;W. "
ey

.

x‘;&ﬂl« 4

&@m&&.

tenance

111

Ma



Ordinance History

Ordinance #86
-First adopted in July 14t 1903, amended in 1916 and

19809.
CThe Coconingo Sun

VoL. XX. FLAGSTAFF, JUNE 20, 1908.
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TEAM FLAGSTAFF

Ordinance #86 adopted on July 14, 1903

COCONINO SUN.

ORDINANCE Neo. 86.

| “
NEW BRANDS APPLIED FOR

Te Provide for the Preservation, Repair

the Expense thereof.

BE IT ORDAINED, By the Common Coun- The following brands and earmarks have been offered for
cll of the Town of Flagstaft as follows: record with the Live Stock Sanitary Board and are herewith ad-
lumm PR0N 1 DAahelé B0 N0 SU ¢ S e vertised in order that cattlemen may be given an opportunity to
mu:'m..‘:u.qm::': m'r;cm any that in their opinion conflicts with any ex-
whenever any sidewalk. or any portion thereof, isting irons. :
condithon o ropair,he ahall notly the owaer or This list will appear twice in this paper, and all applications
owners of the lot or lots or part of lot or lots will be withheld from record for 10 days after second publication.
B e ey & L All communications to be addressed,
fifteen days after the serving of such notice. LIVE STOCK SANITARY BOARD,

SEC, & Such notice may be served by the PHOENIX, ARIZONA.

e * .C—Left hip. H—Left thi
Be s ol Aransnn w2 FGl OO " iraschioo Gareta, 6t Sohns, Arts.
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pon S deiers o demout, . Moresia +2| X W F Wallace, Flagstaft, Ariz.
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T T T e =91 ——="" C—Right hip,ribs, shoulderandjaw. H—Lef
X3 " hip. Geo. J. Robinson, Williams, Ariz.

Pro=iniing %It shall be the duty of the owner or +-+

owners of such lot or lots, or portion of lot or
to Saginaw | jots, within fitteen days after the service of c—mug’.
ay. such notice as aforewaid, Lo place the sidewalk » CXP Katie Young, Young, Ariz.
;-‘gﬂl P; tioned or descrived In good condition and repar « w C—Left hi

n
nr u-l-t therefor -u-lﬂn "-hll-v“ character E. E. Young, Young, Ariz.

ly John X. [if such sidewalk was orginally constructed of R m H mﬁblo h. M e
c.15t23 n 'odwtl‘\lnupdl::hwm:lmlt 5 B .

and completed in the manner following : C—Left !&n —Laf thigh.
and Jucob | wiocsersc imer s vt poenes| & PG| GXT  Jose Hamires, Nogale, Ari




Amended in 1916 — Added language for Cement
Sidewalks
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To the Mayor and Council, town of
Flagstaff;

Gentlemen:

I do hereby submit bid for the con-
struction of cement sidewalks as per
advertisement hereto attached

All cement sidewalks 15 cts. per sq.

ft.
All dirt cut and fill 60 cts. per cu.

yd.
All rock cut $1.25 per cu. yd.
All stone retaining wall $276 a

perch. :
' Respectfully submitted,
WM. J. MULLEN.




Ordinance History S\

Amended in 1989 — Revised to be complaint driven

ORDINANCE NO. 1610

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING FLAGSTAFF CITY CODE TITLE 8,
CHAPTER 1, PERTAINING TO SIDEWALKS,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FLAGSTAFF AS
NS:

SECTION 1: That Title 8, Chapter 1, Sidewalks, of the Flagstaff City Code be
1 to read as follows:

8-1-1: DUTY OF STREET SUPERINTENDENT: ¥t shait be the duty of the
Street Superintendent to inspeet all sidewalks; te keep informed as te the
eondition of the same and whenever any sidewalk or any pertion thereof shall be
broken; deeayed or otherwise in bad eondition or repeir; he

(A) It shall be the duty of the Street Superintendent to receive
and maintain a record of all complaints regarding sidewalks in
bad condition or need of repair. Upon receipt of said
complaint the Street Superintendent shall notify the owner or
owners of the lot or lots or part of lot or lots adjoining such
sidewalk or portion thereof, in writing, to repair or renew the
same within fifteen (35 thirty (30) days after the service of
such notice or as weather permits as determined by the
Street Superintendent.




City Sidewalks
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CITY BETTER

270 miles citywide
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Sidewalk Issues S

Inventory will map each location with Red Pin

Sidewalk Issues Greenlaw Area
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- Current Work Program

-Residents are notified and provided cost estimate.

-Cost share program for residential property owners.
- Streets budget is $15,000 (HURF)

- Downtown a distinct and unique district.



Sidewalk Program Direction SI\Z

- Current Policy

* Responsibility for repair of damaged sidewalks.

* Adjacent Property Owner (current practice)(50% cost share at
residential locations.

* Pros: less direct cost to the City; consistent with other areas of Code
that place maintenance responsibilities (clearing snow, keeping clean
and unobstructed) on adjacent property owner.

* Cons: inconsistent compliance; requires liens to enforce; delay in
resolution; often ends up with City performing work anyway; still
requires City inspection to confirm quality of work.



Sidewalk Program Direction S\

- Possible Policy

* Responsibility for repair of damaged sidewalks.

* City of Flagstaff

* Pros: timely resolution; less burden on residents; cost savings from
bundled repairs; no need for time-consuming enforcement.

e Cons: Program and repairs will result in increased direct cost.



* Ordinance Revisions this Summer, adopt in the Fall.

* Property owner vs. City cost responsibility.

* More Comprehensive and Proactive Inspections.

* Phased inspections to allow for manageable repair program.
* Continue timely response to complaints.

* Increased Budget Consideration for Sidewalk Program.

* All Budget discussions would be in 2021, after ordinance revision later this year.
* Increase HURF allocations greater than $15,000.
* |dentify sidewalk repairs as a priority in 406 and 419 programming.
* Consider other finance options and program needs with other city stakeholders.
e Continue to assist in development of upcoming downtown planning efforts.



