,000
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2420-Sewer Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63026 - Arrowhead Sewer Lines-phase 2 (R) Funding Source:

Replace or rehabilitate various sewer collection lines in the Arrowhead Ranch area to improve sewer flow conditions and 
reduce sewer odors as identified in a report by Damon Williams and Associates.  Phase 2 - in Union Hills road from 67th 
Avenue to 79th Avenue.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $276,640 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $500,000 $2,400,000 $2,000,000

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $28,360 $76,000 $0

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $5,000 $24,000 $0

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $290,000 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,100,000 $2,550,000 $2,000,000

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63027 - Arrowhead Sewer Lines-phase 3 (R) Funding Source:

Replace or rehabilitate various sewer collection lines in the Arrowhead Ranch area to improve sewer flow conditions and 
reduce sewer odors as identified in a report by Damon Williams and Associates.  Phase 3 - in 67th Avenue from Union 
Hills to Utopia.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,500,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,000,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $27,000

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $83,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $40,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $5,650,000

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63031 - Wastewater Capital Equipment (R) Funding Source:

Replacement of capital equipment at wastewater facilities.  Includes PLC and VFD.Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2420-Sewer Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63032 - Wastewater Collect-Imprv (R) Funding Source:

Study, design and construct improvements to wastewater collection system.  Includes air relief valves, odor control, and 
force mains.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $190,000 $0 $190,000 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $200,000 $475,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $40,500 $20,500 $40,500 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $2,000 $4,500 $2,000 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $67,500 $0 $67,500 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63008 - Sewers for Areas on Septic Sys (N) Funding Source:

This project installs sewers in the areas currently on septic systems. This is residential customer driven in which a 
residential group (subdivision, neighborhood, street, etc.) must request that their area be connected to the city sewer 
system.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63017 - Sewer Line Extension (N) Funding Source:

Extend the sewer line from 95th Avenue to the west.  Includes oversizing the sewer line and lift station.Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $138,000 $0 $82,500 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $400,000 $350,000 $800,000 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $0 $18,000 $11,500 $29,500 $0 $0

$0Arts $0 $4,000 $3,500 $8,000 $0 $0

$0Contingency $0 $40,000 $35,000 $80,000 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $600,000 $400,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2420-Sewer Category: Revenue
Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: 63029* - Sewer vactor truck (N) Funding Source:

Purchase sewer line cleaner (vactor) truck. Department operates with three such trucks. The oldest entered service in 
2005 and has been reconditioned once. This is funding to replace the first one.  The other two are scheduled in future 
years.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $0 $400,000 $0 $0 $450,000 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $400,000 $0 $0 $450,000 $0

Water & Sewer RevenuesProject: T3611 - Glendale Ave 93rd-99th Ave (N) Funding Source:

Design and construct a parallel relief sewer line on Glendale Avenue from 93rd to 99th Avenue as growth occurs in the 
area. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $600,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,400,000

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $55,500

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $24,000

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $420,500

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,500,000
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FUND SUMMARY: 2210-Transportation Construction Category: Transportation
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
ITS Upgrades 0 528,318 0 0 0 065005 436,814
Bus Pullouts 0 327,175 335,223 343,369 351,611 1,880,02465006 0
Northern Parkway 666,247 666,247 666,247 666,247 0 5,557,46565016 644,476
Transp. Prog. Engr. Consultant 261,350 270,687 276,642 281,116 287,863 1,540,96965022 0
*59th Avenue Improvements 0 0 0 0 0 22,289,97965023 0
*51st Ave & Bell Rd 0 0 0 0 0 1,440,15365042 0
Glendale Transportation Plan 0 0 0 0 0 890,93665069 337,966
Airport Matching Funds 88,142 100,000 50,000 0 0 160,00065078 163,240
Downtown Alley Improvements 0 0 0 0 0 065088 23,479
Pavement Management 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 10,000,00065089 224,803

Replacement of Existing Assets
Buses/Vans 0 0 0 0 0 650,36565004 0
Transit Support Capital 72,600 9,900 0 0 9,900 121,32565014 0
Speed Cushions 140,000 0 0 0 0 065083 154,888
Arterial Roadway Improvements 6,188,150 0 0 0 0 065102 0
91st Avenue Improv. Turn Lane 0 0 0 0 0 827,620T1803 0

9,416,489 3,902,327 3,328,112 3,290,732 2,649,374 45,358,836Sub-Total - Existing Assets 1,985,666

New Assets
0

Light Rail Design/Construction 0 0 0 390,000 6,074,000 99,324,00065017 0
Glendale Sports Facilities Sgn 0 0 0 0 0 065062 183,379
New River - Multi-use Pathway 0 0 0 0 0 065063 723,834
Airport RPZ Acquisition 1,850,000 1,850,000 0 0 0 065091 0
New River North Shareduse Path 247,431 0 0 0 0 065097 0
Widen 55th Ave for bike lanes 0 0 0 0 0 065098 286,089
Neighborhood Pathways Connect 234,456 0 0 0 0 065099 0
*Transit Study - Light Rail 0 0 0 0 0 065100 1,000,000
*Sidewalk and Curb Improvements 186,271 124,866 155,699 0 0 065101 117,406

2,518,158 1,974,866 155,699 390,000 6,074,000 99,324,000Sub-Total - New Assets 2,310,708

$11,934,647 $5,877,193 $3,483,811 $3,680,732 $8,723,374 $144,682,836Total Project Expenses: $4,296,374

Total FY 2018 Funding: $16,231,021

PROJECT DETAIL: 2210-Transportation Construction Category: Transportation
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2210-Transportation Construction Category: Transportation
Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65005 - ITS Upgrades (I) Funding Source:

These funds provide local match for three approved federally funded Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) projects. 
Overall, a smart traffic signal system will be implemented that includes communications infrastructure, traffic cameras, 
message signs, and networking equipment to make the traffic signal system more responsive.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$295,695Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $0 $528,318 $0 $0 $0 $0

$141,119Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

O and M costs associated with electricity for new signal heads, cameras and communication equipment as well as 
maintenance of fiber optic connections. O and M for this project will be identified once federal funds have been 
secured and the scope of the project is available.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $436,814 $0 $528,318 $0 $0 $0 $0

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65006 - Bus Pullouts (I) Funding Source:

Bus pullouts to relieve congestion, improve air quality, and provide traffic and pedestrian safety. Bus pullouts will be 
constructed at major intersections where there are new bus routes and extensions of existing bus routes.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $49,076 $50,283 $51,505 $52,742 $282,004

$0Construction $0 $278,099 $284,940 $291,864 $298,869 $1,598,020

No additional O and M is needed.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $327,175 $335,223 $343,369 $351,611 $1,880,024

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65016 - Northern Parkway (I) Funding Source:

Northern Parkway is envisioned to be a 12.5-mile partial access controlled roadway between Sarival and Grand 
Avenues.  The current funded phase of the project is between Sarival and 91st Avenues and is targeted for completion 
in FY 2026.  This $320 million project generally includes construction of four through lanes as well as grade 
separations on the western portion of the project and intersection improvements on the eastern portion.  Costs for the 
project are shared between the region at 70% ($237 million) and local agencies at 30%.  Local partners include 
Maricopa County, Peoria, and El Mirage.  Per intergovernmental agreement, Glendale’s portion of local funding is 
$37.9 million.  To date Glendale has expended approximately $31.8 million towards this project.  Remaining funds will 
cover design and construction match as well as right-of-way acquisition opportunities during the private development 
process for adjacent parcels.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $666,247 $666,247 $666,247 $666,247 $0 $5,557,465

$644,476Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

O and M costs are for landscape, water, electrical and other maintenance based on current design. Supplemental budget 
requests will be made when each project phase is close to completion.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $644,476 $666,247 $666,247 $666,247 $666,247 $0 $5,557,465

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Utilities $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Landscape $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2210-Transportation Construction Category: Transportation
Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65022 - Transp. Prog. Engr. Consultant (I) Funding Source:

Professional engineering for preparation of design concepts and administration of right-of-way purchase for roadway, 
bicycle, pedestrian and transit projects. Providing professional engineering recommendations on capital projects and 
operations and maintenance of completed projects.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $287,863 $1,540,969

$0Miscellaneous/Other $261,350 $270,687 $276,642 $281,116 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $261,350 $270,687 $276,642 $281,116 $287,863 $1,540,969

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65023* - 59th Avenue Improvements (I) Funding Source:

Eight segments from Glendale Avenue to Loop 101 along 59th Avenue to improve traffic conditions. Improvements 
include 
elimination of lanes drops, addition of turn lanes, selected widening, installation of medians, landscaping, and addition of 
bus bays.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,641,210

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $18,648,769

O & M impact will be identified during the design phase of the project in FY 2025 CIP.  Supplemental budget requests, if 
any, will be made during the FY 2027 budget process.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $22,289,979

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65042* - 51st Ave & Bell Rd (I) Funding Source:

Intersection improvements including landscaping and a eastbound right turn lane on Bell Road.Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,100,000

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $43,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $11,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $36,153

Minimal amount of O & M impact is anticipated due to this project.  O & M cost estimates developed during the 
design of the project will be used to identify supplemental budget needs.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,440,153
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2210-Transportation Construction Category: Transportation
Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65069 - Glendale Transportation Plan (I) Funding Source:

This project will update the 2009 City of Glendale Transportation Plan. This Plan will include elements that address 
roadways, transit, bicycle, pedestrian, Transportation System Management, and include public involvement.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$337,966 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $13,364

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $877,572

This Plan update does not require O and M funding.Operating Description:

TOTAL $337,966 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $890,936

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65078 - Airport Matching Funds (I) Funding Source:

This project provides matching funds for Glendale Airport projects as identified in the Airport Capital Improvement 
Program. Funding covers local match for all airport capital costs.  Refer to the Airport Capital Fund 2120 for detailed 
information related to the airport projects.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $13,221 $40,000 $25,000 $0 $0 $24,000

$7,239Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $74,921 $60,000 $25,000 $0 $0 $136,000

$153,732Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$2,269Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

This project provides local match funds for airport capital projects. Refer to the Airport Capital Fund 2120 projects for O 
and M impact.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $163,240 $88,142 $100,000 $50,000 $0 $0 $160,000

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65088 - Downtown Alley Improvements (I) Funding Source:

Design and construct transformation of existing service alley into a safe environment for pedestrian circulation and limited 
vehicular traffic. This area has been evaluated and determined that there is a need to address pavement, drainage 
conditions and alley improvements.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$23,479Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

O and M includes $2,438 for the maintenance of 10 pedestrian lights, $1,200 for water, $300 for landscape 
maintenance by an outside company, $2,200 for contracting maintenance and $300 for electricity. A supplemental 
budget request will be submitted once the project is near completion.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $23,479 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Supplies/Contr $26,520 $27,320 $28,140 $28,980 $0 $158,470

Utilities $3,180 $3,280 $3,380 $3,480 $0 $19,030

Equip. Maint. $25,860 $26,640 $27,440 $28,260 $0 $154,540

Water $12,730 $13,510 $13,920 $0 $0 $76,120
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2210-Transportation Construction Category: Transportation
Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65089 - Pavement Management (I) Funding Source:

Project provides for street pavement maintenance.  Specific activities included in this project are:  surface preparation, 
repairs and treatments, milling and asphalt overlays as needed.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $1,912,046 $1,912,046 $1,912,046 $1,912,046 $1,912,046 $9,560,230

$154,057Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $17,208 $17,208 $17,208 $17,208 $17,208 $86,042

$0Arts $19,120 $19,120 $19,120 $19,120 $19,120 $95,602

$19,120Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Contingency $51,626 $51,626 $51,626 $51,626 $51,626 $258,126

$51,626Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $224,803 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 $10,000,000

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65004 - Buses/Vans (R) Funding Source:

This project replaces buses and vans for local circulators and Dial-a-Ride service. The buses are replaced every four 
years or when mileage exceeds recommended limits. The funding identified is to match federal funds secured for 
replacement buses and vans.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $650,365

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $650,365

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65014 - Transit Support Capital (R) Funding Source:

To continue delivery of transit services, the replacement of capital items are needed, including computer equipment, 
support vehicles and radio systems.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $72,600 $9,900 $0 $0 $9,900 $121,325

No additional O and M is required for this project. This is a replacement project and is not anticipated to generate new O 
and M costs.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $72,600 $9,900 $0 $0 $9,900 $121,325
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2210-Transportation Construction Category: Transportation
Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65083 - Speed Cushions (R) Funding Source:

This project will remove and replace existing modified speed humps with speed cushions and add mitigation devices 
where warranted. Replacing modified speed humps and constructing new mitigation devices will help address the 
current backlog of neighborhoods qualifying for traffic mitigation.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $140,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$154,888Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed.Operating Description:

TOTAL $154,888 $140,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65102 - Arterial Roadway Improvements (R) Funding Source:

Design fees, ROW acquisition and construction costs for various arterial streets within the City of Glendale.Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Land $1,700,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $4,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Finance Charges $112,650 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $92,500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $73,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $10,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $6,188,150 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: T1803 - 91st Avenue Improv. Turn Lane (R) Funding Source:

Project will construct a right turn lane into a Parking Lot at 91st Ave. and Maryland Ave.Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $750,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $12,870

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $32,250

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $7,500

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $25,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $827,620
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2210-Transportation Construction Category: Transportation
Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65017 - Light Rail Design/Construction (N) Funding Source:

Project development, design, right-of-way acquisition, utility relocation, construction, and acquisition of light rail vehicles 
for 
a light rail facility to be located on an alignment to be determined. Federal and regional funds will fund 71% of the project. 
Current cost estimates are based on regional plans prepared by Valley Metro.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $390,000 $6,074,000 $99,324,000

A supplemental budget request will be submitted once the project is near completion in FY 2026.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $390,000 $6,074,000 $99,324,000

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65062 - Glendale Sports Facilities Sgn (N) Funding Source:

This provides local funds for design and construction of one potential federally funded and one locally funded 
Intelligent Transportation Systems projects. These projects includes design, purchase and installation of Dynamic 
Message Signs on arterial streets and lane control signs around the Glendale Sports Facilities in addition to the 
communications connections of the signs to the central traffic control system. Once these projects are complete, the 
message boards will be used for traffic information dissemination as well as parking management.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$183,379Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

O and M for this project is for electrical costs of the message signs. Annual equipment maintenance costs throughout 
the 10-year expected life of the equipment with an additional $5,000 per year after five years. A supplemental budget 
request will be made when project is close to completion.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $183,379 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Supplies/Contr $11,940 $12,300 $12,670 $13,050 $0 $71,360

Utilities $11,940 $12,300 $12,670 $13,050 $0 $71,360

Equip. Maint. $53,040 $54,630 $56,270 $57,960 $0 $316,950

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65063 - New River - Multi-use Pathway (N) Funding Source:

This project is to construct a multiuse path from the Bethany Home Road alignment to Northern Avenue. The project will 
provide a safe and convenient off-street facility for bicyclists and pedestrians that is part of the regional West Valley Rivers 
Multimodal Corridor Master Plan. This project has $2,946,039 in federal funds towards construction costs.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$723,834Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

O and M associated with 8 foot wide landscaped area along a 12,200 foot long multiuse pathway. A supplemental budget 
request will be made when the project is close to completion.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $723,834 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Utilities $100,530 $103,540 $106,650 $109,850 $0 $600,700

Landscape $120,630 $124,250 $127,980 $131,820 $0 $720,840
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2210-Transportation Construction Category: Transportation
Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65091 - Airport RPZ Acquisition (N) Funding Source:

Acquire land north of Runway 19 and provide perimeter fencing around new Airport property.  ADOT will fund a portion of 
this land acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Land $1,850,000 $1,850,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is anticipated due to this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $1,850,000 $1,850,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65097 - New River North Shareduse Path (N) Funding Source:

This project is to design and provide local match funds towards construction of a federally funded shared use 
pathway. This project is for a bicycle and pedestrian friendly pathway along the east bank of New River from Hillcrest 
Boulevard to approximately 1/4-mile north. Federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funding in the 
amount of $330,850 has been secured towards construction of this project.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $247,431 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

O and M associated with 20,000 sq ft of landscape identified currently, which could change depending on design options.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $247,431 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Utilities $0 $20,000 $20,600 $21,220 $0 $116,030

Landscape $0 $24,000 $24,720 $25,460 $0 $139,230

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65098 - Widen 55th Ave for bike lanes (N) Funding Source:

This project is to design and provide local match funds towards construction of a federally funded widening of 55th 
Avenue to accommodate curb, gutter, sidewalk and bike lanes. This project is to widen 55th Avenue on the west side 
south of Cactus Road for about 622 ft. Federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funding in the amount of 
$159,266 has been secured towards construction of this project.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$104,837Land $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$3,710Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$20,000Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$157,542Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

There is no additional O and M anticipated due to this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $286,089 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2210-Transportation Construction Category: Transportation
Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65099 - Neighborhood Pathways Connect (N) Funding Source:

This pathway project provides for design and local match towards construction of connections from Thunderbird Paseo 
pathway and Skunk Creek pathway to neighborhoods. The project is to provide connections from the Thunderbird 
Paseo Pathway to neighborhoods at Sweetwater Avenue, Hearn Road, and 71st Avenue. In addition, this project also 
provides connection from Skunk Creek pathway to the neighborhood at 64th Drive. Federal Congestion Mitigation and 
Air Quality (CMAQ) funding in the amount of $107,832 has been secured towards construction of this project.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $234,456 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

O and M associated with approximately 1,000 sq ft of additional landscape maintenance and irrigation.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $234,456 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Utilities $0 $1,000 $1,030 $1,060 $0 $5,800

Landscape $0 $1,200 $1,240 $1,270 $0 $6,960

Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65100* - Transit Study - Light Rail (N) Funding Source:

This is a light rail or other high capacity transit feasibility study.  The study will look into the potential and identify 
alternatives on providing a high capacity transit connection between Downtown Glendale and the Loop 101 area of west 
Glendale.  The connection would be between potential light rail in Downtown and high activity centers in west Glendale.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$1,000,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

This is a study project, which will not create O & M costs.Operating Description:

TOTAL $1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2210-Transportation Construction Category: Transportation
Half Cent Sales TaxProject: 65101* - Sidewalk and Curb Improvements (N) Funding Source:

Installation of new sidewalk and ADA ramps along the north side of Camelback Road to fill in pedestrian facility gaps 
between 79th Avenue and 83rd Avenue.  Installation of new sidewalk and ADA ramps along the north side of Paradise 
Lane to fill in pedestrian facility gaps between 55th Avenue and 59th Avenue.  Installation of curb, gutter, and 
sidewalks, along east and west side of 67th Avenue between Glendale and Orangewood avenues.   Installation of 
curb, gutter, and sidewalks, along north and south side of Orangewood Avenue between 67th and Grand avenues.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Land $0 $6,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $100,000 $52,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$80,506Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $42,844 $30,990 $147,025 $0 $0 $0

$4,900Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $6,999 $4,066 $7,204 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $428 $310 $1,470 $0 $0 $0

$0Equipment $6,000 $1,500 $0 $0 $0 $0

$2,000Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $30,000 $30,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

$30,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Installation of missing curb, gutter, and sidewalk along existing roadways.Operating Description:

TOTAL $117,406 $186,271 $124,866 $155,699 $0 $0 $0
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FUND SUMMARY: 2000-HURF/Street Bonds Category: HURF
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Pavement Management-HURF 1,590,650 3,310,373 3,315,373 2,946,523 2,946,523 16,285,64068917 9,263,000

Replacement of Existing Assets
Citywide Concrete/Asphalt Imp. 0 0 0 0 0 068921 193,782
Rusted Street Pole Replacement 180,000 180,000 180,000 180,000 180,000 068922 0

1,770,650 3,490,373 3,495,373 3,126,523 3,126,523 16,285,640Sub-Total - Existing Assets 9,456,782

New Assets
0

Infill Lighting Program 0 0 0 0 0 068918 237,424
*Street Lighting LED Conversion 5,740,150 0 0 0 0 068919 0
*Emergency Vehicle Preemption 329,789 0 0 0 0 068923 0

6,069,939 0 0 0 0 0Sub-Total - New Assets 237,424

$7,840,589 $3,490,373 $3,495,373 $3,126,523 $3,126,523 $16,285,640Total Project Expenses: $9,694,206

Total FY 2018 Funding: $17,534,795

PROJECT DETAIL: 2000-HURF/Street Bonds Category: HURF
HURF BondsProject: 68917 - Pavement Management-HURF (I) Funding Source:

Project provides for street pavement maintenance and reconstruction work as identified in the Annual Pavement 
Management Program.  The annual program is funded by Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) bonds through this 
project #2000-68917, and by Transportation Half Cent Sales Tax through project #2210-65089.  Street maintenance and 
rehabilitation is necessary to maximize the life of the city’s residential, collector, and arterial street network.  Streets are 
selected and scheduled annually within the available funding.  Specific activities included in this project are:  surface 
preparation, repairs and treatments, and milling and asphalt overlays a needed throughout the city.  

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $0

$9,127,627Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $1,590,650 $3,150,000 $3,150,000 $2,800,000 $2,800,000 $15,498,775

$57,500Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Finance Charges $0 $57,500 $57,500 $42,150 $42,150 $287,500

$4,373Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $0 $26,373 $26,373 $26,373 $26,373 $131,865

$0Arts $0 $31,500 $31,500 $28,000 $28,000 $342,500

$68,500Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$5,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $5,000 $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 $25,000

No additional O and M is needed at this time.Operating Description:

TOTAL $9,263,000 $1,590,650 $3,310,373 $3,315,373 $2,946,523 $2,946,523 $16,285,640
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2000-HURF/Street Bonds Category: HURF
HURF BondsProject: 68922 - Rusted Street Pole Replacement (R) Funding Source:

The purpose of this project is to remove and replace existing streetlight poles that have been identified for replacement in 
the Rusted Pole Inspection Program due to excessive rust as the base of the streetlight pole.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $180,000 $180,000 $180,000 $180,000 $180,000 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $180,000 $180,000 $180,000 $180,000 $180,000 $0

HURF BondsProject: 68918 - Infill Lighting Program (N) Funding Source:

This project installs additional street lighting in areas determined to be inadequate due to a spacing of 350 feet or greater. 
Infill street lighting requests are initiated by residents or staff and requires approval of affected residents.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$224,552Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$10,572Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$2,300Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

O and M identified provides for up to 22 requested street light installations per year. Expenses cover electricity and 
maintenance for a light at $125 per year, including monitoring.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $237,424 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

HURF BondsProject: 68919* - Street Lighting LED Conversion (N) Funding Source:

LED (Light Emitting Diode) streetlights  are more energy efficient than the city’s current HPS (High Pressure Sodium) 
lights and are shown to have a longer service life.  There are 19,000 streetlights that require replacement.  The benefit of 
replacing street lights with LED technology include the reduction of electricity and maintenance costs, projected to be 
approximately $550,000 annually.  

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $5,500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Finance Charges $82,650 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $92,500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $55,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $10,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $5,740,150 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2000-HURF/Street Bonds Category: HURF
HURF BondsProject: 68923* - Emergency Vehicle Preemption (N) Funding Source:

*Previous Project # 70809* The fifty-eight (58) high-priority Emergency Vehicle Preemption (EVP) installation intersections 
(located citywide). Forty-
eight (48) will be located at arterial to arterial intersections, five (5) will be located at fire station access signals, and five 
(5) will be located along high priority corridors.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $311,416 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $15,259 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $3,114 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Estimate confirmation lights will need bulb replaced once a year.  (58 locations X 4 bulbs X $5).  Estimate 5% of EVP 
equipment will need to be replaced in first 5 years and then 10% after that.  Estimate after 5 years, trouble calls will be 
3 visits to each location annually with 75% being after hours. (3 X 58 locations X 2 hr callout X $30 X 75%).

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $329,789 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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FUND SUMMARY: 1650-Transportation Grants Category: Other
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
New Assets

0
CIP Transport. Grant Reserve 150,000 0 0 0 0 067505 0
FTA AZ 90-X124 0 0 0 0 0 067556 68,055

150,000 0 0 0 0 0Sub-Total - New Assets 68,055

$150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0Total Project Expenses: $68,055

Total FY 2018 Funding: $218,055

PROJECT DETAIL: 1650-Transportation Grants Category: Other
GrantsProject: 67505 - CIP Transport. Grant Reserve (N) Funding Source:

This represents reserve appropriation for unanticipated transportation related grant opportunities that may arise during the 
fiscal year.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Contingency $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

GrantsProject: 67556 - FTA AZ 90-X124 (N) Funding Source:

Federal Transit Administration (FTA) grant funding for acquisition of replacement transit buses.  Savings generated after 
the acquisition of buses will be applied towards the north Glendale (to be located in the general vicinity of Loop 101/Union 
Hills Dr) park-and-ride project.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$68,055 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O & M funds needed.  The project replaces existing buses that are being maintained.Operating Description:

TOTAL $68,055 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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FUND SUMMARY: 2480-Sanitation Category: Other
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Replacement of Existing Assets
Rolloff Trucks-Commercial 0 234,605 0 0 252,644 550,94178001 0
Frontload Trucks-Commercial 306,911 629,167 322,448 330,509 338,771 2,199,38378002 0
Sideload Trucks-Residential 282,670 1,158,946 1,187,920 1,217,618 1,248,058 5,902,35978003 0
Loose Trash Equip.-Residential 0 635,566 651,454 385,408 684,435 3,383,50978004 0
Repl Pickup Trucks-Solid Waste 0 25,375 25,375 25,375 25,375 76,12578005 0
Street Sweeper Replacement 0 245,269 251,400 0 0 1,116,74478008 0

589,581 2,928,928 2,438,597 1,958,910 2,549,283 13,229,061Sub-Total - Existing Assets 0

New Assets
0

*Solid Waste Office Space Study 0 203,000 203,000 203,000 203,000 1,015,00078006 0
*Solid Waste Information System 0 100,000 0 0 0 078007 0

0 303,000 203,000 203,000 203,000 1,015,000Sub-Total - New Assets 0

$589,581 $3,231,928 $2,641,597 $2,161,910 $2,752,283 $14,244,061Total Project Expenses: $0

Total FY 2018 Funding: $589,581

PROJECT DETAIL: 2480-Sanitation Category: Other
Sanitation RevenuesProject: 78001 - Rolloff Trucks-Commercial (R) Funding Source:

Sanitation currently has three roll-off trucks in its equipment fleet for its commercial roll-off service.  Three roll-off  trucks 
will require replacement over the next ten years as their individual life is nine years.
Sanitation vehicles are not included in the vehicle replacement fund. Instead the vehicles are purchased with cash or 
financed at the time of acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $3,467 $0 $0 $3,734 $8,142

$0Equipment $0 $231,138 $0 $0 $248,910 $542,799

No additional O and M is needed since this is the replacement of existing equipment.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $234,605 $0 $0 $252,644 $550,941

Sanitation RevenuesProject: 78002 - Frontload Trucks-Commercial (R) Funding Source:

Sanitation currently has 8 frontload trucks and a container delivery truck in its equipment fleet for its Commercial frontload 
service. At the current replacement schedule of six years for newly purchased equipment, 10 frontload trucks and the 
container truck will require replacement over the next ten years. Sanitation vehicles are not included in the vehicle 
replacement fund. Instead the vehicles are purchased with cash or financed at the time of acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $9,298 $4,765 $4,884 $5,006 $32,503

$0Equipment $306,911 $619,869 $317,683 $325,625 $333,765 $2,166,880

No additional O and M is needed since this is the replacement of existing equipment.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $306,911 $629,167 $322,448 $330,509 $338,771 $2,199,383
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2480-Sanitation Category: Other
Sanitation RevenuesProject: 78003 - Sideload Trucks-Residential (R) Funding Source:

Sanitation currently has 26 side load trucks in its equipment fleet for its residential Solid Waste and recycling collection 
routes. A total of 37 side load trucks will be purchased over the next ten years as each truck has a six year replacement 
schedule. Sanitation vehicles are not included in the vehicle replacement fund. Instead the vehicles are purchased with 
cash or financed at the time of acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $17,127 $17,555 $17,994 $18,444 $79,247

$0Equipment $282,670 $1,141,819 $1,170,365 $1,199,624 $1,229,614 $5,823,112

No additional O and M is needed since this is the replacement of existing equipment.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $282,670 $1,158,946 $1,187,920 $1,217,618 $1,248,058 $5,902,359

Sanitation RevenuesProject: 78004 - Loose Trash Equip.-Residential (R) Funding Source:

Sanitation currently has 12 rearload trucks and 6  tractors in its equipment fleet for its loose trash collection routes. At the 
current replacement schedule of eight years for newly purchased equipment, 15 rearload trucks and 8 tractors will require 
replacement over the next ten years. The number of trucks to be replaced each year are the following: one truck and one 
tractor in FY2017; two trucks and one tractor in FY2018; two trucks in FY2019; one truck and a one tractor in FY2020; one 
truck and one tractor FY2021; and a total of eight trucks and four tractors during the second five years (FY2022-2026).
Sanitation vehicles are not included in the vehicle replacement fund, rather the vehicles are purchased with cash or 
financed at the time of acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $9,393 $9,627 $5,696 $10,115 $50,003

$0Equipment $0 $626,173 $641,827 $379,712 $674,320 $3,333,506

No additional O and M is needed since this is the replacement of existing equipment.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $635,566 $651,454 $385,408 $684,435 $3,383,509

Sanitation RevenuesProject: 78005 - Repl Pickup Trucks-Solid Waste (R) Funding Source:

Sanitation currently has six pickup trucks and two mechanic service trucks in its equipment fleet, which will require 
replacement over the next ten years. FY2018 -  replace two pickup trucks at a cost of $34,363 and one mechanic truck at 
a cost $ 62,000.  Sanitation vehicles are not included in the vehicle replacement fund. Instead the vehicles are purchased 
with cash or financed at the time of acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $375 $375 $375 $375 $1,125

$0Equipment $0 $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 $75,000

No additional O and M is needed since this is the replacement of existing equipment.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $25,375 $25,375 $25,375 $25,375 $76,125
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2480-Sanitation Category: Other
Sanitation RevenuesProject: 78008 - Street Sweeper Replacement (R) Funding Source:

Replace street sweeper trucks assigned to Solid WasteProject Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $3,625 $3,715 $0 $0 $16,152

$0Equipment $0 $241,644 $247,685 $0 $0 $1,100,592

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $245,269 $251,400 $0 $0 $1,116,744

Sanitation RevenuesProject: 78006* - Solid Waste Office Space Study (N) Funding Source:

This project is for a new sanitation administration building. Staff are currently located in a trailer on the grounds of the field 
operations complex. The trailer was installed 13 years ago as a temporary solution. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $0 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $1,000,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $3,000 $3,000 $3,000 $3,000 $15,000

New furniture and office technology.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $203,000 $203,000 $203,000 $203,000 $1,015,000

Sanitation RevenuesProject: 78007* - Solid Waste Information System (N) Funding Source:

This project is Solid Waste Information System (SWIS), either as an in-house City hosted or "Software as a Service" 
(SaaS)  vendor hosted solution.  It will be a comprehensive, integrated, enterprise-level Solution for solid waste operations 
which includes; system software, in-vehicle mobile devices, configuration/implementation/conversion services, and 
product training/support.  It is believed that a new system Solution will bring more operational efficiencies, reduce costs 
and potentially increase revenues.  

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0
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FUND SUMMARY: 2440-Landfill Category: Other
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Scalehouse & Road Relocation 0 0 0 0 0 078523 294,537
LF Gas System Modifications 300,000 0 375,000 0 0 078526 0
MRF Process Line Improvements 0 0 0 0 0 078527 1,219,257
Northern Ave LF Improvements 0 0 0 235,000 0 078528 247,725

Replacement of Existing Assets
Landfill Repl Pickup Trucks 62,400 75,000 0 0 0 274,72378506 0
MRF Forklifts 0 0 0 43,399 90,272 99,74378509 0
Landfill Compactor Replacement 100,000 0 500,000 1,310,242 0 2,091,75078511 0
Fuel Tanker Replacement 0 0 0 0 0 244,01778512 0
Sanitation Inspection Trucks 0 0 44,995 30,416 0 138,44078514 25,334
Landfill Bulldozer Replacement 0 0 0 1,306,147 1,358,393 1,800,48978520 0
MRF Loader Replacement 0 0 0 474,962 0 577,86578521 0
LF Water Pull Tractor Replace 0 0 741,031 0 0 315,93178522 0
Landfill Motor Grader Replace 0 0 0 0 0 807,35078524 0
Landfill Scraper Equipment 0 0 837,375 0 0 1,926,44978525 0
Manlift MRF 26,390 26,390 0 637,103 0 078530 0
Light Duty Vehicle Replacement 56,840 0 0 0 0 078531 0
Auxilliary Equipment 0 54,891 0 29,685 0 64,215T1808 0

545,630 156,281 2,498,401 4,066,954 1,448,665 8,340,972Sub-Total - Existing Assets 1,786,853

New Assets
0

Landfill Closure (South) 0 325,000 125,000 350,000 500,000 750,00078503 483,422
LF Phase Construction (North) 500,000 500,000 250,000 100,000 250,000 7,546,23578505 3,210,924
Landfill Soil Excavation 125,000 125,000 125,000 125,000 8,525,732 3,679,97378507 0
*New Bulldozer Purchase 0 0 0 0 0 078529 435,625

625,000 950,000 500,000 575,000 9,275,732 11,976,208Sub-Total - New Assets 4,129,971

$1,170,630 $1,106,281 $2,998,401 $4,641,954 $10,724,397 $20,317,180Total Project Expenses: $5,916,824

Total FY 2018 Funding: $7,087,454

PROJECT DETAIL: 2440-Landfill Category: Other
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2440-Landfill Category: Other
Landfill RevenuesProject: 78523 - Scalehouse & Road Relocation (I) Funding Source:

This project provides funding in FY 2016 for Phase 2 of the project and includes the relocation of the equipment 
maintenance area as well as the fueling station.  Construction of Phase 1 of the project, which included relocation of the 
scalehouse and administrative office trailer as well as realignment of the entrance road will have occurred by the end of 
FY 2015 at a project cost of $3,906,631.  Completion of both phases of this project is necessary to relocate the scale 
house and other landfill facilities outside of an area in which waste will be placed and prior to closing the south area of the 
landfill.  According to the landfills waste capacity calculations, it will take approximately one year to fill the permitted air 
space in which the facilities are located currently.  It will be necessary to relocate all existing structures occupying this 
space by 2016 based our anticipated waste acceptance rate.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$294,537Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is required for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $294,537 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78526 - LF Gas System Modifications (I) Funding Source:

The City is required by federal and state environmental regulations to install and maintain an active gas collection system 
within the landfill. Project provides for improvements to the existing gas collection system including retrofits, extensions, 
additions, and modifications to the vertical and horizontal extraction wells and lateral collection pipes. Because the gas 
wells and collection pipes presently are located above-ground level within the active landfill area, it is necessary to 
complete the gas well modifications and improvements ahead of filling the landfill sections with additional waste. Project 
includes burying of the above-ground lateral collection pipes to allow for simpler waste filling operations. Project scope 
also includes expansion of the horizontal and/or vertical gas collection wells in the final filling area (i.e. scale area). Project 
is required to maintain sequencing plan developed for waste filling in the landfill through the end of FY2017.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $300,000 $0 $375,000 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed at this time.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $300,000 $0 $375,000 $0 $0 $0

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78527 - MRF Process Line Improvements (I) Funding Source:

The Materials Recovery Facility first opened its doors in July of 2000.  Since then the MRF has processed over 350,000 
tons of recyclable material and recouped over $29,750,000 dollars in revenue.  The facility has many moving components 
and those components have worn over the years.  The system is now in need of major renovations and upgrades in order 
to meet current industry standards with regards to the technology found in today’s recycling processing facilities.  The 
projects to be completed in fiscal years 2016 and 2017 will allow the MRF to install state of the art technology to help 
capture more recyclables and decrease labor hours in some areas of the facility thus increasing city revenue. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$19,305Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$1,199,952Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $1,219,257 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2440-Landfill Category: Other
Landfill RevenuesProject: 78528 - Northern Ave LF Improvements (I) Funding Source:

This project provides funding for a block wall that will extend to the west along the landfill property at approximately 115th 
Ave and Northern.  It will also allow for the relocation of approximately twenty existing cacti that are to be removed due to 
the Northern Avenue Parkway construction project.  There are currently forty cacti along the right of way that was recently 
sold to the Maricopa County Department of Transportation (MCDOT).  Twenty of the cacti will be donated to the Northern 
Avenue Parkway Project and will be relocated within Glendale in conjunction with the project and the remaining twenty will 
be relocated within the Landfil property at Glendale's expense.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $235,000 $0 $0

$167,493Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$12,012Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$1,820Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$41,400Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$25,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $247,725 $0 $0 $0 $235,000 $0 $0

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78506 - Landfill Repl Pickup Trucks (R) Funding Source:

Landfill currently has six pickup trucks in its equipment fleet that will require replacement over the next ten years. Pickup 
trucks are used by the landfill inspector, mechanic, crew leader, supervisor, and field employees. This project includes the 
replacement of four trucks reaching the end of their service life during FY 2019 and 2020. Trucks purchased in 2015 will 
be replaced in 2025.  Landfill vehicles and equipment are not included in the Vehicle Replacement Fund.  Instead the 
vehicles are purchased with cash or financed at the time of purchase.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $62,400 $75,000 $0 $0 $0 $274,723

No additional O and M is needed since new equipment will replace existing equipment that is expected to reach the end 
of 

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $62,400 $75,000 $0 $0 $0 $274,723

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78509 - MRF Forklifts (R) Funding Source:

The Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) currently has a total of four forklifts in its fleet used for a variety of heavy lifting 
purposes including loading, unloading, and transporting recyclable bales. The MRF forklifts have an estimated service life 
of approximately five years, although replacement schedules may be adjusted depending on hours of use and equipment 
condition.  This project includes the replacement of two forklifts that are expected to reach the end of their serviceable 
lives in FY17 and FY18 as well as replacement of two forklifts that will be due for replacement in FY 2021.  At this current 
replacement schedule, two of the four forklifts also will require replacement during the second five years (FY 2022-2026).  
MRF vehicles and equipment are not included in the Vehicle Replacement Fund.  Instead the equipment is purchased 
with cash or financed at the time of acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $641 $1,334 $1,474

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $42,758 $88,938 $98,269

No additional O and M is needed since new equipment will replace existing equipment that is expected to reach the end 
of 

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $43,399 $90,272 $99,743
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2440-Landfill Category: Other
Landfill RevenuesProject: 78511 - Landfill Compactor Replacement (R) Funding Source:

This project provides for the rebuild and or replacement of the landfill compactors, one 836H and one 836K, at the end of 
their serviceable life or on an appropriate schedule based on current usage hours and equipment condition.  The 
compactors are now being equipped with GPS systems,  which will increase landfill compaction and decrease the use of 
soil for covering waste.  The compactors are essential pieces of equipment used on a daily basis for proper placement 
and compaction of solid waste within the landfill. Landfill vehicles and equipment are not included in the Vehicle 
Replacement Fund; instead the equipment is purchased with cash or financed at time of acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $100,000 $0 $500,000 $1,310,242 $0 $2,091,750

No additional O and M is needed since new equipment will replace existing equipment this is expected to reach the end 
of its serviceable life.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $100,000 $0 $500,000 $1,310,242 $0 $2,091,750

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78512 - Fuel Tanker Replacement (R) Funding Source:

Replacement of the fuel tanker, which was purchased in 2008, and is expected to reach the end of its serviceable life in 
FY 2018. The fuel tanker truck transports diesel fuel from the onsite storage tank to the landfill heavy equipment located 
on the active waste disposal area. It is an essential piece of support equipment at the landfill for maximizing operational 
efficiencies and minimizing equipment downtime. Landfill equipment is not included in the Vehicle Replacement Fund. 
Instead the equipment is purchased with cash or financed at the time of acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,606

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $240,411

No additional O and M is needed since new equipment will replace existing equipment that is expected to reach the end 
of its serviceable life.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $244,017

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78514 - Sanitation Inspection Trucks (R) Funding Source:

This project includes the purchase of seven replacement pickups over a 10-year period. Service life is projected to be 
approximately seven years and each truck will be replaced based on year of purchase, mileage and condition of the 
vehicle.  Sanitation Inspectors utilize their assigned vehicles daily to educate residents on proper procedures for services 
and enforce regulations related to refuse collection, recycling collection and bulk trash services.  The Sanitation Inspection 
vehicles are not included in the Vehicle Replacement Fund.  Instead the equipment is purchased with cash or financed at 
the time of acquisition. 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$25,334 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Equipment $0 $0 $44,995 $30,416 $0 $138,440

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $25,334 $0 $0 $44,995 $30,416 $0 $138,440
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2440-Landfill Category: Other
Landfill RevenuesProject: 78520 - Landfill Bulldozer Replacement (R) Funding Source:

Project provides for the rebuild and/or replacement of the landfill bulldozers at the end of their serviceable life or on an 
appropriate schedule based on current usage hours and equipment condition. A certified powertrain rebuild and 
undercarriage track replacement was performed on the D8 in FY16.  The D9 will undergo a similar repair in FY17. During 
these rebuilds the landfill will be adding GPS systems to reduce soil usage, improve road building capabilities and waste 
compaction. This project also includes funds for replacement of the Model D8 bulldozer in FY 2021 and the Model D9 
bulldozer in FY 2022. Bulldozers are used at the landfill primarily to push garbage into position for the compactors. Landfill 
vehicles and equipment are not included in the Vehicle Replacement Fund, Instead the equipment is purchased with cash 
or financed at the time of acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $19,303 $20,075 $234,846

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $1,286,844 $1,338,318 $1,565,643

No additional O and M is needed since new equipment will replace existing equipment that is expected to reach the end 
of 

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,306,147 $1,358,393 $1,800,489

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78521 - MRF Loader Replacement (R) Funding Source:

This project is for the replacement of a loader used to move recyclables from the Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) 
tipping floor to the processing line. A CAT950K loader was purchased in FY16 and will require a replacement and/or 
rebuild in approximately 10 years.  MRF vehicles and equipment are not included in the Vehicle Replacement Fund; 
instead the equipment is purchased with cash or financed at the time of acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $7,019 $0 $8,540

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $467,943 $0 $569,325

No additional O and M is needed since new equipment will replace existing equipment that is expected to reach the end 
of 

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $474,962 $0 $577,865

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78522 - LF Water Pull Tractor Replace (R) Funding Source:

Replacement of the water pull truck, which was purchased in 2012 and is expected to reach the end of its serviceable life 
in FY 2020. The water pull truck is a critical piece of support equipment for reducing dust and maintaining compliance with 
the existing air quality permit. Landfill vehicles and equipment are not included in the Vehicle Replacement Fund. Instead 
the equipment is purchased with cash or financed at the time of acquisition. $150K in FY17 Power train Rebuild for the 
730 Caterpillar Water Pull.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $10,951 $0 $0 $41,208

$0Equipment $0 $0 $730,080 $0 $0 $274,723

No additional O and M is needed since new equipment will replace aging existing equipment.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $741,031 $0 $0 $315,931
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2440-Landfill Category: Other
Landfill RevenuesProject: 78524 - Landfill Motor Grader Replace (R) Funding Source:

The project includes the replacement of the motor grader that is expected to reach the end of its serviceable life in FY 
2024. The motor grader is an essential piece of support equipment used to establish and maintain the temporary roads on 
the active portion of the landfill.  Landfill vehicles and equipment are not included in the Vehicle Replacement Fund.  
Instead the equipment is purchased with cash or financed at the time of acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,159

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $410,571

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $390,620

No additional O and M is needed since new equipment will replace existing equipment that is expected to reach the end 
of its serviceable life.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $807,350

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78525 - Landfill Scraper Equipment (R) Funding Source:

The scraper is an essential piece of support equipment that excavates, transports, and stockpiles soil used for covering 
waste disposed at the landfill. This project provides for either a certified rebuild or a new replacement of the scraper, 
which is anticipated to occur in FY 2018 based on hours of use and equipment condition. Landfill vehicles and equipment 
are not included in the Vehicle Replacement Fund. Instead the equipment is purchased with cash or financed at the time 
of acquisition.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $12,375 $0 $0 $28,470

$0Equipment $0 $0 $825,000 $0 $0 $1,897,979

No additional O and M is needed since new equipment will replace existing equipment that is expected to reach the end 
of its serviceable life.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $837,375 $0 $0 $1,926,449

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78530 - Manlift MRF (R) Funding Source:

Replace Manlift assigned to MRFProject Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $390 $390 $0 $9,415 $0 $0

$0Equipment $26,000 $26,000 $0 $627,688 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $26,390 $26,390 $0 $637,103 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2440-Landfill Category: Other
Landfill RevenuesProject: 78531 - Light Duty Vehicle Replacement (R) Funding Source:

Replace light duty vehicles assigned to Landfill and MRFProject Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $840 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Equipment $56,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $56,840 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Landfill RevenuesProject: T1808 - Auxilliary Equipment (R) Funding Source:

Replace auxilliary equipment assigned to the Landfill and MRF, which may include skid steers, kubotas, lube trailer, etc.Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $811 $0 $439 $0 $949

$0Equipment $0 $54,080 $0 $29,246 $0 $63,266

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $54,891 $0 $29,685 $0 $64,215

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78503 - Landfill Closure (South) (N) Funding Source:

Project provides for closure of the south area of the landfill after the permitted air space is completely filled with waste. A 
landfill reaching its permitted capacity is required by federal and state law to be closed with a final cover system, which 
includes a vegetative layer, a compacted soil layer, additional gas system wells, erosion control, and storm water control 
measures. Related projects are 78505 and 78507.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $325,000 $125,000 $350,000 $500,000 $750,000

$10,000Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$376,320Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$10,859Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$7,216Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$3,763Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$75,264Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Funds provided in supplies/contracts are annual costs for post-closure ($220,554) at the landfill. Post-closure costs 
include monitoring, maintenance, and repair of the following items: landfill gas control system, groundwater monitoring 
system, storm water monitoring, final cover/vegetative cover inspection, landfill settlement monitoring, access roads, 
drainage control system, site security inspection, and administrative reporting. Annual post-closure maintenance, 
monitoring, and repair activities will begin once closure of the south area is completed.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $483,422 $0 $325,000 $125,000 $350,000 $500,000 $750,000

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Supplies/Contr $2,205,540 $2,205,540 $2,205,540 $2,205,540 $0 $11,027,700
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2440-Landfill Category: Other
Landfill RevenuesProject: 78505 - LF Phase Construction (North) (N) Funding Source:

This project is required for the development of the northern portion of the landfill and includes phased installation of a 
liner, a gas collection system and a leachate collection system. Funds identified as "carryover" ($102,780) and in FY 2016 
($4,614,000) will pay for construction of North Phase 1a, which is anticipated to begin accepting waste in 2017. Funds 
identified in FY 2017 ($102,780) will be used for engineering design of North Phase 1b. Funds identified in FY 2018 
($4,361,873) will pay for construction of North Phase 1b, which is anticipated to begin accepting waste in 2018.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $500,000 $500,000 $250,000 $100,000 $250,000 $7,546,235

$3,208,144Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$1,542Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$1,238Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $3,210,924 $500,000 $500,000 $250,000 $100,000 $250,000 $7,546,235

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78507 - Landfill Soil Excavation (N) Funding Source:

This project provides for excavation of Phase 1 in the north expansion area to prepare for future landfill cell development. 
It includes excavation of approximately one-third of the north expansion area, access road improvements in areas located 
between the north area, the Materials Recovery Facility (MRF), the new administration and maintenance area, as well as 
utility relocations. Excavated soil will be stockpiled in various storage locations on the landfill property. Excavation of the 
remaining two-thirds will occur as part of future landfill phase construction.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $125,000 $125,000 $125,000 $125,000 $8,525,732 $3,679,973

No additional O and M is needed at this time.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $125,000 $125,000 $125,000 $125,000 $8,525,732 $3,679,973

Landfill RevenuesProject: 78529* - New Bulldozer Purchase (N) Funding Source:

Purchase of a new D-6 Caterpillar (CAT) Bulldozer which has proven to be a more cost effective unit to perform erosion 
control and soil utilization at the city Landfill and Materials Recovery Facility (MRF). This unit is a lighter, more agile unit 
than the existing bulldozers (Caterpillar D-8 & D-9) which in turn will reduce maintenance and fuel costs, while increasing 
efficiency.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$6,375Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$4,250Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$425,000Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $435,625 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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FUND SUMMARY: 2120-Airport Capital Grants Category: Other
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Airport EA for Channelization 0 0 0 0 0 286,590T1472 0

Replacement of Existing Assets
Rehabilitate Apron 0 0 0 0 0 079521 96,219
North Apron R&R 1,525,662 1,000,000 1,000,000 0 0 079524 4,500,000
South Apron R&R 0 0 0 0 0 4,718,46679526 0
*AWOS Weather Reporting Equip. 315,000 0 0 0 0 079527 0
FAR Part 150 Update 334,355 0 0 0 0 079532 0

2,175,017 1,000,000 1,000,000 0 0 5,005,056Sub-Total - Existing Assets 4,596,219

New Assets
0

Airport-Capacity Study 0 0 0 0 0 079519 50,000
0 0 0 0 0 0Sub-Total - New Assets 50,000

$2,175,017 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $5,005,056Total Project Expenses: $4,646,219

Total FY 2018 Funding: $6,821,236

PROJECT DETAIL: 2120-Airport Capital Grants Category: Other
Grants/City MatchProject: T1472 - Airport EA for Channelization (I) Funding Source:

Conduct an Environmental Assessment for channelization of the New River to protect the runway safety area from 
erosion. Channelization includes the physical change to the inner bank boundary of the River. The project is to be funded 
with $286,590 FAA (91.06%) and ADOT (4.47%) funds in FY 2021.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $286,590

No additional O and M is required for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $286,590

Grants/City MatchProject: 79524 - North Apron R&R (R) Funding Source:

The north apron project includes reconstruction (59,200 square yards) in FY 2017 and rehabilitation (54,000 square yards) 
in FY 2018.  The portion of the north apron that is beyond rehabilitation is to be reconstructed in FY 2017.  The 
rehabilitation project in FY 2018 would preserve and extend the life of the rest of north apron.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $225,000 $150,000 $150,000 $0 $0 $0

$0Construction $1,300,662 $850,000 $850,000 $0 $0 $0

$4,500,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

This project rebuilds and rehabilitates existing pavement on the north apron.Operating Description:

TOTAL $4,500,000 $1,525,662 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2120-Airport Capital Grants Category: Other
Grants/City MatchProject: 79526 - South Apron R&R (R) Funding Source:

The south apron project includes reconstruction (38,000 square yards) in FY 2019 and rehabilitation (93,000 square
yards) in FY 2020. The portion of the south apron that is beyond rehabilitation is to be reconstructed in FY 2019. The
rehabilitation project in FY 2020 would preserve and extend the life of the rest of north apron.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $707,770

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,010,696

This project rebuilds and rehabilitates existing pavement on the south apron.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,718,466

Grants/City MatchProject: 79527* - AWOS Weather Reporting Equip. (R) Funding Source:

Procure and install a replacement of Automated Weather Observation System (AWOS) equipment.  Additional wind 
indicator and a new wind sock are a part of this project.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $315,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

This project replaces exisitng AWOS equipment.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $315,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Grants/City MatchProject: 79532 - FAR Part 150 Update (R) Funding Source:

Produce updated Noise Exposure Maps and Land Use Plan last updated in 1993. An update of the Part 150 Study is 
required every 20 years. Noise Exposure Maps and Land Use Planning elements help coordinate development near the 
Airport. This will be funded 91.06% by the FAA and 4.47% by ADOT.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $334,355 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No O and M is needed for this study project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $334,355 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Grants/City MatchProject: 79519 - Airport-Capacity Study (N) Funding Source:

The capacity study is a joint study between the City of Glendale and John F. Long to determine if there is a need for a 
second runway.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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FUND SUMMARY: 1840-Other Federal and State Grants Category: Other
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Replacement of Existing Assets
Saguaro Ranch Park Improvement 15,000 0 0 0 0 080031 0

15,000 0 0 0 0 0Sub-Total - Existing Assets 0

$15,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0Total Project Expenses: $0

Total FY 2018 Funding: $15,000

PROJECT DETAIL: 1840-Other Federal and State Grants Category: Other
GrantsProject: 80031 - Saguaro Ranch Park Improvement (R) Funding Source:

Smith Family Donation for Historic Saguaro Ranch ParkProject Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $15,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $15,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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FUND SUMMARY: 2070-General Gov Capital Proje Category: Other
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
Existing Assets

Improvement of Existing Assets
Building Maint. Reserve 750,000 750,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 2,500,00070800 2,703,307
Camelback Ranch Maint. Reserve 836,752 836,752 836,752 836,752 836,752 4,183,76070801 752,729
Barrel District Imp 0 0 0 0 0 070802 15,000
Capital Repair-Arena 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 2,500,00070803 500,000
*Tennis Courts at Paseo Park 0 0 0 0 0 070804 89,565
*TDMA Upgrade for RWC 1,183,422 0 0 0 0 070810 0
 Civic Center Renovation 0 0 0 0 0 4,123,97484551 0
*Electrical Repairs/Replacement 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000F0003 0
*Exterior Repairs/Replacements 0 0 0 0 0 500,000F0004 0
*City Hall - HVAC System 0 0 0 0 0 3,452,250F0005 0
City Hall Parking Garage 0 0 0 0 0 1,675,193T1160 0

Replacement of Existing Assets
Heart Monitors 0 0 0 0 0 070805 1,000,000
Replacement of Airpacks 836,000 813,850 0 0 0 070806 0
CBR Scoreboard 1,000,000 0 0 0 0 070811 0
*Exterior Closure (Roofing) 0 0 0 0 0 2,500,00077503 0
Civic Ctr. Maintenance 0 0 0 0 0 175,00081067 0
*HVAC Repair/Replacements 0 0 0 0 0 2,500,000F0001 0
*Interior Repairs/Replacements 0 0 0 0 0 1,500,000F0002 0
Resurface Library Parking Lots 0 0 0 0 0 250,000T4620 0
Fuel Sites Equipment Upgrade 0 0 0 0 0 582,474T4730 0
EOC Equipment Replacement 0 0 0 0 0 610,122T5320 0
Replace HazMat Vehicle 0 0 0 0 0 616,071T5380 0

5,106,174 2,900,602 2,336,752 2,336,752 2,336,752 29,168,844Sub-Total - Existing Assets 5,060,601

New Assets
0

*CBR Land IGA 668,646 0 1,086,822 0 0 070808 0
668,646 0 1,086,822 0 0 0Sub-Total - New Assets 0

$5,774,820 $2,900,602 $3,423,574 $2,336,752 $2,336,752 $29,168,844Total Project Expenses: $5,060,601

Total FY 2018 Funding: $10,835,421

PROJECT DETAIL: 2070-General Gov Capital Proje Category: Other
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2070-General Gov Capital Proje Category: Other
OtherProject: 70800 - Building Maint. Reserve (I) Funding Source:

This project is intended to support carryover of the building maintenance reserve for emergency and unplanned repairs 
and replacement of building components for various city facilities

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$1,760 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$749,655Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$756,454Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$1,195,438Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $750,000 $750,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $2,500,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $2,703,307 $750,000 $750,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $2,500,000

OtherProject: 70801 - Camelback Ranch Maint. Reserve (I) Funding Source:

Camelback Ranch Maint. ReserveProject Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$40,577 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$176,832Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Design $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $500,000

$0Construction $525,000 $525,000 $525,000 $525,000 $525,000 $2,625,000

$198,879Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Engineering Charges $9,250 $9,250 $9,250 $9,250 $9,250 $46,250

$18,500Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$10,500Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Arts $5,250 $5,250 $5,250 $5,250 $5,250 $26,250

$0Miscellaneous/Other $197,252 $197,252 $197,252 $197,252 $197,252 $986,260

$307,441Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $752,729 $836,752 $836,752 $836,752 $836,752 $836,752 $4,183,760

OtherProject: 70802 - Barrel District Imp (I) Funding Source:

Extend concrete pathway adjacent to fruit packing structure at Sahuaro  Ranch ParkProject Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$15,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $15,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2070-General Gov Capital Proje Category: Other
OtherProject: 70803 - Capital Repair-Arena (I) Funding Source:

City's contractual obligation to annually fund the capital repair at the arena per the July 8, 2013 agreement. Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $2,500,000

$500,000Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $2,500,000

OtherProject: 70804* - Tennis Courts at Paseo Park (I) Funding Source:

Tennis court resurfacing at Paseo ParkProject Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$89,565Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $89,565 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

OtherProject: 70810* - TDMA Upgrade for RWC (I) Funding Source:

This project is a multi-year funded project for the TDMA upgrade of the Regional Wireless Cooperative (RWC) 
communications system. The TDMA technology will allow the RWC to almost double its capacity without the addition of 
more frequencies. Frequencies are limited in quantity and difficult to obtain. As the valley increases its hosting of major 
events, the radio system will be taxed. The TDMA technology will ease this burden. While not yet Federally mandated, 
TDMA in an inevitable technology upgrade. The scope of work includes 100% of the TDMA costs to the city.  Departments 
using the RWC include Police, Fire, Field Ops, and Water Services.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0IT/Phone/Security $1,183,422 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $1,183,422 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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PROJECT DETAIL: 2070-General Gov Capital Proje Category: Other
OtherProject: 84551 -  Civic Center Renovation (I) Funding Source:

 This enhancement would create another signature feature at the Glendale Civic Center. The east courtyard would be 
converted into more meeting room space with sky lighting. This project also involves renovating and developing the grass 
(open space), south of the Civic Center into functional use space that can be booked for private events.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $756,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,633,126

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,850

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $62,699

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $26,331

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $130,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $394,968

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $70,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,123,974

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Staffing $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $5,312,960

Supplies/Contr $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $337,190

Utilities $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $700,000

Bldg. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $499,550

Equip. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $99,910

Insurance $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $60,690

Electrical $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $89,920

Water $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $35,720

OtherProject: F0003* - Electrical Repairs/Replacement (I) Funding Source:

This project provides for funding in support of an annual program for the replacement and upgrade of lighting and 
electrical systems, which are required to restore lighting in city parks and upgrade lighting in city buildings.  These 
upgrades are expected to reduce the consumption of electricity usage citywide and restore safety and security for citizens 
utilizing city parks and facilities.  In FY 2022, these projects include lighting replacement at Bonsall North, Rose Lane and 
Sahuaro Ranch Parks.  The ongoing costs from FY 2023 to FY 2026 include funding for the annual program as well as 
previously deferred projects to upgrade park lighting systems.  

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,500,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,500,000
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FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2070-General Gov Capital Proje Category: Other
OtherProject: F0004* - Exterior Repairs/Replacements (I) Funding Source:

This project provides funding in support of an annual program for all exterior repairs and replacements such as painting, 
sealing, siding replacements, carpentry repairs, window and door replacements, ADA compliance, and plumbing repairs.  
Exterior repairs to city buildings are estimated to cost $100,000 annually and are needed to preserve, protect and extend 
the useful life of the infrastructure.  In FY 2022, project funding includes the replacement of siding and sealing/painting at 
Sahuaro Ranch Park and the airport terminal.  Keeping the exterior surface coated in paint products protects the 
underlying building materials.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $500,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $500,000

OtherProject: F0005* - City Hall - HVAC System (I) Funding Source:

Project provides for replacements and upgrades to the existing heating, ventilating and air conditioning (HVAC) system at 
Glendale city hall.  Three floors of city hall (basement, sub-basement, and aspects of the first floor) were upgraded in 
previous fiscal years; whereas the remaining floors were deferred to upcoming years in the capital plan.  Because the 
overall HVAC system has reached the end of its serviceable life, this project includes funding for the remaining floors 
(second, third, fourth and council chambers).  Upgrades will include replacement of air handling units on each floor, 
enhancements to the control units in each suite, ductwork, piping, and associated electrical work.  The HVAC system 
upgrades will improve indoor air quality and provide a new HVAC system life capacity of an additional 20+ years for the 
entire building.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,050,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $56,250

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $48,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $10,500

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,100,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $187,500

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,452,250
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Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2070-General Gov Capital Proje Category: Other
OtherProject: T1160 - City Hall Parking Garage (I) Funding Source:

As part of the emergency garage repair in FY 2009, the structural engineer provided additional maintenance 
recommendations for the remainder of the city hall garage related to replacement or repair of synthetic cushions. Over the 
past 25 years, the natural expansion and contraction of the structure's elements have pushed out of place many of the 
synthetic cushions on which the 366 concrete beams are seated. This has caused the concrete to wear against bare 
concrete causing deterioration. Also, there are four locations that have significant deterioration that will require extra 
maintenance and repair before the deterioration becomes more costly.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $150,000

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,300,000

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $33,504

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $43,000

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $13,000

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $135,689

No additional O and M is needed for this project.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,675,193

OtherProject: 70805 - Heart Monitors (R) Funding Source:

Purchase of 36 cardiac monitors. Currently, the department's heart monitors are adequate to provide service; however by 
FY 2019 they will be 14 to 15 years old and are expected to reach the end of their useful life. Heart monitors are 
considered a capital expenditure due to the type of equipment requiring to be updated all at the same time which cannot 
be phased in when replaced. Personnel must all be able to train and work on the same type, make and model of 
equipment. The department will continue to seek alternative funding mechanisms such as grants as they become 
available. Heart monitors are currently on a maintenance contract which will cover the cost to repair or replace a 
malfunctioned monitor through FY2013.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$1,000,000Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

O and M for the heart monitors would be needed starting in FY 2020. O and M will include two batteries a year per unit at 
($225 per battery x 60) and a 3% inflation has been added per year. A supplemental budget request will be submitted for 
once the project is near completion. O & M is currently budgeted in medical supplies.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2070-General Gov Capital Proje Category: Other
OtherProject: 70806 - Replacement of Airpacks (R) Funding Source:

Replacement of self-contained breathing apparatus (SCBAs) or air packs. The current supply is in compliance with 
National Fire Protection Association Standards through FY 2017. In FY 2017, 150 air packs will be outdated and in need 
of replacement. The useful life span of SCBAs is 7-10 years. Upgrades were completed in 2013 for all air packs. As 
components of the air packs fail, the department will repair or replace them using the department operating budget. Air 
packs are considered a capital expenditure due to the type of equipment requiring to be updated all at the same time; 
which cannot be phased in when replaced. Personnel must all be able to train and work on the same type, make and 
model of equipment. The department will continue to seek alternative funding mechanisms such as grants as they 
become available.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $836,000 $813,850 $0 $0 $0 $0

O and M includes maintenance and repair at $70,000 annually and an additional $36,000 (once every 5 years) for 2 hydro 
tests on 300 bottles at $60.00 per bottle that is performed every 5 years. The current SCBA budget is $17,291 and does 
not cover the O and M identified; an additional $350,000 is necessary. The $70,000 for annual maintenance and repair 
will be needed the year after purchase. A supplemental budget request will be submitted once the project is near 

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $836,000 $813,850 $0 $0 $0 $0

OtherProject: 70811 - CBR Scoreboard (R) Funding Source:

Purchase of scoreboard for Camelback RanchProject Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

OtherProject: 77503* - Exterior Closure (Roofing) (R) Funding Source:

This project provides funding in support of an annual roof repair and replacement program.  Ongoing roofing repairs and 
replacements are required to improve the condition of City facilities and extend the useful life of the infrastructure.  
Citywide condition assessments will be conducted annually to evaluate roof conditions.  In FY 20122, repairs or 
replacements to roofs at the Main Library, airport terminal, and Sahuaro Ranch Park buildings will be completed.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,500,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,500,000
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Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2070-General Gov Capital Proje Category: Other
OtherProject: 81067 - Civic Ctr. Maintenance (R) Funding Source:

The Civic Center's maintenance reserve annual allocation has been moved to operations as ongoing repair and 
maintenance of facility. The reserve will ensure that the Civic Center remains a competitive and high quality event venue 
and it is essential to the continued success of the facility.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $175,000

No additional O and M is needed.Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $175,000

OtherProject: F0001* - HVAC Repair/Replacements (R) Funding Source:

This project provides funding in support of an annual repair and replacement program for existing heating, ventilating and 
air conditioning (HVAC) systems at various city buildings, which have reached the end of their service life.  The 
replacements and upgrades identified in the annual HVAC Repair/Replacement Program are estimated to cost $500,000 
annually.  These HVAC system upgrades will improve air quality and renew life cycles of the replaced units.  Projects in 
FY 2022 include the airport terminal, community center north, and equipment management.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,500,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,500,000

OtherProject: F0002* - Interior Repairs/Replacements (R) Funding Source:

This project provides funding in support of an annual program for interior building repairs and replacements such as 
flooring, ceiling tiles, carpeting, painting, wall coverings, ADA compliance, plumbing, fire protection upgrades and 
carpentry.  Interior repair to city buildings are estimated to cost $300,000 annually and are needed to preserve, protect 
and extend the useful life of infrastructure.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,500,000

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,500,000
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FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2070-General Gov Capital Proje Category: Other
OtherProject: T4620 - Resurface Library Parking Lots (R) Funding Source:

This is a request to fund the repaving and sealing of the 26-year old asphalt parking lot at the Main Library and slurry seal 
the 14-year old parking lot at the Foothills Branch Library. The Main Library's parking lot has deteriorated to the point that 
a 1 1/2" fabric overlay is needed. The estimated cost to repair this is $97,283. A heavy grade slurry seal is recommended 
for the Foothills Branch Library in order to preserve the life span of the asphalt, which, with proper maintenance, should 
reach 20-30 years. The estimated cost for this is $33,188.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000

O and M is required for asphalt maintenance starting in 2021. The industry standard for asphalt maintenance is to seal 
every 2-3 years from the completion date. This type of maintenance includes crack sealing and restriping of parking lots. 
A supplemental budget request will be submitted once the project is near completion. Adjusted for the future, the annual 
O and M would be $30,479 for both lots (approximately $15,240 for each lot/year).

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Bldg. Maint. $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $609,580

OtherProject: T4730 - Fuel Sites Equipment Upgrade (R) Funding Source:

This project reflects the replacement of all City of Glendale fuel dispensing equipment that will reach its maximum useful 
life over the next ten years. The project includes installation of new fuel dispensing pumps, monitoring and tank leak 
detection systems and replacement of the fuel tracking system at The Field Operations Center, Fire Station 153 and Fire 
Station 155. Completion of this project will ensure reporting accuracy, equipment stability and integrity, and improved 
customer service.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $5,357

$0Construction $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $518,397

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,872

$0Engineering Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $25,664

$0Arts $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $5,184

$0Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $25,000

The software is a one-time purchase and the yearly license agreement will be paid through the departments existing 
budget.. No annual maintenance is required, if repairs are required vendors will be paid through existing operational 
budgets. Contributions to the Technology Replacement Fund are being made for the hardware currently being used and 
no additional hardware would be needed at this time.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $582,474

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

Supplies/Contr $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $10,000
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FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

PROJECT DETAIL: 2070-General Gov Capital Proje Category: Other
OtherProject: T5320 - EOC Equipment Replacement (R) Funding Source:

This project funds the replacement of the information technology based equipment in the City’s Emergency Operations 
Center (EOC), and places the EOC equipment in the city’s technology replacement fund (TRF) to ensure software and 
hardware updates occur in conjunction with normal city rollouts. The EOC was built in 2006 and EOC equipment was not 
funded for the TRF due to the annual cost. Equipment updates were to be funded through the capital improvement 
process as equipment reached the end of its service life. Not being part of the TRF, results in lack of timely equipment 
replacement and unfunded requirements each time there is a software update, modifications to hardware are required, or 
there are equipment failures. The frequency of these unfunded requirements continues to rise as the equipment ages. 
EOC equipment will be two and a half times past its typical service life in the year 2020.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $14,881

$0IT/Phone/Security $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $595,241

This project will replace existing equipment and systems at the EOC. This equipment will be placed in the technology 
replacement fund at a cost of $152,530 annually, or $610,122 over the four year replacement cycle. Approximately 1/4 of 
the equipment will be replaced each year. The equipment includes the audiovisual, software, hardware, and 
communications equipment used in the EOC to support emergency and special event operations.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $610,122

Operating Costs FY 2018 FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

PC/Vehicle Replacement $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $8,177,030

OtherProject: T5380 - Replace HazMat Vehicle (R) Funding Source:

Replacement of a HazMat vehicle for the hazardous materials team. The current truck will have served its useful life of 10 
years by FY 2019. This vehicle is supported by Fleet Management staff and anticipated mileage is 10,000 miles per year.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Finance Charges $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $12,321

$0Equipment $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $603,750

No additional O and M is needed since the Hazmat truck will be replacing the current vehicle, which will not be used as a 
reserve vehicle.

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $616,071

OtherProject: 70808* - CBR Land IGA (N) Funding Source:

This is an intergovernmental agreement with the City of Phoenix for repayment of land at Camelback Ranch Facility. The 
agree states the City will pay the following amounts:  FY 17 and 18 $668,646 - FY 20 $1,086,822 

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Land $668,646 $0 $1,086,822 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $668,646 $0 $1,086,822 $0 $0 $0
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FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

FUND SUMMARY: 2593 - City-Wide ERP Solution Category: Other
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
New Assets

0
City-Wide ERP Solution 2,862,221 1,132,837 0 0 0 072000 0

2,862,221 1,132,837 0 0 0 0Sub-Total - New Assets 0

$2,862,221 $1,132,837 $0 $0 $0 $0Total Project Expenses: $0

Total FY 2018 Funding: $2,862,221

PROJECT DETAIL: 2593 - City-Wide ERP Solution Category: Other
General FundProject: 72000 - City-Wide ERP Solution (N) Funding Source:

Replacement of the City's ERP system including modules for financials, procurement, budget,  and HR. This a mult-year 
phased project. The current Peoplesoft system will be reaching it's end of life and vendor 
support within the next two years. This system will replace all PS applications.

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$0Miscellaneous/Other $2,862,221 $1,132,837 $0 $0 $0 $0

Operating Description:

TOTAL $0 $2,862,221 $1,132,837 $0 $0 $0 $0
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FY 2018-2027 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Fund Summary and Project Detail

FUND SUMMARY: 1220-Arts Commission Category: Other
FY 2018: FY 2019: FY  2020: FY 2021: FY 2022: FYs 23-27:

Carryover New FundingCapital Project Expenses
New Assets

0
Municipal Arts Program 200,000 200,000 142,943 0 0 084650 683,849

200,000 200,000 142,943 0 0 0Sub-Total - New Assets 683,849

$200,000 $200,000 $142,943 $0 $0 $0Total Project Expenses: $683,849

Total FY 2018 Funding: $883,849

PROJECT DETAIL: 1220-Arts Commission Category: Other
Capital PlanProject: 84650 - Municipal Arts Program (N) Funding Source:

City Council Ordinance No. 1226 created a Municipal Art Fund which provides for the purchase of works of art for public 
places. This consists of commissioned, non-commissioned and the performing arts, all reviewed and recommended by the 
Glendale Arts Commission (via the Annual Arts Plan).  

Project Description:

Capital Costs FY 2018Carryover FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 FY 2022 FYs 23-27

$285,049Contingency $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$398,800Miscellaneous/Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$0Miscellaneous/Other $200,000 $200,000 $142,943 $0 $0 $0

Total O&M for maintaining the city art inventory is $173,162.Operating Description:

TOTAL $683,849 $200,000 $200,000 $142,943 $0 $0 $0
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 17-261, Version: 1

RESOLUTION NO. R17-43

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, CREATING AN
ENTERTAINMENT DISTRICT IN ACCORDANCE WITH ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES SECTION 4-207(C)(4).
Staff Contact:  Jean Moreno, Executive Officer Strategic Initiatives and Special Projects

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution creating an
entertainment district in the Centerline Redevelopment Area in accordance with Arizona Revised Statutes
(A.R.S.) Title 4-Arizona Liquor Law, § 207(C)(4) Entertainment District that would allow the city, on a case-by-
case basis, to approve exemptions from the distance restrictions prescribed in A.R.S. § 4-207 pertaining to the
location of certain types of liquor licenses within 300 feet of a church or school.

Background

In 2015, the former retail property located at 5734 W. Glendale Avenue was acquired by a church
organization for use as a church facility. The addition of a church at this location raised questions from the
business community about impacts on existing businesses and vacant properties in the area as it pertained to
the issuance of liquor licenses. This was also a concern for the city because in 2007 the City Council,
reinvigorated the mission to create a vibrant city center which ultimately culminated in the development of
the Centerline project. Over the course of roughly two years between 2007 and 2009, the City Council and
staff participated in a variety of community activities to gather key stakeholder and community input
regarding the continued development of the Glendale Avenue corridor. Some of the key themes that came
out of the public outreach process were to apply mixed development with good balance of uses for vitality,
variety, and sustainability including nightlife (see attached report for details).

A.R.S. § 4-207 prohibits the issuance of certain types of liquor license for any premises that are, at the time
the license application is received by the director, within 300 horizontal feet of a church, school building, or
fenced recreational area adjacent to the school building. This restriction is commonly referred to as the “300-
foot rule”. A church is defined as any building erected or converted for use as a church where services are
regularly convened, that is used primarily for religious worship and schooling, and that a reasonable person
would conclude is a church by reason of design, signs or architectural or other features (A.R.S. § 4-207(D)(1)).
A school is defined as any public or private school with any grades Kindergarten through 12 (A.R.S. § 4-207
(A)).

The 300-foot rule must be observed for the following license types:

· Series 6 Bar
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· Series 7 Beer & Wine Bar

· Series 8 Conveyance

· Series 9 Liquor Store

· Series 10 Beer and Wine Store

· Series 14 Private Club

· Series 16 Wine Festival/Fair

The following license types are not impacted by the 300-foot rule:

· Series 1 and 2 Producer

· Series 3 Microbrewery

· Series 4 Wholesaler

· Series 5 Government

· Series 11 Hotel-Motel

· Series 12 Restaurant

· Series 13 In-State Farm Winery

· Series 15 Special Event license

· Series 18 Craft Distillery

· Playing area of a golf course with an issued license

· A beer and wine license at a not-for-profit performing arts theatre with a permanent seating capacity
of at least 250 persons

· Validly issued licenses that were in place prior to the location of a church or school (these licenses can
be transferred to new owners at the same location)

State law allows places of worship and schools to be located within most zoning districts. The State
Legislature recognized the potential conflict between community desires to create day and night time
activation in certain areas based on entertainment uses and amended A.R.S. § 207 to include a provision that
allows the governing body of a city or town, on a case-by-case basis, to approve an exemption from the
distance restrictions set for churches and schools through the formation of an entertainment district (A.R.S. §
4-207(C)(4)). The number of entertainment districts allowed in any jurisdiction is based on municipal
population as follows:

· Population of at least 500,000 may designate no more than 3

· Population of at least 200,000 may designate no more than 2

· Population less than 200,000 may designate no more than 1

An entertainment district is defined as a contiguous area that is designated by a resolution adopted by the
governing body of a city or town that consists of no more than one square mile, that is no less than one-
eighth of a mile in width and that contains a significant number of entertainment, artistic and cultural venues
including music halls, concert facilities, theaters, arenas, stadiums, museums, studios, galleries, restaurants,
bars and other related facilities (A.R.S. § 4-207(C)(4).

Analysis

The creation of an entertainment district that would allow entertainment uses to coexist in the context of the
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The creation of an entertainment district that would allow entertainment uses to coexist in the context of the
downtown environment along with schools and churches has the potential to support economic development
in the downtown area. There are approximately 16 known churches and 2 schools (one of which is a co-
located church and school) that, when accounting for a 300-foot buffer zone, would fall within the proposed
boundary of the entertainment district. Most of those facilities fall within the heart of the downtown area
between 55th Drive and Grand Avenue. There has been market interest in converting former retail uses to
entertainment type uses that would require liquor licensing and there are several vacant properties in this
area that could benefit from market-driven redevelopment opportunities.

Glendale’s population dictates that only two entertainment districts could ever be created. An entertainment
district designation does not impact Zoning Ordinance regulations or provide any other rights or privileges to
businesses located within the district. The designation of an entertainment district is only relevant to the
issuance of liquor licenses that require observing the 300-foot rule.

The city conducted a public outreach effort that resulted in feedback outlining general support for the
concept with suggestions for maintaining the existing character of the area while creating the ability to attract
new uses to revitalize Centerline. The public outreach effort included the use of a survey tool to collect
consistent feedback which resulted in a total of 151 survey responses received between July 22, 2016 and
September 27, 2016.

Survey Summary Findings:

· 56% of respondents were in favor of the proposal

· 30% of respondents opposed the proposal

· 11% of respondents were undecided

· 3% of respondents did not provide an answer to this question

· A majority of business community respondents (92%) and resident respondents (56%) were in favor of
the proposal

Constituent Group Data:

· 58% of respondents were residents

· 20% of respondents were church leaders, parents/students, or school administrators

· 16% of respondents were business owners, property owners, or landlords

· 6% of respondents did not provide an answer to this question

Geographic Location Data:

· 48% of respondents represented the impacted 85301 zip code

· 32% of respondents represented the immediately adjacent 85302 and 85303 zip codes

· 15% of respondents represented other Glendale zip codes

· 3% of respondents represented non-Glendale zip codes

· 2% of respondents did not provide an answer to this question

A staff summary report and the full details of the survey, including commentary, are provided as an
attachment to this report. Themes from those in favor were that the proposal could create attraction,
diversity of uses, and revitalization. Themes from those opposed or expressing concern included concerns
about potential increases in undesirable behavior, impacts to the existing family-friendly environment, and
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about potential increases in undesirable behavior, impacts to the existing family-friendly environment, and
opposition towards liquor store uses.

Staff presented to the Planning Commission on August 4, 2016 providing information about the proposal and
seeking input and guidance from the Commission regarding whether there was general support for the
concept, were there any specific criteria that they would suggest be utilized by Council when evaluating
requests for exemptions, any suggestions or comments regarding the proposed district boundaries, or any
other concerns or need for additional information on the topic. One question was raised regarding whether
the proposal would allow billboards in the downtown area. The adoption of an Entertainment District does
not impact zoning and therefore would not have any impacts related to billboards. The Planning Commission
expressed support for moving forward with the proposal.

A public meeting was conducted on Wednesday, August 31, 2016 to provide an overview, answer any
questions, and seek public feedback. The meeting was attended by approximately 12 adults (not including
city staff and Councilmembers) and four people spoke publicly. Two were church pastors (including one that
also operates a school), one was a business owner who is also a resident, and one was a resident. The
feedback from those who spoke was general support of the concept and the city’s efforts to revitalize
downtown, but also the request that efforts be made to maintain the character of the downtown area and
consider impacts to adjacent properties in the decision-making process when individual exemptions are
considered.

Based on the public feedback received, staff developed exemption criteria to be included in the resolution for
Council consideration which addresses time, place, and manner considerations. These exemption criteria
would be utilized by the City Council when considering a request for an exemption to the 300-foot rule. At
the October 4, 2016 workshop a Council member requested that staff seek directed feedback from the faith
community regarding the exemption criteria. That outreach was conducted which resulted in the additional
feedback below:

· Expressed appreciation for the staff effort to provide information and answer questions which
provided transparency in the process and the proposed policy development

· Support for the proposal, but a concern that future staff and council respect the character of the area
and consider impacts to adjacent properties when considering exemption requests

· A desire to support City Council’s use of tools to develop downtown into a place that people want to
visit and support

· That downtown be a place that people can take their children during the day or evening and that more
music, restaurants, art, and activities for families are desirable

· That this proposal would not result in an increase in public drunkenness or allow drive-through liquor
stores

Also at the October 4, 2016 workshop two Council members offered suggestions regarding the proposed
boundaries for the district to include some of the properties to the north of Glenn drive between
approximately 52nd and 55th avenues and to consider bifurcating a currently vacant parcel that is located near
the Civic Center directly across from a church. Staff conducted follow-up on both of those suggestions. The
parcels to the north of Glenn drive are composed of small residential lots which created concerns regarding
being able to meet the 1/8 mile-wide criteria as referenced in the statute and future licensing could be
problematic in the case of parcel bifurcation. The proposed boundaries as shown on Exhibit A of the
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problematic in the case of parcel bifurcation. The proposed boundaries as shown on Exhibit A of the
resolution and the Church/School Buffer Zone Map are the same boundaries that were presented during the
public outreach process and at the October 4, 2016 workshop, no changes were made.

Previous Related Council Action

At the October 4, 2016 Workshop, staff presented the findings from the public outreach effort and sought
guidance from Council on whether the initiative should move forward and asked for any changes to the
recommended exemption criteria or proposed boundaries. Council provided comments regarding the map
boundaries, asked that the proposed exemption criteria be shared with the church leaders, and provided
consensus direction to bring this item to a future voting meeting for consideration.

At the May 3, 2016 Workshop, staff sought guidance from Council regarding the potential formation of an
entertainment district pertaining to the issuance of liquor licenses. Council directed staff to conduct public
outreach to solicit feedback and comments on the proposed creation of an entertainment district in
downtown Glendale. Council also directed staff to maximize the proposed boundary by extending east to
43rd Avenue and west of Grand Avenue.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Creating strategies that provide an agile response to market demands as it relates to the attraction
and location of businesses in the Centerline area is a significant concern for the long-term economic
vitality of the area. The Centerline is unique in that it represents the historic character of Glendale
and, because of prior Council actions and initiatives, is uniquely positioned to support mixed-use
development that encourages a dense, walkable core that would create a true live, work, play
environment benefitting residents, businesses, and visitors alike. To inform Council’s decision
regarding the creation of an entertainment district, staff conducted the following public outreach
activities.

· Development of a survey tool to capture consistent public feedback

· Direct mailer to 39 churches and 10 schools which included schools that would be impacted
and those in the immediate vicinity. The packet included: outreach letter with an offer to
meet/present to their constituency, fact sheet, and survey. Staff did not receive any requests
to meet, but did attempt phone contact to verify receipt of materials and offer to meet/answer
questions.

· Postcard mailer to over 470 Centerline businesses and the interested parties list maintained by
the Planning Department.

· Communication with Glendale Elementary School District which resulted in automated calls to
student households informing them of the proposal and public meeting.

· Email notification to the following groups:
o Registered neighborhoods in Cactus and Ocotillo districts

o Glendale Centerline Alliance

o Glendale Chamber of Commerce

o Downtown and Catlin Court merchants

· Two quarter-page advertisements in the Glendale Star in the August 18, 2016 and August 25,
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2016 print editions

· Inclusion in City Council newsletters

· Formal press release

· Public service announcement on Glendale 11

Public outreach efforts resulted in the following:

· 151 survey responses

· Staff presentations to:
o Glendale Chamber of Commerce Government Affairs Committee

o 5 and 5 Downtown Merchants alliance

o Glendale NEIGHBOR non-profit consortium

o Planning Commission

· Formal public meeting held on August 31st

· Five formal news articles and 2 opinion pieces in the Glendale Star, the Arizona Republic, and
Your West Valley (Independent Newsmedia Inc.)

· Formal letter of support from the Glendale Chamber of Commerce

Budget and Financial Impacts

There are no budget or financial impacts associated with this request.
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RESOLUTION NO. R17-43 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, CREATING 
AN ENTERTAINMENT DISTRICT IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES SECTION 4-207(C)(4).    

 
WHEREAS, A.R.S. § 4-207 restricts the granting of certain types of liquor licenses to 

establishments that are located within 300 horizontal feet of existing churches or schools; and, 
 
WHEREAS, A.R.S. § 4-207 allows the governing body of a city or town, on a case-by-case 

basis, to approve an exemption from the separation requirements for a church or a public or private 
school located in an area that is designated an entertainment district by the governing body of that 
city or town; and, 

 
WHEREAS, A.R.S. § 4-207 specifies the number of entertainment districts a city or town 

may designate based on population; and, 
 
WHEREAS, A.R.S. § 4-207 defines an entertainment district as a contiguous area that is 

designated by a resolution adopted by the governing body of a city or town that consists of no more 
than one square mile, that is no less than one-eighth of a mile in width, and that contains a 
significant number of entertainment, artistic and cultural venues, including music halls, concert 
facilities, theaters, arenas, stadiums, museums, studios, galleries, restaurants, bars and other related 
facilities; and, 

 
WHEREAS, existing law allows places of worship and schools to be located within most 

zoning districts without restriction; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Glendale community participated in a community visioning process for the 

downtown Glendale area known as Centerline and recommended strategies for supporting 
redevelopment of this area include, among other things, the application of mixed-use development 
with a balance of uses for vitality, variety, and sustainability including nightlife; and,  

 
WHEREAS, the city of Glendale conducted a public outreach effort regarding the potential 

formation of an entertainment district that resulted in feedback outlining general support with 
suggestions for maintaining the existing character of the area while creating the ability to attract new 
uses to revitalize Centerline; and,  

 
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the creation of an entertainment district 

that would allow entertainment uses to coexist in the context of the downtown environment along 
with schools and churches has the potential to support economic development in the downtown 
redevelopment area and is in the best interest of the city. 
 

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

SECTION 1.  That the City Council of the City of Glendale accepts and adopts the 
Centerline Entertainment District as shown and defined in Exhibit A. 

 



 

SECTION 2.   That the City Council of the City of Glendale will consider requests for 
exemptions from the separation requirements of A.R.S. § 4-207 (A) within the Centerline 
Entertainment District against the following time, place, and manner criteria: 

 
A.  Zoning and Land Use.  The proposed use complies with all applicable zoning 

requirements, including zoning specific to the Glendale Centerline Overlay District, and, if 

applicable, a conditional use permit was granted for the proposed use. 

 

B. Effects.  The proposed use is not materially detrimental to and will not adversely affect 

(1) any church or charter school that is within 300 feet of the proposed use, (2) the persons 

residing, working or visiting the entertainment district or surrounding neighborhoods, or (3) 

the surrounding properties, neighborhoods, and the city.  Adverse effects may result from 

several sources, including but not limited to the traffic, parking, safety, pedestrian 

accommodation and accessibility, hours of operation, noise or odor of the proposed use. 

 

C. Character.  The proposed use complements and enhances the surrounding area, and 

does not adversely affect the character of the Glendale Centerline, including but not limited 

to the family-friendly character of the area. 

SECTION 3.  Severability.  In the event any part, portion or paragraph of this Resolution is 
found to be invalid by any court of competent jurisdiction, the invalidity of such part, portion, or 
paragraph will not affect any other valid part, portion, or paragraph of this Resolution and effectiveness 
thereof; 

 
SECTION 4.  That this Resolution becomes effective in the manner provided by law. 
 
PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of Glendale, 

Maricopa County, Arizona, this 13th day of June, 2017. 
 

                                                      
  Mayor Jerry P. Weiers 

ATTEST: 
 
                                                              
Julie K. Bower, City Clerk             (SEAL) 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
                                                              
Michael D. Bailey, City Attorney 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
                                                              
Kevin R. Phelps, City Manager 
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City of Glendale, Arizona 
Community Input Summary 

 
Since the genesis of the Centerline project at the City Council planning retreat in November 
2007 much activity has occurred to address the strategic direction set by the Council’s top 
priority to “Create a Vibrant City Center”.  This visionary intention was brought to life by a 
directive for action... “ Expedite creation of a downtown (re) development strategy engaging the 
public, business community, City Council and external professional support.”  Since then, 
hundreds of stakeholders across a broad range of age, role and walk of life participated in one or 
more of a variety of events and input conversations.  The intention in design of these events to 
gain community perspective as the Council directed was to inform, involve and inspire. 
Indications suggest that all the events have appreciated by the public.  The public input 
continues and will be updated periodically. However, the information to date suggests some 
common vision themes that are shared across the wide variety of participants and likely to be 
representative of the community. This report provides a summary of each input process and the 
overall shared vision themes. 
 
Shared vision themes 

 Be sure the plan represents history,  & character that is uniquely Glendale 

 Include public spaces with water, seating, art, character 

 Attractive landscaping throughout will define the area 

 Don’t lose local businesses that define Glendale 

 Apply mixed development with good balance of uses  

 Be creative and willing to consider new ideas…adapt 

 Stay in touch with the public as decisions are made 

 Businesses keep the area clean and well maintained 

 Balanced mixed use for vitality, variety and sustainability 

 Keep and expand special events, night life 
 
Much more detail is available in the complete detailed summary of each event. This summary 
presumes that the reader has access to that detail and is familiar with the nature of each event 
listed.   
 
Discovery Tours 

 Be true to your community character 

 Have open public spaces 

 Be insistent on historic preservation 

 Make parking convenient 

 Public art 

 Balance of small, medium, large business/residential… mixed use 

 Preserve local flavor  

 Convenient parking 

 Apply imagination to the effort… be creative 

 Streetscapes define spaces 

 Many activities & events to create vibrancy 
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 Active street level business without dead space 

 Creative use of financial tools 

 Create a unique Glendale sense of place and good connections 
 
Business Breakfast 

 Include the public, listen carefully and take their input into account 

 Form a shared vision that is inclusive, achievable and compelling 

 Make the Centerline authentically Glendale & unique 

 Form a broad strong economic base… mixed use 

 Be adaptive and design renewable spaces… be flexible 

 Provide organization and policy support 

 Form a cohesive political viewpoint 

 Have distinctive architecture and landscaping 

 Think outside the box 

 Include small, local, ethnic restaurants that show Glendale culture 

 Respect the changing nature of commerce 
 
Congress of neighborhoods 

 Small town feel with larger city amenities 

 Keep Glendale charm that makes us special 

 Keep service level and access to government 

 Committed leadership and public policy support 

 Community and neighborhood involvement 

 Historical significance and appearance preserved 

 Diversity of community and character areas 

 Support existing business and emphasize local small 

 Family oriented friendly community 
 
Vision Fair 

 Small town feel 

 Historic preservation 

 Special events 

 Clean up the blight 

 Arts ands culture 

 Landscaping improvements 

 Family friendly sense of community 

 Diversity 

 People spaces, water, seating, play 

 Mayor, Council openness 
 
ASU Community workshop 

 Connections 

 Preserve the landmarks 

 Transportation options 

 Mixed use development 
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 Nightlife 

 Entertainment 
 
Traveling booth 

 Small town feel with big city amenities 

 Historical buildings 

 Family oriented 

 Variety of special events 

 Address safety issues 

 More shops & restaurants 

 Landscaping and pedestrian spaces 

 Maintain properties, clean up blight 

 Mixed use development 
 
Property owners breakfast 

 More people/ activities/ events 

 Clean, safe, attractive streetscape 

 Historic character 

 Clear vision and momentum 

 Encourage small local business  

 More nightlife 

 Maintain properties 

 Vibrant mixed use 
 
Business owners breakfast 

 Access/ pedestrian friendly 

 Hometown/small town 

 Safe, clean, comfortable 

 Redevelopment plan/ policy to support  

 Vibrant, quaint, historic 

 Uniform hours of operation/ businesses work together 

 Activities and events 

 Outdoor seating 

 Mixed use / diversity of business and buildings  
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 

RABowers 
 
Richard A. Bowers 
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SURVEY RESULTS – PROPOSED DOWNTOWN ENTERTAINMENT DISTRICT 

Overview 
At the May 3, 2016 Workshop, Council directed staff to conduct public outreach in order to solicit 
feedback and comments on the proposed creation of an entertainment district in downtown 
Glendale.  A primary component of that outreach was a survey tool used to solicit feedback from 
any interested parties. The survey was provided both online and in hardcopy.  The survey was 
also provided in both English and Spanish.  A copy of the survey and a full listing of all the 
responses received accompanies this summary report.  
 

Results Summary 
56% of all respondents reported that they were in favor of the creation of an Entertainment 
District in downtown Glendale.  Of the 151 survey responses received, 85 indicated they 
supported the proposal, 45 indicated that they did not support the proposal, 17 indicated that 
they were undecided, and 4 provided no response.  Further evaluation of the survey data showed 
that there were differing levels of support among different constituency groups with 92% of 
business community respondents, 56% of resident respondents, and 36% of 
church/school/parent/student respondents in support of the proposal.  
 
Those in favor generally discussed the opportunity to draw more people into downtown, the 
opportunity to attract more diverse businesses, the increased entertainment options it would 
offer for Glendale residents and visitors, and the opportunity for increased economic 
development and downtown revitalization.  Common issues raised by those not in support 
included concerns about drunk driving, undesirable behavior and fights, the closeness to schools, 
and a desire to keep the quaint, family-friendly environment currently in downtown Glendale.  
There was particular concern about the possibility of liquor stores opening near schools. 

 

Yes
56%

No
30%

Undecided
11%

No response
3%

All Respondents
(151 Responses)
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SURVEY RESULTS – PROPOSED DOWNTOWN ENTERTAINMENT DISTRICT 

Number of Responses by Constituency Group 
In total, 151 survey responses were received over a 9-week period.  The majority of the responses 
were submitted online (130) and 21 were received in hardcopy.  The following chart shows the 
number of survey responses received by Constituency Group.  
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SURVEY RESULTS – PROPOSED DOWNTOWN ENTERTAINMENT DISTRICT 

Number of Responses by Zip Code 
The majority of the responses received (48%) were from the 85301 zip code which includes the 
proposed entertainment district area and an additional 33% of responses were received from 
the 85302 and 85303 zip codes which represent the neighboring areas.  The following chart 
shows the number of responses received by zip code. 
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SURVEY RESULTS – PROPOSED DOWNTOWN ENTERTAINMENT DISTRICT 

Responses by Constituent Group 

 
*Includes Business Owner and Landlord/Property Owner constituent groups 

 

Yes
92%

No
8%

Business Community Respondents
(24 Responses)

Yes
56%No

31%

Undecided
12%

No response
1%

Resident Respondents
(87 Responses)
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SURVEY RESULTS – PROPOSED DOWNTOWN ENTERTAINMENT DISTRICT 

 
*Includes Church Leader, Parent/Student, and School Administrator constituent groups 

Yes
36%

No
42%

Undecided
19%

No response
3%

Church and School Respondents
(31 Responses)



Proposed Downtown Glendale Entertainment District Survey Responses 

1. Which category do you 
most affiliate with as it 
relates to your position on 
the proposed 
Entertainment District? 

2. Please provide 
the zip code of 
your home, work, 
or business 
(whichever most 
influences your 
position on this 
issue) 

3. Are you in 
favor of the 
creation of an 
Entertainment 
District in 
downtown 
Glendale? 4. Why or why not?

5. Do you 
agree with the 
proposed 
district 
boundaries? 6. Why or why not?  If not, what changes to the boundaries would you recommend?

7. Do you have any remaining concerns or need any 
additional information to make a decision on this topic? 

Church Leader 85051 No
Even though I live just east of Glendale (39th Ave) I attend UMC in Glendale, shop - etc - just can't 
see this helping growth in the historic area Undecided

I think there are some large vacant areas that need to be seriously considered in profitable ways 
for the city What other choices for this area you have considered

Resident 85301 No No
Business Owner 85301 No it WAS an antique district until you started your restaurant push No bring back antique stores

Business Owner 85302 No
why extend it all the way toward 43rd Ave?  Downtown is 
probably okay.  

Church Leader 85301 No
Already have smoke shops and liquor stores near our church and school. I do not like the idea of 
more in the areas influencing our neighboring children. No

Although having an Entertainment district could bring in reverse, would it help smaller 
businesses or do more damage to them? No.

Church Leader 85301 No

Although I'm not a teetotaler, and have no objection to wine bars or restaurants serving alcohol, this 
District does not appear to have restrictions on such things as seedier bars and/or liquor stores, both 
of which will begin a downward spiral of the area as opposed to adding to its appeal as a destination 
place. No Too close to schools. There are public, private, and parochial schools in that area.  

Please re-think the parameters of the District. Can it be a 
more restrictive as to usage? (See #4)

Church Leader 85301 No Alcohol isn't an answer to failed businesses and broken down strategies. No

Westgate is great for an Entertainment District. Downtown 
Glendale is great for families and local festivals. Business 
managers need to be encouraged to keep their places 
open later in the night especially on the weekends. 

Church Leader 85301 No No vetting of businesses. Wine bars treated the same as liquor stores. No Too close to schools and churches.  Expand Westgate to the east.
Liquor stores and bar signal deterioration of downtown 
areas, not revitalization.

Parent/Student 85301 No
It bothers me that one of the boundaries is the street in front of a school.  I'm concerned with the 
excess traffic that will be driving within actual neighborhoods vs main streets. No Shift them so that traffic exits to main streets vs into the neighborhood.

I would like to know when this started and what the existing 
boundaries look like. I'm also concerned that this survey 
did not provide a Spanish option since there is a higher 
concentration of residents in the affected area that may 
need that option.

Parent/Student 85301 No I don't want liquor sold by my children's school. Undecided
School Administrator 85301 No Liquor should not be near schools No Close to three elementary schools
School Administrator 85301 No Liquor should not be near schools No Close to three elementary schools

Church Leader 85302 No It would bring more traffic which Glendale Ave can't hold - more drunks Undecided Not familiar with some of area
Who is going to pay for this; where is the money coming 
from?

Church Leader 85302 No I grew up in Glendale.  We did not allow liquor in the downtown area.  I still feel that way. No Do not want entertainment district downtown at all. No, no, no.
Parent/Student 85302 No Too close to schools Undecided

Parent/Student 85302 No It's unnecessary and would bring the class of the downtown area into a decline. Yes They are fine the way they are.

Please consider the residents of the community and how it 
would effect them instead of those who would just be 
swinging by the area for a drink.

Resident 85301 No You're endangering children by letting drunks drive our streets near our schools. No Too close to too many schools Why are you endangering children? Whose idea is this?

Resident 85301 No

Before starting something of this magnitude please take care of things we actually need.  What 
happens to the historical district and all that is now in
existence?  The biggest issue is where is the $$ coming from to bring this to something worth while 
and does not bring in too much FUN and FROLIC?? No No changes necessary if you don't keep pursuing this project.

The westside has never and will never bring folks in from 
the eastside, so there's no reason to try and compete.

Resident 85301 No
Not interested in additional "night-life" traffic to our neighborhood. Family restaurants and businesses 
that people want to visit and shop at are what's needed. No Keep the entertainment district at Westgate and the Casino. 

Glendale Glitters attracts thousands because it's fun for 
families and people of all ages-not because they can drink 
alcohol. Keep this in mind. Creating an entertainment 
district won't equal crowds and revenue for downtown 
Glendale. Keep downtown Glendale as a fun place to 
hangout with shops and restaurants and keep the bars and 
the night-life scene at Westgate. If something needs to 
change in downtown Glendale it's the shop owners staying 
open past 6-7pm and it's the property owners who need to 
sell their EMPTY shops or rent them at half the price 
they're currently asking for. Thinking that turning downtown 
Glendale into an entertainment district will solve all the 
problems is a refusal to look what's currently "broken" and 
needs fixing. 

Thank you. 

-Concerned Resident

Resident 85301 No
Because I think the size is to big and it is to close to homes. I don't think you need to change zoning 
to add places to eat. We don't need more drinking places just to get dollars from the tax rate No Don't see a need to change the zoning already in place

Would like to know changes if there are any before they 
become final

Resident 85301 No
Depends on what is included. I would support restaurants and other food serving establishments 
serving alcohol; however, I DO NOT support it if this will include liquor stores. No

I disagree with bringing the boundary south to Ocotillo between 45 &47 Aves. Keep it strictly 
along Glendale Ave. 

As previously stated, I would support this if it only include 
food serving establishments; however, I will openly oppose 
it if it includes liquor stores.  

Resident 85301 No My church has just opened in Downtown Glendale Yes
There should not be exemptions when it comes to allowing liquor licenses within 300ft of any 
church or school.

There should be respect and honor upheld when it comes 
to protecting the gathering of any faith members or 
students in any school.  I am not opposed to the expansion 
of Downtown Glendale as long as the limits are upheld.

Resident 85302 No
I do not feel that we need the entertainment district as large as you are proposing.  We also need to 
be more cautious on the liquor licenses because of the schools and the church's in the area. No It needs to be smaller.

I also feel that alcohol should be the driving force behind 
the entertainment district.

Resident 85302 No

to approve liquor licensing in the area of churches and schools solely for the economic 
enhancement of entertainment venues does not justify this enhancement. People can be entertained 
without access to liquor, and that way is safer in these areas. Undecided

1/5



Proposed Downtown Glendale Entertainment District Survey Responses 

1. Which category do you 
most affiliate with as it 
relates to your position on 
the proposed 
Entertainment District? 

2. Please provide 
the zip code of 
your home, work, 
or business 
(whichever most 
influences your 
position on this 
issue) 

3. Are you in 
favor of the 
creation of an 
Entertainment 
District in 
downtown 
Glendale? 4. Why or why not?

5. Do you 
agree with the 
proposed 
district 
boundaries? 6. Why or why not?  If not, what changes to the boundaries would you recommend?

7. Do you have any remaining concerns or need any 
additional information to make a decision on this topic? 

Resident 85302 No

My feeling is that the downtown area is what attracted me to Glendale forty years ago. I think the 
area has already been damaged by the development of the arena and stadium with the surrounding 
"entertainment" facilities. Why do we need more? Leave the historic down town as it is and do not try 
to drag bars and clubs to the area. No

I am totally opposed to the idea. We have the area around the stadium and along Northern. No 
need for this. No. City needs to rethink and reject.

Resident 85302 No

It would be fine if no liquor were involved.  You can have fun w/o liquor.  It needs to be family friendly.  
Bars are not a good influence for children.  Downtown Glendale has the Methodist Church, the new 
church that is where the Mad Hatter used to be, the Lutheran Church, the Landmark School and the 
Velma League Library all within a few blocks of each other.  It would taint the wholesome flavor of 
our downtown with what we have tried to build for decades.  No Keep it out at the arena and stadium area.  We don't need it downtown, too.

No liquor!!!!  You insert a new equation of possible trouble 
and additional Police presence with alcohol.

Resident 85302 No

Liquor licenses for the area would not be a good fit. Downtown Glendale used to be a daily 
destination for quaint shops and antiques, known all over the US for that. Now it will be just another 
place to go eat and leave, or drink and drive for the locals, one of many already in the area. The city 
has already made it hard for the shops to stay in business.  The Grand Avenue project hurt so many 
of them. Now, with the light rail tearing up the street for years, it will be the end of them. Sad to see 
the demise of downtown, and sad that the city thinks the only way to bolster traffic there is to bring in 
bars and liquor stores. Too bad the city doesn't care about the businesses already there. I already 
have to travel to Phoenix to make purchases I used to make there. At least I pay less tax on my 
purchases in Phoenix. Hate to see my taxes being used to fight things like the casino and Coyotes, 
they are in a great spot-happy to have them, but not to help the shops in Glendale. Having a bar next 
to the shops will not drive any customers to them. No Prefer not to have liquor licenses in the area.

No, have already made my decision, and it seems the city 
has already made theirs as well. 

Resident 85302 No It will cause to much drinking and noise, Undecided no

Resident 85302 No
Bringing  more alcohol and drinkers into the city is a bad idea. more traffic , more drunk drivers is a 
very bad idea. No See above

Resident 85302 No To close to school we do not need any drunk drivers there is already enough. No We don't need to have a business like this serving alcohol around any school.

Resident 85302 No

There are so many obligations the City already has that are not being fulfilled. To take on another 
job, one that is not a necessity, should be out of the question. Our roads and parks need attention.
Besides the area around the stadium is already under development and should be used rather than 
Glendale Avenue. Who would come to downtown Glendale for nightlife: Gangs, drunks, or other 
unsavory members of our society? No Too broad. If it must be it should be shorter. Kept in the square area.

Crime is rising and this would invite more crime. Bars are a 
great target for unemployed and desperate folks.

Resident 85302 No It could lead to underage drinking and violence during family events Undecided

Resident 85302 No I like downtown Glendale the way it is No One change I would like see them go smaller
I do not have any remaining concerns or need any 
additional information to make a decision on this topic.

Resident 85303 No Glendale can not even hold on to the coyotes, how this going to work out. No
Resident 85303 No To close to schools, too many traffic lights, encourages alcohol,  don't need more drunk drivers No Maintain current boundaries 
Resident 85303 No No need for any other bar Yes Boundaries must be kept.

Resident 85303 No

Look what drunkess causes fights strife why would they want it close to schools and endanger 
children what if there's a fight people do act different being drunk I worry for the safety of the children 
and the community No

For alcoholism to stay away from the schools and children why would you want your children 
seeing people drunk what are we showing them that drinking alcohol is ok 

I understand the city is all about making money and profit's 
but think about the children and the safety of the 
community 

Resident 85303 No I feel that it would bring down the quality of our city. No Do not do it at all please.

I feel we should choose quality over quantity. We already 
are beginning to have issues with our area with drugs and 
drinking, adding a entertainment district will encourage 
even more low class, thug life living. Just look at all the 
other major cities with entertainment districts, sure they are 
fun to visit, but not fun to live in.

Resident 85305 No
We have Westgate and should focus on building that which is already established. Going across 
Grand Ave is also a cumbersome  and parking is poor downtown. Undecided Not really. Need light rail from Westgate to downtown.

Resident 85308 No

Alcohol does not equate to entertainment and that is all this seems to be about. There are plenty of 
places to drink nearby, no need to permanently change the zoning in order to provide an increased 
number of drinking establishments. Yes

Resident 85308 No
Alcohol is never a good thing to being more of. More drunk people on streets in a place that would 
be better without. Undecided

Resident 85308 No Unless totally family and children oriented - no liquor No Too large - encompasses too many churches and schools
Alcohol causes loose morals, lack of control.  Add if 
marijuana is passed - real danger problem.

85301 No Glendale should be a family oriented place. I love living in that kind of community. No Move it elsewhere - Westgate? Look for other ways to revitalize downtown.
85302 No don't think it's the answer No

No
We don't need a lot of drunks walking the streets of downtown Glendale after dark.  That will keep 
family events away.  Undecided

Church Leader 85301 Undecided

I fully support the development of the downtown but wonder what this will do to the property on 56th 
Avenue and south of Palmaire.  We would not like to see a tavern there or a venue for live music or 
outdoor music.  Because the information offered is so broad, it is difficult to understand what impact 
this might make. Undecided see answer above see answer above.  

Church Leader 85301 Undecided

Entertainment  is OK but should discourage liquor/alcohol beverages.  Our youth need better 
examples.  Check Glendale's past history.  Not good for type of business down town now.  Please 
NO liquor laws passed for down town. Undecided Need more info, will look for info in Glendale Star.

Resident 85301 Undecided I do not know all of the properties which would be affected. No
The boundary listed on the website appears to be much larger than one square mile and I do not 
know all of the properties which would be affected. A list of affected properties would be helpful.

Resident 85301 Undecided

am partially blind, i currently am not fond of Downtown sidewlaks as they are now... so will the distirct 
cause the area to have improved sidewalks... 
2. due to limited Finances, i am restricted on my outings and have to go to eateries w value priced 
meals like Fast food or Tafco bell... 
all those fast food places are on 43/glendale or not in downtown... 
plus i live on bus route.. Undecided with my magnification viewer, had trouble w the current map colors even on Reverse color

it depends on if the "district" will be redeveloped..
currently there are 2 bus stops that are in the dark in the 
area..
59 sb , S of Glendale & one East of, about 58th.. 
will ask staff at meeting on the map boundaries..
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Proposed Downtown Glendale Entertainment District Survey Responses 

1. Which category do you 
most affiliate with as it 
relates to your position on 
the proposed 
Entertainment District? 

2. Please provide 
the zip code of 
your home, work, 
or business 
(whichever most 
influences your 
position on this 
issue) 

3. Are you in 
favor of the 
creation of an 
Entertainment 
District in 
downtown 
Glendale? 4. Why or why not?

5. Do you 
agree with the 
proposed 
district 
boundaries? 6. Why or why not?  If not, what changes to the boundaries would you recommend?

7. Do you have any remaining concerns or need any 
additional information to make a decision on this topic? 

Church Leader 85301 Undecided
Although there seem to be plenty of restaurants & bars that serve alcohol in the area. I'm not sure 
about the quality of entertaining establishments that might seek to secure liquor licenses.    Yes It seems to be the highest concentration of existing restaurants, bars, etc. 

I would like some assurance of quality control of 
restaurants and bars that might seek liquor licenses.  Our 
church & school is at 58th Dr and Glen Dr. 

Church Leader 85301 Undecided No limit district boundary to extend from 43rd to 55th No

School Administrator 85301 Undecided

It would depend on what impact it would have on our school. If this Entertainment District will bring in 
people that will be disruptive to the atmosphere of historic downtown Glendale, then I am not in favor 
of it. But if the nice, friendly, atmosphere that already exists will continue then I will be in favor of it. Yes The boundaries seem fine as they are. 

More information as to what type of "entertainment" will be 
made available within the boundaries will be needed in 
order for me to make an informed decision. 

Church Leader 85302 Undecided Undecided need additional information
85301 Undecided Undecided

Resident 85301 Undecided
I believe we can have an entertainment district without increasing the number of liquor licenses 
issued. Yes

It seems to coincide with the current venue for the main established entertainment events such 
as Glendale Glitters, etc.

Entertainment and recreation do not need to be bolstered 
by alcohol and other substances of abuse.

Resident 85301 Undecided Don't know enough Undecided

Resident 85301 Undecided
I am in favor of businesses that offer food or bookstores, etc that offer wine/beer and 
microbreweries, but not bars and liquor stores. Undecided

I want to maintain the historical character of downtown Glendale. Very concerned about what 
this could turn into. Parking, security, etc.

Do you honestly feel people from across the valley will 
drive to Glendale for more liquor when they have it close to 
their homes.  Unless we have theater, or other businesses, 
they won't. We have to offer more - not just bars.

Resident 85302 Undecided No I do not feel there should be an exemption for the nearness to churches and/or schools.

Resident 85304 Undecided not enough information, hopefully will be able to decide after meeting Yes brings visitors to downtown area

do charter schools fall under term "school"? music and 
bands and will this be a disruption to community if this is 
allowed?

Resident 85308 Undecided
The type of "clubs" is not specified. Would strip clubs, for example, be approved. I wouldn't support 
those types of clubs. Undecided

I'm guessing that the boundaries apply to the centerline. Is that what you want the centerline to 
be noted for?

You need to provide much more information about the 
types of establishments that would be welcomed if this 
were created. What about educational institutions. Would 
they be located in this area?

Resident 85308 Undecided Yes
like to know what the current businesses in downtown feel 
about this district being formed.

Resident 85308 Undecided Downtown is a long way from Arrowhead and most of the time we don't go there. Yes It is an area of town that I don't frequent very often so it looks OK to me.

Is there a real benefit to Glendale other than to bring 
people to downtown?  Again this is a very localized topic 
for a city with the geographic size of Glendale.

Business Owner 85301 Yes Glendale was once a "destination" for antiques; it needs to become a "destination" once again. Yes We need to attract visitors to the downtown area; think tax base.
I think light rail in the downtown area will be a huge 
mistake.

Business Owner 85301 Yes Anything to bring in more customers. Yes
Business Owner 85301 Yes Yes
Business Owner 85301 Yes Development of City, economical growth. Attraction of more tourist. Yes Agreed to boundries Everything is looking great.
Business Owner 85301 Yes Stimulate foot traffic in the neighborhood Yes
Business Owner 85301 Yes Yes
Business Owner 85301 Yes I think it will help bring life and business to the downtown area. Undecided

Business Owner 85301 Yes
It would allow more diverse business which would increase overall customer base n exposure to all 
business Yes

I will try to attend meeting. The transient problem may 
increase. I recommend bike and or walking police 
presence. This will allow a better feeling of safety for the 
evening traffic. It will also be necessary to keep the area 
(trash containers) clean and the area around them better 
maintained.

Business Owner 85301 Yes Make Glendale a destination spot Yes
Business Owner 85301 Yes Undecided They seem to jog here there and everywhere no
Business Owner 85301 Yes Encourage more traffic to expose my business Undecided
Business Owner 85301 Yes Yes none none
Business Owner 85301 Yes Yes

Business Owner 85301 Yes Provides for additional business opportunities with the sale of alcohol. Yes
They seem to capture the majority of the downtown area while remaining in compliance with the 
overall limitations of the district.

As a new district established within the city, would it be 
required to be ADA compliant? 

Business Owner 85301 Yes I agree because it will bring more people to the area and create interest in my business. Yes
Landlord/Property Owner 85301 Yes Would help draw people into the downtown area. Yes
Landlord/Property Owner 85301 Yes Yes
Landlord/Property Owner 85301 Yes Need to bring life back to the heart of Glendale Yes

85301 Yes it will help revitalize downtown and centerline Yes yes, with the exception of including the SW corner shopping center at 43rd Ave and Glendale None

85301 Yes it may help with developing the east end of Glendale Ave Yes

I still have some concerns about the light rail and I assume 
this to help promote it.  I have discussed this with my staff 
and with our parish.

85301 Yes
The antique district is dying, we need to keep up with the market demand, keep our Glendale dollars 
in Glendale or bring them with our festivals, make Glendale a destination Yes

This is a drive by area through the heart of Glendale heading to Westgate, why not have some 
great food to stop and enjoy then head to the game or movie at Westgate. Keep the area safe, a 
beautiful walking area, wonderful for family time. Moving homeless out of downtown area

Landlord/Property Owner 85301 Yes
Without this designation we would lose valuable businesses and hurt our big downtown events like 
the Chocolate Affair, etc. Yes

Church Leader 85301 Yes
The more businesses we have the more people we will attract. The more people we attract, the 
more opportunities we have for our church to be seen. Yes The boundaries are close to our church property. No, I do not.

Church Leader 85301 Yes More theater and other entertainment like children's theater, museums, concert venues Yes to rejuvenate the area

Parent/Student 85301 Yes Economic development in our community. New businesses will help create a strong local economy. Yes Adding the whole corner of 43rd ave and Glendale Ave. 
I would like more information on what they are planning on 
building in the future if entertainment district gets approved. 

School Administrator 85301 Yes keep the community involved Yes walking distance for our community N/A
Parent/Student 85302 Yes To generate more traffic for the local businesses in the area. Yes
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Proposed Downtown Glendale Entertainment District Survey Responses 

1. Which category do you 
most affiliate with as it 
relates to your position on 
the proposed 
Entertainment District? 

2. Please provide 
the zip code of 
your home, work, 
or business 
(whichever most 
influences your 
position on this 
issue) 

3. Are you in 
favor of the 
creation of an 
Entertainment 
District in 
downtown 
Glendale? 4. Why or why not?

5. Do you 
agree with the 
proposed 
district 
boundaries? 6. Why or why not?  If not, what changes to the boundaries would you recommend?

7. Do you have any remaining concerns or need any 
additional information to make a decision on this topic? 

Parent/Student 85302 Yes
City revenue increase as result. Hopefully coinciding with Light Rail route for the Entertainment 
District Yes N/A

I strongly believe routing the Light Rail through said district 
would bring more people to the events while reducing 
traffic flow and, therefore, reduce potential DUI issues from 
said proposal.

Parent/Student 85302 Yes Would bring culture and business to downtown Glendale Undecided I'm not aware of the boundaries as of yet

Parent/Student 85305 Yes

Downtown Glendale is out dated. The few new restaurants down there like Cuff, the hotel restaurant 
and the steakhouse are exciting and a sign of good things to come. Let's hope they're mostly non 
chain and gastro pub types (i.e. not like Westgate). And Cuff's venue is also cause for excitement. As 
a Glendale resident, I shouldn't have to drive to other cities to see comedy, concerts, etc. Undecided

If it's in line with the light rail plan then Glendale should be poised to become more than a sleepy 
suburb. 

Resident 85268 Yes I'm an entertainer, so I'm excited by the prospect of new venues. Undecided
I'm not familiar enough with the downtown area to make an informed decision,  so I'll defer to 
local business owners on that decision. 

Resident 85301 Yes Yes

Resident 85301 Yes Undecided

The boundary is very logical and encompasses existing and future Glendale Centerline 
development , except for the SWC of 43rd Avenue and Glendale Avenue. The shopping center 
should be included since it is an excellent gateway development site. It is near schools and 
churches which could preclude redevelopment opportunities unless it is placed in the 
Entertainment District.

The Entertainment District is an essential tool for adaptive 
reuse and redevelopment of downtown and the Glendale 
Centerline. The new church taking over the Mad Hatter 
shop removes a huge retail and  tax source for downtown. 
The downtown needs all the help it can get to survive and 
have options for visitors to enjoy and keep coming to 
historic downtown Glendale.

Resident 85301 Yes It will liven up the area. Possibly cut down on homeless and graffiti Yes In the heart of DT Glendale is perfect
Get better parking. If this proposal is to bring people here. 
The parking definitely is a big issue.

Resident 85301 Yes Yes
Resident 85301 Yes would allow more business to move in to vacant spaces Yes
Resident 85301 Yes Glendale functions like a backwoods city, it's time to turn some lights on. Yes There are really few houses in that area that it would affect families. No
Resident 85301 Yes will give residents more activities in evening especially adults. dancing,dining,friendship. Yes will not effect area neighborhoods and increase business interest.
Resident 85301 Yes To create a more vibrant downtown Yes
Resident 85301 Yes Great opportunity for downtown revitalization Yes
Resident 85301 Yes Bring more people to Glendale Yes

Resident 85301 Yes It will be good for local business No Liquor should only be served in the down town restaurant in a more control environment.

You are more likely to have a better community relation if 
people are not walking around drinking.  When people are 
under the influence of alcohol they push boundaries and 
make it uncomfortable to other and our Elderly and 
parents with small children love coming to down town 
Glendale because of the inviting  atmosphere and we must 
keep it a happy place for generation to come.   Thanks for 
caring about our family's.

Resident 85301 Yes Liven up Glendale Yes Makes the best sense.
Just that the city makes the process quick and easy for 
business to come to Glendale.

Resident 85301 Yes
modernize our city, bring variety/choices, encourage new retail/restaurants/young people and older 
to come here, not just for bowl games but weekends and more Yes

we need to inject the downtown area with new businesses, current status is dying, we need 
revenue, fresh image

none, Chandler and Tempe are booming with this concept, 
we need those people here in our city spending money and 
spreading the word about what a great place Glendale is to 
spend some time and money, we love our downtown, it is 
beautiful and quaint but we need tax revenue and 
sustained businesses w/support

Resident 85301 Yes
An entertainment district I believe will allow for the city to better determine what is best for the growth 
of Glendale and its citizens. Yes

The proposed area is perfect for an entertainment district. There is a lot of potential for growth 
and industry that will want to have a liquor license and entertainment.

Resident 85301 Yes Yes
Resident 85301 Yes Love Glendale restaurants with alcohol Yes
Resident 85302 Yes could increase business revenue Undecided yes
Resident 85302 Yes Yes
Resident 85302 Yes would like more popular places to go eat that are close to where we live Yes I would like to see it in the downtown area no

Resident 85302 Yes
We need to have a place tha will provide residents an accessible place to go and also help visitors to 
stay in Glendale and not migrate to the eastside. Yes Easily accessible and good for revitalizing downtown area no

Resident 85302 Yes
I would love to be able to drive 3 miles to find lots of evening and weekend entertainment/restaurants 
like 83rd/Bell. Yes The downtown Glendale area has so much potential that needs to come back to life. This can't happen soon enough!

Resident 85302 Yes
Downtown Glendale needs change in a bad way and this will bring in more business and perhaps a 
different crowd.. Yes

Resident 85302 Yes Undecided
Resident 85302 Yes anything to help revive downtown Glendale at this point in time would be great. Undecided What are the proposed boundaries??
Resident 85302 Yes Yes
Resident 85302 Yes Yes

Resident 85302 Yes
It would be good for businesses and help revitalize the downtown area providing a nearby area for 
the residents of the older area of Glendale Undecided Maybe enlarge it some

Resident 85302 Yes

We moved to this area with the hopes that downtown Glendale would grow and develop. Part of this 
development is to allow establishments to serve alcohol in different contexts. I am not opposed to 
that. I also don't feel that the serving of alcohol in close proximity to schools or churches is an issue 
since there are laws in place to regulate how, when and to whom it may be served. Yes

The boundaries seem reasonable. I don't have enough information about the issue to 
recommend any changes.

I would like to know more about the pros and cons of liquor 
being served within 300 feet of a church or school. People 
attending a church should not be offended about a 
restaurant or other establishment service alcohol next 
door. People are going to be exposed to that sort of thing 
on a daily basis regardless, so seeing it when walking into 
church should make no difference. And I don't see how 
serving alcohol 350 feet away or 400 ft away from a school 
as opposed to 300 ft away would make any difference. 
What would the concerns be?
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Proposed Downtown Glendale Entertainment District Survey Responses 

1. Which category do you 
most affiliate with as it 
relates to your position on 
the proposed 
Entertainment District? 

2. Please provide 
the zip code of 
your home, work, 
or business 
(whichever most 
influences your 
position on this 
issue) 

3. Are you in 
favor of the 
creation of an 
Entertainment 
District in 
downtown 
Glendale? 4. Why or why not?

5. Do you 
agree with the 
proposed 
district 
boundaries? 6. Why or why not?  If not, what changes to the boundaries would you recommend?

7. Do you have any remaining concerns or need any 
additional information to make a decision on this topic? 

Resident 85302 Yes
Increase interest in the area. Creates an urban type atmosphere which could lead to increase home 
values. This will help revitalize the area.  Yes

Resident 85302 Yes Glendale needs more adult night life No Too large. Keep it simple to get it going. No
Resident 85302 Yes Bring exposure and business to our city Yes

Resident 85302 Yes
In order to make downtown a desirable destination like those in other cities with historic downtown 
areas Yes

Resident 85303 Yes Yes
Resident 85303 Yes Bring more jobs, entertainment closer to home. Yes

Resident 85303 Yes It will bring more people into the downtown district at different times not just during special events Undecided I would propose the boundaries stay within Grand to the west and 51 to the east None at this time

Resident 85303 Yes
We need to bring the area business. Would boost attendance ie. Glendale Glitters, Blues Festival, 
etc. No 43rd Ave too far too close to Phoenix, 51st Ave better No, I like the idea.

Parent/Student 85305 Yes create a more vibrant downtown especially in evenings - more attractions Yes 43rd Ave is gateway to downtown nope

Church Leader 85307 Yes
City revenue will be enhanced.  More people will be drawn to Glendale for entertainment. Many will 
see and visit our church.  It can be a win win. Yes The boundaries encompass the most logical areas. None

Resident 85304 Yes Flexibility and more revenue No I believe they should only extend east to 51st Ave.

Parent/Student 85308 Yes
I don't think that allowing alcohol closer to churches will have a negative effect. I believe it is more 
about context and execution than simply allowing it in buildings it was previously banned from. Yes

Business Owner 85308 Yes It eliminates a barrier to entry for new businesses in the area. Yes
It would be really great to see a BevMo or Total Wines move into one of the old car dealership 
lots if they are near a school or a church. No.

Resident 85304 Yes
Economic stimulus. Downtown Phx,  Downtown Tempe, and Downtown Mesa have booming 
entertainment districts. Yes Maybe not as far East but definitely like the current proposal

Resident 85304 Yes Bring Jobs Yes None Get It Done....Sad See Downtown So Vacant.

Resident 85304 Yes

It will allow for more entertainment venues, with so many churches and schools located in the area, 
it is impossible to accommodate new venues/businesses. We need a more vibrant downtown instead 
of just being known for primarily antiques. Yes Based on the one sq. mi. constraint I think this is a good layout

No, not at this time as I haven't spent much time looking at 
it but I do like we're extending it all the way to 43rd Ave - 
with light rail coming we have many possibilities to finally 
transform this two mile stretch (43rd - 59th) long been a bit 
of an eye sore, especially since the car dealerships left. 

Resident 85304 Yes not concerned with the presence of alcohol/establishments in the community Yes
could limit hours of when alcohol could be served so the 
populations would interact less

Resident 85304 Yes I'd like to see the area revitalized- it has a lot of historic homes and buildings and our history is worth sharing!Yes
Resident 85308 Yes Bring more small business to Glendale, boutique type, bistros, home grown breweries, etc Yes no
Resident 85308 Yes Without a "spark" that area will continue to languish. Yes
Resident 85308 Yes Yes
Resident 85310 Yes No
Resident 85318 Yes More focus, opportunities to use space more hours Undecided
Resident Yes
Landlord/Property Owner 85335 Yes Hopefully, new resturants will open up and bring more visitors. Yes I am comfortable with these boundaries. No, I will probably go to the town hearing at end of month.
Business Owner Yes Old Towne Glendale is so unique and this would add another reason for people to make this a destination. Especially with the number of shops that have closed downtown and in Caitlin Court. It needs a boost right now to bring it back better than ever. Yes

85301 Glendale functions like a backwoods city, it's time to turn some lights on. There are really few houses in that area that it would affect families. No
85303 Glendale can not even hold on to the coyotes, how this going to work out.

Church Leader 85301
Resident 85302
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