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5850 West Glendale Avenue

Glendale, AZ 85301

Mayor Jerry Weiers

Vice Mayor Yvonne J. Knaack 

Councilmember Norma Alvarez

Councilmember Sammy Chavira

Councilmember Ian Hugh 

Councilmember Manny Martinez

Councilmember Gary Sherwood

Council Chambers6:00 PMTuesday, October 14, 2014

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

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.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 23, 2014

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 23, 2014

Staff Contact:  Pamela Hanna, City Clerk

14-3461.

Minutes of 092314Attachments:

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.

APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, SUN LAKES BREAKFAST 

LIONS CLUB

Staff Contact:  Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

14-2442.
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Application

Calls for Service

Attachments:

APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. RAPHAEL CATHOLIC 

CHURCH 

Staff Contact:   Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

14-2463.

Application

Calls for Service

Attachments:

APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-14308, SUSHI CATCHER

Staff Contact:  Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

14-2384.

Map

Calls for Service

Attachments:

APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-14476, CRAVE GOURMET WAFFLE 

SANDWICHES 

Staff Contact:  Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

14-2415.

Map

Calls for Service

Attachments:

POSITION RECLASSIFICATIONS

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

14-2896.

Classification Study Status Report for Council Meeting 10-14-14Attachments:

AWARD OF BID IFB 14-36, AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN 

AGREEMENT AND APPROVE EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS TO PURCHASE 

RESIDENTIAL WATER METERS FROM BADGER METER, INC.

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

14-2937.

IFB 14-36 Entire packet.pdf

IFB 14-36 Tabulation Sheet.pdf

IFB 14-36 Signed acceptance.pdf

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION  TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

AGREEMENT WITH NINYO & MOORE GEOTECHNICAL CONSULTANTS, INC. 

FOR IMPROVEMENTS AT THE CHOLLA WATER TREATMENT PLANT

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

14-2948.

Ninyo and Moore_Cholla project, signed contract.pdfAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION FOR THE CITY MANAGER TO APPROVE A ONE YEAR 

SOFTWARE LICENSE AMENDMENT AND EXERCISE THE OPTION TO 

PURCHASE AN ELECTRONIC SCANNER FROM IMPRESSION TECHNOLOGY, 

INC.

Staff Contact:  Tom Duensing, Director, Finance and Technology

14-2599.

Contract 7133-3Attachments:
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AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH 

MIDWAY CHEVROLET AND APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF FOUR VEHICLES 

FOR THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT UTILIZING AN ARIZONA 

STATE PURCHASING COOPERATIVE CONTRACT

Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

14-31410.

Linking Agreement - Midway ChevroletAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH LARRY 

H. MILLER TOYOTA AND APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF FIVE VEHICLES 

FOR THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT UTILIZING AN ARIZONA 

STATE PURCHASING COOPERATIVE CONTRACT

Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

14-31911.

Linking Agreement - Larry H Miller ToyotaAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH DON 

SANDERSON FORD, INC. AND APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF TWO 

VEHICLES FOR THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT UTILIZING AN 

ARIZONA STATE PURCHASING COOPERATIVE CONTRACT

Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

14-32012.

Linking Agreement - Don Sanderson Ford, Inc.Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH H&E 

EQUIPMENT SERVICES, INC. AND APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF TWO FIRE 

PUMPERS UTILIZING A HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL (H-GAC) 

PURCHASING COOPERATIVE CONTRACT

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

14-26113.

Linking AgreementAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH ELXSI, 

INC. AND APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF A WASTEWATER CAMERA TRUCK 

UTILIZING A HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL (H-GAC) 

PURCHASING COOPERATIVE CONTRACT

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

14-26514.

Linking AgreementAttachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH RBC 

CAPITAL MARKETS, LLC FOR THE PROVISION OF FINANCIAL ADVISORY 

SERVICES UTILIZING AN ARIZONA STATE AND RBC CAPITAL MARKETS, 

LLC PURCHASING COOPERATIVE CONTRACT

Staff Contact: Tom Duensing, Director, Finance and Technology

14-32315.

Linking Agreement - RBC Capital MarketsAttachments:

CONSENT RESOLUTIONS

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER TO AN 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR 

14-26916.
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FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANT NO. AZ-90-X103 - 

DIAL-A-RIDE AND GUS BUS REPLACEMENT AND MAINTENANCE

Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Resolution 4860

AZ-90-X103 Contract

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER TO AN 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANT NO. AZ-37-X017 - ROUTE 60 

(BETHANY HOME ROAD) OPERATING EXPENSES 

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

14-30617.

Resolution 4861

AZ-37-X017 Contract

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER TO AN 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANT NO. AZ-57-X013 - 

OPERATING ASSISTANCE FOR THE TAXI PROGRAM

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

14-30918.

Resolution 4862

AZ-57-X013 Contract

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER TO AN 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANT NO. AZ-90-X109 - 

DIAL-A-RIDE BUS REPLACEMENT AND MAINTENANCE

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

14-31019.

Resolution 4863

AZ-90-X109 Contract

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL 

AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

FOR TRAFFIC DATA COLLECTORS AT KEY LOCATIONS THROUGHOUT 

GLENDALE

Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

14-27120.

Resolution 4864

Travel Time Data Collectors IGA

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL 

AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

FOR INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM ENHANCEMENTS ALONG 

51st, OLIVE AND NORTHERN AVENUES

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works.

14-27221.
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Resolution 4865

51 Olive IGA

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL 

AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

FOR OVERHEAD LANE CONTROL SIGNS ALONG MARYLAND AVENUE, 

BETWEEN 95th AND 99th AVENUES

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

14-27322.

Resolution 4866

Reversible Lane Control IGA

Attachments:

AMENDMENT TO THE IGA AND THE PURCHASE AGREEMENT WITH THE 

CITY OF PHOENIX RELATING TO PROPERTY ADJACENT TO CAMELBACK 

RANCH

Staff Contact:  Michael Bailey, City Attorney

14-29023.

Resolution 4867

First Amendment to 2009 IGA with Phoenix

First Amendment to Real Estate Purchase Agreement with Phoenix

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ACCEPT THE FY2015 VICTIMS’ RIGHTS PROGRAM 

AWARD FOR THE GLENDALE CITY PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE AND ENTER 

INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE OF ARIZONA OFFICE OF THE 

ATTORNEY GENERAL

Staff Contact:   Michael Bailey, City Attorney

14-30224.

Resolution 4868

FY 2015 Victims' Rights Program Grant Award Agreement-Prosecutors

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ACCEPT THE FISCAL YEAR 2015 VICTIMS’ RIGHTS 

PROGRAM AWARD FOR THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT AND 

ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE OF ARIZONA OFFICE OF 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

14-30825.

Resolution 4869

Agreement - VRP Award for PD

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

WITH THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION PHOENIX FIELD OFFICE 

TO PARTICIPATE IN A HUMAN TRAFFICKING TASK FORCE

Staff Contact:   Debora Black, Police Chief

14-27726.

Resolution 4870

Agreement Notice - MOU with FBI GPAHTTF

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO CONTRACT 2015-PT-015 WITH THE 

ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY AND ACCEPT A 

GRANT FOR THE SELECTIVE TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM 

14-27827.
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OVERTIME EXPENSES

Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

Resolution 4871

Agreement - GOHS Grant 2015-PT-015 STEP OT

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO CONTRACT 2015-OP-003 WITH THE 

ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY AND ACCEPT A 

GRANT FOR THE OCCUPANT PROTECTION ENFORCEMENT AND 

EDUCATION OVERTIME EXPENSES

Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

14-27928.

Resolution 4872

Agreement - GOHS Grant 2014-OP-003 Occ Protect OT

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO CONTRACT 2015-PT-055 WITH THE 

ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY AND ACCEPT A 

GRANT FOR THE PURCHASE OF SELECTIVE TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT 

PROGRAM EDUCATION EQUIPMENT

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief

14-28129.

Resolution 4873

Agreement - GOHS Grant 2015-PT-055 STEP Equipment

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO CONTRACT 2015-HV-008 WITH THE 

ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY AND ACCEPT A 

GRANT FOR DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE/HIGH VISIBILITY 

ENFORCEMENT OVERTIME EXPENSES

Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

14-28230.

Resolution 4874

Agreement - GOHS Grant 2014-HV-008 DUI Alcohol Enforce OT

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO CONTRACT 2015-405d-025 WITH THE 

ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY AND ACCEPT A 

GRANT FOR THE PURCHASE OF DRIVING UNDER THE 

INFLUENCE/IMPAIRED DRIVING ENFORCEMENT EQUIPMENT

Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

14-28331.

Resolution 4875

Agreement - GOHS Grant 2015-405d-025 DUI Enforce Equip

Attachments:

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX POLICE DEPARTMENT FOR PARTICIPATION 

IN THE NATIONAL INTEGRATED BALLISTIC INFORMATION NETWORK

Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

14-28632.

Resolution 4876

Agreement - MOU with Phoenix PD for use of NIBIN

Attachments:
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PUBLIC HEARING - LAND DEVELOPMENT ACTIONS

ANNEXATION APPLICATION AN-197:  ZANJERO PASS

(PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED)

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

14-29933.

AN-197 Blank Petition Recorded

AN-197a

AN-197

Attachments:

ANNEXATION APPLICATION AN-196:  99th AVENUE RIGHT-OF-WAY

(PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED)

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

14-30034.

AN-196 Blank Petition Recorded

AN-196a

AN-196

Attachments:

LAND DEVELOPMENT ACTIONS

FINAL PLAT APPLICATION FP14-03:  CATANIA - 8645 WEST GLENDALE 

AVENUE

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

14-30135.

Catania Final Plat

FP14-03

FP14-03a

Attachments:

ORDINANCES

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LEASE AGREEMENT WITH 

SOMETHING SPECIAL EVENTS, LLC TO OPERATE A RESTAURANT AT THE 

GLENDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

14-26836.

Ordinance 2905

Contract

Attachments:

ADOPT AN ORDINANCE TO GRANT A NON-EXCLUSIVE ACCESS EASEMENT 

TO THE ROOSEVELT IRRIGATION DISTRICT

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

14-28037.

Ordinance 2906 with exhibit.pdf

RID Easement Document

RID CC Aerial

Attachments:

ADOPT AN ORDINANCE REPEALING GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 2, 

ARTICLE VIII, DIVISION 7, AUDIT COMMITTEE

14-15938.
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Staff Contact:  Tom Duensing, Director, Finance and Technology

Ordinance 2907Attachments:

FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 BUDGET AMENDMENTS

Staff Contact:  Tom Duensing, Director, Finance and Technology

14-29739.

Ordinance 2908 with exhibit.pdfAttachments:

REQUEST FOR FUTURE WORKSHOP AND EXECUTIVE SESSION

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.

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)).

This agenda has been reviewed and approved for posting by Brenda S. Fischer, ICMA-CM, 

City Manager.
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CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Jerry Weiers, Vice Mayor Yvonne J. Knaack, Councilmember Ian Hugh, 

Councilmember Manny Martinez, Councilmember Norma Alvarez, Councilmember 

Gary Sherwood, and Councilmember Sammy Chavira

Present: 7 - 

Councilmember Sherwood appeared telephonically.

Councilmember Sherwood and Councilmember Hugh left after Item 15 was heard and 

voted upon.

Also present were Brenda Fischer, City Manager; Julie Frisoni, Assistant City Manager; 

Jennifer Campbell, Assistant City Manager; Michael Bailey, City Attorney; Pamela 

Hanna, City Clerk; and Darcie McCracken, Deputy City Clerk.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PRAYER/INVOCATION

Pastor Kega Leffard from First Christian Church offered the invocation.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 9, 2014

14-2741. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 9, 2014

Staff Contact:  Pamela Hanna, City Clerk

A motion was made by Councilmember Martinez, seconded by Councilmember 

Chavira, that this agenda item be approved. The motion carried by the following 

vote:

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

Martinez, Councilmember Alvarez, Councilmember Sherwood, and 

Councilmember Chavira

7 - 

BOARDS, COMMISSIONS & OTHER BODIES

APPROVE RECOMMENDED APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND OTHER 

BODIES

14-2212. BOARDS, COMMISSIONS & OTHER BODIES

Staff Contact:  Brent Stoddard, Director, Intergovernmental Programs

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

that this agenda item be approved. The motion carried by the following vote:

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

Martinez, Councilmember Alvarez, Councilmember Sherwood, and 

Councilmember Chavira

7 - 

PROCLAMATIONS AND AWARDS
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14-1813. PROCLAIM SEPTEMBER 22 - 26, 2014 AS NATIONAL EMPLOYER 

SUPPORT OF THE GUARD AND RESERVE WEEK 

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

Management

Accepted By:  Scott Essex, Employer Support of the Guard and Reserve

This agenda item was read into the record.

14-0224. PROCLAIM OCTOBER 2014 AS DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 

AWARENESS MONTH 

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief

Accepted By:  Mary Kay Hoskovec, Caseworker, Glendale Family 

Advocacy Center

Accepted By:  Jennifer Fisher, Volunteer, Glendale Police Department 

Victim Assistance Unit

This agenda item was read into the record.

CONSENT AGENDA

14-1385. APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ACTIVE 20/30 CLUB 

OF GLENDALE #131 

Staff Contact:   Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

This agenda item was approved.

14-1706. APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, MARINE CORPS 

SCHOLARSHIP FOUNDATION 

Staff Contact:   Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

This agenda item was approved.

14-1717. APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, NATIONAL KIDNEY 

FOUNDATION OF ARIZONA 

Staff Contact:   Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

This agenda item was approved.

14-17317 APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, GLENDALE CIVIC 

PRIDE AMBASSADORS FOUNDATION 

Staff Contact:   Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

This agenda item was approved.

14-1749. APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. THOMAS MORE 

PARISH 

Staff Contact:   Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

This agenda item was approved.
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14-17810. APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. HELEN 

CATHOLIC CHURCH 

Staff Contact:   Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

This agenda item was approved.

14-17911. APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, CITY OF GLENDALE 

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EVENTS 

Staff Contact:   Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

This agenda item was approved.

14-22012. AGREEMENT WITH KaBOOM! FOR CONSTRUCTION OF NEW 

PLAYGROUND AT BONSALL PARK NORTH

Staff Contact: Erik Strunk, Director, Community Services

This agenda item was approved.

14-20113. EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION AND RATIFICATION FOR 

ELECTRICITY SERVICE FROM ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE 

COMPANY

Staff Contact: Erik Strunk, Director, Community Services

This Consent wasapproved

14-20014. AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH 

SPRINT SOLUTIONS, INC. FOR CELLULAR SERVICES

Staff Contact: Tom Duensing, Director, Finance and Technology

This agenda item was approved.

14-13418. EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION FOR COOPERATIVE PURCHASE 

OF VEHICLE LUBRICANTS FROM NORTH AMERICAN LUBRICANTS 

FOR THE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

This agenda item was approved.

14-13519. EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION FOR COOPERATIVE PURCHASE 

OF VEHICLES FROM LZ DELTA, LLC

Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

This agenda item was approved.

14-13620. EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION FOR COOPERATIVE PURCHASE 

OF VEHICLES FROM SAN TAN AUTO PARTNERS, LLC

Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

This agenda item was approved.
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14-13721. EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION FOR COOPERATIVE PURCHASE 

OF TIRES AND SERVICES FROM GCR TIRE CENTERS FOR PUBLIC 

WORKS; AND THE RATIFICATION OF EXPENDITURES FOR TIRE 

SERVICES

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

This agenda item was approved.

14-14022. EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION FOR COOPERATIVE PURCHASE 

OF VEHICLES FROM COURTESY CHEVROLET

Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

This agenda item was approved.

14-14123. EXPENDITURE AUTHORIZATION FOR THE COOPERATIVE 

PURCHASE OF JANITORIAL SUPPLIES FROM WAXIE’S 

ENTERPRISES, INC.

Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

This agenda item was approved.

A motion was made by Knaack, seconded by Chavira, that Consent Agenda Items 

1 through 14 and 18 through 23 be approved.  The motion carried by the 

following vote:

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

Martinez, Councilmember Alvarez, Councilmember Sherwood, and 

Councilmember Chavira

7 - 

14-21215. AUTHORIZATION FOR A CONTRACT AMENDMENT WITH 

GRANICUS, INC. FOR MEETING EFFICIENCY/VOTECAST 

IMPLEMENTATION

Staff Contact: Tom Duensing, Director, Finance and Technology

A motion was made by Councilmember Alvarez, seconded by Councilmember 

Hugh, that this agenda item be tabled. The motion failed by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Councilmember Hugh, and Councilmember Alvarez3 - 

Nay: Vice Mayor Knaack, Councilmember Martinez, Councilmember Sherwood, and 

Councilmember Chavira

4 - 
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Mr. Duensing said this item requests approval for implementation and maintenance of 

the meeting efficiency/votecast software.  He provided some background information 

that was presented at previous meetings and staff was directed to bring this item 

forward at the May 6, 2014 Workshop.  He explained the meeting efficiency process 

and said it was based on Robert’s Rules of Order to make council meetings more 

efficient.   He explained the primary uses of the software.  Mr. Duensing said Mr. 

Murphy, IT Director, was available to answer any questions.

Councilmember Alvarez asked when the public sees how each Councilmember votes.

Mr. Duensing said as items are up for a vote, the public does not see it until the Mayor 

closes the vote on the agenda item.

Councilmember Alvarez said she had a problem with that.  She said she is for 

transparency and the public should be able to see who voted for what immediately.  

She also said Councilmember should not be making any decisions when 3 current 

Councilmembers may not be there in December.  She said the new city council should 

be making these decisions.  She also said they are under an investigation for violation 

of the open meeting law.  She said she can’t see them making a decision like this and 

then later on having to retract their decision.  She said this item should be tabled until 

the new council comes in.

Councilmember Alvarez moved to table this item until after the new council comes in. 

Councilmember Hugh seconded the motion.

Councilmember Alvarez, Councilmember Hugh and Mayor Weiers voted aye, Vice 

Mayor Knaack, Councilmember Martinez, Councilmember Chavira and Councilmember 

Sherwood voted nay.  The motion did not carry.

Councilmember Hugh commented and said the reason he wanted to table this item was 

he has been watching the campaigns unfold and candidates seem to be speaking out 

against the new voting software for the council meetings.  He said he would like to give 

the new council a chance to vote on it.  He felt it was a cost he didn’t think the city 

needed to spend.  He asked if Mr. Duensing had broken down the costs per year.

Mr. Duensing said the cost was about $26,000 one time and the cost for ongoing 

support is approximately $17,000 per year and going up to $18,000 in the 4th year.

Councilmember Hugh said that means it would be about $2,000 per voting meeting.

Ms. Fischer said it would also be used for the Planning Commission, so that should be 

taken into consideration in the calculation.

Mr. Duensing said it would be approximately $43,000 for the first year depending on the 

number of meetings.

Councilmember Hugh asked if it was $96,000 for the first year.

Mr. Duensing said it is $43,000 for the first year, $17,000 for the 2nd year, $17,000 for 

the 3rd year and $18,000 for the 4th year, for a total of $96,000 over the four years.

Councilmember Hugh said the agreement said it was not to exceed $191,000 for the 

length of the contract.

Mr. Duensing said the city’s agenda’s management system is also included in those 

numbers.  The item tonight is an amendment to that original contract.

Mayor Weiers asked if there were any other costs associated with the electronic voting 
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at all.

Mr. Duensing said the city could try and quantify any additional costs, but at this time, 

the costs presented are for the vendor.  He said cost of the city going paperless as well 

could offset the costs of the software.

Mayor Weiers asked if the Councilmembers would need to have an iPad or tablet.

Mr. Duensing said as part of the implementation and the upfront cost, the tablets would 

be provided and installed and remains at the dais for City Council or Board and 

Commission use in the Council Chambers.  He said that cost is included in the original 

$43,000.

Mayor Weiers asked if there were additional labor costs.

Mr. Duensing said he was not aware of any additional labor costs.

Mayor Weiers said he was told the city would need an additional staff member to assist 

with this.  

Ms. Fischer confirmed that Mayor Weiers was talking about staff present at tonight’s 

meeting.  She said the staff that was present at the meetings now was the staff that 

would be utilized.

Mayor Weiers said he was told that the City Clerk’s office would have to bring in an 

additional person.

Ms. Fischer said the phase they have already implemented has included an additional 

staff member, so the upgrades presented in this item would not include an increase of 

staff.

Mayor Weiers asked Mr. Bailey if this passes today, and the new Council opposes this, 

how does the Council get out of this contract.

Mr. Bailey said there were options.  He said the term of the underlying contract is in 

effect for one year after the date it was entered into, and there are options for three 

more years in one year increments.  He said the Councilmembers have the right to 

renew it every year.  He said if the Council does not want to renew it after a year, they 

do not have to.

Mayor Weiers asked if it was correct to assume that they could stop this contract after 

the first year by not allowing anymore funds for it in the general fund.

Mr. Bailey said that was one option.  He said there was a restriction on that act, and 

said it must not be for convenience.  He said the way the agreement is structured, if the 

Council chooses not to renew annually, and then the contract is done.

Mayor Weiers said they are still stuck with spending the initial $43,000 no matter what.

Mr. Bailey said if there are any amounts due and owing, the city would need to pay 

those amounts.

Councilmember Alvarez said the city does not have any money.  She said she would 

still vote against it and let the new Councilmembers make the decision about it.  

Councilmember Chavira said this system does make the meeting run very smoothly 

and going paperless is the wave of the future.  He is in favor of this and said this is the 
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way the city needs to go.

Councilmember Sherwood said the new Councilmembers are coming on; maybe the 

Council shouldn’t have any more meetings until they come on.  He said he is favor of 

this and it is part of the modules they already have.  He said it is efficient.

Councilmember Martinez asked Mr. Bailey a question regarding a point of order.  He 

said they should have been asking questions when the presentation was made.  He 

said they are now discussing why they should or should not have this and no motion 

has been made.  He asked if there should be a motion first.

Mr. Bailey said there is no reason why they cannot have a robust discussion on this 

issue.

Councilmember Martinez said they are used to doing things in a certain way and some 

are resistant to change.  He said this is a good change and there are other cities using 

this process.  He said it is the wave of the future.  He said once they change over, he 

believed the Councilmembers would find it easier.  He also said the audience knows 

how the vote is going to go after listening to the discussions about the item.  He said 

once they press the button, everyone will know how each Councilmember voted.

Councilmember Alvarez said it is important to consider what the other candidates and 

the public want.  She said if a person wants to make a comment, they only get three 

minutes to speak.  Now, there is no fear in how each Councilmember votes, but she 

has the fear of spending money.  She said they don’t need to spend the money and 

they should be conservative.

Vice Mayor Knaack said she has been using the system with her iPad and finds it very 

efficient and it is just a matter of getting used to it.  She said they need to get into the 

21st century.  She said it is also very important to have this process for the 

transparency and accuracy of the minutes.  She commented that she is still a 

Councilmember until December 9th and is voting what she thinks is right and not what 

the candidates want.  She said when they are elected, they can vote what they think is 

right.

Councilmember Martinez made a motion to approve the contract with Granicus, and it 

was seconded by Councilmember Chavira.

Councilmember Alvarez said with all the issues in the community, they still don’t have 

recreation programs, the streets are horrible and the budget still is in the negative.  She 

said spending even the initial $43,000 shows what kind of leadership the city has.   She 

said the Councilmembers get paid and they offer the taxpayers nothing.  She said the 

only thing she can think of was the fear of being criticized and if the Councilmembers 

can’t take it, they should get out.

Councilmember Martinez said they have heard at meetings that they have no recreation 

programs.  He said that is incorrect.  They have recreation programs.  He said Mr. 

Strunk put out a memo listing all the programs the city offers.  He said of course they 

would like more programs, and to hear time after time there are no programs, it gets 

old.  He mentioned how many times he has brought up the $33,000 budgets that each 

Councilmember gets and the Councilmembers do not seemed to be concerned about 

that.  He said at least half of that could go to recreation programs.  He said it is a 

question of priorities and they do have recreational programs.

Councilmember Alvarez said it is correct that they do not have any recreation programs.  

She said the recreation is provided by nonprofits and the majority of Council doesn’t 

believe they should give money to nonprofits.  She said there might be programs up at 
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Foothills.  She said they do not have recreation programs and if they are provided, they 

are provided by nonprofits.  She said the money comes from the $33,000 the 

Councilmembers spend.  She said the city needs recreation programs just like any 

other city.

Alie Helm, a Barrel resident, said she was very excited to speak before the Council.  

She was speaking to both sides of the issue, and said she did not feel the city had the 

money for this item.  She felt the city should move into the electronic age, but said the 

money could be better spent elsewhere.  She suggested the Council table this item until 

the city has the money.  She said her money pays the salary of the city employees.  

She told the Council she did not want them to spend the money and to wait until they 

had the money to spend it.

Randy Miller, a Barrel resident, said he was not crazy about the software.  He also said 

the city should not be spending the money right now.  He said the Councilmembers 

shouldn’t table the issue just so the next group of Councilmembers can vote on it.  He 

said they should table the item until the city has more money in the budget.  He said no 

one has talked about how cost effective this product was and he said it was not.  He 

said his next comments came from only him and not the police department. 

Mr. Miller said he works with the citizens police academy and said the city does not 

have a DARE program.  He asked how far $96,000 would go to reestablishing a DARE 

program.  He also said the ROP program would also benefit from that money.  He 

spoke about all the staff required to implement and support the software. He said the 

best and brightest employees will be required to get this system up and running.   He 

suggested having the Councilmembers who want to give up part of their Council funds 

pay for this.

Lauren Tolmachoff, a Cholla resident, said when money gets tight, the city has to make 

a list of needs and wants.  She believes this is a want, rather than a needed item.  She 

said voting for this sends the wrong message to taxpayers.  She said this does not 

make sense given the city’s financial situation.  It is not something the city should do 

now.

Mayor Weiers said the city hall building has roof leaks, and flooding in the basement.  

He also mentioned several other repairs that need to be done.  He said it doesn’t make 

any sense to spend that kind of money that isn’t going to change anything.  He said this 

is a legacy of big spending.  He spoke about Councilmembers calling into the meetings 

and asked how this system would work if a Councilmember is calling in.

Mr. Bailey said he is not familiar how other cities handle that issue.  Mr. Bailey said you 

cannot vote by proxy in Glendale.  He said they could ask for a voice vote in that 

circumstance.

Ms. Fischer said in other cities that have this system, the Councilmembers that are 

present will push a button and the Councilmember appearing by phone gives an audible 

vote and it is recorded and posted by the clerk.

Mayor Weiers said electronic voting is good and it works, unless a Councilmember is 

not here so then they go back to the old system.  He said it did not make a lot of sense 

to him.  He said he wished the Council would reconsider and didn’t like strapping the 

new Council with this system.

A motion was made by Councilmember Martinez, seconded by Councilmember 

Chavira, that this agenda item be approved. The motion carried by the following 

vote:

Page 8City of Glendale Printed on 10/6/2014



September 23, 2014City Council Meeting Minutes - Final

Aye: Vice Mayor Knaack, Councilmember Martinez, Councilmember Sherwood, and 

Councilmember Chavira

4 - 

Nay: Mayor Weiers, Councilmember Hugh, and Councilmember Alvarez3 - 

ITEM 14-132 AND 14-133

14-13216. AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONSTRUCTION AGREEMENT 

WITH VIASUN CORPORATION FOR PAVEMENT SLURRY SEAL 

PROJECT

Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

This agenda item was approved.

14-13317. AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONSTRUCTION AGREEMENT 

WITH CACTUS TRANSPORT, INC. FOR PAVEMENT OVERLAY AND 

RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT

Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

This agenda item was approved.
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Mr. Friedline said these two items are on the city’s 2014 pavement management rehab 

program.  He said item 16 deals with slurry seal and item 17 is related to pavement 

overlay and reconstruction projects.

Councilmember Martinez said the city has a plan for the streets system and asked how 

it is determined which streets get the rehabilitation.

Mr. Friedline said the city contracts with a firm that provides the city with information on 

the quality of the city streets.  He said the list is prioritized and they do their best to 

complete this list with the resources they have.   He said they are continuously updating 

the prioritization list.

Councilmember Alvarez asked if they knew which streets were going to be resurfaced.  

She asked which districts would get the reconstructed streets.

Mr. Friedline provided a map of the reconstruction portion of the project.  He said the 

section was on 57 Avenue between Beardsley and Utopia.  He also said he had maps 

that reflected the slurry seal program as well.  He said there were a lot more priorities 

than the city had money for. He said next year they will have about $10 to $12 million 

available to catch up on the street rehabilitation.

Councilmember Alvarez asked where the Ocotillo District would fall in reconstruction or 

resurfacing. 

Mr. Friedline said a lot of the streets in the Ocotillo District are scheduled for slurry seal 

treatments.

Councilmember Alvarez asked how many miles of streets were included in the Ocotillo 

District.

Mr. Friedline said they have not done calculations per district.  He explained in this 

contract, there were approximately 14 miles of streets scheduled for rehab.  He gave 

the breakdown for each district.

Councilmember Alvarez said the prior department head told them they were going to 

take care of the streets that needed the least help. She said Ocotillo has a lot of bad 

streets.  She would like to set up a meeting to discuss exactly where the money is going 

to go.

Mr. Friedline said the table presented at a workshop in December shows that 

information and is glad to meet with the Councilmembers at any time.

Councilmember Alvarez said she is interested in putting money into the Ocotillo district.  

Councilmember Martinez said the numbers read by Mr. Friedline, and asked if Ocotillo 

had 4 miles of rehabbed streets out of 14 miles total.  He said Ocotillo had not quite one 

fourth of the total rehab project.

Councilmember Alvarez asked if those 4 miles were reconstruction or resurfacing.

Mr. Friedline said those streets were going to get surface treatment and overlay.

Vice Mayor Knaack made a motion to approve consent items 16 and 17, which was 

seconded by Councilmember Chavira.  Councilmember Alvarez voted nay, the motion 
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passed.

A motion was made by Knaack, seconded by Chavira, that agenda items #16 and 

#17 be approved.  The motion carried by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Knaack, Councilmember Martinez, and 

Councilmember Chavira

4 - 

Nay: Councilmember Alvarez1 - 

Absent: Councilmember Hugh, and Councilmember Sherwood2 - 

CONSENT RESOLUTIONS

14-18424. AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL 

AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC 

SAFETY FOR CONTINUED PARTICIPATION IN THE ARIZONA 

VEHICLE THEFT TASK FORCE

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief

RESOLUTION NO. 4856 NEW SERIES, A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE 

ENTERING INTO OF AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE 

ARIZONA VEHICLE THEFT TASK FORCE.

This agenda item was approved.

14-18625. AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN EQUITABLE SHARING 

AGREEMENT WITH THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 

JUSTICE

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief

RESOLUTION NO. 4857 NEW SERIES, A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND 

DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF AN EQUITABLE SHARING AGREEMENT 

WITH THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE CONCERNING SHARED 

ASSETS INVOLVING THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT.

This agenda item was approved.

14-21326. AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL 

AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF PRESCOTT TO PROVIDE LAW 

ENFORCEMENT AND SECURITY SERVICES FOR THE UNIVERSITY 

OF PHOENIX STADIUM

Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief

RESOLUTION NO. 4858 NEW SERIES, A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND 

DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 

WITH CITY OF PRESCOTT FOR PUBLIC SAFETY SERVICES AND SECURITY FOR 

EVENTS AT THE UNIVERSITY OF PHOENIX STADIUM ON BEHALF OF THE 

GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT.

This agenda item was approved.
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14-14527. AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AMENDMENT TO THE 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR THE GRAND CANAL 

MULTIUSE PATHWAY

Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

RESOLUTION NO. 4859 NEW SERIES, A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND 

DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF AMENDMENT NO. ONE TO THE 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE OF ARIZONA, 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF A 

PATHWAY ALONG THE GRAND CANAL BETWEEN 107TH AVENUE AND SR101 IN 

GLENDALE.

This agenda item was approved.

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

Knaack, that Resolutions 4856, 4857, 4858 and 4859 be approved. The motion 

carried by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Knaack, Councilmember Martinez, Councilmember 

Alvarez, and Councilmember Chavira

5 - 

Absent: Councilmember Hugh, and Councilmember Sherwood2 - 

ORDINANCES

14-14828. ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING A UTILITY EASEMENT TO 

CENTURYLINK, INC. AT GLENDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT

Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

ORDINANCE NO. 2904 NEW SERIES, AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND 

DIRECTING THE EXECUTION OF A CONVEYANCE OF EASEMENT TO 

CENTURYLINK FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT THE GLENDALE AIRPORT FOR 

THE PURPOSE OF UPGRADING AND REROUTING EXISTING TELEPHONE LINES; 

AND DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO RECORD A CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS 

ORDINANCE.

Mr. Friedline said Century Link recently upgraded telephone lines to the airport and an 

easement was granted.

A motion was made by Councilmember Chavira, seconded by Councilmember 

Martinez, that this agenda item be approved. The motion carried by the following 

vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Knaack, Councilmember Martinez, Councilmember 

Alvarez, and Councilmember Chavira

5 - 

Absent: Councilmember Hugh, and Councilmember Sherwood2 - 

Page 12City of Glendale Printed on 10/6/2014



September 23, 2014City Council Meeting Minutes - Final

REQUEST FOR FUTURE WORKSHOP AND EXECUTIVE SESSION

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

Martinez, that Council hold the next regularly scheduled City Council Workshop 

on Tuesday, October 7, 2014 at 1:30 P.M. in Room B-3 of the City Council 

Chambers, to be followed by an Executive Session Pursuant to  A.R.S. 38-431.03. 

The motion carried by the following vote:

Aye: Mayor Weiers, Vice Mayor Knaack, Councilmember Martinez, Councilmember 

Alvarez, and Councilmember Chavira

5 - 

Absent: Councilmember Hugh, and Councilmember Sherwood2 - 

CITIZEN COMMENTS

Randy Miller, a Barrel resident, said he wonders why the citizens of Glendale bother.  

He said the Council does not listen to the citizens or acknowledge what the public says.  

He said there was no acknowledgement by the Council.  He said no wonder the public 

feels the Council is disassociated.  He said he hopes it changes in November.

Alie Helm, a Barrel resident, said she is disappointed that Council decided to spend 

money the city does not have.  She said she makes sure she has the money when she 

pays her personal monthly bills.

William Demski, a Glendale resident, said over three months ago, Councilmember 

Alvarez asked to renegotiate some of the contracts the city has entered into.  He said 

no one ever got back to Councilmember Alvarez.  He asked why no one has answered 

the question about renegotiating the contracts.  He also talked about several 

businesses not paying property and sales tax.

COUNCIL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS

Mayor Weiers said this Saturday is the Stand Up for Veterans event.  He said there are 

many free services for veterans.  He also said other Mayors and Councilmembers 

coming to this event so they can learn what they can to do help.

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 7:20 p.m.
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-244, Version: 1

APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, SUN LAKES BREAKFAST LIONS CLUB
Staff Contact:   Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to approve a special event liquor license for the Sun Lakes Breakfast Lions
Club, submitted by Robert J. Scully. The event will be held at Sahuaro Ranch Park located at 9802 North 59 th

Avenue on Friday, October 24 through Sunday, October 26, 2014 from 10 a.m. to 5 p.m. The purpose of this
special event liquor license is for fundraising at the Wild Western Festival.

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

Background Summary

Sahuaro Ranch Park is zoned A-1 (Agricultural District) and located in the Barrel District. Effective July 24,
2014, under the provisions of A.R.S. § 4-203.02, it allows for an unlimited number of special events at
locations controlled by the city, therefore, the allowed 12 days per calendar year does not apply to this special
event liquor license. Under the provisions of A.R.S. § 4-203.02, the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses
and Control may issue a special event liquor license only if the Council recommends approval of such license.

The City of Glendale Development Services, Police, and Fire Departments have reviewed the application and
determined that it meets all technical requirements.
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-246, Version: 1

APPROVE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE, ST. RAPHAEL CATHOLIC CHURCH
Staff Contact:   Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to approve two special event liquor licenses for St. Raphael Catholic Church,
submitted by Frank G. Dominguez. The events will be held at St. Raphael Catholic Church inside Hibner Hall
located at 5525 West Acoma Road on Friday, October 24, 2014, from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m. and Saturday,
February 7, 2015 from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m. The purpose of these special event liquor licenses are for
fundraising.

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

Background Summary

St. Raphael Catholic Church is zoned R-4 (Multi-Family Residential) and located in the Sahuaro District. St.
Raphael Catholic Church hosted prior events on March 1 and May 14, 2014; therefore, if these applications
are approved, the total number of days expended by this applicant will be three of the allowed 12 days for
2014 and one of the allowed 12 days for 2015. Under the provisions of A.R.S. § 4-203.02, the Arizona
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control may issue a special event liquor license only if the Council
recommends approval of such license.

The City of Glendale Development Services, Police, and Fire Departments have reviewed these applications
and determined that they meet all technical requirements.
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-238, Version: 1

APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-14308, SUSHI CATCHER
Staff Contact:  Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 12 (Restaurant) license for Sushi
Catcher located at 6334 West Bell Road. The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application
(No. 1207A002) was submitted by Taekyu Kang.

Staff is requesting Council to forward this application to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and
Control with a recommendation of approval.
body
Background Summary

The location of the establishment is in the Sahuaro District. The property is zoned C-2 (General Commercial).
The population density within a one-mile radius is 10,979. Sushi Catcher is currently operating with an
interim permit, therefore, the approval of this license will not increase the number of liquor licenses in the
area by one.  The current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile radius is as listed below.

Series Type Quantity
06 Bar - All Liquor 4
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 3
09 Liquor Store - All Liquor 5
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 4
12 Restaurant 18

Total 34

In accordance with A.R.S. § 4-201(G), except for a location that has been licensed within the last two years,
the applicant bears the burden of showing City Council that the public convenience requires and that the best
interest of the communitywill be substantially served by the issuance of a license. Council, when considering
this new, non-transferable series 12 license, may take into consideration the applicant’s capability,
qualifications, and reliability.

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

No public protests were received during the 20-day posting period, August 15 through September 4, 2014.
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-241, Version: 1

APPROVE LIQUOR LICENSE NO. 5-14476, CRAVE GOURMET WAFFLE SANDWICHES
Staff Contact:  Susan Matousek, Revenue Administrator

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to approve a new, non-transferable series 12 (Restaurant) license for Crave
Gourmet Waffle Sandwiches located at 9380 West Westgate Boulevard, Suite D-103. The Arizona
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control application (No. 1207A010) was submitted by Sonia J. Walia.

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

Background Summary

The location of the establishment is in the Yucca District. The property is zoned PAD (Planned Area
Development). The population density within a one-mile radius is 4,650. This series 12 is a new license,
therefore, the approval of this license will increase the number of liquor licenses in the area by one. The
current number of liquor licenses within a one-mile radius is as listed below.

Series Type Quantity
03 Domestic Microbrewery 1
06 Bar - All Liquor 7
07 Bar - Beer and Wine 4
10 Liquor Store - Beer and Wine 2
11 Hotel/Motel 1
12 Restaurant 10

Total 25

In accordance with A.R.S. § 4-201(G), except for a location that has been licensed within the last two years,
the applicant bears the burden of showing City Council that the public convenience requires and that the best
interest of the communitywill be substantially served by the issuance of a license. Council, when considering
this new, non-transferable series 12 license, may take into consideration the location, as well as the
applicant’s capability, qualifications, and reliability.

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

Community Benefit/Public Involvement
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No public protests were received during the 20-day posting period, August 26 through September 15, 2014.
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BUSINESS NAME:
LOCATION:
APPLICANT: APPLICATION NO:

ZONING:
Crave Gourmet Waffle Sandwiches

9380 W. Wesgate Blvd. Ste. D-103
Sonia J Walia
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-289, Version: 1

POSITION RECLASSIFICATIONS
Staff Contact:  Jim Brown, Director, Human Resources and Risk Management

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for the City Council to authorize the City Manager to reclassify existing positions within the
organization that have experienced a change in duties and/or responsibilities.

Background

As the City seeks out ways to more innovatively provide city services, jobs must adapt to address those
changes. Department Directors work closely with the Human Resources and Risk Management Department
to conduct job studies and make these changes when necessary. At times this may require a change in job
duties and/or responsibilities that places the job in a different job classification. When this occurs, a
reclassification of the job is necessary. Reclassifications, while permitted under Human Resources Policy 301,
do create a change to Schedule 9 of the Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-15 Budget. Human Resources Policy 301.II.A.2
states the following with regard to position reclassifications:

A position may be reclassified when the essential duties and responsibilities of the position change
significantly through the addition or deletion of essential job functions. Positions may be reclassified to a
higher or lower classification and pay range as a result of a job study. The decision made by the Human
Resources Director is final.  Classification decisions are not appealable or grievable.

a. When a position is reclassified to a class in a higher pay range, the employee shall receive the same
salary as before the reclassification, unless the employee’s current salary is less than the minimum of
the new range, in which case the employee will be placed at the minimum of the new range.

b. If a position is reclassified or reevaluated and assigned a lower pay range, the employee’s pay will not
be reduced. However, if the employee’s current salary is above the maximum of the new pay range,
the salary will be “red-lined,” meaning that the employee will not be eligible for any additional
increase in salary, including Merit, General Wage Increase or other adjustments, until the pay range
maximum (through General Wage Increase) is once again higher than the actual salary.

Under previous management, reclassifications were considered to be under the administrative authority of
the City Manager; however, moving forward, it has been determined that since this action creates a change to
the Council approved Budget Schedule 9 which addresses jobs by titles and allocations, Council must be
apprised of the change and vote to approve the position reclassifications as an amendment to Schedule 9 of
the budget. This new process provides transparency for both the Council and the public with regard to the
city’s budget.
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As the city moves forward, it is prudent to reassess the current structure and opportunities for realignment to
better prepare the city for the future. Currently, the Victim Assistance Unit within the Criminal Investigations
Division of the Police Department is managed by a Lieutenant who has seven direct reports. The span of
control for that position is too large for effective management oversight. Reclassifying an existing position to
a Victim Assistance Supervisor will provide a more appropriate level of supervision and span of control. This
reclassification will allow the Victim Assistance Supervisor to manage four Victim Assistance Caseworkers and
several temporary personnel. A closed competitive internal recruitment will be conducted to determine the
successful candidate whose position will then be reclassified to a Victim Assistance Supervisor.

The salary grade for the Grants Administrator job classification is being changed from a grade 32 to a grade 33
to make the classification more competitive within our external market.

The salary grade for the IntergovernmentalPrograms Administrator job classification is being changed from a
grade 32 to a grade 33 to make the classification more competitive within our external market and allow the
City to conduct a competitive recruitment process.

In the Police Department, there is a need to reclassify a vacant Police Officer (Assignment) classification to
that of a Police Officer.  The Police Officer (Assignment) classification is no longer being utilized.

The departure and promotion of two employees left the communications department with no Assistant
Director to oversee the Special Events, Tourism and CVB, Creative Services, Glendale Media Center and the
Glendale 11 TV divisions. Reclassifying a position to Assistant Communications Director will allow greater
efficiency for the department and proper management of the budget, revenue generation and day-to-day
workflow. A closed competitive internal recruitment will be conducted to determine the successful candidate
whose position will then be reclassified to an Assistant Communications Director.

Analysis

The Human Resources and Risk Management Department work closely with Department Directors in
conducting job studies to determine whether a job requires reclassification. It is important that job
descriptions accurately reflect the duties being performed by employees and that the job classification
reflects the level of duties and responsibilities required of the position. This helps ensure that the City
provides a clear understanding to employees of what their duties are, helps to identify the appropriate level
within the organization the position holds and helps supervisors with directing and assessing the performance
of employees. It also assists with any confusion that might arise between the City and employees as to the
duties and responsibilities required of a position.

Previous Related Council Action

On June 10, 2014, Council approved the FY 2014-15 Budget which includes a listing of all approved positions in
Schedule 9 of the Budget Book.

Council approved position reclassifications at the August 12, 2014 Council meeting.
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Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Ensuring that job descriptions appropriately reflect the duties being performed protect the city from potential
litigation and help ensure that the citizens are receiving the appropriate level of services necessary.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Based on salary savings, there is no budget impact this fiscal year.

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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Positions Recommended for Reclassification

October 2014

Position 

Number
Department Fund # Fund Name Previous Title New Title Description of Request

Effective 

Date of 

Action

Estimated 

Base Cost 

for 

Remainder of 

FY

00000000 Police 1000 General TBD Victim Assistance Supv
Realign to better meet 

department needs.
10/18/2014 $0.00

00001185 Finance and Technology 1000 General Grants Admin Grants Admin
Adjustment - Market 

Competitiveness
10/18/2014 $0.00

00002052 Intergovernmental Programs 1000 General Intergov Programs Admin Intergov Programs Admin
Adjustment - Market 

Competitiveness
10/18/2014 $0.00

00000693 Police 1000 General Police Officer (Assignment) Police Officer
Realign to better meet 

department needs.
10/18/2014 $0.00

00000000 Communications 1000 General TBD Asst Comm Director
Realign to better meet 

department needs.
10/18/2014 $0.00
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Legislation Description
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File #: 14-293, Version: 2

AWARD OF BID IFB 14-36, AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT AND APPROVE EXPENDITURE
OF FUNDS TO PURCHASE RESIDENTIAL WATER METERS FROM BADGER METER, INC.
Staff Contact:  Craig Johnson, P.E., Director, Water Services

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to award bid IFB 14-36, and to authorize the City Manager to enter into an
agreement, and approve expenditure of funds for the purchase of water meters and associated parts with
Badger Meter, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $1,250,000 ($500,000 for the initial two-year term and
$750,000 for the three one-year extensions).body

Background

The city has over 61,700 water meters that serve residential and commercial customers. Water meters and
associated parts are necessary to maintain industry standards for new residential and commercial
developments, and to maintain the citywide meter maintenance and replacement program.

An Invitation for Bids was opened in May 2014 and two responses were received. The city’s Materials
Management division developed the bid specifications in cooperation with the cities of Scottsdale and
Prescott who also have the ability to purchase from this agreement. Badger Meter, Inc. submitted the lowest
responsive, responsible bid. The initial term of the agreement is for two years upon approval by Council. Bid
specifications contained an option clause that will permit the city, at the discretion of the City Manager, to
extend this agreement for three additional years, in one-year increments.

Analysis

Award of this bid and expenditure authorization will allow the department to maintain an adequate inventory
of meters and meter parts. Well maintained water meters enable the city to provide uninterrupted water
delivery, and accurately track and measure water consumption for billing purposes.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funding in the annual amount of $250,000 is available in the Water Services FY 2014-15 operating budget and
the Water Services FY 2015-16 operating budget pending Council approval.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$250,000 2400-17300-524400, Meter Maintenance

Capital Expense? No

City of Glendale Printed on 10/6/2014Page 1 of 2

powered by Legistar™

http://www.legistar.com/


File #: 14-293, Version: 2

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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ITEM 
NO. DESCRIPTION

ESTIMATED 
QUANTITY

UNIT OF 
MEASURE UNIT PRICE

EXTENDED 
PRICE UNIT PRICE

EXTENDED 
PRICE

(A) (B) (A X B) (B) (A X B)
* *

5.1 5/8" x 3/4" Meter with Direct Read Register 6700 EACH $43.53 $291,651.00 $54.32 $363,944.00
5.2 3/4" Meter with Direct Read Register 2100 EACH $64.71 $135,891.00 $70.07 $147,147.00
5.3 1" Meter with Direct Read Register 6950 EACH $97.65 $678,667.50 $113.76 $790,632.00
5.4 1-1/2" Meter with Direct Read Register 340 EACH $264.71 $90,001.40 $254.10 $86,394.00
5.5 2" Meter with Direct Read Register 445 EACH $370.59 $164,912.55 $357.51 $159,091.95

 

5.6 ITRON 60w ERT with In-Line Connector 2500 EACH No Bid No Bid $90.00 $225,000.00

 No Bid

  

*

BID TABULATION SHEET

$1,547,208.95

$225,000.00

$1,361,123.45

FINANCE DEPARTMENT/MATERIALS 
MANAGEMENT

IFB NO.: 14-36
HD Supply 

Waterworks, LTDDUE DATE:  June 2, 2014
CONTRACT ANALYST:  Elmer Garcia

IFB NAME:  RESIDENTIAL WATER METERS

GRAND TOTAL

Lot A:  Water Meters

Sub-Total (Item 5.1 thru 5.5) $1,361,123.45

Sub-Total (Item 5.6)

Award is recommended to: Badger Meter for items 5.1, 5.2, 5.3, 5.4, 5.5 and 5.6

HD Water Supply Works LTD's offer was deemed non-responsive. Water meters 
offered by HD Water Supply Works, LTD were manufactured by Neptune 
Technology Group and have not yet undergone a three-year field test by the City. 

Badger Meter

Award Determination:

$1,772,208.95

Lot B:  ITRON Electronic Radio Transmitter (ERT)

Badger Meter is determined to be responsive; responsible and is the lowest bidder in 
each respective category.
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-294, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH NINYO & MOORE
GEOTECHNICAL CONSULTANTS, INC. FOR IMPROVEMENTS AT THE CHOLLA WATER TREATMENT PLANT
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 Ninyo & Moore Geotechnical Consultants, Inc. and approve expenditure of funds for the development
and implementation of solutions to improve soil conditions throughout the Cholla Water Treatment Plant in
an amount not to exceed $134,460...body

Background

Staff at the Cholla Water Treatment Plant has identified several areas showing signs of soil settlement. This
soil movement could impact the operations and safety of the facility if no action is taken.

This agreement provides engineering services covering design and construction administration.

Analysis

This project will implement solutions to prevent any additional settling and restore ground elevations. Ninyo
& Moore Geotechnical Consultants was selected from the current pre-qualified Engineering Consultants On-
Call List to provide services for this project.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funds are available in the Water Services FY 2014-15 Capital Improvement Plan budget as follows:

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$134,460 2400-61024-550800, Cholla Water Plant Process 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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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-259, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION FOR THE CITY MANAGER TO APPROVE A ONE YEAR SOFTWARE LICENSE AMENDMENT
AND EXERCISE THE OPTION TO PURCHASE AN ELECTRONIC SCANNER FROM IMPRESSION TECHNOLOGY,
INC.
Staff Contact:  Tom Duensing, Director, Finance and Technology

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to approve a one year software license
amendment for the period September 10, 2014 through September 9, 2015 in an amount not to exceed
$23,700 and exercise the option to purchase the Kodak s1740 high-speed scanner for $1 from Impression
Technology, Inc. bringing the total not to exceed amount to $23,701.

Background

City Council awarded a contract to TCS America and Impression Technology, Inc., for the sales tax and license
system software including the electronic document processing component. The City uses the scanner to scan
monthly utility bills, sales tax documents, and payments. Information is then uploaded to the utility billing
and sales tax systems to update the customer’s account information. Payments are transmitted electronically
to the bank.

The Finance & Technology Department began leasing the Kodak s1740 scanner in September 2010 at an
annual cost of $23,700. The City retains the option to terminate the scanner lease early with two weeks
advance notice to Impression Technology, Inc. If the City elects to terminate the lease before the lease end
date of September 9, 2015, the remaining balance of the payment will be refunded to the City. At the end of
the lease period, the City has the option to purchase the high-speed scanner for $1.

Analysis

The equipment allows the electronic scanning of documents and payments, uploading of information to
supporting software applications, and electronic depositing of funds with the bank. Staff intends to utilize this
electronic processing for at least one more year. The scanner provides an efficient and effective means for
capturing payment and account information. City staff is also looking at alternative methods for payment
processing such as outsourcing to a third party provider. In addition, it is anticipated that the Arizona
Department of Revenue will begin taking the City’s sales tax payments in the next year. If, as a result of these
changes, the City determines the scanner is no longer needed, the scanner lease can be terminated early and
the City will receive a refund of a prorated portion of its annual payment.

Previous Related Council Action

On April 4, 2014, the City and Impression Technology, Inc., entered into AmendmentNo. 2, C-7133-2, for year
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On April 4, 2014, the City and Impression Technology, Inc., entered into AmendmentNo. 2, C-7133-2, for year
four of the Software License Agreement, in accordance with the contract terms.

In April 2010, the City and Impression Technology, Inc., entered into Change Order C-7133-1, Remittance
Processing Software and Hardware.

On August 11, 2009, City Council awarded proposal 09-15 and authorized the City Manager to enter into
agreements with TCS America and Impression Technology, Inc.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The electronic processing of utility bills and sales tax documents allows for timely payment processing and
updates to customer’s accounts.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The cost of the scanner lease is split between the Utility Billing/Customer Service and Tax & License Division
based on the number of documents scanned and processed each month between the two areas.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$14,221 1000-11340-518200, License/Collection

$9,480 2360-17020-518200, Customer Service Office

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 #: 14-314, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH MIDWAY CHEVROLET AND APPROVE THE
PURCHASE OF FOUR VEHICLES FOR THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT UTILIZING AN ARIZONA STATE
PURCHASING COOPERATIVE CONTRACT
Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a linking agreement with Midway
Chevrolet and approve the purchase of four vehicles for the Glendale Police Department Special
Investigations Unit (SIU) in an amount not to exceed $116,491.46. This cooperative purchase is available
through an agreement between the State of Arizona and Midway Chevrolet (Contract No. ADSPO12-016669)
and is effective through October 1, 2015.

Background

The vehicles purchased will be utilized by SIU detectives for undercover and surveillance operations. Due to
the sensitive nature of work performed by SIU, vehicles are replaced on a three-year rotation. This purchase
replaces vehicles according to the established schedule.

Midway Chevrolet has a contract with the Arizona Department of Administration State Procurement Office
(ADOA-SPO). The ADOA-SPO serves as the central procurement authority for the State of Arizona. The city
participates in the Cooperative through a Council authorized (Resolution No. 4681 New Series) agreement (C-
8475) with ADOA-SPO. Membership in the Cooperative is available to all Arizona political subdivisions
including cities, counties, school districts, and special districts, as well as certain non-profits, State
governments, the U.S. Federal Government and Tribal Nations.

Analysis

If Council approves the recommended action, utilizing the Cooperative contract will ensure the best pricing
for the purchase of these vehicles. Materials Management and the City Attorney’s Office has reviewed and
approved the use of the Cooperative contract with Midway Chevrolet, ADSPO12-016669, for the vehicle
purchase. The City Attorney’s Office has prepared a linking agreement for use with the contract. Staff is
recommending Council authorize the City Manager to enter into the linking agreement with Midway
Chevrolet and approve the purchase of the four vehicles for the GPD SIU in an amount not to exceed
$116,491.46.

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
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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
procurementprocesses. 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.

Previous Related Council Action

On September 24, 2013, Council authorized the purchase of nine vehicles, utilizing Cooperative contracts, for
one of the GPD SIU squads in the rotation.

Budget and Financial Impacts

All undercover vehicles are purchased from the Vehicle Replacement Fund (VRF). Previously, Racketeering
Influenced Corrupt Organization (RICO) funds were credited the VRF for future RICO-funded purchases. The
purchase of undercover vehicles is an authorized use of RICO funds. Once the vehicles reach the end of their
rotation, they are auctioned off and the proceeds return to the RICO account.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$116,491.46 1120-13610-551400, VRF-Equipment Replacement-Equipment

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 #: 14-319, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH LARRY H. MILLER TOYOTA AND APPROVE
THE PURCHASE OF FIVE VEHICLES FOR THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT UTILIZING AN ARIZONA STATE
PURCHASING COOPERATIVE CONTRACT
Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a linking agreement with Larry H.
Miller Toyota and approve the purchase of five vehicles for the Glendale Police Department Special
Investigations Unit (SIU) in an amount not to exceed $163,746.78. This cooperative purchase is available
through an agreement between the State of Arizona and Larry H. Miller Toyota (Contract No. ADSPO12-
016665) and is effective until October 1, 2015.

Background

The vehicles purchased will be utilized by SIU detectives for undercover and surveillance operations. Due to
the sensitive nature of work performed by SIU, vehicles are replaced on a three-year rotation. This purchase
replaces vehicles according to the established schedule.

Larry H. Miller Toyota has a contract with the Arizona Department of Administration State ProcurementOffice
(ADOA-SPO). The ADOA-SPO serves as the central procurement authority for the State of Arizona. The city
participates in the Cooperative through a Council authorized (Resolution No. 4681 New Series) agreement (C-
8475) with ADOA-SPO. Membership in the Cooperative is available to all Arizona political subdivisions
including cities, counties, school districts, and special districts, as well as certain non-profits, State
governments, the U.S. Federal Government and Tribal Nations.

Analysis

If Council approves the recommended action, utilizing the Cooperative contract will ensure the best pricing
for the purchase of these vehicles. Materials Management and the City Attorney’s Office has reviewed and
approved the use of the Cooperative contract with Larry H. Miller Toyota, ADSPO12-016665, for the vehicle
purchase. The City Attorney’s Office has prepared a linking agreement for use with the contract. Staff is
recommending Council authorize the City Manager to enter into the linking agreement with Larry H. Miller
Toyota and approve the purchase of the five vehicles for the GPD SIU in an amount not to exceed
$163,746.78.

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
City of Glendale Printed on 10/6/2014Page 1 of 2

powered by Legistar™

http://www.legistar.com/


File #: 14-319, Version: 1

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
procurementprocesses. 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.

Previous Related Council Action

On September 24, 2013, Council authorized the purchase of nine vehicles, utilizing Cooperative contracts, for
one of the GPD SIU squads in the rotation.

Budget and Financial Impacts

All undercover vehicles are purchased from the Vehicle Replacement Fund (VRF). Previously, Racketeering
Influenced Corrupt Organization (RICO) funds were credited to the VRF for future RICO-funded purchases. The
purchase of undercover vehicles is an authorized use of RICO funds. Once the vehicles reach the end of their
rotation, they are auctioned off and the proceeds return to the RICO account.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$163,746.78 1120-13610-551400, VRF-Equipment Replacement-Equipment

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 #: 14-320, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH DON SANDERSON FORD, INC. AND
APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF TWO VEHICLES FOR THE GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT UTILIZING AN
ARIZONA STATE PURCHASING COOPERATIVE CONTRACT
Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a linking agreement with Don
Sanderson Ford, Inc. and approve the purchase of two vehicles for the Glendale Police Department Special
Investigations Unit (SIU) in an amount not to exceed $63,518.75. This cooperative purchase is available
through an agreement between the State of Arizona and Don Sanderson Ford, Inc. (Contract No. ADSPO12-
016670) and is effective through October 1, 2015.

Background

The vehicles purchased will be utilized by SIU detectives for undercover and surveillance operations. Due to
the sensitive nature of work performed by SIU, vehicles are replaced on a three-year rotation. This purchase
replaces vehicles according to the established schedule.

Don Sanderson Ford, Inc. has a contract with the Arizona Department of Administration State Procurement
Office (ADOA-SPO). The ADOA-SPO serves as the central procurementauthority for the State of Arizona. The
city participates in the Cooperative through a Council authorized (Resolution No. 4681 New Series) agreement
(C-8475) with ADOA-SPO. Membership in the Cooperative is available to all Arizona political subdivisions
including cities, counties, school districts, and special districts, as well as certain non-profits, State
governments, the U.S. Federal Government and Tribal Nations.

Analysis

If Council approves the recommended action, utilizing the Cooperative contract will ensure the best pricing
for the purchase of these vehicles. Materials Management and the City Attorney’s Office has reviewed and
approved the use of the Cooperative contract with Don Sanderson Ford, Inc., ADSPO12-016670, for the
vehicle purchase. The City Attorney’s Office has prepared a linking agreement for use with the contract. Staff
is recommending Council authorize the City Manager to enter into the linking agreement with Don Sanderson
Ford, Inc. and approve the purchase of the two vehicles for the GPD SIU in an amount not to exceed
$63,518.75.

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
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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
procurementprocesses. 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.

Previous Related Council Action

On September 24, 2013, Council authorized the purchase of nine vehicles, utilizing Cooperative contracts, for
one of the GPD SIU squads in the rotation.

Budget and Financial Impacts

All undercover vehicles are purchased from Vehicle Replacement Fund (VRF). Previously, Racketeering
Influenced Corrupt Organization (RICO) funds were credited to the VRF for future RICO-funded purchases. The
purchase of undercover vehicles is an authorized use of RICO funds. Once the vehicles reach the end of their
rotation, they are auctioned off and the proceeds return to the RICO account.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$63,518.75 1120-13610-551400, VRF-Equipment Replacement-Equipment

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? Yes

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? No

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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LINKING AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF GLENDALE, ARIZONA 
AND 

DON SANDERSON FORD 
 

THIS LINKING AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is entered into as of ____________, 
2014, between the City of Glendale, an Arizona municipal corporation (the “City”), and Don 
Sanderson Ford, Inc., an Arizona corporation (“Contractor”), collectively, the “Parties.” 
 

RECITALS 
 

A. After a bid solicitation, the State of Arizona entered into Contract Number 
ADSPO12-016670 with Contractor (the “Sanderson Contract”) on January 17, 2012, and the 
Sanderson Contract is incorporated by this reference. 

 
B. The City is permitted to purchase the goods and services described in the 

Sanderson Contract without further public bidding, and the Sanderson Contract permits its 
cooperative use by other governmental agencies including the City. 

 
C. Section 2-149 of the City’s Procurement Code permits the Materials Manager to 

authorize procurement through the use of a contract initiated by another governmental entity 
when that government entity’s procurement actions complied with the intent of the City’s 
purchasing procedures in City Code Sections 2-145 and 2-146 and such purchase is in the best 
interest of the City. The City believes these conditions are met for purposes of the Sanderson 
Contract. 

 
D. The City desires to contract with Contractor for supplies, goods or services 

identical, or nearly identical, to the supplies, goods or services Contractor is providing the State 
of Arizona under the Sanderson Contract, Contractor consents to the City’s utilization of the 
Sanderson Contract as the basis of this Agreement, and Contractor desires to enter into this 
Agreement to provide the goods and services set forth in this Agreement. 
 

AGREEMENT 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, which are incorporated 
by reference, and the covenants and promises contained in this Linking Agreement, the parties 
agree as follows: 

 
1. Term of Agreement. This Agreement is effective as of the date first set forth above and 

expires on September 1, 2016. 
 

2. Scope of Work; Terms, Conditions, and Specifications.  
 

    



 

2 

a) Contractor agrees to comply with all the terms, conditions and 
specifications of the Sanderson Contract for the purposes of this 
Agreement, and the terms, conditions, and specifications of the 
Sanderson Contract are incorporated into this Agreement by this 
reference. The “City of Glendale” is substituted for “State of Arizona” 
or similar reference to the State of Arizona throughout the Sanderson 
Contract, and the City of Glendale will enjoy all the rights the State of 
Arizona has under the Sanderson Contract. 

 
3. Compensation.  
 

a) The total purchase price for the goods and services as authorized in this 
Agreement is not to exceed Sixty-Three Thousand Five Hundred 
Eighteen Dollars and Seventy-Five Cents ($63,518.75). 

 
 
 
 
 

[SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE] 
 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties heroto have executed this Agreement as of the date

and year set forth above.

"city"

City of Glendale, an Arizona
municipal corporation

ooContractor"

Don Sanderson Ford, Inc.,

By:

Name:

By:
Brenda S. Fischer, City Manager

Approved as to Form:

Yte: F/<-,c.r .fiLt IVIV.

Michael D. Bailey, City AttorneY



City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-261, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH H&E EQUIPMENT SERVICES, INC. AND
APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF TWO FIRE PUMPERS UTILIZING A HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL (H-
GAC) PURCHASING COOPERATIVE CONTRACT
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Purpose and Recommended Action
Recommendation
This is a request for City Council to authorize the cooperative purchase of two E-One, E-Max Fire Pumpers
(Fire Pumpers) from H&E Equipment Services, Inc. (H&E Equipment), in the amount not to exceed $996,144
utilizing the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC) cooperative agreement funded through the Vehicle
Replacement Fund.

Background

This purchase utilizes an H-GAC cooperative agreement to procure the two new Fire Pumpers. H-GAC is a unit
of local governmentand a political subdivision of the State of Texas. The H-GAC Buy Program is over 30-years
old and specializes in high ticket, capital intensive products and services that require technical, detailed
specifications, and extensive professional skills to evaluate bid responses. All products offered through H-GAC
Buy have been awarded by virtue of a public competitive process.

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
procurementprocesses. 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.

Currently, there are 64 Arizona government agencies that are members of H-GAC, Government to
Government procurement service program including 46 Arizona municipalities. In addition to the City of
Glendale, local municipalities include the cities of Phoenix, Chandler, Scottsdale, Tempe, Peoria, Surprise and
Gilbert.

H-GAC has an active agreement with H&E Equipment, located in Phoenix, contract number FS12-13 JC04 for
providing Fire Service Apparatus (all types) to registered government agencies that are members of H-GAC.
H&E Equipment is the sole authorized representative of E-One in Arizona, Nevada and Utah. Per the
agreement between H-GAC and H&E Equipment, the purchase includes base units and incorporates optional
equipment which may be added to the base unit. Additional equipment may be added to the contract
purchase as long as the cost of the additions does not exceed 25% of the base bid price. This allows
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governments to design a vehicle that meets their specific operational and safety needs.

Analysis

The cost of the Fire Services Department fleet is becoming very expensive to operate due to its aging fleet.
The two E-One Fire Pumpers will replace two 20-year old units with 208,000 and 222,600 miles, respectively.
The placement of these pumpers into front-line service will provide for safer and more fuel efficient vehicles
as well as an overall reduction in maintenance costs. The new Fire Pumpers include a 360 degree camera
system with exterior view which is an added level of collision avoidance not available on the old apparatus. In
addition, changes in that available engine configuration will achieve a 50% increase in fuel efficiency.

The purchase of the two new E-One, E-Max Pumper JC04 Typhoon fire pumpers from H&E Equipment
includes a standard one-year warranty; however, the manufacturer, E-One, has offered an extension of the
standard warranty to two-years. The apparatus also comes with a lifetime frame warranty, ten-year
structural warranty, ten-year stainless steel plumbing components warranty, ten-year limited paint and
perforation warranty, three-year portable and engine driven pumps warranty, an all-out no fault lifetime
warranty on the poly-tank, and a five-year Allison Transmission warranty. The warranties as offered will
minimize the expense of maintaining the Fire Pumpers.

H-GAC has reviewed and approved the procurement of the two new E-One, E-Max JC04 Typhoon Fire
Pumpers from H&E Equipment per the Contract FS12-13 between H-GAC and H&E Equipment. Additionally,
the Fire Services Department Apparatus Committee, Equipment Management, Materials Management, and
the City Attorney’s Office have reviewed and approved the procurement of the Fire Pumpers.

Previous Related Council Action

On June 10, 2014, Council approved the purchase of a Fire Pumper utilizing the H-GAC contract following a
reexamination of the procurement method. It was determined that it is most advantageous to procure the
Fire Pumper utilizing the cooperative agreement with H-GAC and allowable under Chapter 2, Article V,
Division 2, Section 2-149 of the Glendale City Code.

Glendale entered into an Interstate Interlocal Contract for Cooperative Purchasing with H-GAC on October 28,
2003, per resolution No. 3712 New Series, and actively uses the H-GAC contract for various procurements.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Participation in the Interstate Interlocal Contract for Cooperative Purchasing with H-GAC allows the city to
procure goods and services at competitive prices.

These new Fire Pumpers will be a benefit to the community and the firefighters that use and depend on them
by putting safer and more reliable trucks on the road. Changes in technology now offer improvements in not
only safety, but operational efficiencies that were not available on the old Fire Pumpers these units will be
replacing. For example, changes in the available engine configuration will achieve a 50% increase in fuel
efficiency, which is more cost effective for operations and the community.

The two new frontline Fire Pumpers will reduce out of service time due to vehicle repairs, and increase
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The two new frontline Fire Pumpers will reduce out of service time due to vehicle repairs, and increase
availability of the engine crew for emergency response to the community. By keeping engine companies in
service, in their first due response area, service call response times will be reduced.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funds are available in the fiscal year 2014-15 Vehicle Replacement Fund for this purchase.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$996,144 1120-13610-551400, 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 #: 14-265, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH ELXSI, INC. AND APPROVE THE PURCHASE
OF A WASTEWATER CAMERA TRUCK UTILIZING A HOUSTON-GALVESTON AREA COUNCIL (H-GAC)
PURCHASING COOPERATIVE CONTRACT
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the cooperative purchase of a Sewer Inspection Camera System
and Hi Cube Cargo Van (wastewater camera truck) from Elxsi, Inc., dba CUES Inc., in the amount not to exceed
$260,390 utilizing the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC) cooperative agreement funded through the
Vehicle Replacement Fund.

Background

This purchase utilizes an H-GAC cooperative agreement to procure the wastewater camera truck. H-GAC is a
unit of local government and a political subdivision of the State of Texas. The H-GAC Buy Program is over 30-
years old and specializes in high ticket, capital intensive products and services that require technical, detailed
specifications, and extensive professional skills to evaluate bid responses. All products offered through H-GAC
Buy have been awarded by virtue of a public competitive process.

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
procurementprocesses. 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.

Currently, there are 64 Arizona government agencies that are members of H-GAC, Government to
Government procurement service program including 46 Arizona municipalities. In addition to the City of
Glendale, local municipalities include the cities of Phoenix, Chandler, Scottsdale, Tempe, Peoria, Surprise and
Gilbert.

Analysis

The wastewater camera truck currently in use by the Water Services department is included in the Vehicle
Replacement Fund and was identified by the Equipment Management division for replacement based on its
age, miles/hours and rising operation and maintenance costs. Use of the wastewater camera truck will
continue to allow systematic inspection of the sewer collection system to reduce failures, define rehabilitation
and replacement, and ensure that customers can continue to rely upon safe dependable service with no
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and replacement, and ensure that customers can continue to rely upon safe dependable service with no
environmental health hazards. Purchasing this equipment also allows the city to maintain regulatory
compliance of the existing Capacity, Management, Operations and Maintenance Program permit through the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality.

H-GAC has reviewed and approved the procurement of the wastewater camera truck per the Contract FS12-
13 between H-GAC and Elxsi, Inc., dba CUES, Inc. Additionally Equipment Management, Materials
Management and the City Attorney’s Office has reviewed and approved the procurement of the wastewater
camera truck via H-GAC.

Previous Related Council Action

Glendale entered into an Interstate Interlocal Contract for Cooperative Purchasing with H-GAC on October 28,
2003, per resolution No. 3712 New Series, and actively uses the H-GAC contract for various procurements.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Participation in the Interstate Interlocal Contract for Cooperative Purchasing with H-GAC allows the city to
procure goods and services at competitive prices.

This wastewater camera truck will allow Water Services to continue to provide a comprehensive program for
systematically inspecting the sewer collection system, reducing failures, defining rehabilitation and
replacement, and ensuring that customers can continue to rely upon safe dependable services with no
environmental health hazards.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Funds are available in the fiscal year 2014-15 Vehicle Replacement Fund for this purchase.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$260,390 1120-13610-551400, 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 #: 14-323, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LINKING AGREEMENT WITH RBC CAPITAL MARKETS, LLC FOR THE
PROVISION OF FINANCIAL ADVISORY SERVICES UTILIZING AN ARIZONA STATE AND RBC CAPITAL MARKETS,
LLC PURCHASING COOPERATIVE CONTRACT
Staff Contact: Tom Duensing, Director, Finance and Technology

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to authorize the City Manager to enter into a one year linking agreement and
to approve up to four, one-year renewal options with RBC Capital Markets, LLC for the provision of financial
advisory services. This cooperative purchase is available through an agreement between the State of Arizona
and RBC Capital Markets LLC (Contract No. ADSPO14-080039) and is effective through September 10, 2015
with up to four, one-year renewal options by the State. City Manager approval of one-year renewals is
dependent upon State of Arizona renewal.

Background

Currently, the City of Glendale has in excess of $1 billion in outstanding debt. In addition, the City has
historically relied on issuing debt as an effective means to finance capital projects with long useful lives.
Bond/debt refunding is also critical to ensure the City is able to utilize the market to minimize debt services
costs.  Currently, the City has a number of bonds outstanding as summarized below:

·· General Obligation (GO) Bonds

·· Water/Sewer Revenue Obligations

·· Highway User Revenue Fund (HURF) Revenue Obligations

·· Transportation Revenue Obligations

·· Municipal Property Corporation Excise Tax Bonds

State and local governments engage municipal financial advisors (FA’s) to assist in the structuring and
issuance of bonds whether through a competitive or negotiated sales. An FA represents the issuer (the City)
in the sale of bonds, and unlike other professionals involved in a bond sale, has an explicit fiduciary duty to
the City.

The GovernmentFinance Officers Association (GFOA) recommends that issuers hire financial advisors prior to
the undertaking of a debt financing unless the issuer has sufficient in-house expertise and access to current
bond market information. Issuers should assure themselves that the selected financial advisor has the
necessary expertise to assist the issuer in determining the best type of financing for the government, selecting
other finance professionals, planning the bond sale, and successfully selling and closing the bonds. Therefore,
it is important that the City obtain FA services from a firm with significant Arizona municipal experience.
While financial advisors play a key role on the financing team, it is important to note that the City remains in
control of decision making processes necessary for the issuance and sale of the bonds or implementing the
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control of decision making processes necessary for the issuance and sale of the bonds or implementing the
financing.

Analysis

On September 11, 2014 the State of Arizona Department of Administration, State Procurement Office
awarded financial advisor services to nine qualified respondents to a Request for Proposal (RFP). Contained in
this RFP was the ability for the contract to be used by State Purchasing Cooperative members. The City is a
member of the State Purchasing Cooperative.

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
procurementprocesses. 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.

Although nine qualified respondents to the RFP were selected by the State, the City is recommendinga linking
agreement with RBC Capital Markets, LLC due to their vast Arizona municipal experience including the cities of
Phoenix, Tucson, Chandler, Tempe, Mesa, and Scottsdale. Other government experience includes the Arizona
Department of Administration, Arizona Department of Transportation, Arizona State University, University of
Arizona, and Maricopa County.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Bond issuance and refinancing deals directly impact the cost of borrowing (debt service costs) of the City.
Financial advisors have a fiduciary responsibility to the City and are critical in structuring deals that minimize
costs, create financial flexibility, or address financial challenges a City may face.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Payments to RBC Capital Markets, LLC are typically paid when bonds are issued and become part of the
issuance costs. The amount of payment is typically dependent upon the total debt being issued or
restructured and follow a per bond pricing structure. Hourly pricing has been provided for services not
related to debt issuance; however, these types of payments are atypical for this type of agreement. For any
financial advisory services payment there must be adequate budget capacity to absorb these fees.

Capital Expense? No
Budgeted? Yes
Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer?  No
If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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LINKING AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF GLENDALE, ARIZONA AND 

RBC CAPITAL MARKETS, LLC 

 

 

THIS LINKING AGREEMENT (this "Agreement") is entered into as of   

_________________________, 2014, between the City of Glendale, an Arizona municipal 

corporation (the "City"), and RBC Capital Markets, LLC, a corporation authorized to do 

business in Arizona ("Contractor"), collectively, the "Parties." 

 

RECITALS 

A. The State of Arizona Department of Administration on September 11, 2014 

entered into Contract Number ADSPO14-00003944,  and subsequently the parties entered 

into various amendments to the contract (collectively, the "Financial Advisory Services 

Contract"), a copy of which is incorporated by this reference. 

 

B. The City is permitted to purchase the goods and services described in the 

ESRI Contract without further public bidding, and the Financial Advisory Services 

Contract permits its cooperative use by other governmental agencies, including the City. 

 

C. Section 2-149 of the City's Procurement Code permits the Materials 

Manager to authorize procurement through the use of a contract initiated by another 

governmental entity when that government entity's procurement actions complied with the 

intent of the City's purchasing procedures in City Code Sections 2-145 and 2-146 and 

such purchase is in the best interest of the City. The City believes these conditions are 

met for purposes of the Financial Advisory Services Contract. 

 

D. The City desires to contract with Contractor for supplies, goods or services 

identical, or nearly identical, to the supplies, goods or services Contractor is providing the 

State of Arizona under the Financial Advisory Services Contract, Contractor consents to 

the City's utilization of the Financial Advisory Services Contract as the basis of this 

Agreement, and Contractor desires to enter into this Agreement to provide the goods and 

services set forth in this Agreement. 

AGREEMENT 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, which are 

incorporated by reference, and the covenants and promises contained in this Agreement, 

the parties agree as follows: 

 

1. Term of Agreement.  This Agreement is effective as of the date first set forth above 

and expires on September 10, 2015.  At the option of the parties, this agreement may 

be extended for four additional, one-year periods. 

 

2. Scope  of  Work;  Terms, Conditions, and Specifications 



 

a)  Contractor  will provide City the identical supplies, goods or services 

Contractor provided the State of Arizona Department of Administration 

under the Financial Advisory Services Contract, as requested by the City in 

the proposal attached as Exhibits "A" and “B”. 

 

b) Contractor agrees to comply with all the terms, conditions and 

specifications of the Financial Advisory Services Contract for the 

purposes of this Agreement, and the terms, conditions, and 

specifications are incorporated in this Linking Agreement by this 

reference. The "City of Glendale" shall be substituted for “End User” or 

similar references throughout the Financial Advisory Services Contract. 

 

3. Compensation. 

 

a) City shall pay Contractor the same rate of compensation the End User 

pays Contractor under the Financial Advisory Services Contract 

pursuant to Exhibits A and B. 

 

b) The total purchase price for the Services as authorized in this 

agreement is to be consistent with the pricing set forth in Exhibit 

B.  Total amounts paid are upon mutual agreement between the 

City and RBC Capital Markets, LLC and dependent upon the 

services necessary.  In addition, the City may from time to time elect 

to purchase additional goods and services from Contractor pursuant to 

the Contract, and the City will comply with all applicable laws 

regarding procurement and approval of such purchases. 

 

[SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE] 
 

 
  



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the date and year 
set forth above. 

 
"City"                                                                         "Contractor"  

 

City of Glendale, an Arizona                                   RBC Capital Markets, LLC 

Municipal Corporation 
 

 

 

 

By:  __________________________  By:__________________________ 

Name: Brenda S. Fischer   Name:  Kurt Freund 

Title: City Manager    Title:   Managing Director 

 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

__________________________________ 

  City Clerk 

 

 

 

Approved as to Form 

 

 

__________________________________ 

  City Attorney 



 

 

Proposal to Provide Financial Advisory Services to 

 
The State of Arizona 

 

Financial Advisor Services 

Solicitation # ADSPO14-00003944 

July 24, 2014 
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OFFER FORMS AND CERTIFICATIONS 
 

4.1 OFFER AND ACCEPTANCE  

We have enclosed the signed Offer and Acceptance form and acknowledge RBC Capital Markets’ intent 
to be bound by the Offer and terms of the Solicitation and that the information provided is true, accurate 
and complete. 
 

4.2 ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF SOLICITATION AMENDMENTS 

We acknowledge that no solicitation amendments have been issued. 
 

4.3 OFFER FORMS 

4.3.1 Offer and Acceptance Form (completed and signed) 
 
We have enclosed the completed and signed Offer and Acceptance Form. 
 
4.3.2 Offeror’s Current Contracts 
 
We have enclosed the required Offeror’s Current Contracts forms for three (3) of our current 
contracts. 
 
4.4.1 Attachment I – Price Schedule 
 
We have enclosed the required Attachment I - Price Schedule. 
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OFFEROR’S CURRENT CONTRACTS 

 
Offeror shall provide and submit a separate Attachment III for a maximum of three (3) professional contracts to 
which the Offeror provided services similar in scope to those described in this solicitation. 

1. Reference Information 
Organization Name:  

Address: 

 

 

 

Street Address 

City, State, Zip Code 

Contact Information: 
                                                                             
Contact Name                                                                                  Phone Number 

Contact Email Address 

2. Description of Services Provided 
Services Begin Date: Services End Date: 

Dollar Amount of Contract: Number/Type of Personnel: 

Description of Services Provided: (Include similar services performed as those described in this Solicitation’s Scope of Work. Offeror 
shall provide any and all information that documents successful, reliable experience and past performance, overall quality of job 
performance and any contract non-performance issues).  
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
. 
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OFFEROR’S CURRENT CONTRACTS 

 
Offeror shall provide and submit a separate Attachment III for a maximum of three (3) professional contracts to 
which the Offeror provided services similar in scope to those described in this solicitation. 

1. Reference Information 
Organization Name:  

Address: 

 

 

 

Street Address 

City, State, Zip Code 

Contact Information: 
                                                                             
Contact Name                                                                                  Phone Number 

Contact Email Address 

2. Description of Services Provided 
Services Begin Date: Services End Date: 

Dollar Amount of Contract: Number/Type of Personnel: 

Description of Services Provided: (Include similar services performed as those described in this Solicitation’s Scope of Work. Offeror 
shall provide any and all information that documents successful, reliable experience and past performance, overall quality of job 
performance and any contract non-performance issues).  
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
. 
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OFFEROR’S CURRENT CONTRACTS 

 
Offeror shall provide and submit a separate Attachment III for a maximum of three (3) professional contracts to 
which the Offeror provided services similar in scope to those described in this solicitation. 

1. Reference Information 
Organization Name:  

Address: 

 

 

 

Street Address 

City, State, Zip Code 

Contact Information: 
                                                                             
Contact Name                                                                                  Phone Number 

Contact Email Address 

2. Description of Services Provided 
Services Begin Date: Services End Date: 

Dollar Amount of Contract: Number/Type of Personnel: 

Description of Services Provided: (Include similar services performed as those described in this Solicitation’s Scope of Work. Offeror 
shall provide any and all information that documents successful, reliable experience and past performance, overall quality of job 
performance and any contract non-performance issues).  
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
. 
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RBC Capital Markets has served as the financial advisor to Arizona State University on virtually all of its debt financings under the University’s current solicitation for Financial Advisory Services awarded in 2013, as well as in prior years.  The services we provide to the University are virtually identical to the Scope of Work outlined in the current Solicitation from the State and include services such as assisting the University in developing its debt financing plans; analyzing various debt structures to meet the University’s financing needs; providing various debt analyses and amortization structures for consideration; identifying refinancing opportunities for the University; developing timetables for all financings; taking a lead role in organizing, typesetting and preparing for University review the Preliminary and Final Official Statements for all financings and handling the publication and distribution of such documents; reviewing all of the legal documents associated with any financing; serving as a representative of the University in interacting and negotiating with other financing participants including bond lawyers, underwriters, rating agencies, bond insurers, bank trustees and others; assisting the University in its identification and evaluation of other financing participants; reviewing underwriter marketing plans for the sale of debt obligations and recommending approaches that best meet the University’s goals; evaluating the sale and pricing of all debt obligations; handling any other aspects of debt financings or related issues as needed by the University.  Indicative of our reliable experience and past performance, we have been re-hired by the University on several occasions via periodic procurements for financial advisory services and are not aware of ever having any contract non-performance issues.
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State of Arizona 

Financial Advisor Services 
Solicitation # ADSPO14-00003944 

 

1. Financial Advisor Services Price Schedule (Attachment I) 
 

Offeror’s shall complete Attachment I entitled “Financial Advisor Services Price 
Schedule”, and provide all requested information according to the instructions.   
 
Attachment I is found in Attachments section of ProcureAZ under the file named 
“Financial Advisor Services Price Schedule”.  
 

     
2.  ProcureAZ Electronic System Requirement:  

 
   To ensure Offeror submits a valid bid, Offeror shall enter a one (1) dollar in the "Unit 

Cost" field on the “Items” tab in ProcureAZ, as a zero (0) will be considered a NO-BID 
by the system. 

 
   For assistance call the ProcureAZ Help Desk:  602-542-7600 

 
 

PRICING SCHEDULE 
 
The Offeror shall develop and submit six pricing schedules as per Attachment I, using the methodologies described 
below.  In each instance, the Offeror shall indicate the pricing for collateralized, non-collateralized, and pooled 
structure.  Pricing must be provided in an all-inclusive basis. 
 

1. The Offeror shall provide an all-inclusive fee, based on the size, or size range, for financial transactions.   
Fees shall be stated as a dollar amount. 

 
PRICING SCHEDULE NUMBER ONE: 
 
Per Bond Pricing Structure: 
 
The Offeror shall indicate the fee per $1,000 of the face value of the financing for each financing 
transaction undertaken by the Eligible Agency. The Offeror shall indicate any changes in the fee per 
$1,000 based on the size of the financing and shall indicate any minimum or maximum fees per financing 
transaction. 
 
The Offeror shall separately state the fees per $1,000 for a collateralized structure and for a non-
collateralized structure. 
 
The Offeror should also indicate if a price differential is available for transactions subsequent to the first 
financing. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Exhibit A



 

Attachment I 
State of Arizona 

State Procurement Office 
100 N.15th Ave., Suite 201 

Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Solicitation No.:     ADSPO14-00003944 PAGE 
2 

Description: Financial Advisor Services OF 
5 

 

 
State of Arizona 

Financial Advisor Services 
Solicitation # ADSPO14-00003944 

 

A. COLLATERALIZED STRUCTURE PER $1,000: 
 
Principal Amount of Issue       Fee 
 
Principal amount of series less than $30 million     $2.00* 

 

Principal amount of series of $30 million to less than $40 million   $1.85* 
 

Principal amount of series of $40 million to less than $50 million   $1.65* 
 

Principal amount of series of $50 million to less than $60 million   $1.45* 
 

Principal amount of series of $60 million to less than $70 million   $1.35* 
 

Principal amount of series of $70 million or more     $1.25* 
 

B. NON-COLLATERALIZED STRUCTURE PER $1,000: 
 
Principal Amount of Issue       Fee 
 
Principal amount of series less than $30 million     $2.00* 

 

Principal amount of series of $30 million to less than $40 million   $1.85* 
 

Principal amount of series of $40 million to less than $50 million   $1.65* 
 

Principal amount of series of $50 million to less than $60 million   $1.45* 
 

Principal amount of series of $60 million to less than $70 million   $1.35* 
 

Principal amount of series of $70 million or more     $1.25* 
 
 

C. POOLED STRUCTURE PER $1,000: 
 Incremental 
Principal Amount of Issue Fee Cost per Borrower 
 
Principal amount of series less than $30 million     $2.00*  $10,000 

 

Principal amount of series of $30 million to less than $40 million  $1.85*  $10,000 
 

Principal amount of series of $40 million to less than $50 million  $1.65*  $10,000 
 

Principal amount of series of $50 million to less than $60 million  $1.45*  $10,000 
 

Principal amount of series of $60 million to less than $70 million  $1.35*  $10,000 
 

Principal amount of series of $70 million or more    $1.25*  $10,000 
 

*  The fee per $1,000 principal amount for collateralized or non-collateralized issues is subject to a minimum fee for 
fixed rate financings of $50,000 per financing series; for variable rate financings, the minimum fee is $60,000 per 
financing series.  The fee per $1,000 principal amount for pooled financing structures is subject to a minimum fee 
for fixed rate financings of $50,000 per financing series; for variable rate financings, the minimum fee is $60,000.  
For the initial issuance of any newly created financing, an additional fee of $30,000 would be charged due to the 
additional time and effort involved in creating such a new structure or financing program. For issues involving the 
refunding of existing debt obligations, an additional fee of up to $25,000 would be charged based on the complexity 
of the refunding.   
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PRICING SCHEDULE NUMBER TWO (COLLATERALIZED, NON-COLLATERALIZED, AND POOLED): 
 

Hourly Rates:  The Offeror shall provide a schedule of hourly rates for each Key Person who may provide 
services described in the Scope of Work.  The Offeror shall indicate any minimum or maximum fees for 
such services or per financing transaction (use a separate sheet if necessary): 

 

A.  COLLATERALIZED STRUCTURE: 
 

Name of Key Person & Title Hourly Rate* Min/Max Fees per Transaction 
 

Kurt Freund, Managing Director  $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

John Snider, Managing Director  $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

Jeff Wagner, Managing Director  $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

Nick Dodd, Director   $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

Bill Wildman, Director   $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

Megan Wienand, Vice President  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

Phong Pham, Vice President  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

Kathryn Pong, Associate  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

Loren Morales, Associate  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

Austin Lahr, Analyst   $300 per hour   $ see below  
 

Jamie Durando, Managing Director $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other senior level bankers  $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other officer level bankers  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other associate level bankers  $300 per hour   $ see below  
 
B. NON-COLLATERALIZED STRUCTURE: 
 

Name of Key Person & Title Hourly Rate* Min/Max Fees per Transaction 
 

Kurt Freund, Managing Director  $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

John Snider, Managing Director  $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

Jeff Wagner, Managing Director  $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

Nick Dodd, Director   $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

Bill Wildman, Director   $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

Megan Wienand, Vice President  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

Phong Pham, Vice President  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

Kathryn Pong, Associate  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

Loren Morales, Associate  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

Austin Lahr, Analyst   $300 per hour   $ see below  
 

Jamie Durando, Managing Director $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other senior level bankers  $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other officer level bankers  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other associate level bankers  $300 per hour   $ see below  
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C. POOLED STRUCTURE: 
 
Name of Key Person & Title Hourly Rate*  Min/Max Fees per Transaction 
 

Kurt Freund, Managing Director  $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

John Snider, Managing Director  $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

Jeff Wagner, Managing Director  $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

Nick Dodd, Director   $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

Bill Wildman, Director   $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

Megan Wienand, Vice President  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

Phong Pham, Vice President  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

Kathryn Pong, Associate  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

Loren Morales, Associate  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

Austin Lahr, Analyst   $300 per hour   $ see below  
 

Jamie Durando, Managing Director $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other senior level bankers  $550 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other officer level bankers  $425 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other associate level bankers  $300 per hour   $ see below  
 

*  The fee for collateralized or non-collateralized issues is subject to a minimum fee for fixed rate financings of 
$60,000 per financing series; for variable rate financings, the minimum fee is $75,000 per financing series.  The fee 
per $1,000 principal amount for pooled financing structures is subject to a minimum fee for fixed rate financings of 
$70,000 per financing series; for variable rate financings, the minimum fee is $85,000.  Hourly fee pricing would 
only apply to any debt obligation series of $50 million or less.  For the initial issuance of any newly created 
financing, an additional fee of $30,000 would be charged due to the additional time and effort involved in creating 
such a new structure or financing program. For issues involving the refunding of existing debt obligations, an 
additional fee of up to $25,000 would be charged based on the complexity of the refunding. 
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PRICING SCHEDULE NUMBER THREE (COLLATERALIZED, NON-COLLATERALIZED AND 
POOLED: 
 
Annual Retainer Fees: 
 
The Offeror shall indicate an annual retainer price for all services described in the Scope of Work 
 
The Offeror shall separately state the retainer price if a collateralized, non-collateralized or pooled structure 
is utilized. 
 
The Offeror shall indicate any limitations on the services to be provided under such a fee arrangement. 
 
Limitations:  The Offeror shall indicate if any of the three pricing methodologies are unacceptable. 
 
A. Collateralized:  $60,000 annually per Agency* 
 
B. Non-Collateralized: $60,000 annually per Agency* 
 
C. Pooled:  $60,000 annually per Agency* 

 
*  Under this pricing approach, our services would be limited to the Scope of Work items not specifically related to 
the issuance of any obligations and we would discount proposed per bond pricing fees for any issuance by 7.5%.  
The annual retainer would need to be paid prior to any services being provided in any fiscal year. 

 
 
PRICING SCHEDULE NUMBER FOUR (KEY PERSON WITH HOURLY RATE): 
The Offerer shall indicate hourly rates for other financial advisory activities described in the Scope 
of Work (associated with a bond issue transaction). 
 
Name of Key Person   Title     Hourly Rate* 
 

Kurt Freund     Managing Director   $550 per hour  
 

John Snider     Managing Director   $550 per hour  
 

Jeff Wagner     Managing Director   $550 per hour  
 

Nick Dodd     Director     $550 per hour  
 

Bill Wildman     Director     $550 per hour  
 

Megan Wienand   Vice President    $425 per hour  
 

Phong Pham    Vice President    $425 per hour  
 

Kathryn Pong    Associate    $425 per hour  
 

Loren Morales    Associate    $425 per hour  
 

Austin Lahr    Analyst     $300 per hour  
 

Jamie Durando    Managing Director   $550 per hour  
 

All other senior level bankers       $550 per hour  
 

All other officer level bankers       $425 per hour  
 

All other associate level bankers       $300 per hour  
 

*  Fees are for “other financial advisory activities” associated with a bond issue transaction in addition to the fees 
set forth in Pricing Schedule Number One. 
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PRICING SCHEDULE NUMBER FIVE (KEY PERSON WITH HOURLY RATE): 
The Offered shall indicate hourly rates for other financial advisory activities described in the Scope 
of Work (not associated with a bond transaction). 
 
Name of Key Person   Title     Hourly Rate 
 

Kurt Freund     Managing Director   $550 per hour  
 

John Snider     Managing Director   $550 per hour  
 

Jeff Wagner     Managing Director   $550 per hour  
 

Nick Dodd     Director     $550 per hour  
 

Bill Wildman     Director     $550 per hour  
 

Megan Wienand   Vice President    $425 per hour  
 

Phong Pham    Vice President    $425 per hour  
 

Kathryn Pong    Associate    $425 per hour  
 

Loren Morales    Associate    $425 per hour  
 

Austin Lahr    Analyst     $300 per hour  
 

Jamie Durando    Managing Director   $550 per hour  
 

All other senior level bankers       $550 per hour  
 

All other officer level bankers       $425 per hour  
 

All other associate level bankers       $300 per hour  
 
 
PRICING SCHEDULE NUMBER SIX: 
 
Optional Pricing:  The Offeror shall provide a firm, fixed, all-inclusive maximum fee per Financing 
Transaction involving the sale of certificates regardless of the number of buildings acquired and equipment 
and the size of the issue: 
 
$750,000  Maximum Fee (dollar amount) per Financing Transaction.  Offeror should also indicate 
how this fee will be calculated (hourly rates, etc.) 

 
The fee can be calculated under Pricing Schedule Number One herein. 
 
 

Our proposed fees outlined in any Pricing Schedules noted above do not include any investment advisory services 
or services related to ancillary financial products such as interest rate derivative contracts or interest rate caps, 
collars or floors, which are not included in the Scope of Work.  If such additional services were requested, and we 
were able to provide such services, they would be subject to a fee payment at a negotiated fee approved in 
advance. 

In addition to the fees provided in the Pricing Schedules above, the following additional fees may apply, depending 
on the circumstances of the specific transaction:   

For transactions in which RBCCM serves as a placement agent on a loan or securities purchased directly by a 
bank or other financial institution the fee would not exceed 2% of the total loan amount. 

Assembly and publishing of Official Statement or Placement Memorandum, a fee of not to exceed $25,000 
(typically for smaller issuers). 
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Supplemental interest certificates, capital appreciation securities, convertible capital appreciation securities, 
stepped coupon securities or securities with taxable interest the fee basis may be adjusted by not greater than 
$2.50 per $1,000. 

For assistance with complex financings or unique requests outside of the traditional services typically provided and 
contemplated in the Scope of Work, RBCCM could negotiate additional compensation with the non-State Agency 
local political subdivisions.  Complex financings of such subdivisions may include, but are not limited to: (1) title or 
real estate issues, (2) utility company acquisitions, (3) tax increment or land based financings (special districts), (4) 
public/private partnerships (5) financings involving conduit issuers (6) other circumstances requiring a significantly 
higher degree of complexity or effort. 
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QUESTIONNAIRE SECTION: 
 

7.1. METHOD OF APPROACH  

7.1.A. Offeror shall provide a narrative response that describes your organization’s overall 
method of approach for providing financial advisory services. 
 
Over the course of RBC Capital Markets’ (“RBCCM’s”) professional relationship with various State agencies as 
financial advisor, we have always strived to improve the service provided and the results achieved. Our efforts and 
achievements have included, among other issues, working to better define the roles and responsibilities of the 
financial advisor and the underwriting team.  The goals of these efforts have been: 
 

 to streamline the bond issuance process to its most efficient level in terms of the time and 
resources of the involved Agency staff and the rest of the financing team; 

 
 to ensure that the underwriting team’s primary focus is on the marketing and sale of the Agency’s 

bonds, thereby improving the likelihood of achieving the lowest interest cost; 
 

 to achieve, in conjunction with the Agency’s efforts, underwriting costs that are no greater than 
what is necessary to effectively market and sell the State’s debt. 

 
While we believe there is always room for further improvement, we also believe we have been very successful in 
accomplishing these goals. The State Agency’s bond issuance process is geared toward achieving the desired end 
result: the lowest borrowing costs consistent with market conditions.  The focus of the underwriting team on selling 
the State’s debt has been clearly demonstrated to the various Agency staff who have directly participated in 
financings in recent years and is further evidenced by the interest rates achieved. 
 
By way of example, the State Agencies we have worked with have seen a distinct and noticeable reduction in 
underwriting costs over the last ten-year period.  While these reductions are in part a function of competitive market 
conditions, they are also a result of the efforts by RBC Capital Markets and the various Agencies to more clearly 
define the underwriter’s role and to pay only for the services provided. By way of example, an underwriters’ fee of 
$5.00 per thousand dollars of bonds was not uncommon on various Agency financings in the not too distant past.  
In contrast, the underwriting cost on more recent financings is generally in the range of $2.00 to $3.00 per 
thousand dollars of bonds.  This reduction in bond underwriting fees has resulted in real savings to the State’s 
Agencies. Again, while not all of these savings can be attributed to the efforts of RBC Capital Markets and the 
Agencies to align costs paid with services provided and to successfully negotiate fees, a significant portion is due 
to these factors. 
 
Although it is truly a team effort that produces low borrowing costs, the financial advisor is the only participant that 
serves only the Agency. While the other participants provide services valuable to the financing process and to the 
Agency, who they serve extends beyond the Agency. For example, the bond counsel’s first responsibility is to 
protect the interest of investors.  RBC Capital Markets obviously takes the unique role of the financial advisor very 
seriously and has worked diligently over the years to provide the broadest possible level of services and expertise 
to meet State Agencies’ needs. 
 
The following outline delineates the specific responsibilities that we would assume as financial advisor on any 
negotiated debt financing. 
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Financial Advisory Services and Financing Responsibilities 
 

I. Pre-Pricing Responsibilities of RBC Capital Markets Service Team 
 

1. Consult with the Agency concerning legal issues, security structures, issue size, timing, and 
preliminary debt structure. 

2. Analyze and determine the Agency’s capacity to issue the proposed debt. 

3. Provide projected debt service scenarios illustrating debt service coverage and cash flow 
requirements. 

4. Analyze and review existing debt obligations for refunding savings and/or debt restructuring. 

5. Prepare a detailed timetable of events consistent with the Agency’s scheduling needs. 

6. Prepare Agency briefing materials and assist in their presentation. 

7. Prepare and distribute a request for updated marketing and fee information from firms in the State’s 
underwriting pool or other underwriters, as requested. 

8. Provide details on issue structure and terms to bond counsel for preparation of draft legal documents. 

9. Contact credit rating agencies and coordinate times for meeting with the various agencies. 

10. Analyze and recommend whether obtaining bond insurance will be cost effective. If necessary, contact 
insurers and coordinate meetings with them.  Prepare and distribute a request for insurance fee 
proposals. 

11. Prepare and distribute multiple drafts of preliminary official statements and corresponding revisions 
received and evaluated from all financing participants. 

12. Review and comment on drafts of legal documents necessary for issuing the debt. 

13. Prepare and distribute, as needed, requests for proposals for services for registrar and paying agent, 
depository trustee, official statement printing, and verification agent. 

14. Review and summarize proposals received for third-party services and recommend providers. 

15. Review and summarize proposals received from underwriters, prepare additional market information 
concerning underwriters, and provide recommendations for the Agency’s selection of underwriting 
team. 

16. Review and summarize fee proposals received from insurers and recommend firm for Agency 
selection. 

17. Prepare and/or review Agency policies designating underwriters and paying agent/registrar. 

18. Prepare travel itineraries for meeting with rating agencies and/or insurers, and assist in all travel 
accommodations including air, lodging, ground transportation, etc. 

19. Assist in the preparation and review of presentation materials and credit information to be provided to 
rating agencies and insurers. 

20. Review and comment on the level of disclosure to be provided by the Agency in order to comply with 
SEC Rule 15c2-12 concerning continuing secondary market disclosure. 

21. Participate in presentations to rating agencies and/or insurers and conduct follow-up discussions to 
clarify issues and/or encourage favorable responses. 

22. Review and provide recommendations on the marketing approach and plans proposed by the senior 
manager and other underwriters. 

 
II. Pricing Responsibilities of RBC Capital Markets Team 

 
1. Recommend timing for pricing based on market conditions, cash flow needs and underwriters’ input. 

2. Monitor and participate, if necessary, in implementation of approved marketing plan. 

3. Prepare updated materials for briefing the Agency and assist in any Agency’s presentation to the 
JCCR and/or JLBC staff. 
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4. Review and comment on draft Bond or Certificate Purchase Agreement. 

5. Oversee the printing and distribution of the preliminary official statement. 

6. Prepare travel itineraries for bond pricing and assist in all travel accommodations including air, lodging, 
ground transportation, etc. (if necessary). 

7. Recommend any modifications to structure or terms (e.g. call features, reserve fund, etc.) for pricing. 

8. Prepare and distribute detailed pre-pricing materials to Agency staff including structure and terms of 
bonds, pricing timetable, status of current market, historical Agency financing results, current pricing 
data for comparable bond or note issues, etc. 

9. Advise and make recommendations on preliminary interest rate scale and fees proposed by 
underwriters. 

10. Review and evaluate status of pricing and advise Agency pricing team of same. 

11. Advise on and recommend negotiating issues and positions for Agency pricing team. 

12. Negotiate pricing issues with underwriters in conjunction with Agency pricing team. 

13. Review proposed allocation of bonds or notes among underwriters based on orders received and 
advise Agency pricing team on same. 

14. Provide bond counsel with final structure and terms of issue for finalizing Bond Documents. 

15. Provide underwriters’ counsel with final structure and terms of sale for finalizing Bond or Certificate 
Purchase Agreement, review and comment on same, and advise Agency on execution. 

16. Provide the Agency relevant materials summarizing the results of the sale, results of comparable 
sales, and market conditions. 

 
III. Post Pricing Responsibilities 
 

1. Prepare and distribute a draft final official statement. 

2. Prepare final debt service schedules. 

3. Review and comment on drafts of closing legal documents. 

4. Prepare and distribute a closing instructions memorandum detailing closing events, wire transfers and 
accounting for funds, and delivery of the obligations. 

5. Obtain underlying rating letters from credit agencies. 

6. Coordinate printing and distribution of final official statement. 

7. Review and comment on legal documents from bond insurer, if applicable. 

8. Execute closing certificate of financial advisor (as needed). 

9. Review drafts of underwriters’ report on distribution of obligations to investors. 
 
RBC Capital Markets takes pride in our method of approach and value added services in meeting our clients’ scope 
of work requirements.  While we believe that our approach is “best of class” as evidenced by feedback from our 
clients, we continually seek to improve upon our processes and the approach to assisting our clients in issuing their 
debt obligation in the most efficient and lowest cost manner.  Given our national platform, we are able to 
consistently seek out and impart “best practices” from our clients across the country.  Ultimately we have found that 
our best improvements are those collaboratively developed with our clients as we work through the often unique 
situations they face.  These tailored solutions are another example of what sets RBC Capital Markets apart from 
most of our competitors. 
 

7.1.B. Offeror shall provide three (3) clear examples that clearly demonstrate Offeror’s experience in 
successfully providing consulting services from the last five years, projects or programs and depicts a 
clear understanding of the Scope of Work herein. 
 
RBC Capital Markets has long been among the top firms in providing financial advisory services, as well as 
underwriting services, to governmental issuers across the United States.  We are also consistently ranked by 
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independent sources as typically the number 1 financial advisory firm serving State and local government issuers in 
Arizona and among the top 3 firms each year in providing underwriting services.  Given our long-standing history 
and track record of successfully working with governmental agencies as a financial advisor, we can provide 
hundreds of examples from the last several years of our demonstrated expertise in this area.  By way of example, 
just for the three current contracts we listed in this proposal, we have served as the financial advisor on 6 
financings for the Arizona Department of Transportation, 4 financings for the Arizona Department of Administration 
and 10 financings for Arizona State University in the last five years alone.  Examples of our efforts as financial 
advisor on a recent financing for each of these issuers are provided below. 
 
RBC Capital Markets served as the financial advisor to the Arizona Department of Transportation on its $715.47 
million Series 2013 Subordinated Highway Revenue Bonds issued in January of 2013.  For this financing, we 
identified the opportunity for the Department to realize significant debt service savings through a refinancing of 
select maturities from various series and lien types of its outstanding HURF Bonds, while restructuring the 
Department’s annual debt service payments to accommodate and create the capacity to borrow $230 million for 
new capital projects.  The Department had a number of goals associated with the financing such as meeting its 
cash flow requirements, creating current debt capacity to meet its existing capital funding needs while preserving 
future debt capacity to meet the Department’s long-term financing requirements, meeting its additional bonds test 
contained in the Arizona statutes and the bond legal documents, and achieving significant debt services savings 
through the refunding of existing debt.  To accomplish these goals, we developed and provided over twenty 
different highly complicated analyses of various debt restructuring scenarios that included analyzing the refunding 
of both the Department’s senior lien and subordinate lien debt, and the use of both of these security structures for 
the new refunding bonds that were being issued.  The analyses, and ultimate the financing, also included the 
issuance of both tax-exempt Series 2013A Bonds as well as taxable Series 2013B Bonds to accomplish the 
desired financing structure for the Bonds.  As a result of these efforts, we identified and recommended to the 
Department the approach and debt structure that best met all of the Department’s needs.   
 
Having identified the desired approach for the financing, we developed a proposed financing timetable that 
included all of the primary steps necessary in the financing process, and took a lead role in driving all of the 
financing participants to remain on the agreed upon schedule through the final closing of the financing.  RBCCM 
also took the lead in all aspects of preparing a Preliminary Official Statement for the Department’s active review, 
which included preparing multiple drafts of this document reflecting input from all of the financing participants, 
including the Department, all of which we typeset in-house in a “publication” ready format.  We also reviewed all of 
the various legal documents associated with the financing, both to ensure that they reflected the business 
transaction that the Department was undertaking, as well as to provide another set of eyes to identify and correct 
any errors in drafts of the legal documents.  As we do for virtually all of our financial advisory clients, RBCCM took 
an active role on the Department’s behalf in developing a solicitation for the selection of underwriters for the 
transaction, as well as in evaluating all of the responses received and in providing summary information and 
making recommendations to the Department regarding the syndicate structure for the financing as well as the firms 
the Department might want to consider for the syndicate based on their capabilities and solicitation responses.  
RBCCM also took the lead on the Department’s behalf in interacting with the credit rating agency services and in 
developing strategy for discussing the proposed financing and the Department’s overall financial credit, and in 
participating with Department representatives in all meetings with the agencies.  For the actual pricing of the 
Bonds, we provided specific direction to the lead underwriter to develop a marketing plan for the sale of the Bonds, 
which we then reviewed with and made recommendations to the Department as to how to proceed on various 
elements of that plan.  We then monitored all aspects of the actual sale of the Bonds to investors with the 
Department and negotiated on their behalf with the underwriting syndicate to arrive at the final pricing for the Bond 
issue.  As part of closing the Bond financing, we developed a final memorandum for the closing of the financing 
that detailed the various flows of funds and other steps required to close the issue and reviewed all of the various 
required closing documentation to ensure it correctly reflected the transaction.  As part of the closing of the Bond 
financing, we prepared all of the final number runs associated with the issue, including providing updated debt 
schedules for all of the Department’s newly outstanding Highway User Revenue Bonds that reflected the new 
money Bonds that were issued, the refunding bonds that were issued, and the remaining outstanding bonds of the 
Department after the refunding that was undertaken. 
 
In February of 2013, we provided similar services to those outlined above to the Arizona Department of 
Administration in association with its $62.63 million Refunding Certificates of Participation, Series 2013.  The 
Series 2013 Certificates were issued by the Department to refinance existing Certificate obligations to generate 
debt service savings.  RBCCM identified this opportunity for the Department as part of our ongoing financial 
advisory services where we regularly review issuer’s outstanding debt for refunding opportunities based on current 
market interest rate conditions.  The financing was split into Series 2013A and Series 2013B components as the 
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Leased Property, or the collateral property, for each series was different.  Rather than create two separate 
financings, RBCCM worked with the State’s bond counsel for the financing to develop an approach where the 2013 
Certificates could be issued through one offering document, but with two different series.  This approach saved the 
State both time and money by realizing the efficiencies of undertaking one financing, instead of two.  Given the 
larger combined size of the financing, it also made the issuance more attractive to a larger group of investors which 
helped reduce the State’s overall borrowing costs.  As we typically do for all of our financial advisory engagements, 
RBCCM played a direct and significant role participating in all aspects of the Certificate financing and in assisting 
and advising the Department throughout the process.  
 
While we have served on more recent financings for Arizona State University, including in 2014, RBCCM served as 
financial advisor on a $110.95 million System Revenue and Refunding Bond, Series 2013 for the University in 
January 2013.  Similar to the Arizona Department of Transportation financing noted above, the University’s 2013 
Bonds involved the issuance of both tax-exempt Series 2013A Bonds as well as taxable Series 2013B Bonds, and 
included the issuance of Bonds for new money construction purposes as well as for refunding certain of the 
University’s existing bonds for debt service savings.   Initially, we worked with the University in the development of 
the debt structure and timetable for its new money borrowing designed to raise approximately $87.6 million.  In this 
regard, and similar to most financings we work on as a financial advisor, we provided numerous debt structuring 
analyses to the University for their review.  Included in these analyses were various scenarios that involved the 
inclusion of a taxable bond component in order to provide financing for “non-governmental” or “private” purposes 
under the federal tax code as University’s often have uses for a portion of their buildings (such as privately run food 
services or federal government research, as two examples) that may not be financed on a tax-exempt basis under 
the federal tax laws.  In addition to these analyses regarding the new money portion of the University’s financing, 
we also reviewed, as part of our ongoing financial advisory services, all of the University’s outstanding Bonds for 
possible refunding opportunities to generate debt service savings.  In doing so, we identified several maturities 
from two of the University’s outstanding series of Bonds that based on current market rates made sense to 
consider for refinancing and which were then laddered into our structuring analyses.  Over the several month 
period of the financing timetable, we continued to monitor the value of refunding these selected Bonds, as well as 
other Bonds, of the University to ensure that they provided sufficient refunding savings.  In addition to our work with 
the University on the analytics and structuring of the financing components, we also undertook all of the typical 
services we provide as part of our financial advisory services including: preparing multiple versions of the timetable 
for the financing; taking the lead in preparing all of the Preliminary and Final Official Statements for review by the 
University and other financing participants; assisting in the solicitation, review and evaluation of underwriters for the 
financing; serving as the lead contact for interactions with bond rating agencies; negotiating all aspects of the 
pricing of the Bonds with, and on behalf of the University, in working with the selected underwriting syndicate for 
the issue; reviewing all of the legal documents and closing documentation for the financing; and preparing all of the 
post pricing information and debt schedules for the multiple components of this particular Bond issue.  
 

7.1.C. Describe how you will work with the Eligible Agency staff to prepare debt obligation financing plans, 
including alternative financing techniques, and make recommendations to maximize state objective and 
otherwise provide advice regarding financing transactions.  
 
RBC Capital Markets takes a very collaborative approach in actively working with our clients on the development of 
their financing plans.  Our efforts in that regard start with a basic foundation for the financial advisory relationship 
which is to make sure that we are fully knowledgeable of all of the debt related issues affecting the issuer and its 
debt programs.  To create this foundational knowledge, we create a record of the existing debt profile of the issuer 
which reflects understanding all of their outstanding debt, the amortization and debt structure for that debt, any 
requirements that affect the issuer’s legal debt capacity such as legislative provisions and/or legal covenants in 
existing documents, the credit ratings for the issuer’s various types of debt, a review of the issuer’s financial 
condition and trends in that regard, and any other debt related factors that may be relevant for any given issuer.  
For a new financial advisory engagement, we would review all of this information with the issuer to make sure in 
addition to all of this fact-based data, we understand the perspective of the issuer in terms of how they use debt, 
their perception of their debt portfolio, financial and other factors that they consider in issuing their debt obligations, 
and any information in terms of the process of issuing debt that they prefer. 

Based on this knowledge, we would then make sure that we fully understand the issuer’s goals and needs 
associated with any specific financing, as well as all of the details as to the purpose of the financing, desired 
financing terms or maturity lengths to consider, any sources of funding in addition to proceeds of the borrowing to 
be aware of and any other factors important to developing a financing plan for the borrowing.  We are then able to 
combine these specific needs and goals with our in-depth knowledge of the issuer and its debt portfolio to develop 
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a financing plan, or financing plan options, for the issuer’s consideration.  For most issuers, this process invariably 
involves a number of meetings and discussions where we present and explain various ideas or debt structuring 
scenarios and collaboratively work with the issuer to develop the end product or structure. 

Regarding alternative financing techniques and ideas, RBC Capital Markets has long been at the forefront in 
developing innovative ideas for our financial advisory clients.  These ideas run the gamut from developing more 
significant financing ideas or programs such as helping the Governor’s office and Department of Administration to 
develop financing plans to help address the State’s fiscal deficits in 2009-10, to the more daily effort involved in 
developing innovative solutions within a specific financing by applying our in-depth banking knowledge (an 
example might be how to create a new debt structure that does not require a reserve fund to replace a structure 
that does require one).  Examples just in recent years of innovative alternative financing techniques and concepts 
we have developed include: 

‐ Identifying an opportunity for the State Department of Economic Security to issue $200 million of 
Unemployment Insurance Notes to bridge a funding gap in the State’s Unemployment Insurance Trust 
Fund.  This was a unique financing that had never been done before in Arizona and that only a few states 
in the country have undertaken.  RBC Capital Markets conceived the idea for the State and developed all 
of the financing concepts and credit issues to enable this financing to occur, working with the Governor’s 
Office, the Department of Economic Security and the Department of Administration. 

‐ Identifying and conceiving multiple financing concepts for the Governor’s Office of Strategic Planning and 
Budgeting to consider for helping to address the State’s fiscal crisis in 2009-10.  This effort ultimately led to 
the State being able to finance roughly $1.4 billion of the State’s deficit, as opposed to having to raise 
taxes or cut expenditures further to address this shortfall.  Innovative financings that were created and 
deployed as part of this effort included the sale/leaseback of various state assets to leverage the limited 
assets the State had available to address its problems, as well as the creation of a new State Lottery Bond 
concept and the development of legislation to enable that concept that had never previously existed in the 
State. 

‐ As previously mentioned in our proposal, we developed in conjunction with the Arizona Department of 
Transportation an extensive restructuring of portions of the Department’s HURF Bonds to create capacity 
to borrow $230 million of new money proceeds  while preserving future debt capacity and achieving 
significant debt service savings. 

‐ We are in the process of developing an innovative conduit financing for Arizona State University that 
involves the issuance of Lease Revenue Obligations by an Industrial Development Authority for a loan to a 
newly created non-profit entity that will acquire and renovate a facility for the University in Washington, 
D.C. 

 

7.1.D. Describe how you will coordinate and assist with the preparation of all necessary debt documents, 
including Official Statements and relevant legal documents. 
 
As previously noted, RBC Capital Markets takes pride in our method of approach and value added services in 
meeting our clients’ needs.  A key part of our efforts in this regard relates to our work with issuer clients on 
development and preparation of the Preliminary and Final Official Statements for any transaction, as well as our 
review of the legal documents.  Regarding the preparation of Official Statements, RBCCM takes a lead role with 
our financial advisory clients in the initial development of these documents, as well as often doing the actual 
typesetting of the Official Statements (RBCCM was a leader in Arizona in using this approach as a way to avoid 
costly printer typesetting bills).  We have found that this approach provides a much more consistent product for 
issuers to review, while also providing the benefit of ensuring that changes to improve disclosure made on prior 
Official Statements are reflected in any newer Official Statement so that our issuer clients do not have to start all 
over each time they undertake a transaction.  This approach also provides cost savings to issuers by reducing the 
amount of time that the issuer’s staff needs to take in reviewing the document as well as eliminating the cost that is 
incurred if a law firm or other third party typesets the document.  As a part of this effort of developing drafts of the 
Preliminary Official Statement for review by the issuer and other financing participants, RBCCM’s goal is to gather 
as much of the data and information as possible that needs to be included in the Official Statement.  Given our 
extensive knowledge and experience in the municipal finance industry and with many issuers, we are able to 
prepare drafts of the legal security and structure for the financing, all of the details of the specific structure for the 
issue being undertaken and gather all of the economic and demographic type data included in the Official 
Statement, which reduces the time and cost of having either the issuer or other third parties gather this information.  
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In taking the lead role in the development and preparation of the Official Statement, we also work with all of the 
other financing participants to ensure their active review of the document, and in a timely manner.   
 
On any given financing, we will often prepare 3-5 drafts of the Preliminary Official Statement as part of the 
development and review process.  Our experience as a financial advisor across the country has taught us that it is 
important for all parties involved in a financing to carefully review and prepare the Official Statement and not just 
treat that effort like a step in the process to get through as quickly as possible.  Consistent with that thinking, 
RBCCM will always recommend that the issuer and the financing participants conduct a thorough document review 
call prior to the actual printing of a Preliminary Official Statement to make sure all parties believe the offering 
document is complete and accurate. We also, as part of our review of any transaction, actively review the issuer’s 
continuing disclosure requirements from any existing transactions and check these requirements against the actual 
history of information filed on the EMMA site.  Our findings are then shared with the issuer to make sure that the 
issuer includes accurate disclosure regarding this issue in the Official Statement, which has become a more and 
more important issue in recent time. 
 

7.1.E. Describe any other tasks, counsel or assignments that are normally and customarily performed by a 
Financial Advisor that is not specifically mentioned above methods of approach. 
 
In addition to the services outlined above under methods of approach, RBC Capital Markets regularly provides a 
number of other services as part of our value added approach to providing financial advisory services.  These 
additional services can take many different forms, but generally they are driven by our belief that we should look to 
be helpful in all reasonable ways to our financial advisory clients on their debt related issues.  Examples of services 
we regularly provide to financial advisory clients include: 
 

‐ Reviewing legislation that may impact our clients from a debt or credit standpoint.  Our efforts in this regard 
range from identifying and analyzing proposed legislation that we believe may be impactful to issuers and 
making them aware of it, to analyzing or working on legislation that our clients identify and/or are seeking.  
In many cases, we also develop drafts of legislation to enable financing approaches or concepts that 
RBCCM has created as part of meeting our clients’ needs.  We have done this in recent years for the 
Arizona Department of Transportation, for the Arizona Department of Administration and the Governor’s 
Office, and for the State’s three public universities, among others.  Given our knowledge and recognized 
expertise in the municipal finance field, we are also very experienced in testifying before Legislative 
committees and in meeting with Legislators, their staff and others in the legislative process.  As a former 
legislative staff person in the Arizona State Senate, Mr. Freund has drafted hundreds of legislative 
provisions over his career and brings this unique skill and knowledge to all of our financial advisory 
engagements.  Mr. Dodd and Mr. Snider also have extensive experience reviewing and analyzing 
proposed legislation and have testified at the Legislature and met with Legislators on a number of 
proposed legislative bills over the years.  No other firm really matches RBCCM’s knowledge and reach in 
this area and most firms lack the resources and knowledge to provide this type of service at all. 

‐ Taking the lead in rating agency survellience reviews and other rating inquiries between bond financings.  
Today, issuers are subject to regular rating survellience reviews by all three of the rating agencies.  These 
reviews are required by the agencies to occur no less frequently than every 18 months. For our financial 
advisory clients, RBCCM takes the lead in responding and interacting with the rating agencies on behalf of 
our clients.  Similarly, the rating agencies often make inquiries of our issuer clients regarding things such 
as legislative changes, litigation issues that may come up, requests for update information on issues such 
as pension or other post-employment benefit funding.  As we do generally with rating agencies, RBCCM 
typically takes the lead in responding to these requests on behalf of, and in conjunction with our clients.   

‐ Providing debt schedules and other debt related information (such as the value of refundings) for purposes 
of assisting our clients in their financial statement reporting and in the development of their annual budgets. 

‐ Updating our clients on regulatory and other changes affecting the municipal debt markets.  This has 
become a more and more extensive requirement with the significant amount of additional regulatory 
burdens federal regulators have placed on the municipal market from the SEC’s Municipal Advisory Rules 
to the SEC’s continuing disclosure initiative and many other provisions. 

‐ Assisting our clients in gathering and providing data in response to Internal Revenue Service audits of debt 
issues that are randomly undertaken by the IRS.  As any issuer who has gone thorugh one  of these audits 
knows, the information requested as part of these random audits is extensive and RBCCM often provides 
much of this information from its files. 
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These are but a few of the additional services that RBCCM regularly provides to our financial advisory clients as 
part of our efforts to assist our clients.       
 

7.2 CAPACITY OF OFFEROR 

7.2.A. Offeror shall submit copies of all applicable certificates, proof of SEC Registration, and licenses that 
can support Offeror’s ability to provide services. 
 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Dodd-Frank Act and the Securities and Exchange Commission’s rules, any firm 
intending to provide municipal advisory services to municipal entities was required to register on a temporary basis 
with the SEC in 2010.  More recently, the SEC has required firms, and their associated individuals who provide 
municipal advisory services to submit permanent registration to the SEC.  RBC Capital Markets submitted the 
temporary registration materials to the SEC and became registered as a Municipal Advisor in 2010; our registration 
filing was amended as of April 21, 2011 as reflected on the SEC’s list of registered Municipal Advisors and can be 
found on the SEC’s website at https://tts.sec.gov/MATR/.  RBC Capital Markets’ registration number as reflected in 
the SEC’s records is 866-00365-00.  We are required by the SEC’s rules to submit an application for the 
permanent registration of RBC Capital Markets and its associated individuals by July 31, 2014.  The required 
materials are currently being assembled and will be submitted to the SEC on or prior to the required due date.  We 
are also required to register as a Municipal Advisor with the Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board.  Our 
registration with the MSRB is reflected on their website at http://www.msrb.org/Registrants.aspx?listType=MA.  
 

7.2.B. Offeror to outline their capacity to provide the requested services Statewide. 
 
The Royal Bank of Canada (“RBC”) is a diversified global financial services company and a leading provider of 
financial products and services in personal and commercial banking, wealth management and trust, insurance, 
transaction processing, investment banking, interest rate and currency swaps, as well as a complete array of other 
financial products. In operation since 1869, RBC and its subsidiaries serve over 16 million corporate, 
governmental and individual clients through the effort of 79,000 employees in 44 different countries.  RBC is one 
of the strongest, most stable banks in the world and has one of the highest credit ratings of any financial institution 
(Aa3/AA-/AA).  RBC has a market capitalization of approximately $93 billion. Various operating subsidiaries 
include: 

• One of the world’s 10 largest money center banks  

• A top 15 ranked global investment bank 

• The seventh largest U.S. retail brokerage firm 

• A primary dealer in U.S, UK, Canadian and Australian Government obligations 

RBC Capital Markets, LLC (“RBCCM”) is an indirect wholly-owned broker-dealer subsidiary of the Royal Bank of 
Canada and is headquartered in New York City. RBCCM is a full-service investment bank with over 7,100 
professionals and support staff operating from 70 offices in 15 different countries.  As detailed in the table below, 
RBC Capital Markets provides a full range of corporate and investment banking, sales and trading, research and 
related products and services to corporations, public sector and institutional clients in North America and 
specialized products and services globally.  
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Global  
Investment Banking 

Global Fixed Income  
and Currencies Global Equities Global Research 

    
 Convertible Debt 
 Corporate Finance 
 Municipal Finance 
 Equity Capital Markets 
 Infrastructure Finance 
 Loan and High Yield Capital 

Markets 
 Mergers and Acquisitions 
 Private Placements 
 Restructuring 
 Syndicated and Leveraged 

Finance 

 Commodities 
 Credit 
 Debt Capital Markets 
 Derivatives 
 Emerging Markets 
 Financial Products 
 FX 
 Rates 
 Research 
 Structured Finance 

 Convertibles 
 Electronic Trading 
 Equity Sales and 

Trading 
 ETF Trading 
 Options 
 Program Trading 

 100+ Analysts 
Covering over 1,100 
Equities and Credits 

 Credit 
 Economics 
 Emerging Markets 
 Equity 
 Fixed Income and 

Currencies 
 FX 
 High Yield 
 Rates 

 
Provided below is a detailed description of RBCCM’s corporate structure and of the investment banking and 
financial advisory practices and professionals which will be made available to the State and its agencies and 
political subdivisions. 

Ownership Structure and Ratings 

RBC is a publicly-traded global financial 
services company.  RBC has distinguished 
itself as one of the few major global financial 
institutions to have maintained a strong 
capital position without receiving any 
governmental funding or support.  RBC’s 
balance sheet strength and credit stability 
have allowed us to be an effective 
underwriter in difficult market environments, 
while providing confidence to investors that 
the firm will continue to provide liquidity and 
secondary market support.  Our capital 
strength also speaks to our staying power as 
a broker-dealer providing financial advisory and underwriting services to municipal entities.  Given our capital 
position, RBC maintains some of the highest ratings of any major North American bank and the highest of any 
bank active in the municipal market.  This was reflected in August 2013, as RBC was ranked 2nd in North 
America and 15th in the World in a Global Finance piece titled “The World’s 50 Safest Banks”.  In May 2013, 
Bloomberg Business Week ranked RBC as the 4th Strongest Bank in the World.  RBC’s rating compared with 
other major institutions active in the municipal market is illustrated in the accompanying chart. 

A key beneficiary of RBC’s investment in its U.S. platform is RBCCM’s Municipal Finance group.  RBCCM is 
organized to provide investment banking and securities sales, trading and underwriting services to issuers of, and 
investors in, tax-exempt and taxable debt securities.  As depicted in the chart below, Debt Markets is comprised of 
the Sales, Trading and Underwriting Departments and Global Investment Banking and Equity Markets is comprised 
of Investment Banking. 

RBC Credit Ratings 

 Moody’s 
Standard 
& Poor’s Fitch 

Royal Bank of Canada Aa3 AA- AA 
Wells Fargo Aa3 AA- AA- 
JP Morgan Aa3 A+ AA- 
Barclays A2 A+ A 
Citi A3 A A 
Bank of America A3 A A 
Morgan Stanley A3 A A 
Goldman Sachs A3 A- A 
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Municipal Finance encompasses 285 individuals located in 23 offices throughout the country, including Phoenix.  
This includes 251 investment banking professionals, 9 of which are located in Arizona, and 57 municipal sales 
specialists, traders and underwriters.  

Municipal Finance Group Structure 

RBCCM provides our municipal clients with a full complement of services, including financial advisory services, 
traditional investment banking, underwriting, remarketing, derivatives counterparty, investment advisory, 
investment products and balance sheet solutions (including direct lending and direct purchases).  The growth of our 
municipal finance practice has been built upon maintaining significant banking offices in select, major population 
centers across the country.  These core market offices are staffed with municipal finance bankers that have 
significant expertise coupled with considerable knowledge of their specific market’s economy, demographics and 
public finance laws.  Through organizing our banking network in this fashion, we find that our core market bankers 
are more attuned to our clients’ needs and issues as well as being more accessible to local issuers. 

Complementing our regional banking focus, the Firm’s Municipal Finance practice also is organized into core 
specialty sectors.  These specialty areas require a more specific level of banking knowledge and expertise than a 
generalist investment banker can provide to truly meet clients’ unique needs in these areas.  Our specialty sector 
bankers are among the best in the country in their respective fields.  RBCCM specialty banking teams work in 
conjunction with our locally based bankers to ensure that we provide the highest level of expertise and service in 
the industry.   

 

Education Health Care Transportation Housing Utilities
Public 

Improvement
Municipal 
Products

Special 
Districts

Municipal Finance Group

 Higher Education
 K-12 Education
 Student Loans
 Student Housing

 Hospitals
 Clinics
 Retirement & Elder 
Care Facilities
 Assisted Living

 Highways
 Tollroads
 Streets
 Mass Transit
 Airports

 Single Family
 Multi-Family

Water & Sewer
 Gas Facilities
 Flood Control
 Public Power
 Prepaid Gas

 General Purpose
 Public 
Improvement

 Caps & Collars
 Swaps
 Forward Purchase 
Contracts
 Arbitrage Rebate

 CFDs
 MUDs
 Mello Roos
 Metro Districts
 Urban Renewal  

RBC Capital Markets

Global Investment Banking
(Doug Guzman )

Fixed Income  & Currencies
(Jonathan Hunter )

Municipal Capital Markets
(Mark Maroney – Head of US Rates , 

Mortgages & Municipals )

Trading

Underwriting  / 

Syndication

Sales

Derivatives  (BMA)

Short ‐Term Desk

Municipal Finance

(Chris Hamel )

Banking

Tax Credit Equity Group

Education

General Purpose
Facilities

Healthcare

Housing

Prepaid Gas

Student Loans

Transportation

Corporate Banking  – Municipal Coverage

(Jake Sigmund )

Global Head of Corporate Banking
(Patti Shugart )

Global Credit Head
(Stephen Walker )

Group Head – Corporate Banking
(Pat Shields )

RBC Capital Markets

Global Investment Banking
(Doug Guzman )

Fixed Income  & Currencies
(Jonathan Hunter )

Municipal Capital Markets
(Mark Maroney – Head of US Rates , 

Mortgages & Municipals )

Trading

Underwriting  / 

Syndication

Sales

Derivatives  (BMA)

Short ‐Term Desk

Municipal Finance

(Chris Hamel )

Banking

Tax Credit Equity Group

Education

General Purpose
Facilities

Healthcare

Housing

Prepaid Gas

Student Loans

Transportation

Corporate Banking  – Municipal Coverage

(Jake Sigmund )

Global Head of Corporate Banking
(Patti Shugart )

Global Credit Head
(Stephen Walker )

Group Head – Corporate Banking
(Pat Shields )
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This organizational structure allows RBCCM to utilize all of its available resources and expertise to provide our 
clients with the platform necessary to best execute future financings.   

Financial Advisory Experience and Expertise 

Since its inception, RBCCM and its predecessor firms 
have always maintained a very prominent and extensive 
financial advisory practice.  Unlike many of our large 
Wall Street competitors who generally don’t provide 
financial advisory services to local governments, 
RBCCM has historically provided this service due to our 
far more decentralized approach to servicing the needs 
of municipal issuers.  That approach, which involves 
locating investment banking offices in 27 locations 
across the United States, is focused on embedding our 
investment bankers in local communities where they are 
much more available to the clients they serve, as well 
as a part of the same community.  As a result of this 
geographic and organizational structure, RBCCM is well 
positioned to provide the strong banking relationship 
and interaction that a successful and valuable financial 
advisory relationship requires.  

This strategic focus, coupled with the top expertise and experience of our financial advisory bankers and the 
national capabilities and resources of a leading Wall Street firm, has continued to keep RBCCM among the top 
financial advisory firms in the country.  As reflected in the chart on this page, for the five-year period from 2009 
through 2013, RBCCM was ranked 9th nationally in providing financial advisory services to municipal issuers. 

Arizona Financial Advisory Experience 

In addition to our experience as a top national financial 
advisor, RBCCM has over eight decades of experience 
in Arizona, far longer than any other firm in the State.  
Since RBCCM began serving Arizona issuers in 1931, 
the firm has continuously provided municipal investment 
banking and financial, advisory services to virtually 
every municipality (city, county, school district, 
community college district, state agency, special district 
etc.) in the State.  With this longevity, it is not surprising 
that RBCCM consistently ranks as the foremost firm 
providing financial advisory services in Arizona.  Staffed 
with 11 professional and support personnel, RBCCM’s public finance practice is the largest of any firm located in 
the State.  Given the depth of our local resources, we are able to offer, and actually provide, more timely service 
and more experienced personnel than any of our competitors.  During the period of January 1, 2009 to 
December 31, 2013, RBCCM provided financial advisory services on 64 separate bond sales acorss all 
regions of Arizona totaling over $6.8 billion, which ranks 1st for that 5 year period.  As the chart above 
illustrates, RBCCM was once again ranked number one for financial advisory services in Arizona during calendar 
year 2013.  

Recent Growth of RBCCM’s Public Finance Department 

While many firms have downsized or eliminated their municipal finance and markets businesses, staffing in RBC’s 
Municipal Bond Department has grown 267% over the last 10 years.  RBCCM’s municipal finance group employs 
251 investment banking professionals and 34 support staff and our municipal markets sales, trading and 
underwriting group employs 57 professionals – the largest commitment to municipal banking, sales, trading and 
underwriting in the nation.  In the past five years, RBCCM has hired over 76 public finance bankers from other 
major Wall Street firms, including UBS, JP Morgan, Goldman Sachs, Citigroup, Morgan Stanley, the former Bear 

Firm
Par Amount

(US$ mil) Rank
Mkt.

Share
# of

Issues 
Public Financial Management Inc 312,233.1 1 17.4 4,492

Public Resources Advisory Group 188,765.1 2 10.5 736

FirstSouthwest 132,274.7 3 7.4 3,264

A C Advisory Inc 57,514.5 4 3.2 226

Lamont Financial Services Corp 54,952.8 5 3.1 246

Acacia Financial Group Inc 49,974.5 6 2.8 636

Montague DeRose & Associates LLC 38,525.0 7 2.2 161

Piper Jaffray & Co 37,706.6 8 2.1 1,156

RBC Capital Markets 36,294.5 9 2.0 918
Kaufman Hall & Associates Inc 35,077.6 10 2.0 330

Top 10 Firms 943,318.4 - 52.7 12,165

Industry Total 1,793,263.0 - 100.0 58,210

Source: Thomson Reuters   Date: 03/26/2014

National Financial Advisory League Table

Negotiated & Competitive:  Full Credit to Each Advisor

01/01/2009 - 12/31/2013

Rank Par Amount # of Issues
2013 1 1,390.40        12
2012 1 680.90           11
2011 1 1,171.90        10
2010 1 2,099.40        14
2009 2 1,527.10        17

Source: Thomson Reuters   Date: 03/26/2014

RBC CM Arizona Financial Advisory Rankings
For Calendar Years 2009 through 2013
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Stearns and the former Lehman Brothers.  The accompanying chart illustrates the headcounts of the Municipal 
Finance department.   

Municipal bonds represent RBCCM’s 
largest U.S. capital markets business 
line and are a cornerstone of our U.S 
business strategy which is focused 
primarily on continued growth in Capital 
Markets and Wealth Management.  In 
addition to our extensive underwriting 
practice, we are one of the major credit 
providers to our U.S. governmental and 
not-for-profit clients.  Our credit 
exposure to the U.S. municipal market 
now totals over $16.1 billion—up from $5.73 billion in 2009.  Our commitment to Arizona issuers dates back to 
1931 with the founding of Refsnes, Ely, Beck & Co. as a Phoenix based regional brokerage firm and our 
commitment to public finance is demonstrated by our past performance, as a consistent leader. 

Commitment to Public Finance 

RBCCM is one of the largest and most active firms in the municipal market.  In addition to our national financial 
advisory practice detailed in this proposal, RBCCM is also one of the top underwriting firms in the municipal 
banking industry.  For example, in calendar year 2013, RBCCM was the fifth-ranked lead underwriter of negotiated 
municipal offerings by par value and the first-ranked lead underwriter by number of issues, as seen in the 
accompanying charts.  The firm has been the most active lead manager for negotiated issues twelve of the past 
thirteen years.  While RBCCM will not serve as a bond underwriter to the City during the time period we are 
engaged to be its financial advisor, it is important to understand that a benefit of maintaining our role as one 
of the most active underwriting firms is that RBCCM has more frequent contact with all classes of 
investors, which translates into more experienced sales, trading and underwriting teams, and more 
knowledgeable financial advisory bankers who truly know the market.  Superior market intelligence results 
from this frequency of underwriting activity and as a result, the most accurate pricing guidance for both our financial 
advisory and underwriting clients, and best possible execution/lowest interest rates for our underwriting clients’ 
transactions.   

Firm

Par 
Amount

(US$ mil) Rank
Mkt.

Share
Number of

Issues Firm
Number of

Issues Rank
Mkt.

Share

Par 
Amount

(US$ mil) 
Bank of America Merrill Lynch 29,885.0 1 12.3 260 RBC Capital Markets 532 1 7.9 16,379.0
Citi 28,255.9 2 11.7 263 Stifel Nicolaus & Co Inc 472 2 7.0 7,826.3
J P Morgan Securities LLC 27,468.1 3 11.3 234 Piper Jaffray & Co 458 3 6.8 8,685.0
Morgan Stanley 17,634.2 4 7.3 144 D A Davidson & Co 345 4 5.1 1,938.1
RBC Capital Markets 16,379.0 5 6.8 532 Raymond James 291 5 4.3 8,163.3
Goldman Sachs & Co 16,365.1 6 6.8 87 Robert W Baird & Co Inc 281 6 4.2 3,207.7
Barclays 12,710.7 7 5.2 105 Citi 263 7 3.9 28,255.9
Wells Fargo & Co 12,266.0 8 5.1 152 Bank of America Merrill Lynch 260 8 3.9 29,885.0
Piper Jaffray & Co 8,685.0 9 3.6 458 J P Morgan Securities LLC 234 9 3.5 27,468.1
Raymond James 8,163.3 10 3.4 291 Ameritas Investment Corp 213 10 3.2 718.7
Industry Total 242,475.6 - 100.0 6,742 Industry Total 6,742 - 100.0 242,475.6

Source: Thomson Reuters   Date: 03/26/2014

National Lead Manager - by # of Issues
Negotiated: True Economics to Book Manager

01/01/2013 - 12/31/2013

National Lead Manager League Table by Par Amount
Negotiated: True Economics to Book Manager

01/01/2013 - 12/31/2013

 

 

7.2.C. Offeror shall provide address of the Offeror’s main office and any satellite offices. 
 
RBC Capital Markets’ main office, and the main office for our municipal finance and municipal advisory services, is 
located in New York City at the address noted below.  As a major financial services firm, RBC Capital Markets has 
many offices spread across the United States, Canada and the rest of the world that house employees in all of the 
various business lines that we pursue within our capital markets business.  We have provided below the addresses 

12/31/2010 12/31/2011 12/31/2012 12/31/2013
Managing Director 55 51 53 54
Director 42 42 47 51
Vice President 57 57 48 52
Associate 52 51 52 53
Analyst 36 47 31 41
Administrative Assistant 31 33 29 34
Total 273 281 260 285

Investment Banking / Sales, Trading, Underwriting and Products
RBCCM Municipal Finance Headcount
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of our Municipal Banking offices throughout the United States as these are most responsive to the State’s 
solicitation.  
 
RBC Capital Markets – Main Office: 

3 World Financial Center 
200 Vesey Street 
New York, NY 10281-8098 
 
RBC Capital Markets – Satellite Offices: 
 
2398 East Camelback Road, Suite 700 
Phoenix, AZ  85016 
 
777 South Figueroa Street, Suite 850 
Los Angeles, CA 90017-5852 
 
Two Embarcadero Center, 12th Floor 
San Francisco, CA  94111 
 
1801 California Street, Suite 3850 
Denver, CO  80202 
 
1650 Prudential Drive, Suite 101 
Jacksonville, FL  32207 
 
100 2nd Avenue S, Suite 800 
St. Petersburg, FL  33701 
 
500 West Madison Street, Suite 300 
Chicago, IL  60661 
 
225 Franklin Street, 21st Floor 
Boston, MA  02110 
 
100 Light Street, Suite 2410 
Baltimore, MD  21202 
 
60 South 6th Street, 15th Floor 
Minneapolis, MN  55402 
 
25 Hanover Road, 3rd Floor 
Florham Park, NJ  07932 
 

 
 
 
6301 Uptown Boulevard NE, Suite 110 
Albuquerque, NM  87110 
 
455 Patroon Creek Boulevard 
Albany, NY  12206 
 
255 East Fifth Street 
Cincinnati, OH  452022 
 
101 Oregon Pike 
Lancaster, PA  17601 
 
130 North 18th Street 
Philadelphia, PA  19103 
 
345 Wyoming Avenue, Suite 205 
Scranton, PA  18503 
 
200 Crescent Court, Suite 1500 
Dallas, TX  75201 
 
1001 Fannin Street, Suite 1200 
Houston, TX  77002 
 
303 Pearl Parkway, Suite 220 
San Antonio, TX  78215 
 
299 South Main Street, Suite 2000 
Salt Lake City, UT  84111 
 
1918 8th Avenue, Suite 3600 
Seattle, WA  98101 
 

7.2.D. Offeror to provide an organizational chart, which clearly shows the reporting and lines of authority, 
to include all proposed key personnel with their title and any proposed subcontractors.  The organizational 
chart shall also list prime point of contact between the Proposers and the State of Arizona.  
 
RBC Capital Markets has the largest and most experienced investment banking team in Arizona, covering every 
type of issuer and credit.  While the primary members of the State of Arizona’s service team are Kurt Freund, Nick 
Dodd and Megan Wienand, all of the individuals listed are located in Phoenix and within fifteen minutes of the 
State’s offices.  These individuals and their supporting teams also provide financial advisory services to issuer 
clients across the State of Arizona.  Mr. Freund has participated in every debt issuance of the Arizona Department 
of Transportation and Arizona Department of Administration since 1989.  He has also participated as an 
underwriter on financings for the School Facilities Board and the Water Infrastructure Finance Authority, and co-
authored the original study leading to the creation of the Greater Arizona Development Authority.  Mr. Freund also 
provides financial advisory services to many other issuers across the State, including all three of the State’s 
universities as well as Maricopa County Community College District.  Given his significant involvement in most debt 
issuances that have been undertaken by State level agencies over the past twenty-five years, as well as his active 
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role advising the Governor’s office and legislative leadership on 
financing matters, he is able to provide experience and expertise 
above and beyond that of a typical senior financial advisor.  Mr. 
Freund also oversees the RBC Capital Markets national Financial 
Advisory Group as well as manages all of the bankers and other 
employees in the Arizona municipal market of RBCCM. 
  
Mr. Dodd also has significant experience with State and State level 
financings.  Mr. Dodd provided investment banking, analytical and 
financial modeling support to the State for over 8 years and with Mr. 
Freund has been the primary senior contact for all of the financings 
that the State and State level issuers have completed in the past 
three years totaling over $2 Billion.  Mr. Snider, another senior 
banker in the firm’s Phoenix office and a specialist in local school 
finance in Arizona, has been with RBC Capital Markets in the 
Phoenix office for twenty-five years.  During that time period, Mr. 

Snider has provided additional support on several of the State’s financings, as well as for a number of other State 
level issuers. Jamie Durando, RBC Capital Markets’ senior municipal underwriter, brings over 25 years of municipal 
bond industry experience to the team, including considerable knowledge of how debt obligations price and investor 
market for Arizona issues.  This knowledge is put to work in assisting all of our financial advisory clients in the 
pricing and sale of their debt financings. 
 
In addition to these members of the team, RBC Capital Markets Phoenix office houses specialty bankers who work 
with other State level agencies or authorities, as well as all of the various political subdivisions throughout the 
State.  For example, Bill Wildman, a housing and charter school specialist, has served as financial advisor to the 
Arizona Housing Finance Authority.  Megan Wienand, a K-12 education specialist, works with many school districts 
and charter schools across Arizona.  The rest of our banking team provides the analytical and processing support 
in working with all of our financial advisory clients. 
 
The individuals responsible for providing financial advisory services to the State have significant experience in all 
areas of municipal finance, but are particularly knowledgeable about Arizona public finance, the State Constitution 
and applicable statutes, Agency rules and the local and state economy.  Their experience covers all types of fixed 
rate and variable rate issues, as well as taxable and tax-exempt issues.  While these individuals will provide the 
primary banking relationship to the various Agencies, the full banking resources of RBC Capital Markets are 
available to the State and political subdivisions in the state, and will be called upon on a case-by-case basis as 
needed for any given financing or any given issuer.   
 
Supporting the efforts of the primary team on an as needed basis will be several other members of RBC Capital 
Markets’ Municipal Finance Group. This group consists of other professionals throughout the RBC Capital Markets 
municipal finance system who have demonstrated expertise in providing financial advisor and investment banking 
services to state, local government and pooled borrowers around the nation. Key members in the Western United 
States include Paul Cassidy, Managing Director, Albuquerque; Matt Boles, Managing Director, Dallas and Jon 
Moellenberg, Managing Director, Denver. Their knowledge of financing techniques and mechanisms being used in 
other states is a valuable resource RBC Capital Markets provides to the State. 
 
Some of the major state-level issuers that the bankers throughout the RBC Capital Markets system have served as 
financial advisor include: 
 
 Arizona Department of Administration 
 Arizona Department of Transportation 
 Arizona State University 
 Northern Arizona University 
 University of Arizona 
 Arizona Board of Regents 
 Maricopa County Community College District 
 Arizona Tourism and Sports Authority 
 Arizona Housing Finance Authority 
 Arizona Health Facilities Authority 
 California Community College Financing Authority 

 
 California Statewide Communities Development 

Authority 
 Colorado Student Obligation Bond Authority 
 Colorado Education Loan Program 
 Colorado Department of Transportation 
 State of Connecticut 
 Connecticut Higher Education Supplemental Loan 

Authority 
 State of Florida 
 Florida Housing Finance Corporation 
 State of Idaho 

RBC Capital Markets 

Arizona Banking Team 

Kurt Freund, Managing Director  

John Snider, Managing Director 

Jeffrey Wagner, Managing Director 

Nick Dodd, Director 

William Wildman, Director 

Megan Wienand, Vice President 

Phong Pham, Vice President 

Loren Morales, Associate 

Kathryn Pong, Associate 

Austin Lahr, Analyst 
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 State of Illinois 
 Indiana Bond Bank 
 Kansas Development Finance Authority 
 State of Michigan 
 Mississippi Home Corporation 
 Missouri Highways and Transportation Commission 
 State of New York 
 New York State Dorm Authority  
 North Carolina State Educational Assistance Authority 

 Ohio Housing Finance Agency 
 Ohio Water Resources Board 
 Ohio State Bond Bank 
 Pennsylvania Higher Education Assistance Agency 
 State of Texas 
 Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs 
 Texas Veterans Land Board 
 Texas Turnpike Authority 
 State of Wyoming 

 
While not requested in the State’s Solicitation, we have included brief resumes for the primary banking team 
members in Appendix B of these materials. 
 
Provided below is an organization chart that outlines the reporting relationships within our Municipal Banking 
Department.  Note that both the firms’ national Financial Advisory Practice Group and the Arizona Municipal 
Banking office of RBCCM report to Kurt Freund, the lead contact for the State’s solicitation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

7.2.E. Offeror shall include proposed subcontractors, their contact information, certifications required for 
the performance of the Contract, as well as, the Subcontractor’s proposed responsibilities under the 
Offeror’s proposal. 
 
Please see the attached Subcontractors List form wherein we have indicated that RBC Capital Markets does not 
intend to use any subcontractors in providing services under this Solicitation of the State. 
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7.2.F. Offeror to list three (3) current contracts, including contact information, dollar amount of contract, 
services provided, and any contract non-performance issues in the appropriate area of the solicitation.  In-
state and/or government contracts are preferred. 
 
Please see the attached Offeror’s Current Contracts forms. 
 

7.2.G. Offeror shall disclose any litigation, investigations or actions pending or threatened against the firm 
or any individual associated with the firm by the United States Securities and Exchange Commission 
regarding the conduct of firm or its management in the last three years. 
 
RBC Capital Markets, LLC is a wholly owned indirect subsidiary of Royal Bank of Canada. Our response to this 
question is limited to matters involving the Municipal Markets business of RBC Capital Markets, LLC, the broker-
dealer through which we conduct our municipal underwriting and financial advisory activities, as this is most 
responsive to the State’s solicitation. RBC Capital Markets, LLC ("RBCCM") is an indirect, wholly-owned subsidiary 
of Royal Bank of Canada, a large global institution subject to many different legal and regulatory requirements in 
the United States, Canada and other jurisdictions.  From time to time, RBCCM is a defendant or respondent in 
various litigations and arbitrations that arise in the ordinary course of business.  RBCCM complies fully with its 
regulators in all litigations and arbitrations and in all settlements RBCCM reaches. The Financial Industry 
Regulatory Authority ("FINRA"), in furtherance of its responsibilities as the securities industry's self-regulatory 
organization pursuant to Section 15A(i) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, maintains a public database on 
registered broker-dealers and their associated persons known as BrokerCheck 
(http://www.finra.org/Investors/ToolsCalculators/BrokerCheck/). The information made available through 
BrokerCheck is derived from the Central Registration Depository (CRD®), the securities industry online registration 
and licensing database.  Information in CRD is obtained through forms that broker-dealers, their associated 
persons and regulators complete as part of the securities industry registration and licensing process, and to comply 
with comprehensive disclosure obligations imposed by FINRA and other regulators.  RBCCM generally does not 
disclose litigations, arbitrations, or settlements except as required through CRD, and RBCCM makes no 
representations as to the existence or non-existence of any such litigations, arbitrations, or settlements beyond 
what is available through CRD. To the extent material to the financial results of Royal Bank of Canada, any 
litigation, arbitration, or settlement involving RBCCM also is disclosed in Royal Bank of Canada's financial 
statements, which may be obtained by visiting www.rbc.com/investorrelations/. 
 

7.2.H. Offeror is to describe its compliance related to the SEC Municipal Advisor regulations. 
 
As one of the largest firms providing financial advisory and bond underwriting services to the municipal industry in 
the country, RBCCM takes our compliance with the laws, rules and regulations governing our industry very 
seriously.  Given the very significant number of licensed and regulated people we employ and the significant 
regulated financial businesses we operate, RBCCM employs a full complement of regulatory licensing specialists, 
regulatory compliance specialists, and both internal and external regulatory lawyers to ensure our licensing and 
regulatory compliance efforts are fully addressed.  Complementing these resources, we also maintain a Director of 
Policies and Procedures and a Transaction Review Group within our Municipal Banking Department who focus 
specifically on all of the regulatory issues that directly affect municipal finance and who directly report to Mr. Freund 
as a member of the Department’s senior management and operating committee for the Municipal Banking 
Department. 
 
Regarding the SEC’s Municipal Advisor Rules, RBCCM has been at the forefront of firms in the industry in 
monitoring these Rules as they were developed by the SEC over the past 4 years, and in creating internal policies 
and procedures to ensure we are in compliance with the Rules.  Dating back to the initial draft of the Rules 
released by the SEC in 2010, we have actively participated in discussions of the Rules, and in providing comments 
on the Rules, with industry groups, SEC commissioners and their staff and members of the Municipal Securities 
Rulemaking Board. We have also spoken extensively regarding the Rules at industry conferences including several 
for Arizona issuers.  With the final release of the Rules last fall, RBCCM also developed extensive internal policies 
and procedures to guide our bankers’ work efforts and interactions with issuers to ensure we are fully compliant 
with all aspects of the Rules.  As part of this effort, we have held multiple extensive training sessions with all of 
RBCCM’s bankers so that they are fully conversant with the requirements of the Rules and can advise the clients 
and potential clients with whom they interact of what the Rules require and the steps an issuer may want to take in 
light of the Rules.  These include all of the provisions concerning the definition of a “municipal advisor” under the 
Rules, what constitutes “advice” versus “general information”, what exemptions are available to underwriters in 
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providing “advice”, provisions regarding an issuer’s use of the Independent Registered Municipal Advisor 
exemption, and many other provisions.  We continue to stay abreast of all of the regulatory changes regarding the 
Rules including additional guidance that the SEC has provided to regulated entities, as well as the ongoing efforts 
of the Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board to develop their Rules over the next 6 to 18 months that provide 
even more specific regulatory requirements regarding the SEC’s Municipal Advisor Rule. 

7.3 PRICING 

7.3.A. Offeror shall provide pricing for Financial Advisor Services Statewide in accordance with all 
specifications in the Scope of Work, Terms and Conditions and Special Terms and Conditions for the 
entire term of this contract. 
 
Please see Attachment I, Price Schedule under “Offer Forms and Certifications” herein. 
 

7.3.B. To submit pricing, Offeror’s shall follow all instructions stated on Attachment I, Price Schedule. 
 
Please see Attachment I, Price Schedule under “Offer Forms and Certifications” herein. 
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Primary Banking Team 

Kurt Freund 
Managing Director 
(602) 381-5365 
kurt.freund@rbccm.com 

Expertise:  State specialist/transportation/higher education/generalist 
Experience:  Mr. Freund is a Managing Director for RBC Capital Markets, LLC, 
the Manager of the firm’s Arizona municipal banking operations and a member 
of the firm's Municipal Banking Management Committee.  Mr. Freund is among 
the most experienced investment bankers working in the municipal finance 
arena and has extensive experience across a broad range of municipal 
financing structures.  He has worked with virtually all types of issuers and 
political subdivisions over a career in the municipal bond industry that spans 
more than 25 years. During that time, he has led financings for state agencies, 
counties, cities, public universities, community colleges, nonprofit hospitals and 
a number of special financing authorities.  Among the municipal entities he 
works extensively with in Arizona are the Governor's Office and many of the 
large State agencies, including the Arizona Department of Transportation, the 
Arizona Department of Administration, as well as all three of Arizona's public 
universities.  Over the many years he has been in the business, Mr. Freund has 
developed and successfully completed many public/private partnership 
financings for facilities such as the University of Phoenix Football Stadium, 
several Cactus League baseball facilities, various mixed used developments 
and many other local development projects.   
 
Prior to becoming an investment banker, Mr. Freund served in a senior staff 
role for seven years with the Arizona State Senate, including as the Senior 
Financial Advisor to the Senate where he was responsible for drafting and 
analyzing legislation concerning statewide tax and expenditure policy.  He has 
developed and drafted many Arizona statutory provisions, and is regularly 
called upon by the Governor’s Office and the Legislative leadership and staff to 
provide input and advice on legislation and public policy issues. 
 
Mr. Freund is registered with the Financial Industry Regulatory Authority, Inc. 
and maintains Series 7, 24, 52, 53, 63 and 79 securities licenses.  He holds a 
Bachelor’s degree in economics from Arizona State University. 
 

John Snider 
Managing Director 
(602) 381-5361 
john.snider@rbccm.com 
 

Expertise:  K-12 education specialist/higher education/generalist 
Experience:  Mr. Snider joined RBCCM in 1989 and since that time has been 
involved with over $10 billion in municipal bond financings for a variety of cities, 
counties, special districts, charter schools, school districts, universities and 
state agencies. While Mr. Snider has a wide variety of experience, his primary 
area of expertise has been financing for K-12 education borrowers, including 
charter schools.  
 
Mr. Snider heads RBC Capital Markets’ Charter School Finance Group. Since 
2000, RBC Capital Markets has financed in excess of 100 charter school 
projects for over 50 charter school organizations, securing over $1.5 billion for 
acquisition, construction, renovation, leasehold improvements, refinancing and 
related costs for charter schools. RBC Capital Markets’ Charter School Finance 
Group has financed charter schools in multiple states, including Arizona, 
California, Florida, Illinois, Indiana, Massachusetts, New Jersey, North 
Carolina, Ohio and Texas. Mr. Snider has served as RBC's lead banker for 
Aspire Public Schools, BASIS Schools and Great Hearts Academies, among 
others. 
 
Outside of the K-12 education area, high profile bond financings lead and 
completed by Mr. Snider include $350 million of research facilities for the 
University of Arizona and $450 million for the Arizona Sports and Tourism 
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Authority’s share of the home stadium of the NFL Arizona Cardinals and MLB 
spring training facilities. 
 
Mr. Snider’s community involvement includes sitting on several boards, 
including serving on the executive committees and as Board Chair of the 
Phoenix Boys Choir Association and Arizona School for the Arts, an excelling 
Arizona charter school, as well as being a member the board and advisory 
committee of the Arizona Charter School Association.   
 
Mr. Snider received his Bachelor’s of Science degree in finance from Arizona 
State University, graduating summa cum laude, and his Masters in Business 
Administration from the University of Chicago.  He is registered with FINRA and 
maintains Series 7, 63 and 79 securities licenses. 
 

Jeffrey Wagner 
Managing Director 
(602) 381-5369 
jeff.wagner@rbccm.com 
 

Expertise:  Education loan specialist 
Experience:  Mr. Wagner is a Managing Director in the Municipal Finance 
Group of RBC Capital Markets, LLC and divides his time between the firm’s 
offices in Phoenix and Los Angeles.  He has primary coverage responsibility 
for the firm’s student loan clients, as well as for several colleges and 
universities in California. 
 
He has completed over $48 billion in financings on behalf of 35 separate 
organizations since 1986, including state agencies, nonprofit organizations 
and private colleges and universities, and is responsible for introducing 
numerous new financing products, debt structuring techniques and computer 
modeling innovations.  His current clients include the Utah State Board of 
Regents, Minnesota Office of Higher Education, Pennsylvania Higher 
Education Assistance Agency, Midwestern University, New Hampshire Higher 
Education Loan Corporation, Alaska Student Loan Corporation and NorthStar 
Education Finance. 
 
Mr. Wagner is a registered securities representative, currently holding Series 7, 
63 and 79 licenses, and holds a B.S. in Business Administration from the State 
University of New York at Albany, with concentrations in Finance and 
Management Information Systems, and an M.B.A. in Finance from Columbia 
University’s Graduate School of Business. 
 

Nick Dodd 
Director 
(602) 381-5360 
nick.dodd@rbccm.com 
 

Expertise:  State specialist/higher education/generalist 
Experience:  Mr. Dodd is a Director in the Phoenix Municipal Finance office of 
RBC Capital Markets.   
 
Mr. Dodd joined RBC Capital Markets in 2001.  Prior to joining the firm he spent 
a year with A.G. Edwards & Sons, Inc. and three years with a regional 
municipal bond underwriter in California.  During this time, he has participated 
in the issuance of over $10 billion in municipal bonds.  Mr. Dodd has served as 
lead banker or co-lead banker to a wide variety of issuers with his primary 
responsibilities including all aspects of client management, debt structuring and 
transaction execution.  
 
Mr. Dodd has been involved with financings for a number of state agencies 
including the Arizona Department of Administration, the Arizona Department of 
Transportation and the Arizona School Facilities Board.  Mr. Dodd is very active 
working with cities and towns in Arizona including the cities of Phoenix, Mesa, 
Tucson, Tempe, Chandler, Gilbert and Casa Grande to name a few.  Mr. Dodd 
is active in the higher education sector having worked with a number of 
universities in the western United States including Arizona State University, the 
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University of Arizona, Northern Arizona University, the University of Utah and 
Midwestern University as well as almost every community college district in the 
State of Arizona.  Finally, Mr. Dodd is a member of RBC Capital Markets 
special district sector and covers all CFD and related special district financings 
for the firm within the State of Arizona.   
 
Mr. Dodd is involved in various community boards and associations including 
Arizona Government Finance Officers Association, Arizona City and County 
Managers Association and Arizona Town Hall. Mr. Dodd is a past member of 
The Gilbert Public Facility Municipal Property Corporation, 
 
Mr. Dodd holds a Bachelor of Science degree in Finance from Southern Illinois 
University.  Mr. Dodd is currently registered with FINRA with his Series 7, 63 
and 79 securities licenses. 
 

William Wildman 
Director 
(602) 381-5364 
william.wildman@rbccm.com 
 

Expertise:  Housing specialist/charter school finance 
Experience:  Mr. Wildman has 30 years experience in municipal finance 
serving as senior manager on over $12 billion in transactions. His areas of 
concentration include charter schools and affordable housing. In 2010, two 
transactions on which Mr. Wildman was the lead banker received recognition 
by The Bond Buyer among the 11 “Deal of the Year” regional winners. This was 
the first time charter school transactions had received this recognition. 
 
Mr. Wildman’s clients include charter schools throughout the country as well as 
various affordable housing developers in Arizona. 
  
Mr. Wildman is a graduate of the University of Colorado and holds a master’s 
degree from Colorado State University. He served for 10 years on the Board of 
Trustees of the Colorado Springs School, a private K-12 school in Colorado. 
Prior to entering the municipal finance sector, Mr. Wildman was the planning 
director for El Paso County, Colorado (Colorado Springs).  He is registered with 
FINRA and maintains Series 7, 63 and 79 securities licenses. 
 

Megan Wienand 
Vice President 
(602) 381-5367 
megan.wienand@rbccm.com 
 

Expertise:  K-12 education specialist 
Experience:  Since joining RBCCM in 2001, Ms. Wienand has worked with a 
variety of issuers within the State, with the majority of her experience in the K-
12 education sector.  Ms. Wienand is the lead banker for RBCCM’s Arizona 
school district financing group.  She has represented most of the major school 
District issuers in the State including the District, Deer Valley, Paradise Valley, 
Tucson, Kingman, Flowing Wells and Mesa Unified School Districts and 
Pendergast, Fowler, Laveen, Madison, Creighton, Tempe and Litchfield 
Elementary School Districts.   
 
Prior to joining RBCCM in 2001, Ms. Wienand worked in Public Finance for 
Ernst & Young LLP.  During her three years at Ernst & Young, she worked in 
the Arbitrage Rebate Group on municipal financings with issuers from more 
than fifteen states. In that role, she developed both new money and refunding 
issue experience in cash flow analysis and investment of bond proceeds.    
 
Ms. Wienand graduated from the University of Arizona with Bachelor of 
Science degrees in both Accounting and Finance.  Ms. Wienand is a registered 
securities representative currently holding Series 7, 53, 63 and 79 licenses.  
Ms. Wienand is active in the community and sits on several boards including 
the Boards of the Phoenix Public Library Foundation and the Madison 
Education Foundation. 
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Phong Pham 
Vice President 
(602) 381-5370 
phong.pham@rbccm.com 
 

Expertise:  Generalist/land-based financings 
Experience:  Mr. Pham is a Vice President in the Arizona Municipal Finance 
office of RBC Capital Markets.   
 
Mr. Pham joined RBC Capital Markets in the Phoenix office in 2006.  Prior to 
joining the firm, Mr. Pham worked in the public finance group of a regional 
investment bank and has over 15 years of combined accounting and finance 
experience.   
 
Mr. Pham provides quantitative and analytical expertise, transaction support 
and has extensive experience in the structuring of bond transactions including 
performing cashflow and tax rate analysis. Mr. Pham has also been involved in 
various general governmental bond transactions including general obligation 
bonds, excise/sales tax revenue bonds, utility revenue bonds, traditional and 
charter school district bonds, and special district bonds.  Mr. Pham has been 
involved in over 35 Community Facilities District (CFD) transactions totaling 
over $255 million par amount of bonds including some of the largest CFD 
transactions completed in Arizona. In addition, he has also served a number of 
Arizona issuers including City of Phoenix, City of Tucson, City of Flagstaff, City 
of Mesa, City of Scottsdale, City of Prescott, Greater Arizona Development 
Authority, and Arizona Water Infrastructure Financing Authority, to name a few. 
 
Mr. Pham is formerly a Certified Public Accountant having previously worked 
for the State of Michigan Office of the Auditor General and Deloitte & Touche 
LLP.  Mr. Pham holds a Bachelor’s degree in accounting from Grand Valley 
State University and is currently registered with FINRA with his Series 7, 52, 63 
and 79 securities licenses. 
 

Kathryn Pong 
Associate 
(602) 381-5359 
kathryn.pong@rbccm.com 

Expertise:  State specialist/higher education/generalist 
Experience:  Ms. Pong is an Associate in the Arizona Municipal Finance office 
of RBC Capital Markets.   
 
Ms. Pong joined RBCCM in 2010.  Prior to joining the firm, Ms. Pong worked at 
a regional investment banking firm for almost three years.  Ms. Pong has 
provided analytical services to various bond transactions including general 
obligation bonds, excise, utility and lease revenue bonds.   
 
Ms. Pong received her Bachelor of Science degree in Medical Technology from 
the University of Santo Tomas, Manila, Philippines.  Ms. Pong is currently 
registered with FINRA with her Series 7, 63 and 79 securities licenses. 
 

Loren Morales 
Associate 
(602) 381-5366 
loren.morales@rbccm.com 

Expertise:  State specialist/higher education/generalist 
Experience:  Mr. Morales is an Associate in the Arizona Municipal Finance 
office of RBC Capital Markets.   
 
Mr. Morales joined RBCCM in 2013.  Prior to joining the firm, he worked in 
Public Finance at a Financial Advisor firm in the State of Washington.  Mr. 
Morales has provided analytical services to various bond transactions including 
general obligation bonds, excise tax revenue bonds and various State 
university financings.   
 
Mr. Morales received his Bachelor of Arts degree in Economic Theory from the 
American University in Washington, DC, and his MBA from IE Business School.  
Mr. Morales is currently registered with FINRA with his Series 7, 52, 63 and 79 
securities licenses. 
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Jamie Durando 
Managing Director/Co-Head 
Underwriting 
New York, NY 

Mr. Durando is a Managing Director and Head of Municipal Syndication for 
RBC Capital Markets. His primary responsibilities include RBC Capital Market’s 
underwriting engagements for major transactions nationally. Mr. Durando has 
over 32 years of experience in Municipal underwriting and trading, having 
directed senior managed transactions in excess of $65 billion in Municipal debt 
during his career. Prior to joining RBC Capital Markets in 2006, Mr. Durando 
spent his career at Wachovia Bank and its predecessor organizations where he 
was a Managing Director and Manager of Municipal Trading and Underwriting. 
 
Mr. Durando graduated from the University of Delaware in 1980 with a BS-
Finance degree and Seton Hall University in 1984 with a MBA-Finance. Mr. 
Durando is currently registered with the Financial Industry Regulatory Authority, 
Inc. ("FINRA") with Series 7, 53, 63 and 79 securities licenses. 
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SUBCONTRACTORS LIST 

 
Offeror to list any subcontractors and certifications proposed during the term of this contract. Offeror’s shall provide 
requested information as outlined in Special Instructions of Offeror’s, Section 4.9.  If no subcontractors are proposed enter 
N/A next to the Organization Name field. 
Subcontractor 

Organization Name:  

Address: 

 

 

 

Street Address 

City, State, Zip Code 

Contact Information: 
                                                                             
Contact Name                                                                                  Phone Number 

Contact Email Address 

Description of Services Provided 
Certifications Required (if applicable): 

 

Description of Services to be Provided:  
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Description: Financial Advisor Services OF 
7 

 

Submitted By:  RBC Capital Markets, LLC 

1. Financial Advisor Services Price Schedule (Attachment I) 
 

Offeror’s shall complete Attachment I entitled “Financial Advisor Services 
Price Schedule”, and provide all requested information according to the 
instructions.   
 
Attachment I is found in Attachments section of ProcureAZ under the file named 
“Financial Advisor Services Price Schedule”.  
 

     
2.  ProcureAZ Electronic System Requirement:  

 
   To ensure Offeror submits a valid bid, Offeror shall enter a one (1) dollar in 

the "Unit Cost" field on the “Items” tab in ProcureAZ, as a zero (0) will be 
considered a NO-BID by the system. 

 
   For assistance call the ProcureAZ Help Desk:  602-542-7600 

 
 

PRICING SCHEDULE – REVISED  
 
The Offeror shall develop and submit six pricing schedules as per Attachment I, using the methodologies 
described below.  In each instance, the Offeror shall indicate the pricing for collateralized, non-
collateralized, and pooled structure.  Pricing must be provided in an all-inclusive basis. 
 

1. The Offeror shall provide an all-inclusive fee, based on the size, or size range, for financial 
transactions.   Fees shall be stated as a dollar amount. 

 
PRICING SCHEDULE NUMBER ONE: 
 
Per Bond Pricing Structure: 
 
The Offeror shall indicate the fee per $1,000 of the face value of the financing for each financing 
transaction undertaken by the Eligible Agency. The Offeror shall indicate any changes in the fee 
per $1,000 based on the size of the financing and shall indicate any minimum or maximum fees 
per financing transaction. 
 
The Offeror shall separately state the fees per $1,000 for a collateralized structure and for a non-
collateralized structure. 
 
The Offeror should also indicate if a price differential is available for transactions subsequent to 
the first financing. 
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A. COLLATERALIZED STRUCTURE PER $1,000: 
 
Principal Amount of Issue       Fee 
 
Principal amount of series less than $30 million  $2.00* 
 

Principal amount of series of $30 million to less than $40 million  $1.80* 
 

Principal amount of series of $40 million to less than $50 million  $1.60* 
 

Principal amount of series of $50 million to less than $60 million  $1.40* 
 

Principal amount of series of $60 million to less than $70 million  $1.30* 
 

Principal amount of series of $70 million or more  $1.20* 
 
B. NON-COLLATERALIZED STRUCTURE PER $1,000: 
 
Principal Amount of Issue  Fee 
 
Principal amount of series less than $30 million  $2.00* 
 

Principal amount of series of $30 million to less than $40 million  $1.80* 
 

Principal amount of series of $40 million to less than $50 million  $1.60* 
 

Principal amount of series of $50 million to less than $60 million  $1.40* 
 

Principal amount of series of $60 million to less than $70 million  $1.30* 
 

Principal amount of series of $70 million or more  $1.20* 
 
C. POOLED STRUCTURE PER $1,000: 
   Incremental 
Principal Amount of Issue  Fee Cost per Borrower 
 
Principal amount of series less than $30 million   $2.00* $10,000 
 

Principal amount of series of $30 million to less than $40 million  $1.85* $10,000 
 

Principal amount of series of $40 million to less than $50 million  $1.65* $10,000 
 

Principal amount of series of $50 million to less than $60 million  $1.45* $10,000 
 

Principal amount of series of $60 million to less than $70 million  $1.35* $10,000 
 

Principal amount of series of $70 million or more  $1.25* $10,000 
 

*  The fee per $1,000 principal amount for collateralized or non-collateralized issues is subject to a 
minimum fee for fixed rate financings of $50,000 per financing series; for variable rate financings, the 
minimum fee is $60,000 per financing series.  The fee per $1,000 principal amount for pooled financing 
structures is subject to a minimum fee for fixed rate financings of $50,000 per financing series; for 
variable rate financings, the minimum fee is $60,000.  For the initial issuance of any newly created 
financing, an additional fee of $30,000 would be charged due to the additional time and effort involved in 
creating such a new structure or financing program. For issues involving the refunding of existing debt 
obligations, an additional fee of up to $25,000 would be charged based on the complexity of the 
refunding.  In all cases, to avoid any perceived conflict and to ensure fees are fair and consistent across 
all issuers, fees would be calculated against the greater of the par amount or the proceeds of the issue. 
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PRICING SCHEDULE NUMBER TWO (COLLATERALIZED, NON-COLLATERALIZED, AND 
POOLED): 
 
Hourly Rates:  The Offeror shall provide a schedule of hourly rates for each Key Person who may 
provide services described in the Scope of Work.  The Offeror shall indicate any minimum or 
maximum fees for such services or per financing transaction (use a separate sheet if necessary): 
 
A.  COLLATERALIZED STRUCTURE: 
 
Name of Key Person & Title Hourly Rate* Min/Max Fees per Transaction 
 

Kurt Freund, Managing Director  $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

John Snider, Managing Director  $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

Jeff Wagner, Managing Director  $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

Nick Dodd, Director   $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

Bill Wildman, Director   $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

Megan Wienand, Vice President  $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

Phong Pham, Vice President  $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

Kathryn Pong, Associate   $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

Loren Morales, Associate   $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

Austin Lahr, Analyst   $300 per hour   $ see below  
 

Jamie Durando, Managing Director $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other senior level bankers  $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other officer level bankers  $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other analyst level bankers  $300 per hour   $ see below  
 
B. NON-COLLATERALIZED STRUCTURE: 
 

Name of Key Person & Title Hourly Rate* Min/Max Fees per Transaction 
 

Kurt Freund, Managing Director  $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

John Snider, Managing Director  $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

Jeff Wagner, Managing Director  $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

Nick Dodd, Director   $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

Bill Wildman, Director   $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

Megan Wienand, Vice President  $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

Phong Pham, Vice President  $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

Kathryn Pong, Associate   $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

Loren Morales, Associate   $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

Austin Lahr, Analyst   $300 per hour   $ see below  
 

Jamie Durando, Managing Director $535 per hour   $ see below  
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All other senior level bankers  $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other officer level bankers  $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other analyst level bankers  $300 per hour   $ see below  
 
C. POOLED STRUCTURE: 
 
Name of Key Person & Title Hourly Rate* Min/Max Fees per Transaction 
 

Kurt Freund, Managing Director  $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

John Snider, Managing Director  $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

Jeff Wagner, Managing Director  $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

Nick Dodd, Director   $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

Bill Wildman, Director   $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

Megan Wienand, Vice President  $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

Phong Pham, Vice President  $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

Kathryn Pong, Associate   $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

Loren Morales, Associate   $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

Austin Lahr, Analyst   $300 per hour   $ see below  
 

Jamie Durando, Managing Director $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other senior level bankers  $535 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other officer level bankers  $415 per hour   $ see below  
 

All other analyst level bankers  $300 per hour   $ see below  
 

*  The fee for collateralized or non-collateralized issues is subject to a minimum fee for fixed rate 
financings of $60,000 per financing series; for variable rate financings, the minimum fee is $75,000 per 
financing series.  The fee per $1,000 principal amount for pooled financing structures is subject to a 
minimum fee for fixed rate financings of $70,000 per financing series; for variable rate financings, the 
minimum fee is $85,000.  Hourly fee pricing would only apply to any debt obligation series of $50 million 
or less.  For the initial issuance of any newly created financing, an additional fee of $30,000 would be 
charged due to the additional time and effort involved in creating such a new structure or financing 
program. For issues involving the refunding of existing debt obligations, an additional fee of up to $25,000 
would be charged based on the complexity of the refunding. 
 

Exhibit B



 

Attachment I – REVISED 
State of Arizona 

State Procurement Office 
100 N.15th Ave., Suite 201 

Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Solicitation No.:     ADSPO14-00003944 PAGE 
5 

Description: Financial Advisor Services OF 
7 

 

Submitted By:  RBC Capital Markets, LLC 

PRICING SCHEDULE NUMBER THREE (COLLATERALIZED, NON-COLLATERALIZED AND 
POOLED: 
 

Annual Retainer Fees: 
 
The Offeror shall indicate an annual retainer price for all services described in the Scope of Work 
 
The Offeror shall separately state the retainer price if a collateralized, non-collateralized or pooled 
structure is utilized. 
 
The Offeror shall indicate any limitations on the services to be provided under such a fee 
arrangement. 
 
Limitations:  The Offeror shall indicate if any of the three pricing methodologies are unacceptable. 
 
A. Collateralized:  $60,000 annually per Agency* 
 
B. Non-Collateralized: $60,000 annually per Agency* 
 
C. Pooled:  $60,000 annually per Agency* 

 
*  Under this pricing approach, our services would be limited to the Scope of Work items not specifically 
related to the issuance of any obligations and we would discount proposed per bond pricing fees for any 
issuance by 7.5%.  The annual retainer would need to be paid prior to any services being provided in any 
fiscal year. 

 
PRICING SCHEDULE NUMBER FOUR (KEY PERSON WITH HOURLY RATE): 
The Offerer shall indicate hourly rates for other financial advisory activities described in the 
Scope of Work (associated with a bond issue transaction). 
 
Name of Key Person   Title     Hourly Rate* 
 

Kurt Freund     Managing Director   $535 per hour  
 

John Snider     Managing Director   $535 per hour  
 

Jeff Wagner     Managing Director   $535 per hour  
 

Nick Dodd     Director     $535 per hour  
 

Bill Wildman     Director     $535 per hour  
 

Megan Wienand    Vice President    $415 per hour  
 

Phong Pham    Vice President    $415 per hour  
 

Kathryn Pong    Associate    $415 per hour  
 

Loren Morales    Associate    $415 per hour  
 

Austin Lahr    Analyst     $300 per hour  
 

Jamie Durando    Managing Director   $535 per hour  
 

All other senior level bankers       $535 per hour  
 

All other officer level bankers       $415 per hour  
 

All other analyst level bankers       $300 per hour  
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*  Fees are for “other financial advisory activities” associated with a bond issue transaction in addition to 
the fees set forth in Pricing Schedule Number One. 

 
PRICING SCHEDULE NUMBER FIVE (KEY PERSON WITH HOURLY RATE): 
The Offered shall indicate hourly rates for other financial advisory activities described in the 
Scope of Work (not associated with a bond transaction). 
 
Name of Key Person   Title     Hourly Rate 
 

Kurt Freund     Managing Director   $535 per hour  
 

John Snider     Managing Director   $535 per hour  
 

Jeff Wagner     Managing Director   $535 per hour  
 

Nick Dodd     Director     $535 per hour  
 

Bill Wildman     Director     $535 per hour  
 

Megan Wienand    Vice President    $415 per hour  
 

Phong Pham    Vice President    $415 per hour  
 

Kathryn Pong    Associate    $415 per hour  
 

Loren Morales    Associate    $415 per hour  
 

Austin Lahr    Analyst     $300 per hour  
 

Jamie Durando    Managing Director   $535 per hour  
 

All other senior level bankers       $535 per hour  
 

All other officer level bankers       $415 per hour  
 

All other analyst level bankers       $300 per hour  
 
PRICING SCHEDULE NUMBER SIX: 
 
Optional Pricing:  The Offeror shall provide a firm, fixed, all-inclusive maximum fee per Financing 
Transaction involving the sale of certificates regardless of the number of buildings acquired and 
equipment and the size of the issue: 
 
$750,000  Maximum Fee (dollar amount) per Financing Transaction.  Offeror should also indicate 
how this fee will be calculated (hourly rates, etc.) 
 
The fee can be calculated under Pricing Schedule Number One herein. 
 
 

Our proposed fees outlined in any Pricing Schedules noted above do not include any investment advisory 
services or services related to ancillary financial products such as interest rate derivative contracts or 
interest rate caps, collars or floors, which are not included in the Scope of Work.  If such additional 
services were requested, and we were able to provide such services, they would be subject to a fee 
payment at a negotiated fee approved in advance. 

In addition to the fees provided in the Pricing Schedules above, the following additional fees may apply, 
depending on the circumstances of the specific transaction:   
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For transactions in which RBCCM serves as a placement agent on a loan or securities purchased directly 
by a bank or other financial institution the fee would not exceed 2% of the total loan amount. 

Assembly and publishing of Official Statement or Placement Memorandum, a fee of not to exceed 
$25,000 (typically for smaller issuers). 

Supplemental interest certificates, capital appreciation securities, convertible capital appreciation 
securities, stepped coupon securities or securities with taxable interest the fee basis may be adjusted by 
not greater than $2.50 per $1,000. 

For assistance with complex financings or unique requests outside of the traditional services typically 
provided and contemplated in the Scope of Work, RBCCM could negotiate additional compensation with 
the non-State Agency local political subdivisions.  Complex financings of such subdivisions may include, 
but are not limited to: (1) title or real estate issues, (2) utility company acquisitions, (3) tax increment or 
land based financings (special districts), (4) public/private partnerships (5) financings involving conduit 
issuers (6) other circumstances requiring a significantly higher degree of complexity or effort. 
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-269, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANT NO. AZ-90-X103 - DIAL-A-RIDE
AND GUS BUS REPLACEMENT AND MAINTENANCE
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 contract change order relating to an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the
City of Phoenix for continued use of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) grant funds for transit services.

Background

Between 2010 and 2012, the City of Glendale secured four grants totaling over $2.2 million in federal funds
for transit capital projects and ongoing operating expenses. These grants are utilized through existing IGAs
with the City of Phoenix, the designated recipient for all FTA funds in the region. Significant progress has been
made in expending these funds for capital projects and providing transit service. The contracts need to be
extended to allow for project completion, final closeout and reimbursement of funds from the City of
Phoenix.

Analysis

AZ-90-X103 - $520,506: Purchase of Replacement Dial-A-Ride/GUS Buses and Reimbursement for Preventive
Maintenance of Buses

Both line items in this grant have been completed and reimbursement has been received for the buses and
maintenance. After the purchase of the buses, there was a balance left over of $99,613, which is now
earmarked for preventive maintenance. This remaining balance for maintenance will be used over the next
three months, at which time this grant will be closed.

This amendment to extend the expiration date of these funds will allow the city to complete the projects
currently underway and ensure reimbursement, resulting in a savings to the GO Transportation Program.

Previous Related Council Action

On February 25, 2014, Council approved a Contract Change Order with the City of Phoenix.

On June 14, 2011, Council approved an IGA with the City of Phoenix to accept pass-through FTA Grant AZ-90-
X103.
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Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Transit services and programs provide a benefit to Glendale residents and visitors through enhanced mobility
options. These grant funds have provided, and will continue to provide, operating assistance and
improvements that will promote the continuation of quality and reliable transit services.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4860 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF CHANGE 
ORDER NO. 2 TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AGREEMENT (GRANT PASS-THROUGH AGREEMENT)
WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR GRANT NO. AZ-90-X103 
RELATING TO TRANSIT SERVICES.

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale entered into an Intergovernmental Agreement with the 
City of Phoenix for a Grant Pass-through Agreement (AZ-90-X103) relating to transit services on 
June 14, 2011 (C-7709); and

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale further entered into Change Order No. 1 to said 
Intergovernmental Agreement on February 25, 2014 extending the expiration date of the 
agreement to June 30, 2014 (C-7709-1); and

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale and the City of Phoenix wish to further extend the 
expiration date of said Intergovernmental Agreement to December 31, 2014.

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

SECTION 1.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the 
citizens thereof that Change Order No. 2 to the Intergovernmental Agreement (Grant Pass-
through Agreement) with the City of Phoenix relating to Grant No. AZ-90-X103 for transit 
services be entered into, which agreement is now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City 
of Glendale.

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



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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-306, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANT NO. AZ-37-X017 - ROUTE 60
(BETHANY HOME ROAD) OPERATING EXPENSES
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 contract change order relating to an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the
City of Phoenix for continued use of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) grant funds for transit services.

Background

Between 2010 and 2012, the City of Glendale secured four grants totaling over $2.2 million in federal funds
for transit capital projects and ongoing operating expenses. These grants are utilized through existing IGA’s
with the City of Phoenix, the designated recipient for all FTA funds in the region. Significant progress has been
made in expending these funds for capital projects and providing transit service. The contracts need to be
extended to allow for project completion, final closeout and reimbursement of funds from the City of
Phoenix.

Analysis

AZ-37-X017 - $1,170,753:  Operating Assistance for Route 60 (Bethany Home Road), GUS 1 and GUS 2

The final reimbursementrequest for Route 60 expenses has been received from the City of Phoenix. The final
reimbursement request of $78,038 for GUS 1 and 2 expenses is complete and ready to be sent to the City of
Phoenix, closing this grant. Since the expiration date has passed (June 30, 2014), the reimbursementrequest
cannot be processed by the City of Phoenix until the extension is in place.

This change order will extend the expiration date to December 31, 2014, ensuring reimbursement,resulting in
a savings to the GO Transportation Program.

Previous Related Council Action

On February 25, 2014, Council approved a Contract Change Order with the City of Phoenix.

On December 14, 2010, Council approved an IGA with the City of Phoenix to accept FTA Grant AZ-37-X017.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement
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Transit services and programs provide a benefit to Glendale residents and visitors through enhanced mobility
options. These grant funds have provided, and will continue to provide, operating assistance and
improvements that will promote the continuation of quality and reliable transit services.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4861 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF CHANGE 
ORDER NO. 3 TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AGREEMENT (GRANT PASS-THROUGH AGREEMENT)
WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR GRANT NO. AZ-37-X017
RELATING TO TRANSIT SERVICES.

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale entered into an Intergovernmental Agreement with the 
City of Phoenix for a Grant Pass-through Agreement (AZ-37-X017) relating to transit services on 
December 14, 2010 (C-7515); and

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale further entered into Change Order No. 1 to said 
Intergovernmental Agreement on June 19, 2013 extending the expiration date of the agreement to 
October 31, 2013 (C-7515-1); and

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale further entered into Change Order No. 2 to said 
Intergovernmental Agreement on February 25, 2014 extending the expiration date of the 
agreement to June 30, 2014 (C-7515-2); and

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale and the City of Phoenix wish to further extend the 
expiration date of said Intergovernmental Agreement to December 31, 2014.

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

SECTION 1.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the 
citizens thereof that Change Order No. 3 to the Intergovernmental Agreement (Grant Pass-
through Agreement) with the City of Phoenix relating to Grant No. AZ-37-X017 for transit 
services be entered into, which agreement is now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City 
of Glendale.

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



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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-309, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANT NO. AZ-57-X013 - OPERATING
ASSISTANCE FOR THE TAXI PROGRAM
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 contract change order relating to an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the
City of Phoenix for continued use of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) grant funds for transit services...
body
Background

Between 2010 and 2012, the City of Glendale secured four grants totaling over $2.2 million in federal funds
for transit capital projects and ongoing operating expenses. These grants are utilized through existing IGA’s
with the City of Phoenix, the designated recipient for all FTA funds in the region. Significant progress has been
made in expending these funds for capital projects and providing transit service. The contracts need to be
extended to allow for project completion, final closeout and reimbursement of funds from the City of
Phoenix.

Analysis

AZ-57-X013 - $10,250:  Operating Assistance for a Taxi Supplemental Program

This grant provides funding for a pilot supplemental taxi program for customers who are traveling a short
distance into neighboring cities. In implementing this program, Glendale staff has coordinated with the City
of Phoenix as the designated recipient and the Regional Public Transportation Authority (RPTA) to work
through the details. The program is underway and it is estimated that the funds will be exhausted by June 30,
2015, if not earlier.  Once these funds have been depleted, this grant will be closed.

This change order will extend the agreement to June 30, 2015, ensuring reimbursement and resulting in a
savings to the GO Transportation Program.

Previous Related Council Action

On February 14, 2012, Council approved an IGA with the City of Phoenix to accept FTA Grant AZ-57-X013.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Transit services and programs provide a benefit to Glendale residents and visitors through enhanced mobility
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Transit services and programs provide a benefit to Glendale residents and visitors through enhanced mobility
options. These grant funds have provided, and will continue to provide, operating assistance and
improvements that will promote the continuation of quality and reliable transit services.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4862 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF CHANGE 
ORDER NO. 1 TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AGREEMENT (GRANT PASS-THROUGH AGREEMENT)
WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR GRANT NO. AZ-57-X013
RELATING TO TRANSIT SERVICES.

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale entered into an Intergovernmental Agreement with the 
City of Phoenix for a Grant Pass-through Agreement (AZ-57-X013) relating to transit services on 
February 14, 2012 (C-7934); and

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale and the City of Phoenix wish to further extend the 
expiration date of said Intergovernmental Agreement to June 30, 2015.

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

SECTION 1.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the 
citizens thereof that Change Order No. 1 to the Intergovernmental Agreement (Grant Pass-
through Agreement) with the City of Phoenix relating to Grant No. AZ-57-X013 for transit 
services be entered into, which agreement is now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City 
of Glendale.

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



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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-310, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION GRANT NO. AZ-90-X109 - DIAL-A-RIDE
BUS REPLACEMENT AND MAINTENANCE
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 contract change order relating to an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the
City of Phoenix for continued use of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) grant funds for transit services...
body
Background

Between 2010 and 2012, the City of Glendale secured four grants totaling over $2.2 million in federal funds
for transit capital projects and ongoing operating expenses. These grants are utilized through existing IGA’s
with the City of Phoenix, the designated recipient for all FTA funds in the region. Significant progress has been
made in expending these funds for capital projects and providing transit service. The contracts need to be
extended to allow for project completion, final closeout and reimbursement of funds from the City of
Phoenix.

Analysis

AZ-90-X109 - $530,871: Purchase of Replacement Dial-a-Ride Buses and Reimbursement for Preventive
Maintenance of Buses

The buses have been purchased, and reimbursementhas been received for the buses and maintenance. After
the purchase of the buses, there was a balance left over of $7,187. That balance will be used for preventive
maintenance and will be incurred within the next 30 to 60 days, thus closing this grant.

This amendment to extend the expiration date of these funds to December 31, 2014, will allow the city to
complete the projects currently underway and ensure reimbursement, resulting in a savings to the GO
Transportation Program.

Previous Related Council Action

On February 14, 2012, Council approved an IGA with the City of Phoenix to accept FTA Grant AZ-90-X109.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Transit services and programs provide a benefit to Glendale residents and visitors through enhanced mobility
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Transit services and programs provide a benefit to Glendale residents and visitors through enhanced mobility
options. These grant funds have provided, and will continue to provide, operating assistance and
improvements that will promote the continuation of quality and reliable transit services.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4863 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF CHANGE 
ORDER NO. 2 TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AGREEMENT (GRANT PASS-THROUGH AGREEMENT)
WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX FOR GRANT NO. AZ-90-X109
RELATING TO TRANSIT SERVICES.

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale entered into an Intergovernmental Agreement with the 
City of Phoenix for a Grant Pass-through Agreement (AZ-90-X109) relating to transit services on 
February 14, 2012 (C-7935); and

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale further entered into Change Order No. 1 to said 
Intergovernmental Agreement on October 23, 2012 increasing the funding received through the 
Grant (C-7935-1); and

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale and the City of Phoenix wish to further extend the 
expiration date of said Intergovernmental Agreement to December 31, 2014.

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

SECTION 1.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the 
citizens thereof that Change Order No. 2 to the Intergovernmental Agreement (Grant Pass-
through Agreement) with the City of Phoenix relating to Grant No. AZ-90-X109 for transit 
services be entered into, which agreement is now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City 
of Glendale.

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



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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-271, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR TRAFFIC DATA COLLECTORS AT KEY LOCATIONS THROUGHOUT
GLENDALE
Staff Contact: Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works.

Purpose and Recommended Action

Staff is requesting City Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the City
Manager to enter into an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) for project administration, design review, construction bidding and construction administration of
traffic data collector infrastructure at key locations throughout Glendale. ..body

Background

The city has made a significant investment in deployment of ITS infrastructure along arterial streets to
enhance the management of traffic. These improvements enable Transportation staff to remotely monitor
traffic and adjust signal timing based on current traffic patterns, as well as in response to resident requests.
Additionally, drivers can receive real-time information on event traffic conditions and travel times via dynamic
message signs (DMS).

The city’s ITS system is currently comprised of over 60 miles of fiber optic cable that provides communication
to 140 of the city’s 194 traffic signals, 95 closed-circuit television (CCTV) cameras and 10 DMS. Future
infrastructure expansions on Peoria Avenue, as well as 67 th Avenue, are under construction and design
respectively, with expected completion in 2015.

This project will install communications and data collection equipment at approximately 80 locations, allowing
for real-time and historical traffic volume, travel time and speed mapping for incident and congestion
identification.

Analysis

Installation of ITS infrastructure at 80 key locations throughout Glendale were identified in the city’s ITS
Strategic Plan and will enhance the capabilities of the traffic management system. Once completed, this
project will allow for more proactive identification of traffic issues leading to quicker resolution and
notification to the traveling public. This project is identified in the Maricopa Association of Governments’
Transportation Improvement Program, and federal funds for construction have been secured for Federal
Fiscal Year 2016.

This IGA is necessary so that federal funds can be expended on the construction phase of the project.
Specifically, it outlines that ADOT is responsible for preparation of documents required to qualify the project
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Specifically, it outlines that ADOT is responsible for preparation of documents required to qualify the project
for federal funds, including review and approval of environmental, utilities and right-of-way clearances. The
IGA also outlines city responsibilities, including matching fund requirements and future maintenance
obligations.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Technology enhancements will continue to provide efficient traffic management for the traveling public, and
this design and construction project will address improvements to the ITS infrastructure at key locations
throughout Glendale’s major corridors.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The total estimated construction cost of the project is $619,046, including a $30,000 ADOT fee to administer
the project on behalf of the city. Of the total anticipated cost, $555,470 is available through the federal
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) program. The required city match of $33,576 and the $30,000
ADOT fee are available in the Glendale Smart Traffic Signals account. Additional operating and maintenance
costs will be absorbed by the GO Program ITS operating budget.

While staff does not anticipate additional project costs, should this project exceed the estimate outlined in
the IGA, the city will be responsible for the additional costs.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$63,576 2210-65005-550800, Smart Traffic Signals

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. 4864 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA,
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF 
AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE 
ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR THE 
INSTALLATION OF TWENTY-FOUR COUNT STATIONS 
AND FIFTY-SIX TRAVEL TIME DATA COLLECTORS AT 
KEY INTERSECTIONS IN GLENDALE.

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

SECTION 1.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the
citizens thereof that the Intergovernmental Agreement between the City of Glendale and the 
Arizona Department of Transportation (IGA/JPA No. 14-0004237-I) (Project No. SZ143 
01D/01C) for the installation of twenty-four (24) count stations and fifty-six (56) travel time data 
collectors at key intersections for the purpose of developing a database and GUI to manage, 
query, and present data throughout various City locations be entered into, which agreement is 
now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale.

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager and City Clerk are hereby authorized and directed to 
execute the Intergovernmental Agreement on behalf of the City of Glendale, a copy of which is 
on now 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 _____ day of __________________, 2014.

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager

iga_trans_adot_4237

















City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-272, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM ENHANCEMENTS ALONG
51st, OLIVE AND NORTHERN AVENUES
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works.

Purpose and Recommended Action

Staff is requesting City Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the City
Manager to enter into an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) for project administration, design review, construction bidding and construction administration of
intelligent transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure on 51st, Olive and Northern avenues.

Background

The city has made a significant investment in deployment of ITS infrastructure along arterial streets to
enhance the management of traffic. These improvements enable Transportation staff to remotely monitor
traffic and adjust signal timing based on current traffic patterns, as well as in response to resident requests.
Additionally, drivers can receive real-time information on event traffic conditions and travel times via dynamic
message signs (DMS).

The city’s ITS system is currently comprised of over 60 miles of fiber optic cable that provides communication
to 140 of the city’s 194 traffic signals, 95 closed-circuit television (CCTV) cameras and 10 DMS. Future
infrastructure expansions on Peoria Avenue, as well as 67th Avenue, are under construction and design
respectively, with expected completion in 2015.

This project will expand the communications infrastructure along 51st, Olive and Northern avenues, allowing
for eight additional signals and seven CCTV cameras to be added to the system.

Analysis

The city’s ITS Strategic Plan includes these enhancements, which will close a gap in the traffic management
system. Once completed, several connections to expand the city’s remote management capabilities of the
signal system on 51st, Olive and Northernavenues will be connected to the central signal system. This project
is identified in the Maricopa Association of Governments’ Transportation ImprovementProgram, and federal
funds for construction have been secured for Federal Fiscal Year 2016.

This IGA is necessary so that federal funds can be expended on the construction phase of the project.
Specifically, it outlines that ADOT is responsible for preparation of documents required to qualify the project
for federal funds, including review and approval of environmental, utilities and right-of-way clearances. The
IGA also outlines city responsibilities, including matching fund requirements and future maintenance
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IGA also outlines city responsibilities, including matching fund requirements and future maintenance
obligations.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Technology enhancements will continue to provide efficient traffic management for the traveling public, and
this design and construction project will address improvements to the ITS infrastructure along one of
Glendale’s most critical north-south corridors.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The total estimated construction cost of the project is $989,415, including a $30,000 ADOT fee to administer
the project on behalf of the city. Of the total anticipated cost, $904,728 is available through the federal
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) program. The required city match of $54,687 and the $30,000
ADOT fee are available in the Development Impact Fee Transportation account. Additional operating and
maintenance costs will be absorbed by the GO Program ITS operating budget.

While staff does not anticipate additional project costs, should this project exceed the estimate outlined in
the IGA, the city will be responsible for the additional costs.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$84,687 1600-67803-550800, Development Agreement - Signals

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. 4865 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA,
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF 
AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE 
STATE OF ARIZONA, DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION FOR INSTALLATION OF EIGHT 
CONDUIT FIBER OPTIC CABLE COMMUNICATIONS 
EQUIPMENT AND SEVEN CCTV CAMERAS AT VARIOUS 
LOCATIONS IN GLENDALE.

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

SECTION 1.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the 
citizens thereof that the Intergovernmental Agreement between the City of Glendale and the State 
of Arizona, Department of Transportation, (IGA/JPA No. 14-0004235-I) (Project No. SZ141 
01D/01C) for the installation of eight conduit fiber optic cable communications equipment and 
seven CCTV cameras to be located at various locations within the City of Glendale limits be 
entered into, which agreement is now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of 
Glendale.

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager and City Clerk are hereby authorized and directed to 
execute the Intergovernmental Agreement on behalf of the City of Glendale, a copy of which is 
on now 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 _____ day of __________________, 2014.

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager
iga_trans_adot_olive

















City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-273, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE ARIZONA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR OVERHEAD LANE CONTROL SIGNS ALONG MARYLAND AVENUE,
BETWEEN 95th AND 99th AVENUES
Staff Contact:  Jack Friedline, Director, Public Works nd

Purpose and Recommended Action

Staff is requesting City Council waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the City
Manager to enter into an intergovernmental agreement (IGA) with the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) for project administration, design review, construction bidding and construction administration for
intelligent transportation systems (ITS) infrastructure on Maryland Avenue, between 95th and 99th avenues.

Background

The city has made a significant investment in deployment of ITS infrastructure along arterial streets to
enhance the management of traffic. These improvements enable Transportation staff to remotely monitor
traffic and adjust signal timing based on current traffic patterns, as well as in response to resident requests.
Additionally, drivers can receive real-time information on event traffic conditions and travel times via dynamic
message signs (DMS).

The city’s ITS system is currently comprised of over 60 miles of fiber optic cable that provides communication
to 140 of the city’s 194 traffic signals, 95 closed-circuit television (CCTV) cameras and 10 DMS. Future
infrastructure expansions on Peoria Avenue, as well as 67th Avenue, are under construction and design
respectively, with expected completion in 2015.

This project will install overhead lane control signals and message signs on Maryland Avenue, allowing for
dynamic lane assignments during special events and unplanned incidents. Dynamic lane assignments allow
for improved traffic flow along Maryland Avenue particularly during events by permitting a change in which
lanes are used for the primary flow of traffic.

Analysis

This project to install ITS infrastructure along Maryland Avenue, from 95th to 99th avenues, was identified in
the city’s ITS Strategic Plan and will greatly enhance the management of traffic during planned and unplanned
events. Currently, during Arizona Cardinals football games and large stadium events, the direction of travel
for several lanes on Maryland Avenue over Loop 101 is changed using barricades to expedite flow into or
away from parking lots. This new technology will allow staff to remotely assign the direction of travel using
the city’s central signal system and allow for additional use during other special events and unplanned
incidents. This project is identified in the Maricopa Association of Governments’ Transportation Improvement
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Program, and federal funds for construction have been secured for Federal Fiscal Year 2017.

This IGA is necessary so that federal funds can be expended on the construction phase of the project.
Specifically, it outlines that ADOT is responsible for preparation of documents required to qualify the project
for federal funds, including review and approval of environmental, utilities and right-of-way clearances. The
IGA also outlines city responsibilities, including matching fund requirements and future maintenance
obligations.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Technology enhancements will continue to provide efficient traffic management for the traveling public. This
design and construction project will address improvements to the ITS infrastructure along one of Glendale’s
most critical mega event corridors.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The total estimated construction cost of the project is $1,326,069, including a $30,000 ADOT fee to administer
the project on behalf of the city. Of the total anticipated cost, $1,222,193 is available through the federal
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) program. The required city match of $73,876 and the $30,000
ADOT fee are available in the Glendale Sports Facility Signals account. Additional operating and maintenance
costs will be absorbed by the GO Program ITS operating budget.

While staff does not anticipate additional project costs, should this project exceed the estimate outlined in
the IGA, the city will be responsible for the additional costs.

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$103,876 2210-65062-551400, Glendale Sports Facilities Signals

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. 4866 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA,
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF 
AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE 
STATE OF ARIZONA, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION, FOR THE INSTALLATION OF FOUR LANE 
CONTROL SIGNAL BRIDGES WITH OVERHEAD SIGNS FOR 
DYNAMIC ASSIGNMENT OF LANES FOR BOTH EAST AND 
WESTBOUND TRAFFIC CONTROL ALONG MARYLAND 
AVENUE BETWEEN 95TH AND 99TH AVENUES IN 
GLENDALE.

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

SECTION 1.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the 
citizens thereof that the Intergovernmental Agreement between the City of Glendale and the State 
of Arizona, Department of Transportation (IGA/JPA No. 14-0004236-I) (Project No. SZ142 
01D/01C), for the installation of four lane control signal bridges with overhead signs for dynamic 
assignment of lanes for both east and westbound traffic control along Maryland Avenue between 
95th and 99th Avenues be entered into, which agreement is now on file in the office of the City 
Clerk of the City of Glendale.

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

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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager
iga_trans_adot_4236

















City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-290, Version: 2

AMENDMENT TO THE IGA AND THE PURCHASE AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX RELATING TO
PROPERTY ADJACENT TO CAMELBACK RANCH
Staff Contact:  Michael Bailey, City Attorney

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 execute amendments to the Intergovernmental Agreement and Purchase Agreement with the
City of Phoenix relating to Camelback Ranch.

Background

Camelback Ranch Glendale opened in March 2009, and is the spring training home to the Chicago White Sox
and Los Angeles Dodgers of Major League Baseball. On October 19, 2009, the City of Glendale and the City of
Phoenix, along with Western Loop 101 Public Facilities Corporation, entered into an Intergovernmental
Agreement Concerning Certain Responsibilities for Camelback Ranch (IGA). Pursuant to that IGA, the parties
have certain performance obligations that have become the subject of negotiations due to the unforeseen
deterioration of the economic and market conditions.

In conjunction with the IGA, the cities entered into a real estate purchase agreement whereby Glendale would
purchase the right-of-way for Ballpark Boulevard, which was owned by Phoenix, as well as Phoenix-owned
property that served part of the construction of the roadway.

Analysis

The salient terms of the amendments include:

·· The Phoenix TPT pledge shall be capped at the amount Glendale has spent on construction of
Ballpark Boulevard; $16,447,079.

·· Glendale’s obligation to build Ballpark Boulevard is limited to what has already been built.

·· Glendale shall pay Phoenix the following amounts on October 19th of each year:
o Current Fiscal Year:  $345,750, which is the balance due for reimbursement for Phoenix’s

dedication for the right-of-way for Ballpark Boulevard;
o Fiscal Years 2015-2016,2016-2017, and 2017-2018:  $668,646, which represents one third of

the purchase price for the Phoenix-owned property east of Ball Park Boulevard (9.21 acres x $5
psf = $2,005,938/3 = $668,646 (Lot 5));

o Fiscal Year 2019-2020:  $1,086,822, the purchase price for the Phoenix-owned property west of

Ballpark Boulevard (4.99 acres x $5 psf (Lot 3)).
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Previous Related Council Action

The IGA between the City of Glendale and the City of Phoenix was entered into on October 19, 2009.

Budget and Financial Impacts

Glendale will be required to pay the City of Phoenix $345,750.00 at the time of execution of this Amendment
for reimbursement of costs related to the dedication of the northern portion of the west half of right-of-way
($5.00 per square foot for 69,150 square feet).

City Charter limits transfers between funds to the 4th quarter of a fiscal year. Staff is requesting a General

Fund contingency transfer of $345,750. As this item will require a transfer from the General Fund to the

Camelback Ranch Event Operations Fund, a budget transfer cannot be processed until the 4th quarter of the

fiscal year. Therefore, staff is requesting a budget transfer from General Fund, Contingency (1000-11901-

510200) to General Fund, CIP Reserve, Land (1000-81014-550400) to reserve the funds. During the 4th

quarter of the fiscal year, staff will then request an inter-fund transfer from General Fund, CIP Reserve, Land

(1000 91012 510200) to Camelback Ranch Event Operations - Camelback Ranch Maintenance Reserve - Land

(1283-84200-550400).

Staff also requests to exceed budget appropriation in 1283-84200-550400 (Camelback Ranch Event
Operations - Camelback Ranch Maintenance Reserve - Land) for this expenditure until the 4th quarter transfer
can be processed.

Further, Glendale will be obligated to pay Phoenix $2,005,938.00 ($5,00 per square foot for Lot 5 (9.21 acres)
in three equal annual installments of $668,646.00 each being due on October 19, 2015, October 19, 2016 and
October 19, 2017. Upon final payment of the final installment, Phoenix will transfer title to Lot 5 to Glendale.
In the event Phoenix chooses to retain Lot 5, Phoenix will return any installments paid by Glendale in
accordance with the First Amendment.

Finally, Glendale will pay Phoenix $1,086,822 no later than October 19, 2019 for the purchase and title of Lot
3 (4.99 acres at $5.00 per square feet).

Cost Fund-Department-Account

$345,750.00 1282-84200-550400, Camelback Ranch Event Operations, Camelback Ranch
Maintenance Reserve, Land

Capital Expense? Yes

Budgeted? No

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer?  Yes

City of Glendale Printed on 10/6/2014Page 2 of 3

powered by Legistar™

http://www.legistar.com/


File #: 14-290, Version: 2

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?  General Fund, Contingency (1000-11901-510200)
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RESOLUTION NO. 4867 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA,
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF 
A FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AGREEMENT CONCERNING CERTAIN RESPONSIBILITIES 
FOR CAMELBACK RANCH; AND AUTHORIZING AND 
DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF A FIRST 
AMENDMENT TO THE REAL ESTATE PURCHASE 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITIES OF PHOENIX AND 
GLENDALE RELATING TO PROPERTY ADJACENT TO 
CAMELBACK RANCH.

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 First Amendment to the Intergovernmental Agreement Concerning 
Certain Responsibilities for Camelback Ranch (City of Glendale Contract No. C-7072) with the 
City of Phoenix be entered into, which amendment is now on file in the office of the City Clerk 
of the City of Glendale.

SECTION 2.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the 
citizens thereof that the Amendment to the Purchase Agreement (City of Glendale Contract No. 
C-7249) with the City of Phoenix relating to property adjacent to Camelback Ranch be entered 
into, which amendment is now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale.

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



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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager

iga_phx_cbr
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When recorded, return to: 

Patricia J. Boland 
City of Phoenix Law Department 
200 W. Washington, Suite 1300 
Phoenix, Arizona 85003-1611 

 
 
 
 

FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT CONCERNING CERTAIN 

RESPONSIBILITIES FOR CAMELBACK RANCH BETWEEN THE CITY OF 
PHOENIX AND THE CITY OF GLENDALE 

 
This First Amendment to the Intergovernmental Agreement Concerning Certain 
Responsibilities for Camelback Ranch (“First Amendment”) is entered into and effective 
as of the ____ day of ______________________, 2014, and modifies the terms and 
conditions of the Intergovernmental Agreement Concerning Certain Responsibilities for 
Camelback Ranch entered into on October 9, 2013 as Glendale document No. C-7072 
and as Phoenix Contract No. 127039 (“Agreement”). 
 

RECITALS 
 

As background to this First Amendment, the Parties recite, state and acknowledge the 
following, each of which recitals is fully incorporated into this First Amendment and 
expressly made a material term and condition of this First Amendment.  The following 
recitals shall constitute joint representations of the Parties, except where a statement or 
finding is specifically attributed to one party: 

 
 
A. On October 19, 2009, the City of Phoenix, an Arizona municipal 

corporation (“Phoenix”), and City of Glendale, an Arizona municipal 
corporation (“Glendale”), including the Western Loop 101 Public Facilities 
Corporation, an Arizona non-profit municipal property corporation formed 
by Glendale (“Western Loop 101”) entered into an Intergovernmental 
Agreement Concerning Certain Responsibilities for Camelback Ranch. 

 
B. Glendale has incurred certain costs and expenses, and continues to incur 

certain costs and expenses, as part, and in anticipation of, its full 
performance under the Agreement. 

 
C. In furtherance of, and in reliance on the Agreement, Glendale constructed 

or caused to be constructed significant public infrastructure and a spring 
training baseball facility.   

 
D. Subsequent to the execution, delivery and recordation of the Agreement 

by the Parties, economic and market conditions (not only locally, but 
nationally and globally) have undergone unforeseen and unprecedented 
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deterioration, causing uncertainty in business planning, attenuation of 
credit markets and financing, constriction of leasing and retail opportunities 
and erosion of property values.  As a result of this economic turbulence, 
strict compliance with the Agreement is no longer practical or reasonably 
anticipated by the Parties.  Consequently, the Parties have determined 
that modification of the Agreement is now required in order to advance 
and implement the Agreement.  

 
E. Phoenix and Glendale recognize the value of the continued performance 

under the Agreement 
 
F.  In order to provide modifications to the Agreement that are more pragmatic 

in view of changed and uncertain economic conditions, to promote the 
likelihood of full and timely performance of the Parties under the 
Agreement, and to ensure that the Parties receive the benefits 
contemplated when entering into the Agreement, Glendale has requested 
and Phoenix has agreed to grant certain extensions for performance, and 
other modifications that advance and implement the Agreement as set 
forth in this First Amendment in exchange for a decrease in the maximum 
amount of Phoenix’s tax pledge contribution. 

 
G. The Parties believe that the approval and adoption of this First 

Amendment is and constitutes an administrative act designed and 
intended to implement the public policy previously reflected in the 
Agreement.  

 
H.  Section 8.1 of the Agreement provides that the parties may amend the 

Agreement in writing.  
 

AGREEMENT 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises, covenants, agreements and 
obligations contained herein, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby 
acknowledged, the Parties enter into this Agreement and agree as follows 
 
 

1. Definitions.  Terms not otherwise defined herein shall have the meaning 
set forth in the Agreement. 
 

2. Recitals.  The recitals set forth above are acknowledged by the Parties to 
be true and correct and are incorporated herein by this reference. 

 
3. Effect of Amendment.  Except as amended by this Amendment, the 

Agreement shall remain in full force and effect.   
 

4. Amendment to Section 4.1(A). Section 4.1(A) of the Agreement is 
hereby deleted in its entirety and restated as follows: 
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4.1 (A) Pledge. Phoenix unconditionally and irrevocably pledges and 
agrees to pay Western Loop 101 or its successor 80% of the general fund 
portion of transaction privilege tax revenues that are actually received by 
Phoenix for taxable activities occurring on Camelback Ranch from and 
after the effective date of this Agreement (the “Phoenix Payments”) up to a 
maximum amount of $16,447,079 (the “Phoenix Contribution”). 

 
5. Amendment to Section 9.2. The first sentence of Section 9.2 of the 

Agreement is hereby deleted in its entirety and restated as follows: 
 

9.2 Contingent Purchase. Pursuant to the terms of the Real 
Estate Purchase Agreement entered into between the parties 
on April 22, 2010 and the first amendment thereto 
(collectively the “Purchase Agreement”), Glendale will also 
purchase from Phoenix the 14.2 acres of the Phoenix Land 
comprised of the acreage between the ROW and the MLB 
facility (9.21 acres, otherwise known as Lot 5 in the 
Purchase Agreement) and between the ROW and Parcel A 
of the Development Land (4.99 acres, otherwise known as 
Lot 3 in the Purchase Agreement) (collectively the “Future 
Acreage”) and as depicted in Exhibit F at the price of $5.00 
per square foot.   
 

The remainder of Section 9.2 is unchanged by this Amendment and 
remains in full force and effect. 

 
6. Amendment to Section 10.2. Section 10.2 of the Agreement is hereby 

deleted in its entirety and revised to read as follows: 
 
 10.2 Contingent Reimbursement 
 

(A) This section is be repealed in its entirety.  
 
(B) Upon execution of this First Amendment, Glendale will pay 

Phoenix $345,750.00 as reimbursement, at $5.00 per square 
foot, for costs related to the dedication of the northern portion 
of the west half of ROW (69,150 square feet).  

 
7. Amendment to Exhibit D.  Exhibit D of the Agreement is hereby deleted 

in its entirety and restated as follows: 
 
Glendale will construct a roadway that commences at Camelback Road 
and 111th Avenue and terminates south of the Bethany Home Outfall (the 
“Roadway”).  Glendale will improve the Roadway with all public road 
improvements required by and in accordance with Phoenix standards, 
including sidewalks on both sides of the Roadway, curb and gutters and 
utility lines for water, sewer, effluent, telephone, fiber optic cable, gas and 
electric, at Glendale’s expense.  Glendale has no obligation to extend the 
Roadway any farther because any remaining construction to extend 
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Ballpark Boulevard beyond the existing alignment will be conducted in the 
regular course of development and not subject to this Agreement and First 
Amendment.  

 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties enter into and make effective this 

First Amendment as of the date of the last signature affixed below. 
 
 
CITY OF PHOENIX, an Arizona   
municipal corporation                        

 Ed Zuercher, City Manager 
 
 
By:  ___________________________ 

James P. Burke, Director  
Parks & Recreation Department 

 
 
ATTEST: 
 
______________________________ 
Phoenix City Clerk  
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
___________________________________ 
Acting Phoenix City Attorney 
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CITY OF GLENDALE, an Arizona  
municipal corporation 

 
 

By:  ___________________________ 
Brenda S. Fischer 
City Manager 

  
 
 

ATTEST: 
 
___________________________________ 
Pam Hanna,  
Glendale City Clerk              
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Michael D. Bailey,  
Glendale City Attorney 
 

 
 
 
PJB/dh: 1137946v1 
 



When recorded, return to: 

Patricia J. Boland 
City of Phoenix Law Department 
200 W. Washington, Suite 1300 
Phoenix, Arizona 85003-1611 

 
 
 

FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE 
REAL ESTATE PURCHASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITIES OF 

PHOENIX AND GLENDALE 
 

 
This First Amendment to the Real Estate Purchase Agreement between the Cities of 
Phoenix and Glendale (“First Amendment”) is entered into and effective as of the ____ 
day of ______________________, 2014, and modifies the terms and conditions of the 
Real Estate Purchase Agreement entered into on April 22, 2010 as Glendale document 
No. C-7249 and as Phoenix Contract No. 128267 (the “Purchase Agreement”). 
 
 

RECITALS 
 

As background to this First Amendment, the Parties recite, state and acknowledge the 
following, each of which recitals is fully incorporated into this First Amendment and 
expressly made a material term and condition of this First Amendment.  The following 
recitals shall constitute joint representations of the Parties, except where a statement or 
finding is specifically attributed to one party: 

 
 
A. On April 22, 2010, the City of Phoenix, an Arizona municipal corporation 

(“Phoenix”), and City of Glendale, an Arizona municipal corporation 
(“Glendale”), entered into the Purchase Agreement in furtherance of their 
obligations under the Intergovernmental Agreement Concerning Certain 
Responsibilities for Camelback Ranch (the “IGA”). 

 
B. Glendale has incurred certain costs and expenses, and continues to incur 

certain costs and expenses, as part, and in anticipation of, its full 
performance under the IGA. 

 
C. In furtherance of, and in reliance on the IGA, Glendale constructed, or 

caused to be constructed, significant public infrastructure and a spring 
training baseball facility.   

 
D. Subsequent to the execution, delivery and recordation of the IGA by the 

Parties, economic and market conditions (not only locally, but nationally 
and globally) have undergone unforeseen and unprecedented 
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deterioration, causing uncertainty in business planning, attenuation of 
credit markets and financing, constriction of leasing and retail 
opportunities and erosion of property values.  As a result of this economic 
turbulence, strict compliance with the IGA and the Purchase Agreement is 
no longer practical or reasonably anticipated by the Parties.  
Consequently, the Parties have determined that modification of the 
Purchase Agreement is now required in order to advance and implement 
the IGA.  

 
E.  In order to provide modifications to the Purchase Agreement that are more 

pragmatic in view of changed and uncertain economic conditions, to 
promote the likelihood of full and timely performance of the Parties under 
the IGA, and to ensure that the Parties receive the benefits contemplated 
when entering into the IGA and the Purchase Agreement, Glendale has 
requested and Phoenix has agreed to grant certain extensions for 
performance under the Purchase Agreement and modifications to the IGA. 

 
 

AGREEMENT 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises, covenants, agreements and 
obligations contained herein, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby 
acknowledged, the Parties enter into this agreement and agree as follows: 
 

1. Definitions.  Terms not otherwise defined herein shall have the meaning 
set forth in the Agreement. 
 

2. Recitals.  The recitals set forth above are acknowledged by the Parties to 
be true and correct and are incorporated herein by this reference. 

 
3. Effect of Amendment.  Except as amended by this Amendment, the 

Agreement shall remain in full force and effect.   
 

4. Amendment to Section 3. Section 3 of the Purchase Agreement is 
hereby deleted in its entirety and restated to read as follows: 

 
3.     Consideration.  Glendale agrees to pay Phoenix $5.00 per square 
foot for the Purchased Property as follows: 
 

a. LOT 5.  For Lot 5, as depicted on Exhibit A to the 
Purchase Agreement, Glendale shall pay Phoenix 
$2,005,938.00 (9.21 acres x $5.00 psf.) in three equal 
annual installments of $668,646.00 each due on October 19, 
2015, October 19, 2016 and October 19, 2017.  Upon 
payment of the final installment, Phoenix will transfer title to 
Lot 5 to Glendale.  In the event Phoenix chooses to retain 
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Lot 5, Phoenix will return any installments paid by Glendale 
in accordance with this First Amendment  

 

b. LOT 3.  For Lot 3, as depicted on Exhibit A to the 
Purchase Agreement, Glendale shall pay Phoenix 
$1,086,822 (4.99 acres x $5.00 psf.) no later than October 
19, 2019.  Upon receipt of payment, Phoenix shall convey 
full and clear title to Glendale.  
 

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties enter into and make effective this First 

Amendment as of the date of the last signature affixed below. 
 

 
CITY OF PHOENIX, an Arizona   
municipal corporation                        

 Ed Zuercher, City Manager 
 
 
By:  ___________________________ 

James P. Burke, Director  
Parks & Recreation Department 

 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Phoenix City Clerk  
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Acting Phoenix City Attorney 
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STATE OF ARIZONA ) 
 )   ss. 
County of Maricopa ) 
 
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of 
___________, 2014, by _______________________, the _____________________ of 
the City of Phoenix, on behalf of the City of Phoenix. 
 
 
 ___________________________ 
        Notary Public 
 
My Commission Expires: 
 
____________________ 

 
 
 
 
CITY OF GLENDALE, an Arizona  
municipal corporation 

 
 

By:  ___________________________ 
Brenda S. Fischer 
City Manager 

  
 
 

ATTEST: 
 
___________________________________ 
Pam Hanna,  
Glendale City Clerk              
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Michael D. Bailey,  
Glendale City Attorney 
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STATE OF ARIZONA ) 
 )   ss. 
County of Maricopa ) 
 
 The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of 
___________, 2014, by _______________________, the _____________________ of 
the City of Glendale, on behalf of the City of Glendale. 
 
 
 ___________________________ 
        Notary Public 
 
My Commission Expires: 
 
____________________ 

 

 
 
 
PJB/dh: 1137972v1 



City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-302, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ACCEPT THE FY2015 VICTIMS’ RIGHTS PROGRAM AWARD FOR THE GLENDALE CITY
PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE AND ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE OF ARIZONA OFFICE OF THE
ATTORNEY GENERAL
Staff Contact:   Michael Bailey, City Attorney

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 the FY2015 Victims’ Rights Program (VRP) Award (AG #2015-031) on behalf of the Glendale
City Prosecutor’s Office in the approximate amount of $10,100 and enter into an award agreement with the
State of Arizona Office of the Attorney General.

Background

The City of Glendale has been accepting funding from VRP through the State of Arizona Office of the Attorney
General for over 20 years. The purpose of the VRP is to provide financial support to city, county and state
entities that are affected by Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S) Title 13, Chapter 40, Crime Victims' Rights, and
A.R.S. Title 8, Chapter 3, Article 7, Victims' Rights for Juvenile Offenses. VRP monies are awarded to offset
costs associated with performance of duties that are mandated under victims' rights laws.

The funding awarded through the VRP has consistently assisted the city with the staffing, informational
material, and technology necessary for the timely notification of victims regarding the status of their cases
and the status of arrested suspects moving through the criminal justice system.

Analysis

If approved, the City Prosecutor’s Office will use the VRP award to continue to fund the cost of victim
notification materials including letterhead, envelopes, forms, postage, and office supplies. Staff is requesting
Council adopt the proposed resolution authorizing the City Manager to accept the FY2015 VRP award for the
Glendale City Prosecutor’s Office and enter into an agreement with the State of Arizona Office of the Attorney
General.

Previous Related Council Action

On September 24, 2013, Council approved the acceptance of the FY2014 VRP Awards for the Glendale Police
Department and City Prosecutor’s Office in the total amount of $94,100.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Glendale residents and their families who have become crime victims are kept current on case status
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Glendale residents and their families who have become crime victims are kept current on case status
information through the notification materials provided by the Glendale City Prosecutor’s Office.

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 agreement is fully executed.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4868 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ACCEPTING 
A GRANT OFFER IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF 
$10,100 FROM THE STATE OF ARIZONA, OFFICE OF THE 
ATTORNEY GENERAL, FOR THE VICTIMS’ RIGHTS 
PROGRAM, ON BEHALF OF THE GLENDALE 
PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE.

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

SECTION 1.  That the City of Glendale hereby accepts a grant offer in the approximate 
amount of $10,100 from the State of Arizona, Office of the Attorney General, for the FY 2015 
Victims’ Rights Program (A.G. # 2015-031), on behalf of the Glendale Prosecutor’s Office, for 
the purpose of assisting Glendale residents, and their families, who have become crime victims.  
Said grant is now on file in the City of Glendale City Clerk’s Office.

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager, or her designees, and the City Clerk are hereby 
authorized to execute any and all documents necessary for the acceptance of said grant.

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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager

g_ca_vrp



State of Arizona

Office of the Attorney General

FY 2015 Victims' Rights Program

AWARD AGREEMENT

A.G. #: 2015-031 

RECIPIENT

Name:

Contract:

Address:

Award Amount:

Purpose:

This AGREEMENT is made this first day of July 2014, by and between the Arizona Attorney General, and the AGENCY, the "Contractor", to commence on July 1, 2014 and terminate June 30, 

2015. The Attorney General, having been satisfied as to the qualifications of Contractor, agrees to pay Contractor the above shown AWARD subject to Contractor's agreement as follows:

Monies having been deposited and received by the Attorney General pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 41-2401, § 8-418 and legislative appropriations, this AGREEMENT is made under 

the authority of the Attorney General pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 41-191.08 -- Victims' Rights Fund.

I. The Contractor agrees:

Award funds will not be used to supplant state, local and federal funds that would otherwise be available to provide services to victims of crime as mandated by A.R.S. Title 13, 

Chapter 40 and Title 8, Chapter 3, Article 7

A.

B. Award funds will be used only for allowable costs that can be proven necessary and essential to effect the direct provision or performance of those statutorily mandated victims' rights 

duties (services), as described in the Program Guidelines - Section IV, and as specified in Contractor's approved $10,100.00 award budget as follows:

Personnel: ERE/Benefits:

Glendale City Prosecutor's Office

P. Robert Walecki

6815 N 57th Avenue, Glendale, AZ. 85301

$10,100.00

To support the direct costs of implementing victims' rights laws pursuant to those provisions of Arizona Revised Statutes Title 13, Chapter 40 and Title 

8, Chapter 3, Article 7 impacting City Prosecutor as an entity type.

$ $

Title: Percent: %

II. It it further agreed between the parties as follows:

A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

To use arbitration in the event of disputes and to the extent required by A.R.S. § 12-1518.

Except as provided in paragraph C below, if the Attorney General finds that the Contractor has not complied with the requirements of this agreement, the Contractor will receive a 

notice which identifies the area(s) of non-compliance and the appropriate corrective action to be taken. If the Contractor does not respond within thirty calendar days to this notice, or 

does not provide sufficient information concerning the steps which are being taken to correct the problem, the Attorney General may terminate the contract and require the return of all 

funds which are found to have been spent in violation of this agreement.

The Attorney General may reduce or discontinue funding to the Contractor in subsequent fiscal years, at the Attorney General's discretion, for the Contractor's failure to complete and 

submit, on or before August 14, 2015, the report that is required pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-191.08(F) or for other reasons such as available funding. Every payment obligation of the 

Attorney General under this Agreement is conditioned upon the availability of funds appropriated or allocated for the payment of such obligation. If funds are not allocated and 

available for the continuance of this Agreement, this Agreement may be terminated by the Attorney General at the end of the period for which funds are available. No liability shall 

accrue to the Attorney General in the event this provision is exercised, and the Attorney General shall not be obligated or liable for any future payments or for any damages as a result 

of termination under this paragraph.

Any and all award funds not expended by June 30, 2015, will be returned to the Attorney General.

This agreement is subject to cancellation pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-511.

Consulting:

Operating:

Equipment:

C. To complete and submit, on or before August 14, 2015, an annual report to the Attorney General as prescribed in A.R.S. § 41-191.08(F).

D. To comply with FY 2015 Victims' Rights Program Guidelines, as well as the applicable provisions of A.R.S. Title 13, Chapter 40 and A.R.S. Title 8, Chapter 3, Article 7.

E. To allow (a) representative(s) of the Attorney General to complete program and financial audits as the Attorney General believes necessary to ensure Contractor compliance with this 

agreement and with State law.

F. To retain all records relating to the agreement, and performance under the agreement, for a period of five years after the completion of the project, and to allow inspection and audit of all 

such documents at reasonable times, pursuant to A.R.S. § 35-214.

G. To comply with all applicable nondiscrimination requirements of A.R.S. § 41-1463, Arizona State Executive Order 2009-09, and all other applicable state and federal civil rights laws.

H. In the event that a federal or state court or administrative agency, after a due process hearing, makes a finding of discrimination on the grounds of race, color, religion, national origin, 

sex, age, or handicap against the program, the Contractor will forward a copy of the findings to the Attorney General within ten calendar days of the written findings.

I. In accordance with A.R.S. § 41-4401, Contractor warrants compliance with all Federal immigration laws and regulations relating to employees and warrants it compliance with AAC 

Section A.R.S. § 23-214, Subsection A.

J. To retain ownership interest in all equipment acquired with VRP funds (or in the proceeds resulting from the sale of such equipment) provided that: (1) the equipment purchase was 

not in violation of the VRP Award Agreement; and (2) the useful life of the equipment in question has not elapsed.

$0.00

$10,100.00

$0.00

Postage, envelopes, letterhead, office supplies and updates to database letters

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have made and executed this AGREEMENT on the day and year first above written.

FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:
Jerry Connolly, Procurement Manager Date:

FOR THE CONTRACTOR:

Clerk of the Governing Board (if applicable) Legal Counsel (if applicable)Date: Date:

Authorized Signature Printed Name and TitleDate:

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:



City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-308, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ACCEPT THE FISCAL YEAR 2015 VICTIMS’ RIGHTS PROGRAM AWARD FOR THE
GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT AND ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE OF ARIZONA OFFICE
OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
Staff Contact:   Debora Black, Police Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the City
Manager to accept the Fiscal Year 2015 Victims’ Rights Program (VRP) Award (A.G. # 2015-044) on behalf of
the Glendale Police Department (GPD) in the approximate amount of $83,600 and enter into an agreement
with the State of Arizona Office of the Attorney General.

Background

The City of Glendale has been accepting funding from VRP through the State of Arizona Office of the Attorney
General for over 20 years. The purpose of the VRP is to provide financial support to city, county and state
entities that are affected by Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S) Title 13, Chapter 40, Crime Victims' Rights, and
A.R.S. Title 8, Chapter 3, Article 7, Victims' Rights for Juvenile Offenses. VRP monies are awarded to offset
costs associated with performance of duties that are mandated under victims' rights laws.

The funding awarded through the VRP has consistently assisted the city with the staffing, informational
material, and technology necessary for the timely notification of victims regarding the status of their cases
and the status of arrested suspects moving through the criminal justice system.

Analysis

If approved, the GPD will use the VRP award to continue to fund a majority of the salary and benefits for a
current full-time Victim Assistance Caseworker, as well as operating costs for the victim notification database,
the publication and distribution of victims’ rights brochures and costs associated with victim notification.
Staff is requesting Council adopt the proposed resolution authorizing the City Manager to accept the Fiscal
Year 2015 VRP award for the GPD and enter into an agreement with the State of Arizona Office of the
Attorney General.

Previous Related Council Action

On September 24, 2013, Council approved the acceptance of the Fiscal Year 2014 VRP Awards for the
Glendale Police Department and City Prosecutor’s Office in the total amount of $94,100.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement
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The VRP funds support the Victim Assistance Unit within the Glendale Police Department, which provides
direct services to Glendale residents and their families who have become crime victims. Services offered
include resource referrals, crisis counseling, court accompaniment, crime prevention, and advocacy services.

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 agreement is fully executed.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4869 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, ACCEPTING 
A GRANT OFFER IN THE APPROXIMATE AMOUNT OF
$83,600 FROM THE STATE OF ARIZONA, OFFICE OF THE 
ATTORNEY GENERAL, FOR THE VICTIMS’ RIGHTS 
PROGRAM, 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 hereby accepts a grant offer in the approximate
amount of $83,600 from the State of Arizona, Office of the Attorney General, for the FY 2015 
Victims’ Rights Program (A.G. # 2015-044), on behalf of the Glendale Police Department, for 
the purpose of assisting Glendale residents, and their families, who have become crime victims.  
Said grant is now on file in the City of Glendale City Clerk’s Office.

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager, or her designees, and the City Clerk are hereby 
authorized to execute any and all documents necessary for the acceptance of said grant.

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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager

g_pd_vrp



State of Arizona

Office of the Attorney General

FY 2015 Victims' Rights Program

AWARD AGREEMENT

A.G. #: 2015-044 

RECIPIENT

Name:

Contract:

Address:

Award Amount:

Purpose:

This AGREEMENT is made this first day of July 2014, by and between the Arizona Attorney General, and the AGENCY, the "Contractor", to commence on July 1, 2014 and terminate June 30, 

2015. The Attorney General, having been satisfied as to the qualifications of Contractor, agrees to pay Contractor the above shown AWARD subject to Contractor's agreement as follows:

Monies having been deposited and received by the Attorney General pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 41-2401, § 8-418 and legislative appropriations, this AGREEMENT is made under 

the authority of the Attorney General pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 41-191.08 -- Victims' Rights Fund.

I. The Contractor agrees:

Award funds will not be used to supplant state, local and federal funds that would otherwise be available to provide services to victims of crime as mandated by A.R.S. Title 13, 

Chapter 40 and Title 8, Chapter 3, Article 7

A.

B. Award funds will be used only for allowable costs that can be proven necessary and essential to effect the direct provision or performance of those statutorily mandated victims' rights 

duties (services), as described in the Program Guidelines - Section IV, and as specified in Contractor's approved $83,600.00 award budget as follows:

Personnel: ERE/Benefits:

Glendale Police Department

Dave Madeya

6835 North 57th Drive, Glendale, AZ. 85301

$83,600.00

To support the direct costs of implementing victims' rights laws pursuant to those provisions of Arizona Revised Statutes Title 13, Chapter 40 and Title 

8, Chapter 3, Article 7 impacting Non-County Law Enforcement (Includes Custodial) as an entity type.

$36,223.00 $15,449.00

Title: Percent:Victim Assistance Caseworker 70%

II. It it further agreed between the parties as follows:

A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

To use arbitration in the event of disputes and to the extent required by A.R.S. § 12-1518.

Except as provided in paragraph C below, if the Attorney General finds that the Contractor has not complied with the requirements of this agreement, the Contractor will receive a 

notice which identifies the area(s) of non-compliance and the appropriate corrective action to be taken. If the Contractor does not respond within thirty calendar days to this notice, or 

does not provide sufficient information concerning the steps which are being taken to correct the problem, the Attorney General may terminate the contract and require the return of all 

funds which are found to have been spent in violation of this agreement.

The Attorney General may reduce or discontinue funding to the Contractor in subsequent fiscal years, at the Attorney General's discretion, for the Contractor's failure to complete and 

submit, on or before August 14, 2015, the report that is required pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-191.08(F) or for other reasons such as available funding. Every payment obligation of the 

Attorney General under this Agreement is conditioned upon the availability of funds appropriated or allocated for the payment of such obligation. If funds are not allocated and 

available for the continuance of this Agreement, this Agreement may be terminated by the Attorney General at the end of the period for which funds are available. No liability shall 

accrue to the Attorney General in the event this provision is exercised, and the Attorney General shall not be obligated or liable for any future payments or for any damages as a result 

of termination under this paragraph.

Any and all award funds not expended by June 30, 2015, will be returned to the Attorney General.

This agreement is subject to cancellation pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-511.

Consulting:

Operating:

Equipment:

C. To complete and submit, on or before August 14, 2015, an annual report to the Attorney General as prescribed in A.R.S. § 41-191.08(F).

D. To comply with FY 2015 Victims' Rights Program Guidelines, as well as the applicable provisions of A.R.S. Title 13, Chapter 40 and A.R.S. Title 8, Chapter 3, Article 7.

E. To allow (a) representative(s) of the Attorney General to complete program and financial audits as the Attorney General believes necessary to ensure Contractor compliance with this 

agreement and with State law.

F. To retain all records relating to the agreement, and performance under the agreement, for a period of five years after the completion of the project, and to allow inspection and audit of all 

such documents at reasonable times, pursuant to A.R.S. § 35-214.

G. To comply with all applicable nondiscrimination requirements of A.R.S. § 41-1463, Arizona State Executive Order 2009-09, and all other applicable state and federal civil rights laws.

H. In the event that a federal or state court or administrative agency, after a due process hearing, makes a finding of discrimination on the grounds of race, color, religion, national origin, 

sex, age, or handicap against the program, the Contractor will forward a copy of the findings to the Attorney General within ten calendar days of the written findings.

I. In accordance with A.R.S. § 41-4401, Contractor warrants compliance with all Federal immigration laws and regulations relating to employees and warrants it compliance with AAC 

Section A.R.S. § 23-214, Subsection A.

J. To retain ownership interest in all equipment acquired with VRP funds (or in the proceeds resulting from the sale of such equipment) provided that: (1) the equipment purchase was 

not in violation of the VRP Award Agreement; and (2) the useful life of the equipment in question has not elapsed.

$17,865.00 VINE contracted services

$14,063.00

$0.00

Postage, envelopes, brochures, office supplies

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have made and executed this AGREEMENT on the day and year first above written.

FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:
Jerry Connolly, Procurement Manager Date:

FOR THE CONTRACTOR:

Clerk of the Governing Board (if applicable) Legal Counsel (if applicable)Date: Date:

Authorized Signature Printed Name and TitleDate:

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:



City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-277, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION PHOENIX FIELD OFFICE TO PARTICIPATE IN A HUMAN TRAFFICKING TASK FORCE
Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the City
Manager to enter into a memorandumof understanding (MOU) with the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)
Phoenix Field Office to participate in the Greater Phoenix Area Human Trafficking Task Force (GPAHTTF).

Background

The FBI has increased its efforts to disrupt human trafficking operations and works with other local, state, and
federal law enforcement agencies, along with national victim-based advocacy groups, in joint task forces that
combine resources and expertise on the human trafficking issue. Through these efforts, the FBI is able to
combat the exploitation of individuals working in labor industries, such as agriculture and domestic services,
which are forced into prostitution and/or slave labor. Currently, the FBI participates in 88 human trafficking
task forces and working groups around the nation.

The GPAHTTF is a joint cooperative effort among the participating agencies, fostering an efficient and
cohesive unit aimed at reducing human trafficking in Phoenix and surrounding areas. The GPAHTTF will
produce threat assessments to determine the nature and extent of human trafficking, while conducting
aggressive investigations to uncover information on potential human trafficking cases, in order to coordinate
effective response and prosecution. This partnership promotes close cooperation between the agencies and
greatly enhances information and resource sharing.

Analysis

If approved, the GPAHTTF will exist as a part-time responsibility for the participating GPD detectives. GPD will
continue to provide all necessary equipment for the detectives and will continue to assume all personnel
costs. In return for participation in the GPAHTTF, detectives gain valuable subject matter expertise and
training to combat human trafficking in the communities served. Staff is recommending that Council adopt
the proposed resolution authorizing the City Manager to enter into an MOU with the FBI Phoenix Field Office
to participate in the GPAHTTF.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The experience and knowledge gained by detectives participating in the GPAHTTF assists GPD with staying
informed of human trafficking and its impact on the community; while working to disrupt these operations in
the City of Glendale. Protecting the lives and property of the citizens of Glendale is an ongoing priority for
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the City of Glendale. Protecting the lives and property of the citizens of Glendale is an ongoing priority for
GPD.

Budget and Financial Impacts

There is no cost to the city to participate in the GPAHTTF.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4870 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF A 
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION TO JOIN THE 
HUMAN TRAFFICKING TASK FORCE.

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

SECTION 1.  That it is deemed in the best interest of the City of Glendale and the citizens 
thereof that the Human Trafficking Task Force Memorandum of Understanding be entered into, 
which agreement is now on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Glendale.

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

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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager

iga_pd_fbi_httf
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-278, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO CONTRACT 2015-PT-015 WITH THE ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF
HIGHWAY SAFETY AND ACCEPT A GRANT FOR THE SELECTIVE TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM OVERTIME
EXPENSES
Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the City
Manager to enter into contract 2015-PT-015 with the Arizona Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) and
accept a grant in the approximate amount of $20,000 for the Selective Traffic Enforcement Program (STEP)
overtime expenses.

Background

Since 1995, the Glendale Police Department (GPD) has been receiving Arizona GOHS grant funds for use in the
enforcement of traffic, seatbelt, and driving under the influence (DUI) violations, along with the purchase of
equipment and training. GPD submits highway safety project proposals annually to the Arizona GOHS for
Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) funding. The proposals are carefully considered by an evaluation team at the Arizona
GOHS who reviews agency performance, program priority area, problem identification, consistency of
reporting and available funding levels. As a result of this evaluation process, the proposal submitted by GPD
for STEP overtime expenses has been included in Arizona’s FFY 2015 Highway Safety Plan.

Through the STEP, GPD works to improve the enforcement of traffic safety laws intended to reduce death,
injury, and property damage; and to promote roadway safety, along with deterring aggressive and distracted
drivers. According to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), the premise of the STEP
model is that an individual’s discomfort or concern about being stopped for a traffic safety violation
outweighs the desire not to comply with the law. NHTSA reports that a strong partnership between traffic
safety and law enforcement professionals forms the foundation of the STEP model. The goal of STEPs is to
encourage motorists to drive safely.

Analysis

If approved, the grant funds will be used for the overtime expenses incurred as a result of officers
participating in the STEP. Without these grant funds, the city would be responsible for the overtime
expenses, or the overtime opportunity would be eliminated. Staff is requesting that Council adopt the
proposed resolution, which authorizes the City Manager to enter into a contract with the Arizona GOHS and
accept a grant in the approximate amount of $20,000.

Previous Related Council Action

On November 26, 2013, Council adopted a Resolution (No. 4743 New Series) authorizing the City Manager toCity of Glendale Printed on 10/6/2014Page 1 of 2
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File #: 14-278, Version: 1

On November 26, 2013, Council adopted a Resolution (No. 4743 New Series) authorizing the City Manager to
accept five Arizona GOHS grants, including Contract No. 2014-PT-011 (C-8706) in the approximate amount of
$20,000 for STEP overtime expenses.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The funded overtime allows GPD officers to participate in saturation patrols throughout the City of Glendale
to deter aggressive and distracted drivers and detect speeding, in effort to reduce the traffic incidents,
accidents, and fatalities. This enhanced enforcement assists with keeping the roadways safe for the citizens
of Glendale.

Budget and Financial Impacts

There is no financial match requirement for this grant. A specific project account will be established in Fund
1840, the city’s grant fund, once the contract is fully executed.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4871 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA,
AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION AND ACCEPTING THE 
GRANT OFFER FROM THE ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S 
OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY FOR SELECTIVE TRAFFIC
ENFORCEMENT OVERTIME (STEP) FOR THE SUPPORT OF 
PERSONNEL SERVICES (OVERTIME) AND EMPLOYEE 
RELATED EXPENSES TO ENHANCE SPEED 
ENFORCEMENT THROUGHOUT THE CITY OF GLENDALE.

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

SECTION 1.  That the City Council of the City of Glendale hereby accepts the grant offer 
from the Arizona Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS Contract Number 2015-PT-015)
in the amount of $20,000 for the support of personnel services (overtime) and related expenses to
enhance the Selective Traffic Enforcement Overtime (STEP) throughout the City of Glendale.

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager, or her designee, is hereby authorized and directed 
to execute any and all documents necessary for the acceptance of said grant on behalf of the City 
of Glendale.

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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager

g_gohs_step















































City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-279, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO CONTRACT 2015-OP-003 WITH THE ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF
HIGHWAY SAFETY AND ACCEPT A GRANT FOR THE OCCUPANT PROTECTION ENFORCEMENT AND
EDUCATION OVERTIME EXPENSES
Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the City
Manager to enter into contract 2015-OP-003 with the Arizona Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS)
and accept a grant in the approximate amount of $40,000 for Occupant Protection Enforcement and
Education overtime expenses.

Background

Since 1995, the Glendale Police Department (GPD) has been receiving Arizona GOHS grant funds for use in the
enforcement of traffic, seatbelt, and driving under the influence (DUI) violations, along with the purchase of
equipment and training. GPD submits highway safety project proposals annually to the Arizona GOHS for
Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) funding. The proposals are carefully considered by an evaluation team at the Arizona
GOHS who reviews agency performance, program priority area, problem identification, consistency of
reporting and available funding levels. As a result of this evaluation process, the proposal submitted by GPD
for Occupant Protection Enforcement and Education overtime expenses has been included in Arizona’s FFY
2015 Highway Safety Plan.

The Occupant Protection Enforcement and Education strategy has been proven to significantly reduce the
chance of death and injuries to drivers and passengers in vehicles. A number of factors contribute to the risk
of collision, including vehicle design, speeding, road design, and driver skill, impairment, or behavior. Through
education and enforcement, drivers and passengers are encouraged to consistently use their seatbelts and
child safety seats. This has been identified to reduce and minimize the effects of a collision. GPD has been a
leader in the “Click it or Ticket” and “Buckle Up Arizona, it’s the Law” campaigns and intends to continue its
efforts of having drivers buckle-up to save lives in the community.

Analysis

If approved, the grant funds will be used for the overtime expenses incurred as a result of officers
participating in Occupant Protection Enforcement and Education. Without these grant funds, the city would
be responsible for the overtime expenses, or the overtime opportunity would be eliminated. Staff is
requesting that Council adopt the proposed resolution, which authorizes the City Manager to enter into a
contract with the Arizona GOHS and accept a grant in the approximate amount of $40,000.
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Previous Related Council Action

On November 26, 2013, Council adopted a Resolution (No. 4743 New Series) authorizing the City Manager to
accept five Arizona GOHS grants, including Contract No. 2014-OP-007 (C-8709) in the approximate amount of
$20,000 for occupant protection enforcement overtime expenses.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The funded overtime allows GPD officers to participate in occupant protection patrols throughout the City of
Glendale, educating motorists of the importance of using seat belts and child safety seats, in effort to reduce
the traffic accident injuries and fatalities that occur.

Budget and Financial Impacts

There is no financial match requirement for this grant. A specific project account will be established in Fund
1840, the city’s grant fund, once the contract is fully executed.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4872 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA,
AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION AND ACCEPTING THE 
GRANT OFFER FROM THE ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S 
OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY FOR PERSONNEL 
SERVICES (OVERTIME) AND EMPLOYEE RELATED 
EXPENSES TO ENHANCE OCCUPANT PROTECTION 
ENFORCEMENT AND EDUCATION THROUGHOUT THE 
CITY OF GLENDALE.

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

SECTION 1.  That the City Council of the City of Glendale hereby accepts the grant offer 
from the Arizona Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS Contract Number 2015-OP-003)
in the amount of $40,000 for personnel services (overtime) and employee related expenses to 
enhance Occupant Protection Enforcement and Education throughout the City of Glendale.

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager, or her designee, is hereby authorized and directed 
to execute any and all documents necessary for the acceptance of said grant on behalf of the City 
of Glendale.

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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager

g_gohs_op















































City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-281, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO CONTRACT 2015-PT-055 WITH THE ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF
HIGHWAY SAFETY AND ACCEPT A GRANT FOR THE PURCHASE OF SELECTIVE TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT
PROGRAM EDUCATION EQUIPMENT
Staff Contact: Debora Black, Police Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the City
Manager to enter into contract 2015-PT-055 with the Arizona Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS) and
accept a grant in the approximate amount of $28,151 for the purchase of Selective Traffic Enforcement
Program (STEP) education equipment.

Background

Since 1995, the Glendale Police Department (GPD) has been receiving Arizona GOHS grant funds for use in the
enforcement of traffic, seatbelt, and driving under the influence (DUI) violations, along with the purchase of
equipment and training. GPD submits highway safety project proposals annually to the Arizona GOHS for
Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) funding. The proposals are carefully considered by an evaluation team at the Arizona
GOHS who reviews agency performance, program priority area, problem identification, consistency of
reporting and available funding levels. As a result of this evaluation process, the proposal submitted by GPD
for the purchase of STEP education equipment has been included in Arizona’s FFY 2015 Highway Safety Plan.

Through the STEP, GPD works to improve the enforcement of traffic safety laws intended to reduce death,
injury, and property damage; and to promote roadway safety, along with deterring aggressive and distracted
drivers. According to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), the premise of the STEP
model is that an individual’s discomfort or concern about being stopped for a traffic safety violation
outweighs the desire not to comply with the law. NHTSA reports that a strong partnership between traffic
safety and law enforcement professionals forms the foundation of the STEP model. The goal of STEPs is to
encourage motorists to drive safely.

Analysis

If approved, the grant funds will be used to purchase one 30-foot trailer, one trailer wrap, and two police
motorcycle crash bar systems for use by motorcycle officers promoting STEP education and enforcement.
Without these grant funds, the city would be responsible for the equipment expenses. Staff is requesting that
Council adopt the proposed resolution, which authorizes the City Manager to enter into a contract with the
Arizona GOHS and accept a grant in the approximate amount of $28,151.

Previous Related Council Action
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On May 13, 2014, Council adopted a resolution (No. 4791 New Series) authorizing the City Manager to enter
into Change Order No. 2014A-029 to Arizona GOHS Contract 2014-PT-041 to accept an increase in the funding
to purchase additional capital outlay equipment for the STEP.

On November 26, 2013, Council adopted a Resolution (No. 4743 New Series) authorizing the City Manager to
accept five Arizona GOHS grants, including Contract No. 2014-PT-041 (C-8707) in the approximate amount of
$60,311.05 for STEP equipment.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The equipment allows GPD to continue STEP education and enforcement throughout the year, enhancing
public awareness of the dangers associated with speeding and aggressive/distracted driving. The goal is to
reduce the incidents of traffic fatalities and injuries resulting from dangerous driving behavior, in an effort to
keep the roadways safe for the citizens and visitors traveling through Glendale.

Budget and Financial Impacts

There is no financial match requirement for this grant. A specific project account will be established in Fund
1840, the city’s grant fund, once the contract is fully executed.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4873 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA,
AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION AND ACCEPTING THE 
GRANT OFFER FROM THE ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S 
OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY FOR SELECTIVE TRAFFIC
ENFORCEMENT OVERTIME (STEP) FOR CAPITAL OUTLAY 
TO ENHANCE SPEED ENFORCEMENT AND EDUCATION 
THROUGHOUT THE CITY OF GLENDALE.

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

SECTION 1.  That the City Council of the City of Glendale hereby accepts the grant offer 
from the Arizona Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS Contract Number 2015-PT-055)
in the amount of $28,151 for the Capital Outlay of one 30-foot enclosed trailer, one trailer wrap, 
and two crash bar systems to enhance speed enforcement and education throughout the City of 
Glendale.

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager, or her designee, is hereby authorized and directed 
to execute any and all documents necessary for the acceptance of said grant on behalf of the City 
of Glendale.

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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager

g_gohs_step_equipment





















































City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-282, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO CONTRACT 2015-HV-008 WITH THE ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF
HIGHWAY SAFETY AND ACCEPT A GRANT FOR DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE/HIGH VISIBILITY
ENFORCEMENT OVERTIME EXPENSES
Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the City
Manager to enter into contract 2015-HV-008 with the Arizona Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS)
and accept a grant in the approximate amount of $30,000 for Driving Under the Influence/High Visibility
Enforcement overtime expenses.

Background

Since 1995, the Glendale Police Department (GPD) has been receiving Arizona GOHS grant funds for use in the
enforcement of traffic, seatbelt, and driving under the influence (DUI) violations, along with the purchase of
equipment and training. GPD submits highway safety project proposals annually to the Arizona GOHS for
Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) funding. The proposals are carefully considered by an evaluation team at the Arizona
GOHS who reviews agency performance, program priority area, problem identification, consistency of
reporting and available funding levels. As a result of this evaluation process, the proposal submitted by GPD
for DUI/High Visibility Enforcement overtime expenses has been included in Arizona’s FFY 2015 Highway
Safety Plan.

To combat DUI violations and alcohol impaired drivers, the GPD implemented a full-time DUI enforcement
squad in March 2004 and regularly participates in DUI Task Force operations that involve multiple police
agencies working together to remove impaired drivers from roadways during holiday periods and throughout
the year. The full-time DUI enforcement squad has become a team of expertly trained DUI enforcement
motorcycle officers that are well versed in DUI detection and deterrence. The officers are trained and
certified as drug recognition experts and horizontal gaze nystagmus technicians. This training and experience
allows the officers on the squad to focus on the detection of drivers operating vehicles while impaired by
alcohol and/or drugs

Analysis

If approved, the grant funds will be used for the overtime expenses incurred as a result of officers
participating in DUI/High Visibility Enforcement. Without these grant funds, the city would be responsible for
the overtime expenses, or the overtime opportunity would be eliminated. Staff is requesting that Council
adopt the proposed resolution, which authorizes the City Manager to enter into a contract with the Arizona
GOHS and accept a grant in the approximate amount of $30,000.
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Previous Related Council Action

On May 27, 2014, Council adopted a resolution (No. 4800 New Series) authorizing the City Manager to enter
into grant agreement number DUIAC-E-030 with Arizona GOHS Oversight Council on Driving or Operating
Under the Influence Abatement and accept a grant award in the approximate amount of $50,000 for DUI
Enforcement overtime expenses.

On November 26, 2013, Council adopted a resolution (No. 4743 New Series) authorizing the City Manager to
accept five Arizona GOHS grants, including Contract No. 2014-410-0010 (C-8705) in the approximate amount
of $50,000 for DUI Enforcement overtime expenses.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The funded overtime allows GPD officers to continue with additional DUI enforcement activities, promoting
roadway safety throughout the City of Glendale and making a large impact on the number of devastating
traffic collisions.

Budget and Financial Impacts

There is no financial match requirement for this grant. A specific project account will be established in Fund
1840, the city’s grant fund, once the contract is fully executed.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4874 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA,
AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION AND ACCEPTING THE 
GRANT OFFER FROM THE ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S 
OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY FOR THE SUPPORT OF 
PERSONNEL SERVICES (OVERTIME) AND EMPLOYEE 
RELATED EXPENSES TO ENHANCE DUI/HIGH VISIBILITY 
ENFORCEMENT THROUGHOUT THE CITY OF GLENDALE.

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

SECTION 1.  That the City Council of the City of Glendale hereby accepts the grant offer 
from the Arizona Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS Contract Number 2015-HV-008)
in the amount of $30,000 for the support of personnel services (overtime) and related expenses to 
enhance the DUI/High Visibility Enforcement Overtime throughout the City of Glendale.

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager, or her designee, is hereby authorized and directed 
to execute any and all documents necessary for the acceptance of said grant on behalf of the City 
of Glendale.

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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager

g_gohs_dui_hve















































City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-283, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO CONTRACT 2015-405d-025 WITH THE ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF
HIGHWAY SAFETY AND ACCEPT A GRANT FOR THE PURCHASE OF DRIVING UNDER THE
INFLUENCE/IMPAIRED DRIVING ENFORCEMENT EQUIPMENT
Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the City
Manager to enter into contract 2015-405d-025 with the Arizona Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS)
and accept a grant in the approximate amount of $65,000 for the purchase of Driving Under the
Influence/Impaired Driving Enforcement equipment.

Background

Since 1995, the Glendale Police Department (GPD) has been receiving Arizona GOHS grant funds for use in the
enforcement of traffic, seatbelt, and driving under the influence (DUI) violations, along with the purchase of
equipment and training. GPD submits highway safety project proposals annually to the Arizona GOHS for
Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) funding. The proposals are carefully considered by an evaluation team at the Arizona
GOHS who reviews agency performance, program priority area, problem identification, consistency of
reporting and available funding levels. As a result of this evaluation process, the proposal submitted by GPD
for DUI/Impaired Driving Enforcement equipment has been included in Arizona’s FFY 2015 Highway Safety
Plan.

To combat DUI violations and alcohol impaired drivers, the GPD implemented a full-time DUI Enforcement
Squad in March 2004 and regularly participates in DUI Task Force operations that involve multiple police
agencies working together to remove impaired drivers from roadways during holiday periods and throughout
the year. The full-time DUI Enforcement Squad has become a team of expertly trained DUI enforcement
motorcycle officers that are well versed in DUI detection and deterrence. The officers are trained and
certified as drug recognition experts and horizontal gaze nystagmus technicians. This training and experience
allows the officers on the squad to focus on the detection of drivers operating vehicles while impaired by
alcohol and/or drugs

Analysis

If approved, the grant funds will be used to purchase two fully-equipped police motorcycles for use by the DUI
Enforcement Squad. Without these grant funds, the city would be responsible for purchase of these
motorcycles. Staff is requesting that Council adopt the proposed resolution, which authorizes the City
Manager to enter into a contract with the Arizona GOHS and accept a grant in the approximate amount of
$65,000.
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Previous Related Council Action

On May 27, 2014, Council adopted a resolution (No. 4800 New Series) authorizing the City Manager to enter
into grant agreement number DUIAC-E-030 with Arizona GOHS Oversight Council on Driving or Operating
Under the Influence Abatement and accept a grant award in the approximate amount of $50,000 for DUI
Enforcement overtime expenses.

On November 26, 2013, Council adopted a resolution (No. 4743 New Series) authorizing the City Manager to
accept five Arizona GOHS grants, including Contract No. 2014-410-0010 (C-8705) in the approximate amount
of $50,000 for DUI Enforcement overtime expenses.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The fully-equipped police motorcycles will be used for continued DUI enforcement activities, promoting
roadway safety throughout the City of Glendale and increasing public awareness about the dangers
associated with drinking and driving.

Budget and Financial Impacts

There is no financial match requirement for this grant. A specific project account will be established in Fund
1840, the city’s grant fund, once the contract is fully executed.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4875 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA,
AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION AND ACCEPTING THE 
GRANT OFFER FROM THE ARIZONA GOVERNOR’S 
OFFICE OF HIGHWAY SAFETY FOR THE PURCHASE OF 
TWO FULLY-EQUIPPED MOTORCYCLES TO ENHANCE 
DUI/IMPAIRED DRIVING ENFORCEMENT AND 
EDUCATION THROUGHOUT THE CITY OF GLENDALE.

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

SECTION 1.  That the City Council of the City of Glendale hereby accepts the grant offer 
from the Arizona Governor’s Office of Highway Safety (GOHS Contract Number 2015-405d-
025 (402)) in the amount of $65,000 for the purchase of two fully-equipped motorcycles to 
enhance DUI/Impaired Driving Enforcement and Education efforts throughout the City of 
Glendale.

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager, or her designee, is hereby authorized and directed 
to execute any and all documents necessary for the acceptance of said grant on behalf of the City 
of Glendale.

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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager

g_gohs_dui_id





















































City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-286, Version: 1

Title
AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE CITY OF PHOENIX
POLICE DEPARTMENT FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE NATIONAL INTEGRATED BALLISTIC INFORMATION
NETWORK
Staff Contact:  Debora Black, Police Chief

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt a resolution authorizing the City
Manager to enter into a memorandumof understanding (MOU) with the Phoenix Police Department (PPD) for
participation in the National Integrated Ballistic Information Network (NIBIN).

Background

In 1999, the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) established the NIBIN. The NIBIN
provides federal, state and local law enforcement the use of automated ballistic imaging to aid in
investigations. The technology uses digital images of shell casings to link crimes involving the use of the same
firearm, providing valuable leads and intelligence.

The PPD is one of only four law enforcement agencies in Arizona to possess the NIBIN equipment on site and
began the Phoenix Metro NIBIN Program in 2010. PPD was required to enter into a formal agreement with
ATF to guide the use of the equipment. The Glendale Police Department (GPD) has personnel that have
attended NIBIN certification training and are authorized to utilize NIBIN equipment. Because GPD personnel
utilize NIBIN equipment housed at PPD, the PPD is requesting that GPD enter into an inter-agency MOU with
PPD to set forth the agreed upon procedures for management, accountability, direction, authority and
liabilities of the parties involved.

Analysis

If approved, GPD personnel will be able to continue use of the NIBIN equipment at PPD. Since GPD personnel
began utilizing NIBIN equipment at PPD, 68 NIBIN matches to felony crimes, ranging from homicide to
Shannon’s Law violations. If the city does not enter into the MOU, PPD may discontinue GPD’s use of the
NIBIN equipment. Agreements between law enforcement agencies for the purpose of information-sharing
promote close cooperation and enhance intergovernmental relationships and resource sharing. Staff is
recommending that Council adopt the proposed resolution authorizing the City Manager to enter into an
MOU with PPD for participation in the NIBIN.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Use of the NIBIN equipment assists GPD in linking and solving violent crimes involving firearms, in order to
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Use of the NIBIN equipment assists GPD in linking and solving violent crimes involving firearms, in order to
combat future crimes of this nature in the City of Glendale. Protecting the lives and propertyof the citizens of
Glendale is the ongoing priority for GPD.

Budget and Financial Impacts

There is no cost to the city to enter into this MOU.
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RESOLUTION NO. 4876 NEW SERIES

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA,
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE ENTERING INTO OF 
A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE 
CITY OF PHOENIX POLICE DEPARTMENT AND 
GLENDALE POLICE DEPARTMENT FOR PARTICIPATION 
IN THE NATIONAL INTEGRATED BALLISTIC 
INFORMATION NETWORK FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
ENHANCING THE EFFORTS TO COMBAT, LINK, AND 
SOLVE VIOLENT CRIMES INVOLVING FIREARMS.

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 Memorandum of Understanding between the City of Phoenix Police 
Department and City of Glendale Police Department for participation in the National Integrated 
Ballistic Information Network to enhance the efforts to combat, link and solve violent crimes 
involving firearms be entered into, which document is now on file in the office of the City Clerk 
of the City of Glendale:

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

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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk               (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager

iga_pd_phx_nibin













City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-299, Version: 1

ANNEXATION APPLICATION AN-197:  ZANJERO PASS
(PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED)
Staff Contact:  Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to conduct a public hearing on the blank annexation petition for Annexation
Area No. 197 (AN-197) as required by State Statute 9-471. The annexation is approximately 180 acres in size,
and is located at the northeast corner of Citrus Road and Olive Avenue.

Background

This annexation involves 180 acres of land owned by a single property owner.

The property is presently vacant. It is the intent of the property owner to develop a single-family subdivision,
with approximately 8 acres of neighborhood commercial on the immediate corner of Citrus Road and Olive
Avenue.

The area is designated Low Density Residential, 0 to 1 dwelling unit per acre, on the General Plan. Currently
the property is zoned R1-8 (Single Family Residential Zoning District - 8,000 Square Feet per Dwelling Unit) in
Maricopa County. After annexation, the city applies the most compatible Glendale zoning district to a newly
annexed propertycompared to the existing county zoning. The most compatible Glendale zoning district is R1
-8 (Single Residence).  This process will occur simultaneously with the annexation.

Simultaneous with this annexation request staff is processing a minor General Plan Amendment request for
Medium Density Residential (2.5 to 3.5 dwelling units per acre) and General Commercial (GC) which, if
adopted, would change the General Plan designation. Staff is also processing a rezoning request for C-1
(Neighborhood Commercial), R1-7 PRD (Single Residence with a Planned Residential Development overlay),
R1-8 PRD (Single Residence with a Planned Residential Development overlay), and R1-10 PRD (Single
Residence with a Planned Residential Development overlay) which would rezone the property to allow the
proposed Zanjero Pass development, including 491 homes and an eight acre shopping center.

The proposed annexation is not within the noise contours of Luke Air Force Base. The proposed development
complies with the policy of the Graduated Density Contours around Luke Air Force Base for residential
development. All future development will comply with all state statutes and city zoning ordinance provisions
for development in the vicinity of a military airport. The property is not within a flood plain or flood way and
all drainage and storm water retention requirements of the city will be met.

Analysis
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Staff recommends that this area be annexed to allow future growth and shopping opportunities for Glendale.

The request will implement Council direction to consider annexation requests anywhere within the Municipal
Planning Area (MPA).

As required by state statute, the blank petition was filed with the Maricopa County Recorder on September
18, 2014. State statute requires that the City Council public hearing on the blank petition be held within the
last 10 days of the 30 day waiting period after the blank petition is filed, thus the public hearing must occur
during this 30 day window.

Per past Council direction, Glendale will not provide water and sewer service west of 115 th Avenue. In
keeping with the adopted Annexation Policy, viable private companies will provide water and sewer services
for any annexed area located beyond the city’s existing service area including this property. The property is
presently within the water service area of EPCOR, and will be served by this private water provider.

The property is not within the certificated area of any sewer provider at present, and the property owner is a
member of the Loop 303 Property Owners Group, working on a sewer solution with EPCOR, a private sewer
provider to establish a certificated sewer service area with a dedicated sewer service provider, so that sewer
service to the area can be established at time of development. Thus the provision of water and wastewater
services to this area will be the responsibility of a viable private provider, and not the City of Glendale
municipal utility system.

Previous Related Council Action

At Council Workshop on June 3, 2008, there was discussion on the entire MPA. Council provided direction
that provision of water and sewer services to the geographic area located west of 115 th Avenue would be paid
for by propertyowners in this area with no impact on existing Glendale water and sewer customers elsewhere
in the city.  This position was reaffirmed at Council Workshop on August 21, 2012.

Council approved a memorandum of understanding on March 9, 2010 that would permit Global Water
resources, a private sewer company, to provide sewer services in the Loop 303 Corridor area.

On October 2, 2012, staff made a formal presentation to the Council concerning the Loop 303 Corridor.

On October 23, 2012, Council adopted Resolution 4624 which authorized the City of Glendale to enter into a
Pre-Annexation Development Agreement (PADA) and an agreement for Future Wastewater and Recycled
Services Agreement (Wastewater Agreement). The PADA was between the city and participating landowners
within the Loop 303 Corridor Development Group, including this property owner, while the Wastewater
Agreement is between the city and Global Water Resources.

On September 24, 2013, City Council approved the assignment of the agreements, including the Wastewater
Agreement from Global Water Resources to EPCOR Water, one of the existing private water and sewer
providers within Glendale’s Municipal Planning Area. This action allows EPCOR to be the water and sewer
provider for much of this area.
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At the January 24, 2014 City Council Workshop staff provided an annexation policy update to the Council
concerning the City’s adopted annexation policy. Staff also updated the Council concerning the PADA.
Council noted that staff should continue as they have been doing and look at annexations as they come in.

At the August 5, 2014 City Council Workshop staff provided an annexation policy update to the Council
concerning the City’s adopted annexation policy. Zanjero Pass was one of three large development projects
introduced to Council at the Workshop. During the Workshop, staff received guidance to continue with the
annexation of this property.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Glendale 2025, the City’s General Plan, includes specific goals addressing the need for growth management.
Annexation is a tool that can be used by the city to direct and manage growth. A single Economic Impact
Analysis of this property, along with the other properties participating as part of the Loop 303 Corridor Group
was performed by Applied Economics. The analysis found that as a whole, at build out the city would realize
positive revenues and additional population as a result of the annexation of this property and the others
along Loop 303. Population growth and private sector investment will be realized in the short and long term
as this area develops.

Annexation of an area requires that any future development meet the Glendale General Plan requirements as
well as all other development standards for the city, rather than Maricopa County. This may include road
improvements as required by the Transportation Division.

Annexation will implement Council direction to annex land located within the Loop 303 Corridor. The
annexation would ensure city review of all development for compatibility with the mission of Luke Air Force
Base.

Once annexed, the city is required to provide services. On undeveloped sites, the city has the opportunityto
work with the applicant at the time of zoning to best plan for the provision of city services.

All propertyowners within the area to be annexed have been notified of the public hearing by first class mail.
The proposed annexation area has been posted in three conspicuous places on the property and posted in
The Glendale Star.  No comments have been received.
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-300, Version: 1

ANNEXATION APPLICATION AN-196:  99th AVENUE RIGHT-OF-WAY
(PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED)
Staff Contact:  Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to conduct a public hearing on the blank annexation petition for Annexation
Area No. 196 (AN-196) as required by State Statute 9-471. The annexation is approximately 1.4 acres in size
and is the east half of the 99th Avenue right-of-way, south of Bethany Home Road.

Background

This annexation involves 1.4 acres of property owned by two property owners. The property is presently the
99 th Avenue right-of-way, including the 99th Avenue roadway. Improvements, including a traffic signal at the
entrance to American Furniture Warehouse, will be made to 99th Avenue in the future. These improvements
to 99th Avenue will be made to city standards.

This propertywas the subject of an intergovernmentalagreement between the City of Glendale and Maricopa
County, approved by Council on August 12, 2014. As outlined in the intergovernmental agreement, the
responsibilities of the city are as follows:

8.3 The City shall annex the west 23 feet of the northwest ¼ of Section 16, Township 2 North, Range 1 East of
the Gila and Salt River Base and Meridian. The City will maintain all existing pavement, traffic signals, striping
and signage west of the section line.  The City will not annex any land west of the section line.

8.4  The City shall make a formal request to the County for the annexation pursuant to law.

8.5 The City shall begin the annexation process upon approval of this Agreement and shall complete the
annexation as soon as reasonably practicable.

The public hearing on the blank annexation petition by Council is one of the steps to comply with the adopted
intergovernmental agreement.

Analysis

Staff recommends that this area be annexed.

As properties within the city limits and Glendale’s Municipal Planning Area develop, it is in the city’s best
interest to take over operations and maintenance of certain roadways to control vehicular access and ensure
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an efficient flow of traffic.

As required by state statute, the blank petition was filed with the Maricopa County Recorder on September
18, 2014. State statute requires that the City Council public hearing on the blank petition be held within the
last 10 days of the 30 day waiting period after the blank petition is filed, thus the public hearing must occur
during this 10 day window.

Previous Related Council Action

City Council completed the “strip annexation“ in 1978 east of this property along 99th Avenue. This
annexation established the present city limits along 99th Avenue as 23 feet east of the Section line. The “strip
annexation” in 1978 also annexed the west 23 feet of the north 10 feet of Section 16, territorywhich the 2014
Intergovernmental Agreement specifies shall be annexed into Glendale. This strip annexation in 1978 was
west of a prior strip annexation completed in 1977. The remaining property between Bethany Home Road
and Missouri Avenue, which is the location of American Furniture Warehouse, was annexed in 1999.

The private property to the east of 99th Avenue at this location was rezoned to Planned Area Development
(PAD) in 2010 for a project known as Bella Villagio. On February 25, 2014 Council rezoned the private
property to Planned Area Development (PAD) with new stipulations for a project known as Bethany 101. The
largest portion of this project is the recently completed American Furniture Warehouse.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Glendale 2025, the city’s General Plan, includes specific goals addressing the need for growth management.
Annexation is a tool that can be used by the city to direct and manage growth. The Loop 101 Corridor is a
significant employment center and retail destination. Job creation, employment opportunities, and private
sector investment has taken place adjacent to 99th Avenue.

Annexation requires that any future development meets all development standards of the city, rather than
Maricopa County.  This may include road improvements as required by the Transportation Division.
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-301, Version: 1

FINAL PLAT APPLICATION FP14-03:  CATANIA - 8645 WEST GLENDALE AVENUE
Staff Contact:  Jon M. Froke, AICP, Planning Director

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request by K-Hovnanian Homes for City Council to approve the final plat for Catania, a Planned
Residential Development, located at 8645 West Glendale Avenue.

Staff recommends approval of Final Plat application FP14-03.

Background

Catania is a 73 lot residential subdivision on approximately 19.85 acres. Lot sizes vary from 5,091 square feet
to 8,191 square feet.

The proposed final plat is consistent with the General Plan and the existing R1-7 PRD (Single Residence,
Planned Residential Development) zoning.

This request meets the requirements of the Subdivision and Minor Land Division Ordinance and is consistent
with the Catania Planned Residential Development Plan.

Previous Related Council Action

On May 13, 2014, Council approved Rezoning Application ZON13-02 for this subdivision.

The property was annexed on December 27, 1983.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

Approval of this request would allow future residential opportunities in an established part of the city with
nearby amenities.
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City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-268, Version: 1

AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO A LEASE AGREEMENT WITH SOMETHING SPECIAL EVENTS, LLC TO
OPERATE A RESTAURANT 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 into a lease agreement with Something Special Events, LLC for operation of a restaurant in
the terminal building at the Glendale Municipal Airport...body

Background

The Glendale Municipal Airport’s terminal building was designed and constructed to include a full-service
restaurant. Glendale’s airport restaurant attracts recreational pilots, provides a meeting place during airport
events, and offers convenient mealtime access for airport tenants and nearby businesses and appeals to the
general public interested in enjoying a good meal in a general aviation airport setting. Since 1988, several
operators have leased the Airport restaurant space; however, retaining a stable, long-term tenant has proved
challenging.

Analysis

In July 2014, a Request for Proposals (RFP) was issued to solicit operators for the Glendale Airport Restaurant.
The city received one response from Something Special Events, LLC that was reviewed and accepted by staff.
Something Special Events, LLC has been in the airport restaurant and aviation catering business for over 15
years, and their staff has owned and managed a restaurant at the Scottsdale Airpark.

The initial term of the lease will be for five years, with the option of an additional ten years, renewable in two-
year increments. The rent for the first five years will be $800 per month. Something Special Events, LLC will
be responsible for all utility services provided to the restaurant space and the patio seating.

This opportunity for an operator with corporate aviation catering contracts as part of their business will
provide the staying power the city has been seeking in a restaurant tenant. Something Special Events, LLC will
also provide Airport users and the public with a great setting for breakfast and lunch. The owners propose to
name their operation “Something Special Aviation Café.”

Previous Related Council Action

Council approved the previous Airport restaurant lease on November 22, 2011, and the amendment to that
lease on February 26, 2013.
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Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The restaurant provides quality food services for the Glendale Airport’s aviation community, Airport visitors,
surrounding businesses and citizens of Glendale. Something Special Events, LLC brings over 15 years of
restaurant and catering experience and will provide the essential food services needed at the Airport.

Budget and Financial Impacts

This revenue enhancement opportunity will generate revenue for Glendale. All revenue generated from this
lease will be deposited into the Airport’s Lease Revenue Fund.
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ORDINANCE NO. 2905 NEW SERIES

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GLENDALE, 
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING 
THE CITY MANAGER AND CITY CLERK TO EXECUTE A 
GLENDALE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT RESTAURANT LEASE 
AGREEMENT WITH SOMETHING SPECIAL EVENTS LLC FOR 
OPERATING A RESTAURANT 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 Something Special Events LLC certain space at the 
Glendale Airport Terminal Building.

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

SECTION 1.  That the City has determined that certain space at the Glendale Municipal 
Airport Terminal Building shall be leased to Something Special Events LLC for the operation of a 
restaurant.

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager and City Clerk are hereby authorized and directed to 
execute the Glendale Municipal Airport Restaurant Lease Agreement, a copy of which is on file with 
the Clerk of the City of Glendale.

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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk                 (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager
l_airport_something special



















































City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-280, Version: 1

ADOPT AN ORDINANCE TO GRANT A NON-EXCLUSIVE ACCESS EASEMENT TO THE ROOSEVELT IRRIGATION
DISTRICT
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 granting a non-
exclusive easement to the Roosevelt Irrigation District (RID) for a new irrigation pipe in the 99th Avenue right-
of-way between Glendale Avenue and Desert River Boulevard.

Background

As part of Dignity Health’s construction of the St. Joseph’s Westgate Medical Center at 99th Avenue and
Desert River Boulevard, Dignity Health installed a new 30 inch irrigation concrete reinforced pipe to serve the
development. The irrigation pipe was installed along the east side of 99th Avenue between Glendale Avenue
and Desert River Boulevard and under 99th Avenue where it connects to RID’s existing irrigation system on
the west side of 99th Avenue. To accommodate the construction, the City must grant a non-exclusive
easement to RID for the operation, maintenance and repair of the irrigation pipe. The pipe and easement are
not anticipated to be in conflict with any future roadway improvements along the east side of 99th Avenue or
the future expansion of the City’s Park-n-Ride facility.

Analysis

Staff recommends approval of the RID non-exclusive easement. There will be no impact on City departments,
staff or service levels as a result of this action. There are no costs incurred to the City for this action.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The pipe extension would allow Dignity Health to complete the construction of the 99th Avenue
improvements and would improve the visual character of the community in accordance to the City’s General
Plan.
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ORDINANCE NO. 2906 NEW SERIES 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AUTHORI-
ZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A NON-
EXCLUSIVE EASEMENT IN FAVOR OF ROOSEVELT 
IRRIGATION DISTRICT AT APPROXIMATELY 99TH 
AVENUE NORTH OF GLENDALE AVENUE FOR USE, 
OPERATION, MAINTENANCE AND/OR REPAIR OF THE 
IRRIGATION FACILITIES; AND ORDERING THAT A 
CERTIFIED COPY OF THIS ORDINANCE BE RECORDED. 

 
 

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

SECTION 1.  That the City Council hereby approves the “Non-Exclusive Easement for 
Use, Operation, Maintenance and/or Repair of Irrigation Facilities” and all the terms and 
conditions thereto, and directs that the City Manager for the City of Glendale execute said 
document granting Roosevelt Irrigation District an easement on, over, upon, under and through 
certain property located within existing City property at approximately 99th Avenue north of 
Glendale Avenue, in the form attached hereto as Exhibit 1.  The legal description is contained in 
the Non-Exclusive Easement. 
 
 

SECTION 2.  That the City hereby reserves the right to use the irrigation easement 
premises in any manner that will not prevent or interfere with the exercise by Roosevelt Irrigation 
District of the rights granted hereunder; provided, however, that the City shall not obstruct, or 
permit to be obstructed, the easement premises at any time whatsoever without the express prior 
written consent of Roosevelt Irrigation District. 
 
 

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



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

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

  
   M A Y O R 

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































































City of Glendale

Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-159, Version: 1

ADOPT AN ORDINANCE REPEALING GLENDALE CITY CODE, CHAPTER 2, ARTICLE VIII, DIVISION 7, AUDIT
COMMITTEE
Staff Contact:  Tom Duensing, Director, Finance and Technology

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance repealing in its
entirety, Glendale City Code, Chapter 2 (Administration), Article VIII (Boards, Commissions, Etc.), Section 7
(Audit Committee).

Background

On October 9, 2012, the Mayor and City Council adopted an ordinance amending Chapter 2 of the Glendale
City code by adding a Division 7 which established an Audit Committee. The purpose of the Audit Committee
(Committee) is to review and approve the annual audit plan, participate in a review of the city’s annual
financial statements, review the results of the city’s external audit and findings addressed in the
management letter, and ensure staff develops a follow-up plan to address audit findings. The
Committee is composed of five (5) members: two council members, the city manager, and two residents. The
Committee was to meet semi-annually if it had business to conduct.

Based on the current practice of presenting audit results to the full Council and the fact that planning for each
annual audit is generally established by the external auditors according the Generally Accepted Auditing
Standards, federal requirements for grants, and numerous other regulations, staff presented, at the June 3,
2014 Workshop, three options regarding the future of the Committee.

Staff recommended continuing the practice of engaging in an open communication regarding the audit with
the full City Council at a Council Workshop, annually, and dissolving the Committee. The City Council provided
guidance to move forward with the recommendation to dissolve the audit committee.

Analysis

The Committee was established in 2012 for the intended purpose of providing greater transparency to the
annual audit process. The Committee did not participate in the 2012 audit because the audit was almost
complete at the time the Committee was formed. During 2013, there was significant turnover in city
management, particularly in the Finance Department. The annual audit was substantially in process when
Tom Duensing, Executive Director of Financial Services, was hired in October 2013. Therefore, the FY12-13
audit was also conducted without participation by the Committee; however, the FY12-13 Comprehensive
Annual Financial Report and the results of the audit were reviewed with the City Council at the January 21,
2014, Council Workshop.
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The decision to establish an audit committee and the duties associated with the committee vary from
organization to organization. The cities of Phoenix, Scottsdale, and Goodyear have audit committees;
however, the functions in those differ from the functions of the Glendale Audit Committee. In Phoenix, the
role of the committee is to oversee the selection of the external auditors, review the audit results, approve
the City Auditor’s annual audit plan, and recommend departments for internal audits. Goodyear’s audit
committee is a subcommittee of the city council which also assists in the selection of the external auditor and
reviews the results of the annual audit. Scottsdale’s audit committee is also a subcommittee of the city
council which coordinates the work of the City Auditor.

The Audit Committee was established in Glendale, but it has not met to conduct business nor overseen the
audit process since its October 9, 2012, inception. However, the FY12-13 audit results were reviewed with
the City Council at the January 21, 2014, Council Workshop.

On June 25, 2013, the Council awarded a two-year contract for external auditing services to
CliftonLarsonAllen, LLP. Staff is working with the auditors from CliftonLarsonAllen, LLP to coordinate the FY13
-14 audit. For external audits, the scope of the work is generally established by the auditors according the
Generally Accepted Auditing Standards, federal requirements for grants, and numerous other regulations.
The firm develops their audit plan and staff assists in ensuring the audit proceeds according to that plan. If
additional audit work is desired or requested, it can be incorporated into the audit plan as needed.

Previous Related Council Action

On October 9, 2012, Council adopted Ordinance No. 2819 New Series amending Glendale City Code Chapter 2
(Administration) Article VIII (Boards, Commissions, etc.) by establishing an Audit Committee. The FY 2013
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report and the results of the annual external audit were presented to the
City Council on January 21, 2014.

At the January 21, 2014 Workshop, Mr. Dennis Osuch, a partner with the City’s independent auditor,
CliftonLarsonAllen, presented an overview of the audit and audit results.

At the City Council Workshop on June 3, 2014, staff presented to the City Council three options regarding the
future of the Committee. Staff recommendedcontinuing the practice of engaging in an open communication
regarding the audit with the City Council at a Council Workshop and dissolving the Committee. The City
Council provided guidance to move forward with the recommendation to dissolve the audit committee.

Community Benefit/Public Involvement

The communitybenefits from open communicationregarding the city’s financial condition and the results of its
operation. The annual auditof thecity’s financial statementsbyan externalauditorprovidesreasonable assurance
thatthefinancial statementsare freeofmaterialmisstatements. The auditedfinancial statementsare available on
the city’s website and the results of each annual audit will be presented at a Council Workshop.
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ORDINANCE NO. 2907 NEW SERIES

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AMENDING 
GLENDALE CITY CODE CHAPTER 2 (ADMINISTRATION), 
ARTICLE VIII (BOARDS, COMMISSIONS, ETC.), DIVISION 7 
(AUDIT COMMITTEE) BY REPEALING IT IN ITS ENTIRETY.

WHEREAS, City Council adopted Ordinance No. 2819 New Series on October 9, 2012 
in which an Audit Committee was established; and

WHEREAS, it is the desire of the City Council to continue the practice of engaging in an 
open communication regarding the audit with the entire City Council; and

WHEREAS, at the June 3, 2014 Council Workshop, Council discussed the need for the 
continuation of the Audit Committee; and

WHEREAS, it is the desire of the City Council to dissolve the Audit Committee.

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

SECTION 1.  That Glendale City Code Chapter 2 (Administration), Article VIII (Boards, 
Commissions, Etc.), Division 7 (Audit Committee) is hereby deleted in its entirety.

“DIVISION 7.  AUDIT COMMITTEE

Sec. 2-321.  Established.

There is hereby established within the City of Glendale an Audit Committee whose 
members shall be appointed by the council of the City of Glendale.

Sec. 2-322.  Purpose.

The committee will have oversight of the external audit which will include reviewing and 
approving the annual audit plan, participating in a review of the city’s annual financial 
statements, reviewing the results of the city’s external audit and findings addressed in the 
management letter, and ensuring staff develops a follow-up plan to address audit findings.

Sec. 2-323.  Members.

(a) The committee shall be composed of five (5) members who shall serve without 
compensation.  Two of the five (5) members shall be residents of the City of Glendale who have 
a financial background preferably in public or internal auditing.  The remaining members shall be 
two (2) members of city council and the city manager.



(b) The chairperson and vice-chairperson of the committee shall be appointed by the 
mayor and city council from among the committee members.  The term of appointment for the 
chairperson and vice-chairperson shall be for a period of one (1) year.

(c) The Chief Financial Officer shall serve as secretary and staff liaison to the 
committee.

Sec. 2-324.  Meetings and rules.

(a) The committee shall establish and adopt such rules, regulations or bylaws as it 
deems necessary for the conduct of its business and performance of its duties.

(b) The committee shall establish a set time for regular meetings, which shall be at 
least semi-annually if there is business to conduct.

(c) A majority of the commission shall constitute a quorum and the affirmative vote 
of a majority of the committee members present and voting shall be required to take action.

Sec. 2-325.  Recommendation to council.

All recommendations forwarded by the committee to the city council and other actions of 
the committee must receive an affirmative vote of not less than a majority of the members 
present at the meeting at which an item is voted upon by the committee.”

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

M A Y O R
ATTEST:

_______________________
City Clerk                 (SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

_______________________
City Attorney

REVIEWED BY:

_______________________
City Manager

c_2_321
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Legislation Description

5850 West Glendale Avenue
Glendale, AZ 85301

File #: 14-297, Version: 1

FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 BUDGET AMENDMENTS
Staff Contact:  Tom Duensing, Director, Finance and Technology

Purpose and Recommended Action

This is a request for City Council to waive reading beyond the title and adopt an ordinance approving FY 2013-
14 budget amendments. The City of Glendale’s total FY 2013-14 budget appropriation across all funds is
unchanged. Exhibit A of the attached ordinance shows requested cash and appropriation transfers between
departments and funds.

Background

Cash transfers are actual transfers of cash between funds. A budget appropriationamendmentis a transfer of
appropriation authority and can include a corresponding cash transfer if necessary. The budget represents a
planning document for spending that is established in advance of the fiscal year. Budget amendments are
typically needed to reflect changes to the spending plan during the course of the year.

As actual spending activity occurs, transfers of appropriation authority within and between departments and
funds are required to reflect changes to the initial spending plan. Changes to the initial spending plan
typically arise from:

·· Actual expenses being higher than originally budgeted;

·· Unexpected expenses associated with unforeseen circumstances;

·· Planned spending patterns do not occur when work plans are modified to address changing
circumstances; and

·· Reconciliation of carryover estimates (usually for capital improvement projects) included in the
adopted budget.

On December 10, 2013, Council adopted Resolution No. 4759 New Series supporting the Cash and Budget
Appropriation Transfer Policy which requires cash and appropriation transfers between departments or
between funds be approved by Council.  This policy is compliant with Article VI, Section 11 of the City Charter.

Transfer of Appropriations

Part I, Article VI, Section 11 of the City Code states the following:

The city manager may at any time transfer any unencumbered appropriation balance or portion
thereof between general classifications of expenditures within an office, departmentor 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,
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ordinance transfer any unencumbered appropriation balance or portion thereof from one office,
department or agency to another.

CIP Carryover Appropriation Adjustments

During each CIP budget process, departments are able, subject to Council approval, to carryover prior year
unspent appropriations into the current year. In order to adopt the budget in a timely manner, this carryover
funding must be estimated prior to the fiscal year end. As a result, carryover reductions are necessary when
the budgeted carryover exceeds the previous year’s remaining balance after the year is closed for each
project to stay within budget. Additionally, carryover increases are allowed if sufficient appropriation is
available to cover the increases.

Analysis

This request is to: a) transfer cash between funds, b) transfer budget appropriations, and c) adjust the Debt
Service appropriations for FY 2013-14. All the transfers are within the restrictions of the City Charter and
within the Cash and Budget Appropriation Transfer Policy.

Requested Budget Amendments - Exhibit A
The budget amendments reported in Exhibit A in the attached ordinance are associated with the: a) transfer
of cash between funds and b) transfer of budget appropriations.

The types of transfers are grouped as follows:

• Lines 1-7 Cash Transfers between funds. These transfers are to zero out the General Fund, sub-funds
that are supported primarily by the General Fund. The requested transfers consist of cash transfers
between the Arena Special Revenue Fund, and the Zanjero Special Revenue funds to the General Fund,
as revenues in these funds exceeded FY13-14 budget estimates. The remaining cash transfers are
necessary to support the various sub-funds and cover deficit fund balances in these funds at fiscal year
-end.

• Lines 8-13 Appropriation Transfers between funds. Line 8 represents a transfer appropriation to the
Employee Benefits Fund for FY13-14 expenditures in excess of budget due primarily to higher than
anticipated claim costs. No cash transfer is needed as the Employee Benefits fund is adequately
funded through employee and employer contributions. Line 9 represents a transfer for increased
appropriation needed for the use of the LTAF funding for Fixed Route Service. This expense was
originally budgeted in the Transportation Sales Tax Fund; subsequently, the expense was partially
funded through LTAF, requiring additional budget appropriation in the proper fund. Lines 10 through
13 represent the FY12-13 unspent Council District funds that are requested to be carried-forward to
FY13-14. An overview of the carry-forward process was presented at the September 2, 2014 Council
Workshop.

This is the third request for FY13-14 Council approved transfers. Any additional transfers identified by staff
during the FY13-14 external audit process may be brought forward to Council for approval at a future voting
meeting.
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Previous Related Council Action

At the voting meeting on May 27, 2014 Council approved the first FY 13-14 fourth quarter budget amendment
Ordinance No. 2895 New Series, supporting the Financial Policy on Appropriation and Cash Transfers.

On December 10, 2013, Council approved Resolution 4759 New Series supporting the Financial Policy on
Appropriation and Cash Transfers.

Budget and Financial Impacts

The City of Glendale’s total FY13-14 budget appropriation across all funds remains unchanged. The FY13-14
budget amendments shown in Exhibit A of the attached ordinance are associated with the movement of cash
or appropriation authority between departments and funds.

Capital Expense? No

Budgeted? No

Requesting Budget or Appropriation Transfer? Yes

If yes, where will the transfer be taken from?
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ORDINANCE NO. 2908 NEW SERIES 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
GLENDALE, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, 
AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATION 
AUTHORIZATION BETWEEN BUDGET ITEMS IN THE 
ADOPTED FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 BUDGET. 

 
WHEREAS, Glendale City Charter, Article VI, Sec. 11, authorizes the City Council, by 

ordinance, to transfer any unencumbered appropriation balance or portion thereof from one 
office, department or agency to another.  
 

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

SECTION 1. That the following transfers of appropriation authorization in the adopted 
Fiscal Year 2013-2014 budget are hereby authorized:  
 

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

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

  
   M A Y O R 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
City Clerk                 (SEAL) 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________ 
City Attorney 
 
 
REVIEWED BY: 
 
_______________________ 
City Manager 
 
b_13_14 app trans 



FY 2013-14 Budget Amendment Ordinance - Exhibit A - 3rd Pass

Transfer From… Transfer To…

Reason for Transfer Date Fund Rollup Div Division Description Acct
A=Approp
C=Cash

Amount Fund Rollup Div Division Description Acct

1 Zero out Arena Fund, xfer to GF (MPC debt 06/30/14 1780 100 01780 Arena Special Rev. 701000 C 5,274,954$         1000 100 01000 General Fund 601780

2 Zanjero Special Revenue Funds to GF 06/30/14 1770 100 1770 Zanjero Special Revenue 701000 C 156,653$            1000 100 01000 General Fund 601770
3 Contribute Cholla District Funds to Streets 06/30/14 1000 100 01000 General Fund 701340 C 15,000$              1340 632 01340 Transportation 601000
4 Transfer from GF to cover negative fund bal 06/30/14 1000 100 01000 General Fund 701282 C 141$                   1282 221 01282 Arena Events 601000
5 Transfer from GF to cover negative fund bal 06/30/14 1000 100 01000 General Fund 701281 C 217$                   1281 100 01281 Stadium Events 601000
6 Transfer from GF to cover negative fund bal 06/30/14 1000 100 01000 General Fund 701283 C 97,828$              1283 100 01283 Camelback Ranch 601000
7 Transfer from GF to cover negative fund bal 06/30/14 1000 100 01000 General Fund 701740 C 96,317$              1740 100 01740 Civic Center 601000

Sub-Total Cash Transfers: 5,641,111$         

8 Benefits Trust Fund approp needed 06/30/14 2210 805 91017 Fund 2210 CIP Reserve 510200 A 764,000$            2580 191 18210 Benefit Programs 540600

9 Utilities at GRPSTC 06/30/14 1000 620 13460 PW-Field Ops/Custodial Svcs.PS 
500400

A 35,000$              2530 620 13480 Field Ops- PS Training/Facilities 513400

10 Reclassed LTAF expense to proper fund 06/30/14 1660 632 16540 Transportation Fixed Route 518200 A 639,000$            1650 632 37208 Transportation -LTAF II Fixed Rou 518200
11 Civic Center Operating Cost 06/30/14 1000 154 10810 Communications 500200 A 13,560$              1740 431 11710 Civic Center 500200
12 Carry forward council district funds FY 13 06/30/14 1000 221 11320 Finance- Accounting Svcs. 500200 A 4,076$                1000 112 10130 Council Office-Barrel 521000
13 Carry forward council district funds FY 13 06/30/14 1000 221 11320 Finance- Accounting Svcs. 500200 A 1,112$                1000 112 10140 Council Office Sahuaro 521000
14 Carry forward council district funds FY 13 06/30/14 1000 221 11320 Finance- Accounting Svcs. 500200 A 14,344$              1000 112 10150 Counicl Office -Cactus 521000
15 Carry forward council district funds FY 13 06/30/14 1000 221 11320 Finance- Accounting Svcs. 518200 A 16,959$              1000 112 10160 Council Office - Yucca 521000
 

Sub-Total Operating Transfers: 1,488,051$         

16 Prepayment of Water/Sewer G.O. bonds 06/30/14 2360 245 11904 Fund 2360 Contingency 510200 A 4,287,000$         2380 900 89950 1976 A Water/Sewer Debt 561200

Sub-Total Debt Transfers: 4,287,000$         

Total Cash Transfers: 5,641,111$        
Total Appropriation Transfers: 5,775,051$        
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