NOTICE OF SPECIAL COUNCIL MEETING

In accordance with §38-431.01 of the Arizona Revised Statutes of the State of Arizona, notice is hereby given to the Members of
City Council and to the general public that the Mayor and Council of the City of San Luis, Arizona, will hold a Special City
Council meeting at 6:30 p.m., Tuesday, February 13, 2018. The meeting will take place at the City Council Chambers, located at
1090 E. Union Street, San Luis, Arizona, 85349. Everyone from the public is invited to attend the open meeting.

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, the City of San
Luis does not discriminate on the basis of disability in the admission of or access to, or treatment of employment in its programs,
activities, or services. For information regarding rights and provisions of the ADA or Section 504, or to request reasonable
accommodations for participation in City programs, activities or services contact: ADA/Section 504 Coordinator, City of San Luis
Human Resources Department, 1090 E. Union Street, San Luis, Arizona, 85349; (928) 341-8520.

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to A.R.S. §1-602.A.9, subject to certain specified statutory exceptions, parents have a right
to consent before the State or any of its political subdivisions make a video or audio recording of a minor child. Meetings of the
City Council are audio and/or video recorded, and, as a result, proceedings in which children are present may be subject to such
recording. Parents, in order to exercise their rights, may either file written consent with the City Clerk to such recording or take
personal action to ensure that their child or children are not present when a recording may be made. If a child is present at the
time a recording is made, the City will assume that the rights afforded parents pursuant to A.R.S. §1-602.A.9 have been waived.

THIS NOTICE IS GIVEN BY:

/s/ Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk
AVISO DE JUNTA ESPECIAL

De acuerdo con los Estatutos del Estado de Arizona A.R.S. §38-431.01, se le informa a los miembros del Cabildo y al publico
en general que el Alcalde y el Cabildo, tendran una Junta Especial a las 6:30 p.m., el dia Martes, 13 de Febrero del 2018. La
junta se llevara a cabo en la Sala del Cabildo, ubicada en el 1090 E. Union Street, San Luis, Arizona, 85349. El publico esta
cordialmente invitado a la junta.

De acuerdo con el Acta de Americanos con Discapacidades y la Seccion 504 del Acta de Rehabilitacion del 1973, la Ciudad de
San Luis, Arizona no discrimina por causa de discapacidad la admision y acceso a sus programas, actividades, servicios o en
el trato en cuanto a empleo. Para mas informacion referente a derechos y provisiones del Acta de Americanos con
Discapacidades o Seccion 504, o para solicitar adaptaciones qua sean razonables para la participacion en programas,
actividades o servicios de la Ciudad, contactar al: Coordinador del Acta de Americanos con Discapacidades/Seccién 504,
Departamento de Recursos Humanos de la Ciudad de San Luis, Arizona, ubicado en el 1090 E. Union Street, San Luis,
Arizona, 85349; (928) 341-8520.

Por medio de este aviso y de acuerdo con los Estatutos del Estado de Arizona A.R.S §1-602.A.9, sujeto a ciertas excepciones
reglamentarias, los padres de familia tienen el derecho de dar el consentimiento ante el Estado o cualquiera de sus
subdivisiones politicas para hacer una grabacién de audio o video de su hijo menor de edad. Las juntas del Cabildo se graban
en audio y/o video y como resultado, el hecho de que haya menores presentes puede ser sujeto a que sean grabados. Para
que los padres de familia puedan ejercer sus derechos pueden dar el consentimiento por escrito con la Secretaria de la Ciudad
a tal grabacion, o tomar accidn personal para asegurarse que su hijo menor no esté presente cuando la grabacion se lleve a
cabo. Si un menor de edad esta presente en el momento de la grabacion, la Ciudad asumira que los padres de familia estan
cediendo los derechos sobre una posible grabacién de acuerdo con los Estatutos del Estado de Arizona A.R.S. §1-602.A.9.

ESTE AVISO ES DADO POR:

/fl Sonia Cornelio, Actuaria de la Ciudad

February 13, 2018
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AGENDA
Special Meeting
San Luis City Council
San Luis Council Chambers
1090 E. Union Street
San Luis, AZ 85349
February 13, 2018
6:30 P.M.

MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL WILL ATTEND EITHER IN PERSON, TELEPHONE, OR VIDEO
CONFERENCE COMMUNICATION

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
INVOCATION

PRESENTATION / PROCLAMATION

Recognition of Fire Chief Hank Green's 11 years of service. (Angel Ramirez, Assistant Fire
Chief)

Proclamation - Youth Leadership Day February 14, 2018

CONSENT AGENDA

All matters are considered to be routine by the City Council and will be enacted by one motion.
If discussion is desired, that item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and will be
considered separately.

MINUTES OF

- Work Session held November 1, 2017

- Regular Council Meeting held November 8, 2017
- Special Council Meeting held November 21, 2017
- Work Session held December 6, 2017

- Regular Council Meeting held December 13, 2017
- Special Council meeting held December 14, 2017
- Regular Council meeting held December 27, 207

DISBURSEMENTS FROM JANUARY 13, 2018 THROUGH FEBRUARY 2, 2018
Total Disbursements $1,018,488.28
(One Million, Eighteen Thousand, Four Hundred Eighty-Eight Dollars and Twenty-Eight Cents)

Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding disposal of obsolete portable
radios. (Hank Green, Fire Chief)

Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding the TischlerBise Proposal for
Development Fee Study under A.R.S. §9-463.05. (Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney)

February 13, 2018
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5.E.

5.F.

6. A.

6. B.

6. C.

Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding authorization to purchase two
(2) police canines for the San Luis Police Department Canine Unit. (Richard Jessup, Acting
Chief of Police)

Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding the adoption of Resolution No.
2029. A resolution of the Mayor and City Council of San Luis, Arizona to receive funding for
overtime and mileage by approving an Intergovernmental Agreement and

authorizing execution of Subrecipient Agreement #170436-01, Operation Stonegarden Grant
Program Award - Overtime and Mileage between the State of Arizona through the Arizona
Department of Homeland Security and the City of San Luis, Arizona through the San Luis
Police Department. (Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police)

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ITEMS:

Public Hearing followed by discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding
recommendation of the Liquor License Application submitted to the Arizona Department of
Liquor Licenses and Control by Abraham Andrade on behalf of Rolls and Bowls located at

1627 Juan Sanchez Boulevard, San Luis, Arizona. (Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk)

A. Open public hearing
1. Staff and/or applicant presentation
2. Call to the public on this item
B. Close public hearing
C. Action on the recommendation of the Liquor License Application to the Arizona Department
of Liquor Licenses and Control for Rolls
and Bowls.

Public hearing followed by the discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding
recommendation of a Special Event Liquor License application to the Arizona Department of
Liquor Licenses and Control to authorize Somerton Rotary Club to sell alcohol on

Friday, March 09, 2018 during the Baseball Game event in which the Tigres de Quintana

Roo will play against the Algodoneros de San Luis. (Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks &
Recreation)

A. Open public hearing
1. Staff and/or applicant presentation

2. Call to the Public on this item
B. Close public hearing
C. Action on Special Event Liquor License Application to the Arizona Department of Liquor
Licenses & Control

Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding Resolution No. 2030. A
resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San Luis, Arizona authorizing alcohol
permit fees, special alcohol permit fees and facility fees and repealing any conflicting
provisions. (Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks & Recreation)

SUMMARY OF CURRENT EVENTS
Events by Mayor, Council Members and/or City Manager pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.02 (K).

February 13, 2018
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8. CALL TO THE PUBLIC
This is the time for the public to comment. Members of the City Council may not discuss items
that are not specifically identified on the agenda. Therefore, pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.01 (H),
action taken as a result of public comment will be limited to directing staff to study the matter,
responding to any criticism or scheduling the matter for further consideration and decision at a
later date.

9. ADJOURNMENT

February 13, 2018
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PRESENTATION

Special City Council Meeting 4.A.
Meeting Date: 02/13/2018

Presentation Topic/Summary:
Recognition of Fire Chief Hank Green's 11 years of service. (Angel Ramirez, Assistant Fire Chief)




PROCLAMATION

Special City Council Meeting
Meeting Date: 02/13/2018

4.B.

Title:
Proclamation - Youth Leadership Day February 14, 2018

Attachments
Proclamation - 2018 Youth Leadership Day




OFFICE OF THE
MAYOR
CITY OF SAN LUIS

Youth Leadership Day
February 14th 2018

WHEREAS, the youth of Arizona are the future leaders of our communities, our state, and our
nation; and

WHEREAS, the well-being and prosperity of our communities are dependent on the wise decisions
and commitment of those who govern, those who lead, and those who participate; and

WHEREAS, formulating public policy in areas of health, environment, and public safety is a
complex task undertaken by local government, including the City of San Luis; and

WHEREAS, in honor of the youth gathered in San Luis this day to improve their leadership skills,
so they may put them to work at school, and in their careers and communities as they move
forward;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that |, Mayor Gerardo Sanchez, of City of San Luis, do
hereby proclaim February 14!, 2018 as Youth Leadership Day in the City of San Luis, and
encourage all of our residents to promote youth leadership in the community.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 13" day of February, 2018.

Gerardo Sanchez
ATTEST: Mayor

Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk



AGENDA ITEM REVIEW FORM

Special City Council Meeting
Meeting Date: 02/13/2018

5.A.

Summary

MINUTES OF

- Work Session held November 1, 2017

- Regular Council Meeting held November 8, 2017
- Special Council Meeting held November 21, 2017
- Work Session held December 6, 2017

- Regular Council Meeting held December 13, 2017
- Special Council meeting held December 14, 2017
- Regular Council meeting held December 27, 207

Attachments

11/01/2017 WS

11/08/2017 RCM
11/21/2017 SCM
12/06/2017 WS

12/13/2017 RCM
12/14/2017 SCM
12/27/2017 RCM




MINUTES
Work Session
San Luis City Council
San Luis Council Chambers
1090 E. Union Street
November 1, 2017
6:30p.m.

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Mayor Gerardo Sanchez called the Work Session to
order at approximately 6:31 p.m.

PRESENT:

OTHERS PRESENT:

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez

Vice-Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos
Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr.
Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
Council Member Matias Rosales
Council Member Gloria Torres

Council Member Ruben Walshe

Tadeo A. De La Hoya, City Manager

Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk

Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney

Angel Ramirez, Assistant Fire Chief

Aracely De La Hoya, Senior Services Manager
Carlos Cortes, Assistant Director of Finance

Derek Duefias, IT Manager

Francia Alonso, Administrative Coordinator

Glenn Gimbut, Assistant City Attorney

Hank Green, Fire Chief

Jenny Torres, Economic Development Manager
Jorge Mungaray, IT Department

Jose Guzman, Acting Director of Planning and Zoning
Jesus Meza, Acting Director of Parks and Recreation
Kristin McManus, Municipal Court Judge

Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks and Recreation
Maria Sabori, HR Senior Specialist

Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources
Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police

Ric Bauermann, Fire Department



Minutes

Work Session Meeting
November 1, 2017
Page 2 of 8

2. ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION ONLY:

2. A. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding the
contract for the Court Interpreter for the San Luis Municipal Court. (Kristin
McManus, Municipal Court Judge)

Ms. Kristin McManus, Municipal Court Judge, informed that this contract started at the
beginning of the current fiscal year, but during the budget preparation this was not approved
as an independent contractor nor a salaried position. She stated that the position is needed.
Furthermore, she added that the contract was revised to reflect a 6-month term instead of a
12-month term; staff is asking Council to release the funds from the Court funds. She
explained that the reason staff is asking for a 6-month term is that staff will be asking for a
salary position. If itis not doable for the next 6-month term, staff will come back for another
renewal, and during next fiscal year's budget preparation staff will be asking for the salary
position and the contract renewal.

2. B. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding
purchase agreement for portable radios for the City of San Luis Fire and Police
Departments. (Hank Green, Fire Chief and Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police)

Mr. Hank Green, Fire Chief, informed that this item is to replace portable radios utilized by the
San Luis Fire and Police Departments. All radios are reaching its service life of 10 years, and
Yuma Regional Communications Systems has negotiated a purchase contract and
equipment pricing from Motorola. He mentioned that both departments must commit to
purchase before November 17, 2017. This contract will allow making payments over seven
(7) years; the first payment will be one calendar year from delivery of the radios.

2. C. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding
Resolution No. 2013. A resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San
Luis, Arizona authorizing and directing the entering into an Intergovernmental
Agreement between the City of San Luis and the City of Yuma for mutual aid and
assistance for fire, medical, hazardous material, CBRNE, mass casualty emergencies,
technical rescue, and operational support. (Hank Green, Fire Chief)

Mr. Hank Green, Fire Chief, informed that this is a renewal of the Intergovernmental
Agreement that will allow each agency to assist each other, should the need arise, regardless
of the type of event. This agreement will facilitate the interactions, operations, and
responsibilities between the two communities and departments. One of the features with this
agreement is the inclusion of the traffic signal preemption system (OPTICOM®). This system
is installed at all signalized traffic intersections within the City of Yuma and provides a green
signal light to the direction of approach of the apparatus. The San Luis Fire Department will
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be able to access the City of Yuma’s OPTICOM® system when transporting medical patients
to Yuma Regional Medical Center (YRMC). San Luis will include this system in all future
signalized intersections within the city, and this project is part of the Capital Improvement
Project that will retrofit the existing six (6) signalized intersections.

2. D. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding the
NEOGOV Software, License Subscription, Maintenance, and GovernmentJobs.com
contract renewal. (Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources)

Ms. Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources, informed that this is a renewal of the
software currently utilized since 2014, this software is for the recruitment of new positions.
This software is unique and has a copyright; the software is an exclusive service. She stated
that staff is recommending a five-year contract renewal, this will allow staff to continue with
the services without interruptions. She informed that a one-year and a five-year contract are
attached to the item for review and consideration.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked if this software has been beneficial for the city.
Ms. Jenkins replied this software has been very beneficial.

2. E. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding
Resolution No. 2012. A resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San
Luis, Arizona amending the Personnel Policies Sections HR-4-01 and HR-4-05 on sick
leave benefits. (Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources)

Ms. Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources, informed that this is to amend the
Personnel Policies regarding sick leave benefits. She stated that Arizona State Legislature
passed new statutes requiring employers to provide “paid sick time” for part-time employees
up to 40-hours per fiscal year and other related “paid sick time” benefits.

2. F. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters

regarding formal approval and ratification of the City of San Luis Salary Schedule
for certain positions starting pay rate and skills pay for Fiscal Year 2014-2015
and 2016-2017. (Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources)

Ms. Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources, explained that it was brought to Human
Resources attention that there was a discrepancy in the starting pay rate and skills pay for
some positions in the Fire and Police Departments. She informed that after extensive
research on said discrepancies it was determined and concluded that the starting pay rate for
some positions as well as pay skills was not applied as proposed nor adopted during
thefiscal year budget. Therefore, Human Resources Department is recommending that the
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identified salaries and skills pay for Fiscal Years 2014-2015 and 2016-2017 are ratified by
Council action.

Mr. Tadeo De La Hoya, City Manager, informed that this item would come in the form of a
resolution for Mayor and Council’'s approval.

2. G. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding a
proposed resolution declaring as a public record the "2017 S-3 Supplement to the
Codeof Ordinances of the City of San Luis. A resolution of the Mayor and City Council
of the City of San Luis, Arizona, declaring as a public record that certain document
filed with the City Clerk and titled "2017 S-3 Supplement to the Code of Ordinances of
the City of San Luis, Arizona.” (Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk)

Ms. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, informed that this resolution declares the “2017 S-3
Supplement to the Code of Ordinances of the City of San Luis” a public record, this is the
third supplement to the City Code.

2. H. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding the
proposed ordinance enacting and adopting a supplement to the Code of Ordinances
for the City of San Luis, Arizona. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the
City of San Luis, Arizona, enacting and adopting the third supplement titled "2017 S-3
Supplement to the Code of Ordinances for the City of San Luis, Arizona"; repealing
any conflicting provisions; and providing for severability. (Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk)

Ms. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, informed that this ordinance adopts the “2017 S-3
Supplement to the Code of Ordinance of the City of San Luis”.

2. 1. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding
Resolution No. 2015. A resolution of the Mayor and Council of the City of San Luis,
Arizona, declaring as a public record that certain document filed with the City Clerk
and titled "2012-2014 Amendments and the Codified Version of Ordinance 357 to
the Tax Code of the City of San Luis.” (Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney)

Ms. Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney, informed that this ordinance adopts the tax
amendments already codified into the Tax Code of the City of San Luis by the Municipal Tax
Code Commission. This proposed resolution will establish such document as public records
and direct the City Clerk to maintain three (3) copies on file.

2. J. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding a
proposed ordinance. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San
Luis, Arizonarelating to adopting "The 2012-2014 Amendments and the Codified
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Version of Ordinance No. 357 to the Tax Code of the City of San Luis” by reference;
establishing effective dates; providing for severability; and providing penalties for
violations. (Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney)

Ms. Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney, informed that this ordinance would adopt “The 2012-
2014 Amendments to the Tax Code of the City of San Luis”.

2. K. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding the
Roadway Naming and Addressing Policy. (Jose A. Guzman, Acting Director of
Planning & Zoning)

Mr. Jose A. Guzman, Acting Director of Planning & Zoning, informed that this policy has been
reviewed by the review committee and the legal department. This policy will establish
procedures for addressing properties and roadway naming and re-naming.

2. L. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding Text
Amendment Case No. 2017-0664. A request by the City of San Luis for a text
amendment to the San Luis City Code, Chapter 152 Zoning Regulations to amend the
provisions for side yard setback for R1-6 zoning district and to clarify applicability of
design and development standards for single detached dwelling lots created prior to
March 1, 2016. (Jose A. Guzman, Acting Director of Planning and Zoning)

Mr. Jose A. Guzman, Acting Director of Planning and Zoning, informed that this text
amendment would allow reduction of side yard setbacks from 7 to 5 feet with a minimum of
two-hour fire resistive construction.

2. M. Update/discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters
regarding employee incentive, retention, training, and development programs in place
for City of San Luis employees. (Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco and Olivia
Jenkins, Director of Human Resources)

Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco stated that she has noticed that there have been
several employees retiring, those positions will have to be filled. She mentioned that she
would like to see if there is an incentive program to retain or to attract new employees to fill
those positions.

Ms. Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources, mentioned that one of the Human
Resources Department projects is to incorporate a succession plan for the city. Also, to
encourage managers to train their staff to step up when they retire.
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Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco asked how is training determined for employees to
attend. She mentioned that in the organization she works for employees are required to
attend certain hours of training a year.

Mr. Tadeo A. De La Hoya replied that this would depend on the position, supervisor and
department head. The employee requests the training or the employee is sent by the
supervisor/manager.

Ms. Jenkins replied that trainings are contingent to budget for the department and at the
discretion of the department head. There are some jobs that require certifications and
training; then the employees need to take that training to maintain the certification current for
those positions. She informed that some in-house trainings are offered online, those
trainings are required by the risk pool insurance, as they require that training is provided to
employees on safety, customer service, etc.

Council Member Matias Rosales mentioned that in a work session it was discussed incentive
programs in other cities to retain public safety personnel, one of the incentives discussed was
helping the employees with closing costs for a new home. He asked if this has been looked
at.

Mr. De La Hoya replied that this topic is in the personnel attorneys list to review to find the
legalities to be able to do that.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez suggested looking at what the City of Yuma is doing for their
employees and not reinvent the wheel. He mentioned that this is something that needs to be
done to retain employees.

Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco asked if there are employees taking advantage of the
tuition reimbursement program.

Ms. Jenkins replied that there are employees taking advantage of the incentive and are
dedicated to improving their professional growth.

Mr. Hank Green, Fire Chief, stated that he would support everything that can be done to have
a succession planning in the city to improve the professionalism of the entire organization not
just the San Luis Fire Department. He informed his concern is that the city continues to
invest in trainings then lose the employees. He stated that he has been working with the City
Manager and the Human Resources Department in a retention and education contract to
keep the investment.
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Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco congratulated the Human Resources for the wellness
program. She asked staff to continue to promote this program and try to have more activities
for the employees.

2. N. Update and/or status on any and all matters regarding the Miss San Luis Pageant
community event. (Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco and Lizandro Galaviz,
Director of Parks & Recreation)

Mr. Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks and Recreation, informed that Miss San Luis Pageant
was a non-profit that did not belong to the City of San Luis. This pageant was organized and
ran by an outside agency.

Mr. Jesus Meza, Assistant Director of Parks and Recreation, informed that the idea will be to
include this event to the Founder's Day celebration, as this has always been part of this
event. He added that the main idea is to build a program which will be the same concept to
integrate the program. He informed that before this program it was just a local pageant and
as years passed it got to state level. Furthermore, he mentioned that as the program is put
together, it will be a local pageant to re-establish the tradition in San Luis and in the future
look into going to state level. Mr. Meza commented that staff would work with local agencies
to sponsor this program.

Mr. Galaviz added that the idea is to bring back this event at a local level, then in the future
work with the non-profit to see if they will be interested in providing their services for the
event.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez stated that he agrees with Mr. Galaviz about bringing this event at a
local level, but he does not agree that the city supports the non-profit. The reason is the city
was the main sponsor of this event, and it was not recognized. He mentioned that while this
event was ran by the non-profit, there were too many complaints from the parents about not
receiving the awards and paying for their own expenses. He stated that the city should not
support the non-profit and added that if the city is doing an event like the Miss San Luis
Pageant, then the city should run its own event.

Mr. Galaviz stated that the city would be able to work with the local schools to promote this
event. He mentioned that the idea is that the Miss San Luis would be able to represent the
city in the different events.

2. O. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding
installation of splash padsin city parks. (Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco and
Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks & Recreation)
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Mr. Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks and Recreation, mentioned that this item was
discussed during the Capital Improvement Plan. He stated that one of the challenges is that
equipment can be expensive but there are different price ranges for this, it all depends on
what the city wants. He commented that one of the ideas is to utilize a pond system that can
be used to supply the splash pad. Mr. Galaviz added that the possible locations for this
project would be the Joe Ordufio Park and the PPEP Park, as the others are retention basins.

Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco asked if this project will be proposed for next fiscal
year’'s budget.

Mr. Galaviz replied that this project is on the list for next fiscal year’s budget. He informed
that staff has looked at other possible areas in the community.

3. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
adjourn the meeting at approximately 7:26 p.m. Motion passed unanimously.



MINUTES
Regular Council Meeting
San Luis City Council
San Luis Council Chambers
1090 E. Union Street
November 8, 2017
7:00 p.m.

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Mayor Gerardo Sanchez called the Regular City
Council meeting to order at approximately 7:00 p.m.

PRESENT: Mayor Gerardo Sanchez
Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos
Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr.
Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
Council Member Matias Rosales
Council Member Gloria Torres
Council Member Ruben Walshe

OTHERS PRESENT: Tadeo De La Hoya, City Manager
Melissa Lopez, Deputy City Clerk
Andrea Ruiz, Municipal Court
Carlos Cortes, Assistant Director of Finance
Derek Duenas, I.T. Manager
Enrique Partida, Recreation Coordinator
Estella Diaz, Custodian
Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works
Francia Alonso, Administrative Coordinator
Hank Green, Fire Chief
Jenny Torres, Economic Development Manager
Jorge Mungaray, L.T. Technician
Jorge Perez, Billing & Collections Manager
Jose Guzman, Acting Director of Planning & Zoning
Jesus Meza, Assistant Director of Parks & Recreation
Kay Macuil, City Attorney
Kristin McManus, Municipal Court Judge
Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks & Recreation
Marco Santana, Police Department
Nigel Reynoso, Police Department
Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources
Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police
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Ric Bauermann, Fire Department
Yolanda Duefas, Facilities Supervisor
Cesar Neyoy, Reporter

Eduardo Garcia, Factor Sales
Francisca Guzman, Translator

Lee Maness, Visitor

Lucy Lopez, Reporter

Maria Robles, Resident

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr.
3. INVOCATION

The Invocation was led by Mr. Hank Green, Fire Chief.

4. PRESENTATIONS

4. A. Introduction of the 2017 City of San Luis new hires for the third quarter from
July through September 2017. (Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources)

Ms. Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources, presented the new hires for the third
quarter.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez welcomed the new employees to the team.

4. B. Presentation of retirement plaque to Ms. Ketie St. Louis for her 10 years of
service to the City of San Luis. (Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources and
Tadeo A. De La Hoya, City Manager)

Ms. Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources, presented the retirement plaque to
Ms. Ketie St. Louis for her 10 years of service to the City adding that Ms. St. Louis
declined to receive the award as she did not have time to stop by.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez read the inscription on the plague for the members of the
public and stated that Ms. St. Louis has been a key part of the city investments and is
one of the reasons why the city is where it is today. He added that City Council will
forever be grateful for what she has done. Mayor Gerardo Sanchez requested the
plague to be sent out certified to ensure she receives it.
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5. CONSENT AGENDA

5.A. MINUTES OF
-Work Session held July 19, 2017
-Special Council meeting held July 25, 2017

5.B. DISBURSEMNTS FROM OCTOBER 16, 2017 THROUGH OCTOBER 29, 2017
Total Disbursements $750,610.42
(Seven Hundred Fifty Thousand, Six Hundred Ten Dollars and Forty-Two Cents)

5. C. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding the
contract for the Court Interpreter for the San Luis Municipal Court. (Kristin
McManus, Municipal Court Judge)

5. D. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding approval
of a contract for the ComicCon event in San Luis, Arizona for Fiscal Year 2017 -
2018. (Tadeo A. De La Hoya, City Manager)

5. E. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding payment of
the judgement in the tax case of APS versus the City of San Luis and authorizing
the use of City Council Contingency Budget. (Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney)

5. F. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding the
purchase agreement for portable radios for the City of San Luis Fire and Police
Departments. (Hank Green, Fire Chief and Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of
Police)

5. G. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding the
NEOGOV Software, License Subscription, Maintenance, and
GovernmentJobs.com contract renewal. (Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human
Resources)

5. H. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding formal
approval and ratification of the City of San Luis Salary Schedule for certain
positions starting pay rate and skills pay for Fiscal Year 2014-2015 and 2016-2017.
(Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources)

5. 1. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding Resolution
No.2012. A resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San Luis,



Minutes

Regular City Council Meeting
November 8,2017

Page 4 of 10

Arizona amending the Personnel Policies Sections HR-4-01 and HR-4-05 on sick
leave benefits. (Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources)

5. J. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding Resolution
No. 2014. A resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San Luis,
Arizona, declaring as a public record that certain document filed with the City
Clerk and titled “2012-2014 Amendments and the 2016 Amendment of Local
Option V (Tier Tax) to the City of San Luis Tax Code.” (Kay Marion Macuil, City
Attorney)

Ms. Kay Macuil, City Attorney, commented that the agreement for item 5. F. has been
updated to reflect the agreement with the City of San Luis and not the City of Yuma.

MOTION: Council Member Matias Rosales/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
approve the Consent Agenda with the changes mentioned by legal regarding the
contract with Motorola changing the name from Yuma to San Luis. Motion passed
unanimously.

6. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ITEMS

6. A. Discussion and possible action on any all matters regarding the proposed
agreement with Portable Practical Education Preparation, Inc. (PPEP) for Fiscal
Year 2017-2018. (Tadeo A. De La Hoya, City Manager)

Mr. Tadeo A. De La Hoya, City Manager, stated that this agreement was presented to
Mayor and City Council during a work session. Mr. De La Hoya stated that the
agreement was not part of the Consent Agenda as it needed a motion to approve and
ratify the agreement. He assured Mayor and Council that the agreement is the same
one that was presented during the work session.

Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos commented that Council Member Ruben Walshe and
she attended the PPEP Graduation and stated that all the graduates will be continuing
their education at Arizona Western College. She added that they also broke last year's
record on cans donations for the Yuma Community Food Bank.

Council Member Ruben Walshe added that the graduating class completed more than
9,000 hours in community service.
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Mayor Gerardo Sanchez congratulated the PPEP graduates and thanked them for the
time dedicated to the city. Mayor Gerardo Sanchez also thanked City Council for
continuing to support PPEP.

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos to approve
and ratify the contract with PPEP, Inc. for the Fiscal Year 2017-2018 in the amount of
$26,000.00. Motion passed unanimously.

6. B. Public hearing followed by discussion and possible action on any and all
matters regarding recommendation on the Agent Change, Acquisition of Control
and/or Restructure application submitted to the Arizona Department of Liquor
Licenses and Control by Michael Joseph Bashaon behalf of Food City #127,
located at 576 S. Main Street, San Luis, Arizona. (Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk)

A. Open public hearing

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
to open public hearing. Motion passed unanimously.

1. Presentation by Staff and/or Applicant

Ms. Melissa Lopez, Deputy City Clerk, stated that the application for the Agent Change,
Acquisition of Control and/or Restructure from the Arizona Department of Liquor
Licenses and control was received by the Office of the City Clerk and was posted at the
site for 20 days. Ms. Lopez added that staff recommends approval of the application as
no comments against or in favor of the application were received.

2. Call to the Public on this item

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked if this was done previously.

Ms. Lopez replied that it was the second time they did an agent change.

There were no further comments

B. Close public hearing

MOTION: Council Member Matias Rosales/Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco to
close public hearing. Motion passed unanimously.
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C. Action on the recommendation of the Agent Change, Acquisition of
Control, and/or Restructure application to the Arizona Department of Liquor
Licenses and Control.

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Council Member Mario Buchannan Jr. to
recommend approval of the application as presented to the Arizona Department of
Liquor Licenses and Control. Motion passed with six (6) ayes and one (1) nay from
Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos.

6. C. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding First
Reading of Ordinance No. 370. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the
City of San Luis, Arizona, enacting and adopting the Third Supplement to the
Code of Ordinances for the City of San Luis, Arizona; providing for penalties;
repealing any conflicting provisions, providing for severability. (Sonia Cornelio,
City Clerk)

Ms. Kay Macuil, City Attorney, stated that the supplements to the Code of Ordinances
was a routine matter and that with every new law that is passed by Mayor and City
Council the Code of Ordinances has to be updated. She added that the since 2012 this
supplement would be the third.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez thanked the City Clerk’s Office for their hard work.

MOTION: Council Member Matias Rosales/Council Member Gloria Torres to approve
Ordinance No. 370 by title only. Motion passed unanimously.

Ms. Melissa Lopez, City Clerk, read Ordinance No. 370 by title only.

6. D. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding First
Reading of Ordinance No.371. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the
City of San Luis, Arizona relating to adopting the “2012-2014 Amendments and
2016 Amendment of Local Option V (Tier Tax) to the San Luis Tax Code by
reference; establishing effective dates; providing for severability; and providing
penalties for violations. (Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney)

Ms. Kay Macuil, City Attorney, stated that the State of Arizona centralizes all the Tax
Codes on a website within the Arizona Department of Revenue. Ms. Macuil further
explained the City Council would be adopting the 2012-2014 amendments as that is
what is done with the state and the 2016 Tier Tax would also be adopted into the San
Luis Tax Code by reference.
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MOTION: Council Member Matias Rosales/Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco to
approve the First Reading of Ordinance No. 371 by title only. Motion passed
unanimously.

A. Action on First Reading of Ordinance No. 371 by title only
(City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 371 by title only)

Ms. Melissa Lopez, Deputy City Clerk, read Ordinance No. 371 by title only.

6. E. Discussion and possible action on and all matters regarding Resolution No.
2016. A resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San Luis, Arizona
adopting the City of San Luis Roadway Naming and Addressing Policy. (Jose A.
Guzman, Acting Director of Planning and Zoning)

Mr. Jose Guzman, Acting Director of Planning and Zoning, stated that Resolution No.
2016 was presented to Council during a work session adding that the resolution would
establish a procedure for naming new streets and renaming existing property.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked for clarification in regards to a policy that stated that the
person had to be deceased for twelve (12) years for a street to be renamed for them.

Mr. Guzman stated that Mayor and City Council has the power to override that rule if
need be. Mr. Guzman added that if City Council would like to name a street section, the
policy would not be applied.

Council Member Gloria Torres stated that there are several houses that don't match the
street names, in particular streets like 61 Street. Council Member Gloria Torres added
that in different cities the house numbers match the street name. She asked if there
would be a problem with changing house numbers to match street names.

Mr. Guzman replied that house numbers are based off of the base lines which defines
were the North, South, East, and West of the city are to the address. Mr. Guzman
added that the base line was set up more than 20 years from the South West corner of
the city.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez commented that the renaming of the streets will be an easier
process now and thanked Planning and Zoning for putting together the policy.
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MOTION: Council Member Matias Rosales/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
approve and adopt Resolution No. 2016. Motion passed unanimously.

6. F. Public hearing followed by discussion and possible action on any and all
matters regarding Text Amendment Case No. 2017-0664 and First Reading of
Ordinance No. 372. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San
Luis, Arizona, amending the San Luis City Code, Chapter 152 Zoning Regulations
Section 152.078(E) — Table No. 3 Development Standards to amend the provisions
for side yard setback for R1-6 zoning district; Amending Subsections 152.091(A)
and (B)(1) to clarify applicability of design and development standards for single
detached residence dwelling lots created prior to March 1, 2016; repealing any
conflicting provisions; and providing for severability. (Jose A. Guzman, Acting
Director of Planning and Zoning)

A. Open public hearing

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Gloria Torres to open
public hearing. Motion passed unanimously.

1. Presentation by staff and/or applicant

Mr. Jose Guzman, Acting Director of Planning and Zoning stated that this item was
presented during the previous work session and further explained that text amendment
would be to allow the reduction of side yard setback from seven (7) to five (5) feet.

2. Call to the public on this item

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez commented that every year the number of applicants that
apply for setback reductions increase because lots were to small and people wanted to
build larger homes. Mayor Gerardo Sanchez commented that this would make things a
lot easier and stated itis a big positive for the city.

Mr. Guzman added that this would make a difference on the number of variances the
city has to process.

Mr. Tadeo De La Hoya, City Manager, stated for the record that the changes would be
for the side setback and not front and back.

B. Close public hearing

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Gloria Torres to close
public hearing. Motion passed unanimously.

C. Action on First Reading of Ordinance No. 372 by title only
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MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
approve the First Reading of Ordinance No. 372 by title only. Motion passed
unanimously.

(City Clerk to read Ordinance by title only)

Ms. Melissa Lopez, Deputy City Clerk, read Ordinance No. 372 by title only.

7. SUMMARY OF CURRENT EVENTS

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez reported that he and City Council attended the ground
breaking for the San Luis Port of Entry | Pedestrian Annex Building on November 7th.
Mayor Gerardo Sanchez added that Governor Doug Ducey was present along with
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), General Services Administration (GSA),
and Mayor Reina from San Luis Rio Colorado were present and added that they
covered a huge milestone in regards to south bound traffic and added that they are in
the works on getting a solution to the ingress into Mexico. He added that itis a great
time for the City of San Luis, adding that there will be a lot of changes inthe next five (5)
years relating to the Ports of Entry, Economic Development, Planning and Zoning, and
Public Works.

Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos reported that on November 7t she attended the
Border Liaison Unit Workshop in San Luis Rio Colorado. She added that she was there
to show that the City of San Luis supports of the ADOT adding that truck crossing
through the City San Luis has increased 8.6%. Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos
included that she too attended the Arizona and Mexico: Leading with Trade Governor's
Luncheon on November 8th adding that the collaboration between Arizona/Mexico
Commission is growing stronger.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez thanked Governor Ducey for showing an interest.
8. CALL TO THE PUBLIC

Ms. Maria Robles, 1195 California Avenue, San Luis, Arizona invited Mayor and City
Council to attend and be a part of the Thanksgiving supper in the City of San Luis. Ms.
Robles stated that Gethsemani Church would be doing this event for the 17" year and
being able to gather and assist the families in need. This year their focus will be on the
field work.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez thanked Ms. Robles and Ms. Julie for the invite and stated that
itis a good idea to host the event in the area where the field workers’ busses park, as it
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could be their only hot meal for the day adding that itis a positive impact for the
community.

Mr. Eduardo Garcia, 676 North Archibald Avenue, San Luis, Arizona read a letter in
which he gave thanking the Mayor, City Council, and City staff for their work for the city.

Council Member Gloria Torres thanked Mr. Garcia for his kind words.

Mr. Pedro Camacho, former City of San Luis employee, presented a request to Mayor
and City Council regarding legal matter between the City of San Luis and himself. Mr.
Camacho proceeded to hand out copies of the legal document to the Mayor and City
Council.

Ms. Kay Macuil, City Attorney, stated that any legal matters relating to the Mayor and
City Council are handled through her as she is their representative and attorney. She
added that the documents can be handed to her.

Mr. Camacho for the record stated that a copy was made for each member of City
Council. Mr. Camacho read the request, stating that a debt amount from the City of San
Luis is pending and past due.

Ms. Macuil after reviewing the documents handed by Mr. Camacho stated that the
documents cites a case that was dismissed in 2012 adding that there is no money due.
She reviewed the file prior to the meeting, as he had notified that he was going to be
present and stated that there were settlements made but were refused by Mr. Camacho
and the case ended in dismissal. She explained that Mr. Camacho could take it up with
the City of San Luis Risk Pool she also added that she will be showing him the
documents that the case has been dismissed.

9. ADJOURNMENT
MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Ruben Walshe to

adjourn the Regular Council Meeting at approximately 8:00 p.m. Motion passed
unanimously.



MINUTES
Special Council Meeting
San Luis City Council
San Luis Council Chambers
1090 E. Union Street
November 21, 2017
6:30 p.m.

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Mayor Gerardo Sanchez called the Special City
Council meeting to order at approximately 6:38 p.m.

PRESENT: Mayor Gerardo Sanchez
Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos
Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. (arrived at approximately 6:41 p.m.)
Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
Council Member Gloria Torres
Council Member Ruben Walshe

ABSENT: Council Member Matias Rosales

OTHERS PRESENT: Tadeo De La Hoya, City Manager
Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk
Axel Chaira, L.T. Department
Carlos Cortes, Assistant Director of Finance
Derek Duenas, I.T. Manager
Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works
Hank Green, Fire Chief
Jose Guzman, Acting Director of Planning & Zoning
Jesus Meza, Assistant Director of Parks & Recreation
Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks & Recreation
Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources
Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police
Ric Bauermann, Fire Inspector
Emma Torres, Campesinos Sin Fronteras
Liliana Arroyo, Campesinos Sin Fronteras
Pamela Green, Visitor

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco.
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3. INVOCATION

The invocation was made by Mr. Hank Green, Fire Chief.

4. PROCLAMATION

4. A. Dia Del Campesino December 2, 2017

Mrs. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, read the proclamation in its entirety.

Ms. Emma Torres, Campesinos Sin Fronteras, thanked Mayor Gerardo Sanchez and
City Council for the continuous support provided to this event.

5. CONSENT AGENDA

MINUTES OF

- Work Session held August 2, 2017

- Regular City Council meeting held August 9, 2017
- Work Session held August 16, 2017

- Regular City Council meeting held August 23, 2017
- Special City Council meeting held August 30, 2017

DISBURSEMENTS FROMOCTOBER 30, 2017 THROUGH NOVEMBER 12, 2017
Total Disbursements $472,991.06

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco to
approve the Consent Agenda as presented. Motion passed unanimously.

6. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ITEMS:

6. A. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding the City of
San Luis accepting and ratifying slurry seal application services from American
Pavement Preservation for application of Type 2 and Type 3 slurry seal as part
of the 2018 Pavement Preservation Project. (Eulogio Vera, Director of Public
Works)

Mr. Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works, explained that American Pavement
Preservation does the slurry seal for the city. Some services have already been paid so
staff is asking for ratification for past payment and approval to go forward with more
pavement preservation while American Pavement Preservation isin our area. Staffis
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still working on the selection of streets that will receive slurry seal but attached is a map
which shows streets that have received either slurry or chip seal in the last three (3)
years.

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. / Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
to ratify, approve and accept the services of Pavement Preservation for the application
of slurry seal in the amount of $220,000.00 as presented. Motion passed unanimously.

6. B. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding approval
of the Proposal for Engineering Services for the design of new lines to improve
the reliability of the water system in east San Luis. (Eulogio Vera, Director of
Public Works)

Mr. Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works, explained the overall benefit of the new lines
to improve the reliability of the water system in east San Luis. A proposal for
engineering services was received from James Davey and Associates for the East
Mesa Water Line project. This would be for the design of 12-inch water lines along
County 23-1/2 Street from Avenue E-1/2 to Avenue E and also from Avenue E to
Avenue D, along Avenue E from County 23-1/2 Street to about County 23-3/4 Street (to
the line planned as a part of the San Luis Port Subdivision), and along Avenue D from
County 24th Street to County 25th Street; approximately 2-3/4 miles of water line
altogether.

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
approve and accept the proposal for engineering services from James Davey and
Associates in an amount not to exceed $46,300.00. Motion passed unanimously.

6. C. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding Resolution
No.2018. A resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San Luis,
Arizona authorizing and directing the entering into an intergovernmental
agreement with the Yuma County Flood Control District relating to the San Luis
Area Phase Il Drainage Improvements. (Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works)

Mr. Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works, explained the Yuma County Flood Control
District is mainly expanding the downtown storm drain system to collect storm water
from the old areas of downtown that do not have retention basins. The city has a need
for storm water collection improvements upon the mesa, resulting from the development
of homes and businesses that went in before development standards for drainage
existed.
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Under this intergovernmental agreement, the district will pay for the design and the
construction. The city will review plans and comment, will coordinate utility relocation
necessary for the project and will acquire all required property, right of way needed for
the project. Staff recommends approval of this essential project.

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. / Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
to approve and adopt Resolution No. 2018. Motion passed unanimously.

6. D. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding the
approval of the organizational audits and assessments contract for the San Luis
Police Department by Exceptional Training, LLC. (Richard Jessup, Acting Chief
of Police)

Mr. Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police, requested that this item be continued as
there are some discrepancies who the department will actually go with. The last time
the Police Department was audited was 10-15 years ago. There has not been a best
practice done on the department.

Council Member Gloria Torres asked if when the city’s audit is performed are the Police
and Fire Departments audited as well.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez responded itis different and they have their own auditing for
policies and procedures and a certified auditor is required. It isimportant that the
different departments are audited to make sure and assure that the city is providing the
best quality.

Mr. Hank Green, Fire Chief, stated the insurance services office is the auditing agency
for the Fire Department and they are completely separate from finance and numbers but
they evaluate the department’s ability to fight fire.

MOTION: Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr.
to continue the item to the next scheduled City Council meeting. Motion passed
unanimously.
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6.E. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding Resolution
No.2017. A resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San Luis,
Arizonato authorize the City of San Luis Police Department to receive funding for
the Impaired Driver/DUI Alcohol Enforcement and STEP/Selective Traffic
Enforcement projects by approving Highway Safety Contracts 2018-405d-045 &
2018-PTS-060 between the City of San Luis, Arizona through the San Luis Police
Department and the Governor's Office of Highway Safety. (Richard Jessup,
Acting Chief of Police)

Mr. Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police, explained that the City of San Luis Police
Department (SLPD) has been awarded two (2) grants and awarded a total of
$22,000.00 to support additional overtime and employee related expenses to enhance
Driving Under the Influence (DUI) and traffic enforcement throughout the City of San
Luis.

The SLPD has been awarded $10,000.00 for the Impaired Driver/DUI Alcohol
Enforcement project under Contract No. 2018-405d-045 to support personnel services
and employee related expenses to enhance DUI alcohol enforcement and education
throughout the City of San Luis. Additional manpower will allow the SLPD to increase its
DUI task force efforts, and will improve the ability to enforce DUI laws.

The SLPD has been awarded $12,000.00 for the STEP/Selective Traffic Enforcement
project under Contract No. 2018-PTS-060 to support personnel services and employee
related expenses to enhance speed enforcement and education throughout the City of
San Luis. Additional manpower under this grant will allow the SLPD to increase its
police traffic efforts and will improve the ability to enforce speeding laws.

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
to approve and adopt Resolution No. 2017. Motion passed unanimously.

6.F. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding Second
Reading of Ordinance No. 370. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the
City of San Luis, Arizona, enacting and adopting the Third Supplement to the
Code of Ordinances for the City of San Luis, Arizona; repealing any conflicting
provisions, and providing for severability. (Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk)

Mrs. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, stated that this ordinance is to include the 3
Supplement to the City Code which includes Ordinances No. 343-361.

A. Approval of Second Reading of Ordinance No. 370 by title only
(City Clerk to read Ordinance by title only)
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MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Gloria Torres to
approve Ordinance No. 370 by title only. Motion passed unanimously.

Mrs. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, read Ordinance No. 370 by title only.
B. Approval and adoption of Ordinance No. 370

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
to approve and adopt Ordinance No. 370. Motion passed unanimously.

6.G. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding the Second
Reading of Ordinance No. 371. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the
City of San Luis, Arizonarelating to adopting the "2012-2014 Amendments and
2016 Amendment of Local Option V (Tier Tax) to the San Luis Tax Code" by
reference; establishing effective dates; providing for severability; and providing
penalties for violations. (Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney)

Ms. Kay Macuil, City Attorney, explained that Ordinance No. 371 is the city’s adoption
which is the so-called “rubber stamp” on the tax code amendments passed and
approved by the Municipal Tax Code Commission. Under A.R.S. 842-6053(A), the taxes
are valid once they are posted on the Arizona Department of Revenue's (ADOR)
website which was done. The purpose of this system of a Model Tax Code on a central
state website is to make it easier for businesses to comply with paying taxes while doing
business around the state. The amendments that Ordinance No. 371 “rubber stamps”
are all of the Model City Tax Code changes approved by the Municipal Tax Code
Commission since the last approval (“rubber stamp”) inthe 2014 City of San Luis
Ordinance No. 328. The amendments cover 2012 through 2014 plus the Municipal Tax
Code Commission’s approved Tier Tax for the City of San Luis that became effective
June 1, 2016.

A. Approval of Second Reading of Ordinance No. 371 by title only
(City Clerk to read Ordinance by title only)

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
approve Second Reading of Ordinance No. 371 by title only. Motion passed

unanimously.

Mrs. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, read Ordinance No. 371 by title only.
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B. Approval and adoption of Ordinance No. 371

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Ruben Walshe to
approve and adopt Ordinance No. 371. Motion passed unanimously.

6.H. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding

Subdivision Case No. 2015-0482F. A request by Nicklaus Engineering on behalf of
San Luis Port L.L.C., Stephen Shadle, owner, for the final plat approval of San
Luis Port Subdivision. The property is located at the northeast corner of Avenue
E and County 24th Street. (Jose A. Guzman, Acting Director of Planning and
Zoning)

Mr. Jose Guzman, Acting Director of Planning & Zoning, explained that this request is
for the final plat approval of the first phase of San Luis Port Subdivision. Phase 1 will
consist of 8 lots ranging in size from 1.71 to 4 acres in a total of 27 acres. The entire
subdivision contains approximately 228 acres. At this time, the property is vacant but
has been used for agricultural activities in the past. Zoned as Rural Area- 10 acres
(RA-10) for many years, it was rezoned as a combination of General Commercial (C-2),
Light Industrial (L-I), Medium Density Residential (R-2), and High Density Residential
(R-3). The zoning districts within the first phase are C-2 and L-1. Staff recommends
approval of the request with the condition that the developer addresses letter from staff
dated November 13, 2017.

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./VVice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos to
approve the final plat on the condition that the developer address the letter from staff
dated November 13, 2017. Motion passed unanimously.

6.l. Discussion and possible action on any all matters regarding Second Reading
of Ordinance No. 372. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the City of
San Luis, Arizona, amending the San Luis City Code, Chapter 152 Zoning
Regulations Section 152.078(E) - Table No. 3 Development Standards to amend
the provisions for side yard setback for R1-6 zoning district; Amending
Subsections 152.091(A) and (B)(1) to clarify applicability of design and
development standards for single detached residence dwelling lots created prior
to March 1, 2016; repealing any conflicting provisions; and providing for
severability. (Jose A. Guzman, Acting Director of Planning and Zoning)

Mr. Jose Guzman, Acting Director of Planning & Zoning, mentioned that this proposed
amendment will allow the reduction of the side yard setback from 7 feet to 5 feet on lots
in an R1-6 district and the existing lots in R-2 districts.
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However, construction with setbacks of less than 7 feet but no greater than 5 feet must
be constructed with a minimum of a 2-hour fire resistive construction. Staff
recommends approval and adoption of Ordinance No. 372.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez, thanked staff for working on this ordinance and added that
having a two (2) hour fire resistive wall makes a difference.

A. Second Reading of Ordinance No. 372 by title only.
(City Clerk to read Ordinance No. 372 by title only)

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Council Member Africa Luna Carrasco to
approve Second Reading of Ordinance No. 372 by title only. Motion passed
unanimously.

Mrs. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, read Ordinance No. 372 by title only.
B. Approval and adoption of Ordinance No. 372.

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Ruben Walshe to
approve and adopt Ordinance No. 372. Motion passed unanimously.

6.J. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding First
Reading of Ordinance No. 373. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the
City of San Luis, Arizona changing the San Luis City Code by deleting Section
30.076 on prohibiting same day passage of ordinances, by amending sections
30.77 and 30.78 to allow for one reading and same day passage of ordinances;
repealing any conflicting provisions; and providing for severability. (Kay Marion
Macuil, City Attorney)

Ms. Kay Macuil, City Attorney, explained that the purpose of this ordinance is to
eliminate delay in passing ordinances where State law allows for it. Currently the City
Code requires two (2) readings of ordinances. The first and second readings must be
on different days.

This proposed ordinance requires only one reading of ordinances and allows for
passage on the same day as the reading. This ordinance does not change the
effective date of ordinances because state law requires a 30-day wait for an ordinance
to become effective. Only in cases of emergency can an ordinance become effective
immediately.
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A. Approval of First Reading of Ordinance 373 by title only
(City Clerk to read Ordinance by title only)

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
approve First Reading of Ordinance No. 373 by title only. Motion passed unanimously.

Mrs. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, read Ordinance No. 373 by title only.

6.K. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding First
Reading of Ordinance No. 374. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the
City of San Luis, Arizona amending Section 30.075 of the San Luis City Code by
requiring prior approval of suggested orders and Section 30.078 providing that
orders are effective immediately upon passage; repealing any conflicting
provisions; and providing for severability. (Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney)

Ms. Kay Macuil, City Attorney, stated that by state law, ordinances and resolutions
become effective 30 days after passage by City Council. Administrative actions which
are referred to frequently, are best handled by the formality of a written, numbered
document but often it is preferable that the action of Council become effective
immediately so as not to delay implementation.

In addition to ordinances and resolutions, the San Luis City Code provides for "orders"
in Section 30.080. However, there is no mention when they become

effective. Ordinance No. 374 provides that orders become effective immediately and
clarifies that "orders" receive the same review by staff that ordinances and resolutions
receive.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked if by approving this ordinance if any state or federal law
will be infringed.

Ms. Macuil responded that she still needs to review the contents of what staff wants to
do, certain things are subject to referendum, but administrative things that staff wants to
have track of.

Mr. Tadeo De La Hoya, City Manager, added that this subject came up after the City
Council adopted the resolution of the renaming policy and having the 30 day waiting
period to become effective, but had it been an order already approved by the City
Council itwould became effective immediately.
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A. Approval of First Reading of Ordinance 374 by title only
(City Clerk to read the Ordinance by title only)

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Ruben Walshe to
approve First Reading of Ordinance No. 374 by title only. Motion passed unanimously.

Mrs. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, read Ordinance No. 374 by title only.

7. SUMMARY OF CURRENT EVENTS

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez reported that they will be going to the Arizona/Mexico
Commission next week; he will be attending the William Brook’s retirement dinner in
Tucson, he will be a keynote speaker to talk about Port of Entry | and the inspection
occurring at the Port of Entry . The City of San Luis has worked very hard on this and
the City of Somerton, City of Yuma and Town of Wellton have been supportive.

8. CALL TO THE PUBLIC

There were no comments from the public.

9. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
adjourn the Special Meeting at approximately 7:29 p.m. Motion passed unanimously.



MINUTES
Work Session
San Luis City Council
San Luis Council Chambers
1090 E. Union Street
December 6, 2017
6:30p.m.

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Mayor Gerardo Sanchez called the Work Session to
order at approximately 6:36 p.m.

PRESENT:

ABSENT:

OTHERS PRESENT:

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez

Vice-Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos-arrived at 6:42 p.m.
Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr.

Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco

Council Member Matias Rosales

Council Member Gloria Torres
Council Member Ruben Walshe

Tadeo A. De La Hoya, City Manager

Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk

Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney

Andrea Ruiz, Municipal Court

Carlos Cortes, Assistant Director of Finance

Derek Duefas, IT Manager

Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works

Jenny Torres, Economic Development Manager
Jesus Meza, Assistant Director of Parks and Recreation
Laura Herrera, Assistant to Mayor and Council / PIO
Manuel Rojas, Assistant Director of Public Works
Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police

Ric Bauermann, Fire Department
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2. ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION ONLY:

2. A. Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding the
approval of a six (6) month gym service agreement between the City of San Luis and
24/7 Get Fit. (Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources and Janet Taylor, Wellness
Committee Member)

Ms. Maria Sabori, Human Resources, introduced Ms. Janet Taylor, Wellness Committee
Member.

Ms. Janet Taylor informed that the Wellness Committee met to discuss the employee's Gym
services and are recommending that the contract with 24/7 Get Fit be reviewed and
authorized for a period of six (6) months. She mentioned that the current contract with
Border Fitness Gym expires on December 31, 2017, the reasons for recommending the
change are, cleanliness concerns in both locations, air conditioning problems, outside poor
lighting, bathroom out of order in Somerton, machines are out of order and take a while to be
repaid and the majority of the machines are worn out. These issues were brought to Border
Fitness Gym attention six (6) months ago, and no effort has been made to improve these
conditions. Therefore, staff is requesting to enter into a six (6) month contract with 24/7 Get
Fit.

Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. asked if Border Fitness is aware of all the
recommendation from staff.

Ms. Maria Sabori replied that the Human Resources Department sent a notification informing
them that the Wellness Committee was considering the change and added that there was no
reply from them. The communication between the city and Border Fitness is through emalil
and normally get a response from them, but this time there was no reply from them.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked if 24/7 Get Fit Gym also offer classes or is it just aesthetics.

Ms. Taylor replied that they only offer aesthetics. However a survey was put out to the
employees, and the major concern was Zumba classes. She mentioned that Zumba classes
at the Cesar Chavez Cultural Center were offered from the Border Fithess Gym instructor as
long as they are a gym member.

Ms. Sabori explained that the Parks and Recreation Department usually charges for the
Zumba classes, but this time if an employee is a gym member, classes will be offered for
free.
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Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco asked if after the survey conducted, all employees
agreed with the changes.

Ms. Sabori replied that the survey was conducted only for the gym members currently
enrolled, from the 34 members-only 11 responses were received. From those 11 members,
6 attend classes, and 5 did not attend classes, only uses the machines. She added that all
members were also informed that the new gym did not offer classes, would that discourage
them from being in the program, four (4) members replied “Yes,” and seven (7) members
replied “No.”

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked how much will the city be spending with 24/7 Get Fit Gym.

Ms. Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney, explained that the proposed contract with 24/7 Get Fit
has a membership fee of $19.99 per employee, there is no Administrative Fee, but there is a
penalty when fewer than 15 employees participate. She added that the total penalty fee
would be $1,799.10. Furthermore, she informed that with the contract with Border Fitness
the membership fee is $22.00 per employee, $25.00 flat Administrative Fee and there is no
penalty. Both contracts have a maximum of 50 employees. Furthermore, she added that in
the proposed contract, there is a penalty if the membership is fewer than 15 or if the contract
terminates before the expiration of the contract, the city will pay $49.00 enrollment fee per
employee and pay $20.00 for a key card for every employee. Ms. Macuil stated that for the
last two and a half (2 1/2) years the city has been offering this benefit, employee participation
has not fallen below 35, the city probably will not incur the penalty.

Mr. Tadeo A. De La Hoya, City Manager, stated that he does not agree with the 30-day
clause in the proposed contract. He mentioned that it would be cheaper for the city to stay
with the contract and not terminate, because of the 30-day clause.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez stated that the benefit for employees with the proposed contract is
that they will be able to go to the gym at any time. The issue will be that the gym is always full
and that there are no machines available.

Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco asked if staff already negotiated the contract with 24/7
Get Fit.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez mentioned that this must be a negotiation as the membership fees
are lower. He commented that this benefit is only for the employee and not the family.

Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. asked how is attendance taken for members attending
to the gym.
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Ms. Taylor replied that they have a system that will record attendance.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked how will 24/7 Get Fit keep track of members attending the
gym just for the Zumba classes if they will be provided by an instructor not associated with
them.

Ms. Sabori replied that BorderFitness does not keep track of the classes taken, the numbers
were taken when the survey was done to the employees.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked staff to make sure that the contract meets the city
requirements, it is very important to review the contract.

Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco stated that she would like to ask staff to make sure
that BorderFitness has been properly informed.

Council Member Matias Rosales asked if there is a way that the city can stick with the two
gym contracts.

Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco suggested that in the future the gym membership
benefit should also include the gyms in Yuma, as there are employees that live in Yuma.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked staff to negotiate the contract with both gyms and informed
BorderFitness of the changes.

2. B.Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding a
request for the creation of city employee position of Court Interpreter. (Kristin
McManus, City Magistrate)

Ms. Andrea Ruiz, Municipal Court, informed that the Municipal Court is asking for a city
employee position of Court Interpreter. She explained that the court is currently utilizing
contract interpreters, and due to the large demand for these services in San Luis and the
certification requirements for court interpreters statewide, a salaried position is beneficial and
necessary. Ms. Ruiz made a presentation on the benefits of having a court interpreter. The
benefits estimated provided by the Finance Department for a total of $53,330.00. She
informed that the court already contracted a court interpreter services for July 1, 2017
through December 31, 2017. She stated that the court is requesting this position beginning
January 1, 2018. The full total cost for the salaried position for the remaining six (6) months
is $26,665.00.

Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco asked why itis recommended that this position come
from the general fund.



Minutes

Work Session
December 6, 2017
Page 5 of 7

Ms. Ruiz explained that the recommendation was made by the Finance Department, as all
salaried positions come out the general fund and not from the special revenues from the
court.

Mr. Carlos Cortes, Assistant Director of Finance, explained that it is not appropriate to
allocate operational salaries from the court special revenues for this reason the Finance
Department’'s recommendation is to allocate the salary from the city’s general fund.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez stated that he understands that the special revues are not
appropriate to fund operational positions, and stated that currently the city is in a tremendous
need of Police Officers if other positions are funded the general fund will get depleted and the
public safety positions will not be funded.

Ms. Ruiz commented that she understand the problem, but if this position is not funded it will
be a problem next fiscal year. She added that a full time interpreter is needed as the need is
there.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez stated that he understands that this is necessary and asked staff to
look at other options. He mentioned that at the end this position will be funded but staff
needs to look at the numbers first.

Mr. Cortes informed that there are some categories under the Internal Revenue Services,
that some contractual services falls under salaries depending of the type of services.

Council Member Matias Rosales asked how much the court currently is paying for interpreter
services.

Ms. Ruiz replied that the current salary is approximately $25,000.00, but more than one
interpreter is needed at the court. Forthe two salaries it will be approximately $40,000.00.

Council Member Matias Rosales asked when there is a downtime at the court for the
interpreter, does she help in other duties.

Ms. Ruiz replied that currently the interpreter is not allowed to do anything else as itis
stipulated in her contract that only interpreter services will be given. She added that the
benefit of creating this position and funded with city monies, is that this person will be an
employee and will be able to help with other duties. Ms. Ruiz commented that this issue was
brought up that the translator is at the court all day and works as a full-time employee but
without the benefits.
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Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked staff to research to see if there are other ways to fund this
position.

Mr. Tadeo De La Hoya, City Manager, stated that as Ms. Ruiz mentioned the current
interpreter is working as a regular employee, but from this point forward this person should
not be working as a regular employee. This person needs to start working as an independent
contractor.

Ms. Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney, explained that the current interpreter is an independent
contract and not a regular employee. She stated that there has been a misunderstanding,
this person only does interpretation services.

2. C.Discussion and possible directions to staff on any and all matters regarding a
proposed ordinance. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San
Luis, Arizona, amending subsection 51.12(C) of city code, rates and charges for
sewage collection and disposal rates and charges by amending provisions regarding
liens and provisions for enforcement of liens; repealing any conflicting provisions;
and providing for severability. (Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney)

Mr. Jorge Perez, Billing & Collections Manager, informed that currently the city provides
sewer services for Gadsden, AZ; providing sewer service without water services creates
problems as Gadsden at the time of collecting monies for those services. In the City of San
Luis if an account is delinquent in the city, then their services may be shut off then the
account holder will then pay the bill. In Gadsden, those services cannot be shut off as those
services are not provided to the town. Those account will go for years without paying the
charges. He explained that in those cases the city imposes a lien on the real property and
then foreclose for the lien. This process is time-consuming and can be a costly process.
Furthermore, he informed that the proposed ordinance will allow the city to recover its costs
which can include a reasonable attorney's fees; will bring the code into strict conformance
with state law; and it will provide that a recorded lien is behind all other previously recorded
liens. Mr. Perez explained that this ordinance does not propose new fees or charges for fees
or services.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked if services can be interrupted for the delinquent accounts.

Ms. Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney, replied that she reviewed this with Mr. Eulogio Vera,
Director of Public Works, and he stated that this will put the city in a public safety health
issue. She informed that the city currently has multiple properties owing more than
$30,000.00 from which only several owe more than $3,000.00.
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3. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco/Council Member Matias Rosales to adjourn
the Work Session at approximately 7:36 p.m. Motion passed unanimously.



MINUTES
Regular Council Meeting
San Luis City Council
San Luis Council Chambers
1090 E. Union Street
December 13, 2017
7:00 p.m.

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Mayor Gerardo Sanchez called the Regular City
Council meeting to order at approximately 7:04 p.m.

PRESENT: Mayor Gerardo Sanchez
Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos
Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr.
Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
Council Member Matias Rosales
Council Member Gloria Torres
Council Member Ruben Walshe

OTHERS PRESENT: Tadeo De La Hoya, City Manager
Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk
Angelica Cifuentes, Finance Department
Axel Chaira, L.T. Technician
Carlos Cortes, Assistant Director of Finance
Chris Hagan, Management Analyst
Derek Duefas, I.T. Manager
Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works
Hank Green, Fire Chief
Jenny Torres, Economic Development Manager
Jorge Perez, Biling & Collections Manager
Jesus Meza, Assistant Director of Parks & Recreation
Kay Macuil, City Attorney
Kristin McManus, Municipal Court Judge
Laura Herrera, PIO/Assistant to City Council
Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks & Recreation
Manuel Rojas, Assistant Director of Public Works
Ralph Velez, City Consultant
Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police
Ric Bauermann, Fire Department
Robert Solis, Fire Department
Cesar Neyoy, Reporter
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Lucy Lopez, Reporter
Raul Lomeli, Resident
Ana Lomeli, Resident

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos.
3. INVOCATION

The Invocation was led by Mr. Hank Green, Fire Chief.

4. PRESENTATIONS

4. A. Presentation of recognition plague to Antonio Carrillo for his hard work and
dedication during the 2017 San Luis Film Festival. (Lizandro Galaviz, Director of
Parks & Recreation)

Mr. Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks & Recreation, presented an award to Mr.
Antonio Carrillo for his hard work and dedication during the 2017 San Luis Film Festival.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez thanked Mr. Antonio Carillo on behalf of the city for his
devotion, dedication, and hard work during the 2017 San Luis Film Festival.

Mr. Antonio Carillo thanked Mayor Gerardo Sanchez and the citizens of San Luis for
their continuous support during the San Luis Film Festival.

4. B. Presentation of retirement recognition to Mr. Gerardo Muiioz for his 14
years of service to the City of San Luis. (Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks &
Recreation)

ftem continued to the next scheduled meeting as Mr. Mufioz was not able to be present
to receive the plaque.

5. CONSENT AGENDA
5. A. MINUTES OF

-Work Session held September 6, 2017
-Regular Council meeting held September 13, 2017
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5.B. DISBURSEMENTS FROM NOVEMBER 13,2017 THROUGH DECEMBER 13,
2017. Total Disbursements $1,254,441.86

(One Million, Two Hundred Fifty-Four Thousand, Four Hundred Forty-One Dollars and
Eighty-Six Cents)

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco to
approve the Consent Agenda as presented. Motion passed unanimously.

6. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ITEMS:

6. A. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding a request
for the creation of city employee position of Court Interpreter. (Kristin McManus,
City Magistrate)

Ms. Kristin McManus, City Magistrate, informed Mayor Gerardo Sanchez and City
Council, that there is still no definite answer for the creation of city employee position of
Court Interpreter. She requested item be continued to the next scheduled meeting.

MOTION: Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco/ Council Member Ruben Walshe to
continue the item to the next scheduled meeting. Motion passed unanimously.

6. B. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding the
approval of the organizational audits and assessments contract for the San Luis
Police Department by LD Consulting, LLC. (Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of
Police)

Mr. Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police, informed City Council about the changes
regarding the consulting company being used. It will cost them $27,850.00 which is
under their initial budget of $30,000.00. He is asking for approval from City Council in
order to proceed and start the project by January 1, 2018.

Council Member Gloria Torres disagrees with the proposal presented by Mr. Richard
Jessup.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez stated that the City Council should consider the audit, and
agreed on the idea of using an agency with no relation to the City of San Luis. Vice
Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos agreed with Mayor Gerardo Sanchez.

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos to
approve a contract with LD Consulting, LLC as presented in the amount of $27,850.00.
Motion passed with five (5) ayes and two (2) nay votes from Council Members Africa
Luna-Carrasco/Gloria Torres.
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6. C. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding Resolution
No. 2019. A resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San Luis,
Arizona, directing and authorizing the street name change of First Avenue to
William Brooks Avenue. (Mayor Gerardo Sanchez & Tadeo A. De La Hoya, City
Manager)

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez discussed the reasons why the street name of 'First Avenue'
should be changed to 'William Brooks Avenue'.

Council Member Matias Rosales agreed with Mayor Gerardo Sanchez with changing
the name of First Avenue to William Brooks Avenue for his more than Fourteen (14)
years of service.

MOTION: Council Member Matias Rosales/Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos to approve
and adopt Resolution No. 2019. Motion passed with five (5) ayes and two (2) nay votes
from Council Members Africa Luna-Carrasco/Gloria Torres.

6. D. Public Hearing followed by discussion and possible action on any and all
matters regarding a surcharge on residents of San Luis Lane between 5th and 6th
Avenues for additional infrastructure to increase circulation of water. (Eulogio
Vera, Director of Public Works)

A. Open Public Hearing

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./ Council Member Ruben Walshe to
open public hearing. Motion passed unanimously.

1. Staff presentation

Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works, stated that this project is to increase the water
circulation of San Luis Lane. The project consists of adding a six (6) inch water line to
the water distribution system of Las Casitas Apartments to increase the circulation in the
cul-de-sac. The project will cost $28,000.00.

2. Call to the public on this item only

Ms. Griselda Pelayo 1121 East San Luis Lane, San Luis, AZ, disagreed with the
surcharge on residents in the amount of $25.00.

Ms. Apolonia Corrales resident of San Luis, Arizona disagreed with the surcharge on
residents in the amount of $25.00 for three (3) years.
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Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked Mr. Eulogio Vera what the options will be for people
who are not financially able to pay the $25.00.

Mr. Jorge Perez, Billing and Collections Manager explained the usage of payment plans
with an extended period of time to pay that will be available to residents who contact
them before the disconnection date.

Mr. Cesar Bobadilla resident of San Luis, Arizona is dissatisfied with the water
temperature and the surcharge on residents for the amount of $25.00 but assures that
he is okay with the project going into effect.

Council Member Matias Rosales suggested the extension of the period of time to pay in
order for the amount per month to decrease.

A resident of San Luis, Arizona has questions about a document she was previously
asked to sign.

Mr. Tadeo De La Hoya, City Manager, explained that the document did not state the
price of the water bill would increase by $25.00 but that it would be a decision taken by
City Council. The document was solely to keep exploring the idea of this project.

Ms. Kay Macuil, City Attorney, stated that 9 out of 18 residents have signed to proceed
with the project. Mr. Cesar Bobadilla resident of San Luis, Arizona recently agreed as
well making it 10 out of 18 residents.

City Council and Mr. Cesar Bobadilla discussed on how the voting will happen. Only 13
families of the 18 affected showed up. The five (5) families that did not show up will not
be taken into consideration.

Mr. Raul Lomeli 1133 San Luis Lane, San Luis, Arizona stated he has a problem with
the fees. He would prefer if the period of time to pay would be extended.

Ms. Ana Lomeli 1133 San Luis Lane, San Luis, Arizona, thanked City Council for their
support on this project.

Ms. Marisela Bobadilla Lomeli 1136 San Luis Lane, San Luis, Arizona, asked the City
Council to vote in favor of this project because she needs a solution to the problem she
is currently facing.

B. Close Public Hearing

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./ Council Member Ruben Walshe to
close the public hearing. Motion passed unanimously



Minutes

Regular City Council Meeting
December 13,2017

Page 6 0f 7

C. Action on Surcharge

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to approve the surcharge on residents
of San Luis Lane as presented and direct staff to take all action to construct the
connecting waterline as presented. There was no seconded, therefore the motion died.

MOTION: Council Member Matias Rosales/ Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco to
amend the motion to include the extension of this repayment fees to 72 months. Council
Member Mario Buchanan Jr. accepted the amendment to his motion. Motion passed
unanimously.

6. E. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding First
Reading of Ordinance No. 375. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the
City of San Luis, Arizona, amending subsection 51.12(C) of City Code, rates and
charges for sewage collection and disposal rates and charges by amending
provisions regarding liens and provisions for enforcement of liens; repealing any
conflicting provisions; and providing for severability. (Jorge Perez, Billing &
Collections Manager)

Mr. Jorge Perez, Billing & Collections Manager, suggested establishing a more specific
procedure on collections regarding wastewater.

A. Approval of First Reading of Ordinance No. 375 by title only
(City Clerk to read ordinance by title only)

MOTION: Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco/ Council Member Gloria Torres to
approve the First Reading of Ordinance No. 375 by title only. Motion passed
unanimously.

Mrs. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, read Ordinance No. 375 by title only.

7. SUMMARY OF CURRENT EVENTS

Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos reported she attended the First thing's First. She said
it was very informative and added that early childhood education is very important for
students. She mentioned that in the State of Arizona a quarter of students are not
graduating. She believed this is something we should support. She also mentioned a
new app called Right by Text, which is a free app to help parents interact with their
children.
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Mayor Gerardo Sanchez reminded everyone about the employment recognition that will
take place next Friday. He encouraged Council to attend and thanked the City of San
Luis employees for their hard work and dedication to the City of San Luis.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez payed his respects towards Father Oscar Magallanes of St.
Jude Thaddeus Catholic Church for his passing.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez reported he will be attending the Tamale Festival in Somerton,

Arizona. He added that Mayor and City Council of Douglas will be attending and be
given a tour of the Port of Entry 2.

Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos thanked the City of San Luis employees that put time
and effort into the light parade. Mayor Gerardo Sanchez agreed.

Mr. Tadeo De La Hoya, City Manager, read the winners of the Light Parade.
8. CALL TO THE PUBLIC

Mr. Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks & Recreation, thanked the Public Works
Department, Police Department and Finance for their help during the Tree Lighting.

9. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Ruben Walshe to
adjourn the Regular Council Meeting at approximately 8:21 p.m. Motion passed
unanimously.



MINUTES
Special Council Meeting
San Luis City Council
San Luis Council Chambers
1090 E. Union Street
December 14, 2017
6:30 p.m.

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Mayor Gerardo Sanchez called the Special City
Council meeting to order at approximately 6:30 p.m.

PRESENT: Mayor Gerardo Sanchez
Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos
Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr.
Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
Council Member Matias Rosales — via telephone
Council Member Gloria Torres
Council Member Ruben Walshe

OTHERS PRESENT: Christine Hagen, Acting City Manager
Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk
Derek Duenas, I.T. Manager
Enrique Lopez, Fire Department
Johnny Morris, Fire Department
Laura Herrera, Public Information Officer/Asst. to the City Council
Ralph Velez, City Consultant

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos.

3. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ITEM:

3. A. Public Hearing followed by discussion and possible action on any and all
matters regarding recommendation of the Liquor License Application submitted
to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control by Ruben Alberto
Walshe on behalf of La Concha Marisqueria located at 1914 E. Juan Sanchez

Boulevard, Suite 7a-b, San Luis, Arizona. (Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk)

A. Open public hearing
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MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. / Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
to open the public hearing. Motion passed unanimously.

1. Staff and/or applicant presentation

Mr. Ruben Walshe, owner of La Concha Marisqueria, stated that this is something that
he has been planning for approximately one (1) month ago. This is just approval for
recommendation by the City Council to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and
Control. This restaurant is sea food and he is planning on serving beer and not a full
bar.

Mrs. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, added that she posted the Notice and application at the
proposed premises for the number of days as required by state law and her office did
not receive any phone calls or comments in favor of or against the application.

2. Call to the public on this item
There were no comments from the public.
B. Close public hearing

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. / Council Member Gloria Torres to
close the public hearing. Motion passed with six (6) aye votes and one (1) abstention
form Council Member Ruben Walshe.

C. Action on the recommendation of the Liquor License Application to the
Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control for La Concha Marisqueria.

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. / Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
to recommend approval of the liquor license application to the Arizona Department of
Liquor Licenses and Control for La Concha Marisqueria as presented. Motion passed
with five (5) aye votes, one (1) nay vote by Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos and one (1)
abstention from Council Member Ruben Walshe.

4. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. / Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco
to adjourn the Special Council Meeting at approximately 6:34 p.m. Motion passed
unanimously.



MINUTES
Regular Council Meeting
San Luis City Council
San Luis Council Chambers
1090 E. Union Street
December 27, 2017
7:00 p.m.

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Mayor Gerardo Sanchez called the Regular City
Council meeting to order at approximately 7:00 p.m.

PRESENT: Mayor Gerardo Sanchez
Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos
Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr.
Council Member Matias Rosales
Council Member Gloria Torres
Council Member Ruben Walshe

ABSENT: Council Member Africa Luna-Carrasco

OTHERS PRESENT: Tadeo De La Hoya, City Manager
Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk
Axel Chaira, L.T. Technician
Carlos Cortes, Assistant Finance Director
Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works
Hank Green, Fire Chief
Jorge Perez, Billing & Collections Manager
Jesus Meza, Assistant Director of Parks & Recreation
Kay Macuil, City Attorney
Kristin McManus, Municipal Court Judge
Laura Herrera, PIO/Assistant to City Council
Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks & Recreation
Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources
Ralph Velez, City Consultant
Cesar Neyoy, Reporter
Francisca Guzman, Translator
Lucy Lopez, Reporter
Pamela Green, Visitor
Miguel Alvarez, Police Department
Andrea Moreno, Police Department
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2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos.
3. INVOCATION

The Invocation was led by Mr. Hank Green, Fire Chief.

4. CONSENT AGENDA

4. A. MINUTES OF

-Special Council meeting held September 20, 2017
-Work Session held September 20, 2017

-Regular Council meeting held September 27, 2017
-Work Session held October 4, 2017

-Regular Council meeting held October 11, 2017

4. B. DISBURSEMENTS FROMDECEMBER 1,2017 THROUGH DECEMBER 15,
2017

Total Disbursements $754,917.73

(Seven Hundred Fifty-Four Thousand, Nine Hundred Seventeen Dollars and Seventy-
Three Cents)

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
approve the Consent Agenda with the changes discussed. Motion passed unanimously.

5. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ITEMS

5. A. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding the
approval of gym service agreements for the continuation of the employee
gym membership benefit. (Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources and
Wellness Committee Representative)

Ms. Olivia Jenkins, Director of Human Resources, stated that Kay Macuil, City Attorney
and she have been working together to go over the agreement with 24/7 Get Fit. She
informed that the changes to the agreement had been made and the owner had
approved the new changes. One of the new additions is a five hundred dollar deposit
($500) that will be refunded at the end of the agreement term if the agreement is not
canceled.
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Mr. Tadeo A. De La Hoya, City Manager, stated that they would move forward with both
gym memberships, and that City of San Luis employees will choose which gym
membership they will get.

Ms. Jenkins informed that she met with the owner of Border Fitness and discussed the
concerns the committee had regarding the facility.

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Ruben Walshe to
approve all contracts as presented. Motion passed unanimously.

5. B. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding a request
for the creation of city employee position of Court Interpreter. (Kristin McManus,
City Magistrate)

Ms. Kristin McManus, City Magistrate, explained that the funds to be used for the
position of Court Interpreter would be the local court fund which was established by an
ordinance. The ordinance allows the fund to be used for operational cost such as salary.
She proceeded to explain that the Finance Department has moved the thirteen
thousand dollars ($13,000) from the court fund to the general fund.

Ms. Kay Macuil, City Attorney, reassured Council that Ms. McManus got approval from
the Administrative Office of the Courts and Finance to proceed with her usage of local
funds.

MOTION: Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos/Council Member Ruben Walshe to approve
and create the position of a court interpreter. Motion passed unanimously.

5. C. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding ratification
of payment for Emergency Medical Services (EMS) training and to waive
procurement procedures. (Hank Green, Fire Chief)

Mr. Hank Green, Fire Chief, requested to ratification to obtain two levels of training for
the Fire Department personnel. He wants to upgrade his staff from Basic Life Support to
Advanced Life Support. He mentioned they had contacted Arizona Western College but
time and convince did not allow them to play init. He proceeded to explain that they
decided to contact Wizard Education, someone who they had worked with before. Hank
Green had made an agreement with Wizard Education to start the class and enroll the
student, and they would pay them as soon as they got approval. Mr. Green informed
that he spoke with Wizard Education to put all students into one single class, rather than
the usual two classes for Paramedics, and EMTs'. This was solely for convenience in
order to have all people be able to work together during events, calls, and emergencies.
He asked Council to waive procurement procedures since Wizard Education were the
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only ones that could work with their time schedules, and were able to accommodate
them.

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/ Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos to approve
and ratify the purchase of training services through Wizard Education in the amounts of
$47,700.00 and $7,685.00 and to further move to waive the procurement code for the
reasons presented. Motion passed unanimously.

5. D Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding Resolution
No. 2020. A resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of San Luis,
Arizona, authorizing the city of San Luis to become a member of the Yuma
Regional Communications System. (Hank Green, Fire Chief and Richard Jessup,
Acting Chief of Police)

Mr. Hank Green, Fire Chief, asked Council to allow them to become members of the
Yuma Regional Communications System, and renew their existing intergovernmental
agreement. The city of San Luis has been members of the Yuma

Regional Communications System since approximately 2008. This agreement is to
benefit both the San Luis Fire Department and the San Luis Police Department. Hank
Green proceeds to explain the many ways they are able to benefit from the YRCS.

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./ Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos to
approve and adopt Resolution No. 2020. Motion passed unanimously.

5. E. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding

Second Reading of Ordinance No. 373. An ordinance of the Mayor and City
Council of the City of San Luis, Arizona changing the San Luis City Code by
deleting Section 30.076 on prohibiting same-day passage of ordinances, by
amending sections 30.77 and 30.78 to allow for one reading and same day
passage of ordinances; repealing any conflicting provisions; and providing for
severability. (Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney)

Ms. Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney, informed that is ordinance is to eliminate delay in
passing ordinances. Currently, the City Code requires two (2) reading of ordinances.
This ordinance will allow passage of ordinances on the same day as the reading.

A. Approval of Second Reading of Ordinance No. 373 by title only

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./ Council Member Ruben Walshe to
approve the second reading of Ordinance No. 373 by title only. Motion passed
unanimously.
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Ms. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, read Ordinance No. 373 by title only.

B. Approval and adoption of Ordinance No. 373

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
approve and adopt Ordinance No. 373. Motion passed unanimously.

5. F. Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding Second
Reading of Ordinance No. 374. An ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of the
City of San Luis, Arizona amending Section 30.075 of the San Luis City Code by
requiring prior approval of suggested orders and Section 30.078 providing that
orders are effective immediately upon passage; repealing any conflicting
provisions; providing severability. (Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney)

Ms. Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney, explained that the purpose of the ordinance is to
allow for written orders for certain administrative motions council makes. This will allow
them to keep track of them in an order book like they do with resolutions.

A. Approval of Second Reading of Ordinance No. 374 by title only

MOTION: Council Member Ruben Walshe/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr to
approve the second reading of Ordinance No. 374 by title only. Motion passed
unanimously.

Ms. Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, read Ordinance No. 374 by title only.
B. Approval and adoption of Ordinance No. 374

MOTION: Council Member Gloria Torres/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
approve and adopt Ordinance No. 374. Motion passed unanimously.

6. BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
MOTION TO ADJOURN AS CITY COUNCIL AND CONVENE AS BOARD OF
ADJUSTMENT

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./ Council Member Ruben Walshe to
adjourn as City Council and convene as Board of Adjustment. Motion passed
unanimously.
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6. A. Public hearing followed by discussion and possible action on any and all
matters regarding Variance Case No. 2017-0722. A request by Juan Luna, owner,
for a Variance to build a 6-foot wall on the property line instead of the 3 feet 6
inches required. The property is located at 1271 N. Ruiz Avenue, San Luis,
Arizona. (Jose A. Guzman, Acting Director of Planning and Zoning)

A. Open public hearing

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./ Council Member Ruben Walshe to
open the public hearing. Motion passed unanimously.

1. Presentation by staff and/or applicant

Mr. Jose A. Guzman, Acting Director of Planning and Zoning, explained that this
Variance Case is to request permission to build a 6-foot wall along the property line in
the front yard setback, but regulations only allow a maximum of 3 feet 6 inches. He
mentioned that the front yard setback is 20 feet and is facing Ruiz Avenue. The size of
the lot is approximately 6,800 with an average lot of the subdivision only being 5,700.
He mentioned that the design of the lot was not created by the owner, but the request is
self-imposed because the owner can still build the 3.5 feet wall or a 6-foot wall
respecting the setback. He proceeded to explain that the right to use the property as a
residence is not compromised because the owner can still build a 6-foot wall respecting
the setback and have a private job. He added that having a 6-foot wall along the
property line might create traffic issues and put in danger the public welfare. The
request does not meet the criteria for the variance.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked where they are planning to build the structure.
Mr. Guzman replied that it would be built on the right side.

Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos declared a conflict of interest because she resides in
the area.

Ms. Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney, explained that the conflict rules allow a Council
member to vote if 10 people are in the same circumstance. Regarding this
neighborhood, there are more than 10 people.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked if there is any safety issue involved.

Mr. Guzman mentioned that regulations require this on a corner lot, based on the
tracker it can create a traffic issue. If the 6-foot wall is built, when citizens approach the
stop sign you won’t be able to see the traffic.
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Ms. Yesenia Sambrano, Resident of San Luis Arizona in 1271 North Ruiz Avenue,
stated that the variance is to build the 6 feet wall because that will act as their backyard.
She wants to have the same privacy as all of her neighbors do.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez Asks Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works to clarify
questions council has about side distance.

Mr. Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works, explained that a distance study would have
to be 100%. He says that on the corner lots the distance used to be a 15 x 15 side
triangle, they are currently doing 25 x 25. He stated that if the 6-foot wall is built neither
of the two distances will be met.

Mr. Hank Green, Fire Chief mentioned that there are clearances the Fire Department
needs in order to be able to operate a fire hydrant.

Vice Mayor Maria Cecilia Ramos suggested building the wall on the property line, in
order to avoid creating a blind spot on Black St.

2. Call to the Public on this item
Mr. Luis Chang resident of San Luis AZ suggested moving the corner further back.
B. Close public hearing

MOTION: Council Member Matias Rosales/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
close the public hearing. Motion passed unanimously.

C. Action on Variance Case No. 2017-0722

MOTION: Council Member Matias Rosales/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr. to
continue the item to January 10, 2018. Motion passed unanimously.

7. MOTION TO ADJOURN AS BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND RE-CONVENE AS
CITY COUNCIL

MOTION: Council Member Matias Rosales/Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr.
adjourn as Board of Adjustment and re-convene as City Council. Motion passed
unanimously.
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8. SUMMARY OF CURRENT EVENTS

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez thanked Council and staff for attending the meetings every
Wednesday. He recommends skipping a few meeting for 2018 in order to have more
Wednesdays off. He wishes everyone a Merry Christmas and safe New Year.

Mayor Gerardo Sanchez asked about waste collection schedule for the holidays.

Mr. Eulogio Vera, Director of Public Works, informed that the pickup day would roll over
and that the schedule is also on the website.

9. CALL TO THE PUBLIC
There were no comments.

10. EXECUTIVE SESSION
MOTION TO HOLD AN EXECUTIVE SESSION PURSUANT TO A.R.S. 8838-

431.03(A)(1), 38-431.03(A)(3), 38-431.03(A)(4) and 38-431(A)(5).

MOTION: Council Member Mario Buchanan Jr./Council Member Ruben Walshe to go
to Executive Session at approximately 7:53 p.m. Motion passed unanimously.

Discussion and possible action to hold an Executive Session pursuant to the
authority of A.R.S. 8838-431.03(A)(1), 38-431.03(A)(3), 38-431.03(A)(4) and 38-
431(A)(5) regarding an employee salary survey, possible implementation, and
impacts on existing employee contracts and benefits. (Kay Marion Macuil, City
Attorney)

11. MOTION TO GO BACK INTO REGULAR SESSION

MOTION: Council Member Matias Rosales/Council Member Ruben Walshe to go
back to regular session at approximately 8:44 p.m. Motion passed unanimously.

11. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: Council Member Matias Rosales/Council Member Gloria Torres to adjourn
the Regular Council Meeting at approximately 8:44 p.m. Motion passed unanimously.
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AGENDA ITEM REVIEW FORM

Special City Council Meeting
Meeting Date: 02/13/2018

5.B.

Summary

DISBURSEMENTS FROM JANUARY 13, 2018 THROUGH FEBRUARY 2, 2018

Total Disbursements $1,018,488.28

(One Million, Eighteen Thousand, Four Hundred Eighty-Eight Dollars and Twenty-Eight Cents)

Attachments
Disbursements 2/13/2018




City of San Luis

Finance Department

COUNCIL MEETING FEBRUARY 13, 2018
Disbursement Reports from 1/13/2018 to 2/2/2018

L Bank Accounts Check Date Amount Schedule
Accounts Payable Check Account 1/18/2018 | S 185,334.14 Schedule A
Payroll Check Account 1/22/2018 | S 4,708.93 Schedule B
Payroll Check Account 1/23/2018 | $ 265,250.62 Schedule C
Accounts Payable Check Account 1/25/2018 | S 255,871.52 Schedule D
Accounts Payable Check Account 2/1/2018 S 307,323.07 Schedule B

Total Disbursements:

$ 1,018,488.28

Please contact Mr. Carlos Cortes prior to the meeting if additional E’uon is needed.

Prepared by Angelica V. Castro: 5&%

Verified by Director of Finance: ac d\/Ee/& 02 -03 .20/8

For Council approval on:

Mayor:

Council:

391440
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City of San Luis

Payment Register

From Payment Date: 1/15/2018 - To Payment Date: 1/18/2018

Reconciled/ Transaction Reconciled
Number Date Status Void Reason Voided Date  Source Payee Name Amount Amount Difference
83293 01/18/2018 Open Accounts Payable AZ STATE PRISON COMPLEX - $89.00
YUMA
83294 01/18/2018 OCpen Accounts Payable AZ STATE PRISON COMPLEX - $351.00
YUMA
83295 01/18/2018 Open Accounts Payable BORDER GYM FITNESS L1C $748.00
83296 01/18/2018 Open Accounts Payable CELAYA, MIGUEL $250.00
83297 01/18/2018 Open Accounts Payable CORREA, ENRIQUE $403.00
83298 01/18/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable DE LA HOYA, ARACELY $44.24
83299 01/18/2018 Open Accounts Payable ESPARZA, JUAN $90.00
83300 1/18/2018 Open Accounts Payabte GONZALEZ, SAMUEL $253.00
83301 01/18/2018 Gpen Accounts Payable GONZALEZ, MIGUEL $130.08
83302 01/18/2018 Cpen Accounts Payabie GUERRA, RUTH $625.00
83303 01/18/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable HUERTA, JOSE $100.00
83304 01/182018 Open Accounts Payable JAUREGUI, CESAR $150.00
83305 01/18/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable MOJICA, JOSE $253.00
83308 01/18/2018 Open Acceunts Payable PADILLA, GUSTAVO $81.30
83307 01/18/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable STANDARD PRINTING COMPANY, $1,328.15
INC
83308 01/18/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable TORRES, GILBERTO $97.28
83309 01/18/2018 Open Accounts Payable US POST MASTER $2,577.88
Type Check Totals: 90 Transactions $185,334.14
1BYPAYABLE - 1st BY Accounts Payable Totals ;
Checks Status Count Transaction Amount Reconciled Amount -
Open 30 $185,334.14 $0.00
Reconciled 0 $0.00 $0.00
Voided 0 $0.00 £0.00
Stopped 0 $0.00 $0.00
Total 80 $185,334.14 $0.00
All Status Count Transaction Amount Reconciled Amount
Open a0 $185,334.14 $0.00
Reconciled 0 $0.00 $0.00
Voided 0 $0.00 $0.00
Stopped 0 §0.00 $0.00
Total a0 $185,334.14 $0.00
Grand Totals:
Checks Status Count Transaction Amount Reconciled Amount
Cpen 90 $185,334.14 $0.00
Reconciled 0 $0.00 $0.00
Voided 0 $0.00 $0.00
Stopped 0 $0.00 $0.00
Totai Ch) $185,334.14 $0.00
Al Status Count Transaction Amount Reconcited Amount
Open 90 $185,334.14 $0.00
Reconciled 0 $0.00 $0.00
Veided 0 $0.00 $0.00
Stopped 0 $0.00 $0.00
Total 90 $185,334.14 $0.00
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City of San Luis

Payment Register

From Payment Date: 1/15/2018 - To Payment Date: 1/18/2618

Reconciled/ Transaction Reconciled
Number Date Status Void Reason Voided Date  Source Payee Name Amount Amount Difference
1BYPAYABLE - 1st BY Accounts Payable
Check
83220 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management AGUILAR, ESTHER $90.49
Refund
83221 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management BRICENQ, ALBARO H $37.5C
Refund
83222 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management CEBREROS, IRMA, A $50.25
Refund
83223 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management CHAIRES, NORMA & MIGUEL $173.56
Refund GUERRERO
83224 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management GiL HUMBERTO & MARIA $209.22
: Refund
83225 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management JSA COMPANY $2,046 .47
Refund
83226 0141612018 QOpen Utility Management LOERA, DAVID $101.54
Refund
83227 01/16/2018 Open Utlity Management LOPEZ, MARIA DEL CARMEN $176.86
Refund
83228 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management LPC CONSTRUCTION/DREW $189.21
Refund PILKINGTON
83229 0116/2018 Open Utility Management LPC CONSTRUCTION/WESLEY $857.27
Refund SPLAWN
83230 01/16/2018 Cpen Utility Management MARTINEZ, CECILIA $180.28
Refund
83231 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management MUNOZ, YOLANDA, A $30.85
Refund
83232 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management PALMER, MICHAEL/A & S PAVING, $2,045.29
Refund INC
83233 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management RAMOS, ANGELICA $182.83
Refund
83234 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management RIEDEL CONSTRUCTION, INC $1.49
Refund
83235 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management RIEDEL CONSTRUCTION, INC $1.38
Refund
83236 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management RIEDEL, GEORGINA $27.27
Refund
83237 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management RODRIGUEZ, REGINO R $14.91
Refund
83238 01/16/2018 Open Utility Management RUIZ, MARIA, J $172.92
Refund -
83239 01/16/2018 Cpen Utility Management TOM CAT ELECTRIC $2,210.60
Refund
83240 01/16/2018 Cpen Utility Management VIRAMONTES ALEJANDRO & MARY $14.56
Refund
83241 0111712048 Open Accounts Payable ALVAREZ CASTELLANOS, MIGUEL $948.14
. ANGEL
83242 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable ARRELLANQ, JAVIER $999.35
83243 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable BARRON , MIGUEL, A $1,131.87
83244 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable BAUERMANN, RICHARD, W $902.36
83245 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable BOBADILLA, YADIRA, D. $1,056.93
83246 01/17/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable BOTELLO, EMMANUEL $1,010.60
83247 01/47/2018 Open Accounts Payable CAMPA, ALFREDO $1,219.34

user. Margarita Cominguez
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City of San Luis

Payment Register

From Payment Date: 1/15/2018 - To Payment Date: 1/18/2018

Reconciled/ Transaction Reconciled
Number Date Status Void Reason Voided Date  Source Payee Name Amount Amount Difference
83248 01/17/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable CEBREROS, LUIS, E $1,485.82
83249 01/17/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable CHAVEZ, NOEL, A $1,109.74
83250 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable CORONADO, ARTURO $1,076.66
83251 01/17/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable DE LEON, JESUS, R. $1,110.57
83252 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable FELIX, FABIAN $982.94
83253 01/117/2018 Open Accounts Payable FIGUEROA, VICTOR $1,525.05
83254 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable GALVAN, AURELIO $661.16
83255 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable GONZALEZ, JAVIER $955.21
83256 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable GREEN, TYLER, J $1,250.09
83257 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable GUTIERREZ, GUADALUPE, A $1,051.15
83258 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable HUMPHREY, JEREMY, D $1,162.91
83259 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable JOHNSON, JOE $1,177.76
83260 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable LARA, PAULING $905.59
83261 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable LOPEZ, ENRIQUE, | $1,674.39
83262 0114772018 Open Accounts Payable LOPEZ, ISIDRO $1,286.28
83263 01/17/2018 QOpen Accounts Payable LUNA, TOMAS, C $97.24
83264 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable MARQUEZ, LUIS $891.48
83265 Q11772018 Open Accounts Payable MILLER, BAMIAN $1,141.36
33266 011772018 Open Accounts Payable MORA, CESAR $1,327.49
83267 G1/1772018 Open Accounts Payable MORRIS, JOHNNIE, W $1,290.97
83268 HM712018 Open Accounts Payable NUNO, JAVIER $134.35
83269 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable PACHECO, CARLOS $1,035.32
83270 01/17/2018 QOpen Accounts Payable PELAYO, MANUEL $875.53
83271 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable PHILLIPS, JUSTIN, C $1,094.98
83272 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable PRIETO, ERNESTO $1,234.03
83273 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable RAMIREZ, ALEJANDRO $1,092.73
83274 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable RAMIREZ, ANGEL $1,323.87
83275 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable REYNQOSQO, NIGEL, | $1,206.78
83276 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable RUIZ, OSCAR, R $1,001.85
83277 01/17/2018 Gpen Accounts Payable SANTANA, MARCO, A $1,270.66
83278 01/17/2018 Gpen Accounts Payable SAUCEDA, JOEL $1,328.35
83279 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable SILVA, FRANCISCO $1,172.40
83280 0t/17/2018 QGpen Accounts Payable SOLIS, ROBERTO $1,103.73
83281 01M7/2018 Open Accounts Payable TORRES, JOSE, BARRAGAN $1,152.21
83282 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable VALENCIA, RODRIGO $997.23
83283 01/117/2018 Open Accounts Payable VALENZUELA, JAIME, | $1,063.19
83284 01/17/20%8 Open Accounts Payable WOCODS, JOSEPH, M $29.07
83285 01/47/2018 Open Accounts Payable YAGER, JAMES, A $911.76
83286 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payatle ZARAGOZA, GERARDO, F $1,186.91
83287 01/17/2018 Open Accounts Payable ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF $33,533.08
REVENUE /TPT
83288 11772018 Open Accounis Payable ARIZONA DEPT OF ECONOMIC $7.781.87
SECUR
83289 C1/M17/2018 Qpen Accounts Payable ARIZONA MUNICIPAL RISK $77.789.00
RETENTION POOL -WC
83290 01/18/2018 Open Accounts Payable ACEVES, CAROLINA $250.00
83291 01/18/2018 Open Accounts Payable ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF $147.96
REVENUE / TPT
83292 01/18/2018 Open Accounts Payable ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE $948.05
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Pay Batch 201801M Totsl

Dehedole B
Pay Day Register

Pay Date Range 01/01/18 - 01/01/18

Pay Batch 201801M

Employees in Pay Batch 7
Female Emplayees in Pay Batch 3

Hours Description Haurs Gross  Withholdings and Deductions Gross Base  Benefits Gross Base
102 - SALARY .0000 7,550.00 Gross 7,700.00 ASRS/EORP - LEGACY RATE 105.35 .00
806 - TELEPHONE STIPEND .000C 150.00 Imputed income Dental Council 253.26 .00
Total 0.0000 $7,700.00 FEDERAL TAX WITHHOLDING 72.03 5,624,899 EODCRS - COUNCIL 54.00 .00
SQOCIAL SECURITY TAX 477.40 7,700.00 ECDCRS - DISABILITY 1.13 .00
MEDICARE 111.67 7,700.00 EODCRS/ECRP LEGACY RATE 157.30 .00
STATE WITHHOLDING 154.96 5,624.99  EORP COUNCIL RETIREMENT 423.00 .00
Council Retirement EORP 588.50 .00 Health Council 6,317.20 .00
Dental Council 147.98 A0 Retirement Council EORP 928.25 00
EQODCRS - COUNCIL 72.00 .00 Vision Council 74.90 .00
EQDCRS - DISABILITY 1.13 .00 Total 48,318.59
Medical Council 1,216.20 .0G
MISCELLANECUS 1060.00 00 Workers' Comp Gross Base
Vision Council 45.20 00 Total
Net $4,708.93 v
Direct Beposits Amount
ist Bank Yuma 714,95
Chase Bank 643.14
Federal Credit Union 8582.12
REALTCRS FED CRED UNION 272.35
Sunbank 1,005.82
Wells Fargo 355.53
Total $3,888.31
Check $820.62
Run by Debora Luna on 1/22/2018 10:45:05 AM Page S5 of 5




TRANSWESTERN MEXICAN
U.S. MEX DENTAL - EE &
U.S. MEX DENTAL - EE &
UNITED WAY

US & MEX DENTAL= FAMILY
US & MEX HEALTH = C

US & MEX HEALTH = FAMILY
US & MEX HEALTH = SP

VSP - VISION FAMILY

Net

48.00
529.00
84.64
19.00
660.50
5,992.00
4,124.70
898.80
627.30

§265,250.62

.00
G0
.co
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

6@{/\6&0(&: C
Pay Day Register

Pay Date Range 01/06/18 - 01/19/18

CLERICAL OFFICE/ LIBRARY/

Pay Batch 201802

255.85 106,598.79

Electrician 59.22 1,886.00
FIREFIGHTERS & DRIVERS 2,812.07 75,888.89
GARBAGE/ ASH/ REFUSE 262.80 4,204.80
MUNICIPAL/ TOWN/ 75.27 4,300.94
PARKS- NOC ALL EMPLOYEES 470.75 15,185.80
POLICE OFFICERS 3,149.88 71,215.45
RECREATION- ALL EMPLOYEES/ 209.22 15,270.49
SEWAGE DISPOSAL/ PLANT 644.82 18,744.12
Street or Road Construction 1,232.93 15,353.88
WATERWORKS OPERATICNS 517.7% 14,919.59
Total $10,825.2C

Direct Deposits Amount
1st Bank Yuma 20,388.97
ACADEMY BANK 1,485.50
Bank of America 400.00
Chase Bank 116,538.70
CHASE BANK CA 3,040.94
CHASE BANK MORGAN 1,349.94
chase bank somerton 1,868.26
chase centro 97.62
rederal Credit Union 31,417.42
HUGHES FCU 100.00
National Bank 560.90
Navy Federal 6,825.02
NetSpend Corporation DD 120.00
NORTH ISLAND CREDIT UNION 1,015.38
Sunbank 100.06
US Bank 675.14
WASHINGTON FEDERAL 956.87
Wells Fargo ) 52,875.26
Total $240,359.02
Check $24,891.60

Run by Debora Lung on 1/23/2018 5:23:56 PM
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Schedde D

City of San Luis

Payment Register

From Payment Date: 1/22/2018 - To Payment Date: 1/25/2018

Reconciled/ Transaction Reconciled
Number Date Status Void Reason Voided Date  Source Payee Name Amount Amount Difference
83376 01/25/2C18 Cpen Accounts Payable YUMA OFFICE EQUIPMENT 52,980.40
Type Check Totals: 67 Transactions $255,871.52
18YPAYABLE - 1st BY Accounts Payable Totals
Checks Status Count Transaction Amount Reconciled Amount
Open 67 $255,871.52 $0.0C
Reconciled 0 $0.00 $0.00
Voided 0 $0.00 $0.00
Stopped 0 $0.00 $0.00
Total 67 $255,871.52 $0.00
All Status Count Transaction Amount Reconciled Amount
Open 67 $255,871.52 $0.00
Reconciled 0 $0.00 $0.00
Voiced 0 $0.00 $0.00
Stopped 0 $0.00 $0.00
Total 67 $255,871.52 $0.00
Grand Totals:
Checks Status Count Transaction Amount Reconciled Amount
Open 67 $255,871.52 $0.00
Reconciled 0 $0.00 $0.00
Voided 0 $0.00 $0.00
Stopped 0 $0.00 $0.00
Total 67 $255,871.52 $0.00
All Status Count Transaction Amount Reconciled Amount
Open 67 $255,871.52 $0.00
Reconciled 0 $0.00 $0.00
Voided [+ $0.00 $0.00
Stopped ! $0.00 $0.00
Totail 67 $255,871.52 $0.00
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City of San Luis

Payment Register

From Payment Date: 1/22/2018 - To Payment Date: 1/25/2018

Transaction Reconciled
Number Date Status Source Payee Name Armount Amount Difference
1BYPAYABLE - 15t BY Accounts Payable
Check
83310 01/22/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable DOoI/BLM $11,400.00
83311 01/22/2018 Open Accounts Payable VASQUEZ, JOSE $1C8.00
83312 01/23/2018 Open Accounts Payable ALSCO, INC $3,570.91
83313 01/23/2018 Open Accounts Payable ALVAREZ, MIGUEL $150.00
83314 01/23/2018 Open Accounts Payable COWG $3,658.77
83315 01/23/2018 Oper Accounts Payable EMPIRE MACHINERY $6,690.29
83316 01/23/2018 Qpen Accounts Payable GALVAN, AURELIO, JR $150.00
83317 01/23/2018 Open Accounts Payabie JESSUP ., RICHARD $150.00
83318 01/23/2018 Open Accounts Payabie QFFICE DEPOT $6,015.83
83318 01/24/2018 Open Acceunts Payable CALIFORNIA STATE $160.61
DISBURSEMENT UNIT
§3320 01/24/2018 Open Accounis Payable CHARGO PA, GURSTEL $52.21
83321 01/24/2G18 Open Accounts Payable CHILD SUPPORT SERVICES 527462
83322 01/24/2018 Open Accounts Payable FOP/ALC $255.00
83323 01/24/2018 Open Accounts Payable INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE $50.00
83324 01/24/2018 Open Accounts Payable NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT $126.00
SCLUTIONS
83325 01/24/2018 QOpen Accounts Payable NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT $470.00
SOLUTIONS
83326 0t/24/2018 Open Accounts Payable PUBLIC SAFETY PERSONNEL RET $157.50
SY
83327 01/24/2018 Open Accounts Payable PUBLIC SAFETY PERSONNEL RET $156.33
8Y
83328 (1/24/2018 Open Accounts Payable PUBLIC SAFETY PERSONNEL RET $109.35
sY
83329 (1/24/2018 Open Accounts Payable PUBLIC SAFETY PERSONNEL RET $2.26
83330 01/24/2018 Open Accounts Payable PUBLIC SAFETY PERSONNEL RET $1,839.75
sy
83331 01/24/2018 Open Accounis Payabie SAN LUIS POLICE OFFICERS $465.00
ASSOC
83332 01/24/2018 Open Accounts Payable STANDARD INSURANCE CO. $6,734.93
83333 01/24/2018 Open Accounts Payable SUPPORT PAYMENT $4,277.20
CLEARINGHOUSE
83334 01/24/2018 Open Accounts Payable UNITED WAY OF YUMA COUNTY $19.00
INC.
83335 01/24/2018 Open Accounts Payable UNITED YUMA FIRE FIGHTERS- $650.00
IAFF
83336 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payahle 24-7 GET FIT SL, LLC $500.00
83337 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable ALONSO, FRANCIA $130.61
83338 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable ANGUIANQ, RAYMUNDO $150.00
§3339 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF $65.00
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
83340 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable ARIZONA MUNICIPAL RISK $110,161.00
83341 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE $86.58
83342 01/25/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable AZ STATE PRISON COMPLEX - $302.25
YUMA
83343 01/25/2018 Cpen Acceunts Payable AZ STATE PRISON COMPLEX - $80.10

YUMA
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City of San Luis

Payment Register

From Payment Date: 1/22/2018 - To Payment Date: 1/25/2018

Transaction Reconciled
Number Date Status Void Reason Source Payee Name Amount Amount Difference
83344 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable CENTURYLINK $6,724.84
53345 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable DIAZ, ESTELA $150.00
83346 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable DOVBLM $461.55
83347 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable EAP PREFERRED $434.70
83348 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payabie ESPARZA, JUAN $238.00
83349 G1/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable GONZALEZ, CARLCS $119.63
83350 01/25/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable GUTIERREZ, JUAN, F $450.00
83351 01/25/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable GUZMAN, FRANCISCA $112.00
83352 01/25/2018 QOpen Accounts Payable HERRERA, MARTIN $128.99
83353 01/25/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable LOOMIS $1,393.90
83354 01/25/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable LOPEZ, FAUSTO $150.00
83355 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable tUMBARD & ASSOCIATES P.LL.C. $5,095.00
83356 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable MARTINEZ, NERYS $150.00
83357 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable MGM INTERNET SOLUTIONS, INC $2,980.00
83358 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable MORALES, BLANCA $93.08
83359 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable PITNEY BOWES CREDIT CORP $288.35
83360 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payabile SOUTH YUMA COUNTY LANDFILYL $27.348.27
83361 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable VALENZUELA, SERGIC $148.82
83362 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable VISION SERVICE PLAN OF $7.551.00
ARIZONA
83363 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable ZATARAIN, EDUARDO $150.00
83364 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable 24 KARAT JEWELERS $174.03
83365 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payabie CDWG $4,829.43
83366 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payabie GUERRA, RUTH $4C0.00
83367 G1/25/2018 Open Accounts Payabie NEW YORK LIFE INSURANCE CO. $567.36
83368 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payabie RALPH VELEZ CONSULTING $4,485.00
SERVICES
83369 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payabie RIVERA, MARIA , ELENA $75.00
83370 (1/25/2018 Open Accounts Payabie RON TURLEY ASSOCIATES INC. $566.36
83371 01/25/2018 Cpen Accounts Payabie TRANSWESTERN INSURANCE $152.00
ADMIN
83372 01/25/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable LD CONSULTING LLC $13.825.00
83373 01/25/2018 Open Acceounts Payable SPECTRUM BUSINESS $7.182.26
83374 01/25/2018 Open Acceunts Payable THE ROTARY FOUNDATION OF $500.00
ROTARY INTERNATIONAL
83375 01/25/2018 Open Accounts Payable VERIZON WIRELESS MESSAGING $6,707.35

svC
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City of San Luis

Payment Register

From Payment Date: 1/29/2018 - To Payment Date: 2/1/2018

Schhedole E

Retonciled/ Transaction Reconciled
Number Date Status Void Reason Voided Date  Source Amount Amount Difference
Open 74 $307,323.07 $0.00
Recenciled 0 $0.00 $0.00
Voided 0 $0.00 $0.00
Stopped 0 $0.60 $0.00
Total 74 $307,323.07 $0.00
Grand Totals;
Checks Status Count Transaction Amount Reconciled Amount
Open 74 $307,323.07 $0.00
Reconcifed 0 $0.00 $0.00
Voided 0 $0.00 $0.00
Stopped 0 $0.00 $0.00
Total 74 $307,323.07 $0.00
All Status Count Transaction Amount Reconciled Amount
Open 74 $307,323.07 $0.00
Recongiled 1] $0.00 $0.00
Voided 0 $0.00 $0.00
Stopped 0 $0.00 $0.00
Total 74 $307,323.07 $0.00
Pate-
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City of San Luis

Payment Register

From Payment Date: 1/29/2018 - To Payment Date: 2/1/2018

Reconciled/ Transaction Reconciled
Number Date Status Void Reason Voided Date  Source Payee Name Amount Amount Difference
1BYPAYABLE - 1st BY Accounts Payable
Check
83377 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF $65.00
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
83378 02/01/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable CAZAREZ, MAYTE $250.00
83379 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Pavyable GETHSEMANI FOOD MINISTRY $3,000.00
83380 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable GUERRA, RUTH $575.00
83381 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable MECHQ'S MOBIL WELDING $600.00
83382 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable QOCHOA, ANTONIO $150.00
83383 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable SANTANA, MARCO $238.00
83384 02/01/2018 QOpen Accounts Payable SAVERS ENERGY $996.37
83385 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable YUMA COUNTY WATER USERS $30.00
83386 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payabie ALSCO, INC $43.22
83387 02/61/2018 Open Accounts Payable AMBERLY'S PLACE $17,116.65
83388 02/01/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable AMERICAN RED CROSS $300.00
83389 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable AMERICANA POLYGRAPH & $150.00
PRIVATE INVESTIGATION
83390 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable ARIZONA REFUSE SALES, LLC $1.105.87
83391 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY $570.00
83392 Q2/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable AZ LAW ENFORCEMENT LEGAL $50.060
ADVISORS ASSOC
83393 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable AZ STATE PRISON COMPLEX - $80.1C
YUMA,
83394 02/31/2018 Open Accounts Payable AZ STATE PRISON COMPLEX - $331.50
YUMA
83395 02/01/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable BORDER CONSTRUCTION $152.76
SPECIALTIES
83386 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable BORREGO BROTHERS, INC $1,715.30
83397 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable BOUND TREE MEDICAL, LLC. $491.54
833588 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable CDWG $90.26
83399 02/01/2018 QOpen Accounts Payable CHAVEZ, LIZETH $10.00
83400 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable COPPER STATE BOLTS & NUT CO. $266.73
83401 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable CRAFCO INC. $1,534.83
83402 02/G1/2018 Open Accounis Payable DIRECTV, INC $223.28
83403 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable GALLS, AN ARAMARK CO., LLC $3,238.51
83404 02/01/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable GUST ROSENFELD P.L.C. $4,077.09
83405 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable GUZMAN, FRANCISCA $37.00
83406 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payabie INDEPENDENT HYDRAULIC & $637.95
MACHINE INC.
83407 02/0172018 QOpen Accounts Payable IPS GROUP INC $477.22
83408 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable JAMES DAVEY AND ASSQCIATES $4,112.00
83409 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable KENZ & LESLIE OF ARIZONA INC. $144.66
83410 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable LEXIS NEXIS RISK DATA $110.71
MANAGEMENT INC.
83411 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable LOGICAL CONCEPTS, INC $1,380.00
83412 02/01/2048 Open Accounts Payable MERKOW, HAROLD J $3,713.31
83413 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable METRO FIRE EQUIPMENT INC 35,855.00
83414 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable MONSTERMEDIA LLC $50.00
83415 02/01/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable MUNICIPAL EMERGENCY $1,478.54
. SERVICES, INC
83416 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable NAPA AUTO PARTS $280.00
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City of San Luis

Payment Register

From Payment Date: 1/29/2018 - To Payment Date: 2/1/2018

Reconcited/ Transaction Reconciled
Number Date Status Void Reason Voided Date  Source Payee Name Amount Amount Difference
83417 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable NET TRANSCRIPTS INC. $600.20
83418 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable NICKLAUS ENGINEERING $10,552.00
83419 02/01/2018 QOpen Accounts Payable PACIFIC MEDICAL WASTE $59.90
83420 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable PIERCE COLEMAN PLLC $481.69
83421 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable PIRAMIDE CONSTRUCTION $850.00
83422 02/01/2018 Open Accounis Payable PPEP INC. $6,500.00
83423 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable PROFESSIONAL PEST CONTROL $135.00
LLC
83424 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable R&M ELECTRIC SUPPLY LLC $5,129.96
83425 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable RAMIREZ ADVISORS INTER- $4,166.66
NATIONALLLC
83426 02/01/2018 Open Accounis Payable RIVERA, MARIA , ELENA $75.00
83427 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable SAN LUIS AZ NEWS $468.00
83428 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable SHERWIN WILLIAM $1,897.11
83429 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable SHUCK DRILLING COMPANY LLC $2,681.62
83430 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable SIMS MURRAY, LTD. $960.00
83431 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable SMITH, RALPH E. SR. $1,180.00
83432 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable SONORAN CYCLES, LLC $1,675.00
83433 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable SYNOVIA SOLUTIONS, LLC $389.71
83434 02/01/2018 Cpen Accounts Payable TACOS EL CHIPILON, LLC $442.86
83435 02/01/2018 Cpen Accaunts Payable THOMSON WEST PUBLISHING CO. $1,.210.85
83436 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payabie UNIVERSAL BACKGROUND $177.00
SCREENING INC
83437 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable WAXIE SANITARY SUPPLY $1,649.10
83438 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payabie WESTMOOR ELECTRIC INC. $12,346.00
83439 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable YUMA COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION $60.00
83440 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable YUMA COUNTY CHAMBER $600.00
83441 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable YUMA COUNTY HUMANE SOCIETY $4,104.00
83442 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable YUMA COUNTY $70,573.00
INTERGOVERNMENTAL PUBLIC
TRNSF AUTH
83443 G2/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable YUMA COUNTY RECORDER $85.50
83444 G62/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable YUMA COUNTY WATER USERS $955.87
83445 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable YUMA OFFICE EQUIPMENT §175.00
83448 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payzable YUMA REGIONAL MEDICAL $5,226.36
CENTER
83447 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable YUMA SUN INC $1,148.00
83448 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable YUMA WINNELSON CO. $7.045.35
83449 02/01/2018 Open Accounts Payable ZAVALA, EDNA, | $200.00
83450 02/61/2018 Open Accounts Payable DPE CONSTRUCTION, INC $107 693.93
Type Check Totals: 74 Transactions $307,323.07
1BYPAYABLE - 1st BY Accounts Payable Totals
: Checks Status Count Transaction Amount Reconciled Amount
Open 74 $307,323.07 $0.00
Reconciled 0 $0.00 $0.00
Voided 0 $0.00 $0.00
Stopped 0 $G.00 $0.00
Total 74 $307,323.07 $0.00
All Status Count Transaction Amount Reconciled Amount
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AGENDA ITEM REVIEW FORM

Special City Council Meeting 5.C.
Meeting Date: 02/13/2018

Department Head: Hank Green, Fire Chief, Fire Department

Submitted By: Hank Green, Fire Chief, Fire Department

Action Requested: Motion

ITEM:

Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding disposal of obsolete portable radios.
(Hank Green, Fire Chief)

SUMMARY:

In November of 2017, San Luis City Council authorized a multi-year contract for the purchase of 27
portable radios for the City of San Luis Fire Department. As was stated then, | reported that these radios
had reached their service life and would no longer be supported by Motorola for parts and accessories. |
am requesting that the City of San Luis and the City of San Luis Fire Department dispose of these radios
by:

* Assigning four (4) radios to our Public Safety Communication Center (SLPSCC) for use by our
communication personnel as an emergency backup radio, should our system experience a temporary
failure. These radios will supplement radios already in the SLPSCC and while they will still not be
supported for maintenance and accessories, we believe that being in a desktop charger in the climate
controlled setting will stretch out their service life, compared to being front line fire radios and in and out of
vehicles. Should they need to be replaced, we can defer the purchase to another year. « Donate the
balance (estimated to be about 20 radios) of the SLFD radios to Arizona Western College (AWC) Fire
Academy Program. Presently the Fire Academy uses “job com” type radios (CB radios) for
communication training, fire ground simulations, and coordination of live fire training evolutions. | have
been in contact with the Yuma Regional Communication System (YRCS) Manager and raised this
subject to the YRCS Executive Board for consideration. The YRCS Manager has assured me that it is
possible to re-program these radios in such a manner that they would not create a load on the YRCS
system. When asked by an Executive Board member regarding any trade-in or resale value of these
obsolete radios, the YRCS manager stated that they had been offered a bid of $100.00 per radio; to
include the radio, any and all accessories (leather holster, belt clip, battery, spare battery, desktop
charger, remote microphone, etc.). Itis my opinion that donating these radio to AWC’s Fire Academy is
the best option considering that if these radios were disposed of through a San Luis surplus auction, they
may be reprogrammed by a technically competent geek and could interfere with our radio system.

RECOMMENDATION / SUGGESTED MOTION:

I MOVE TO APPROVE THE DISPOSAL OF SURPLUS RADIOS TO THE ARIZONA WESTERN
COLLEGE FIRE ACADEMY IN THE BEST INTERESTS OF THE CITY FOR THE REASONS
PRESENTED.

Supporting information not attached to the Agenda Item Review Form:

N/A




Fiscal Impact

IS THERE FISCAL IMPACT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ITEM: NO
CITY/STATE/FEDERAL FUNDS: N/A
TOTAL: N/A
BUDGETED AMOUNT: N/A
AVAILABLE AMOUNT TO TRANSFER: N/A

ACCT NAME & GL#/REMAINING BALANCE BEFORE PURCHASE: N/A

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT (IF THIS IS A BUDGET TRANSFER, YOU MUST ATTACH THE
BUDGET ADJUSTMENT FORM):

There are no fiscal impacts associated to this item.




AGENDA ITEM REVIEW FORM

Special City Council Meeting 5.D.
Meeting Date: 02/13/2018

Department Head: Kay Macuil, City Attorney, Attorney's Office

Submitted By: Kay Macuil, City Attorney, Attorney's Office

Action Requested: Motion

ITEM:

Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding the TischlerBise Proposal for
Development Fee Study under A.R.S. §9-463.05. (Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney)

SUMMARY:

A.R.S. §9-463.05 (D)(3) requires cities to update the land use assumptions and infrastructure
improvement plans every five (5) years. The last San Luis Land Use Assumptions and Infrastructure
Improvements Plan were May of 2014. The studies to produce these documents take time and they
must be in place to make statutory deadlines for public hearings. In 2014, San Luis joined with other
cities in Yuma County who needed the studies done and hired TischlerBise.

Land use assumptions and infrastructure improvements plans are the basis for charging development
fees. Development fees are the fees in the city building applications which are to help defray the costs of
infrastructure related to growth. Under A.R.S. § 9-463.05(D)(3), qualified professionals using generally
accepted engineering and planning practices must develop these studies. Under A.R.S. §9-463.05 (E)
the infrastructure improvements plan must include:

1. A description of the existing necessary public services in the service area and the costs to upgrade,
update, improve, expand, correct or replace those necessary public services to meet existing needs and
usage and stricter safety, efficiency, environmental or regulatory standards, which shall be prepared by
qualified professionals licensed in this state, as applicable.

2. An analysis of the total capacity, the level of current usage and commitments for usage of capacity of
the existing necessary public services, which shall be prepared by qualified professionals licensed in this
state, as applicable.

3. A description of all or the parts of the necessary public services or facility expansions and their costs
necessitated by and attributable to development in the service area based on the approved land use
assumptions, including a forecast of the costs of infrastructure, improvements, real property, financing,
engineering and architectural services, which shall be prepared by qualified professionals licensed in this
state, as applicable.

4. A table establishing the specific level or quantity of use, consumption, generation or discharge of a
service unit for each category of necessary public services or facility expansions and an equivalency or
conversion table establishing the ratio of a service unit to various types of land uses, including residential,
commercial and industrial.

5. The total number of projected service units necessitated by and attributable to new development in the
service area based on the approved land use assumptions and calculated under generally accepted



engineering and planning criteria.

6. The projected demand for necessary public services or facility expansions required by new service
units for a period not to exceed ten (10) years.

7. A forecast of revenues generated by new service units other than development fees, which shall
include estimated state-shared revenue, highway users revenue, federal revenue, ad valorem property
taxes, construction contracting or similar excise taxes and the capital recovery portion of utility fees
attributable to development based on the approved land use assumptions, and a plan to include these
contributions in determining the extent of the burden imposed by the development as required in
subsection B, paragraph 12 of this section.

Staff is recommending TischlerBise do the study. They are familiar with San Luis, having done the study
in 2014. There may be travel savings because other cities in Yuma County have already hired the firm
to do their studies, which are also due for 2019. For these reasons, staff requests that formal bidding be
waived as is allowed under San Luis City Code-Purchasing §36.01(H). TischlerBise's Proposal is for
$66,540.00.

RECOMMENDATION / SUGGESTED MOTION:

| MOVE TO APPROVE THE PROPOSAL OF TISCHLERBISE FOR A DEVELOPMENT FEE STUDY IN
THE AMOUNT OF $66,540.00.

Supporting information not attached to the Agenda Item Review Form:

N/A

Fiscal Impact
IS THERE FISCAL IMPACT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ITEM: Yes
CITY/STATE/FEDERAL FUNDS: City
TOTAL: $66,540.00
BUDGETED AMOUNT: TBD
AVAILABLE AMOUNT TO TRANSFER: TBD

ACCT NAME & GL#/REMAINING BALANCE BEFORE PURCHASE: TBD

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT (IF THIS IS A BUDGET TRANSFER, YOU MUST ATTACH THE
BUDGET ADJUSTMENT FORM):

ARS §9-463.05(A) provides in part:

A municipality may assess development fees to offset costs to the municipality associated with
providing necessary public services to a development, including the costs of infrastructure,
improvements, real property, engineering and architectural services, financing and professional
services required for the preparation or revision of a development fee

Attachments
TislerBise Proposal
ARS 9-463-05










Section 1: Cover Letter

Section 2: Firm Experience and Expertise
Section 3: Staff Qualifications and Experience
Section 4: Project Understanding and Approach
Section 5: Project Schedule

Section 6: Fee Schedule

11
15
23
24






Section 1: Cover Letter

January 22, 2018

Ms. Kay Macuil, Esq., City Attorney
City of San Luis

1090 E. Union Street

San Luis, AZ 85349

Ms. Macuil,

TischlerBise is pleased to submit the enclosed proposal to provide an update to the City’s Development
Fee Study. We feel that TischlerBise is ideally suited to undertake this project based on our extensive
national and Arizona development fee experience, which includes several engagements with the City of
San Luis. There are several points we would like to note that make our qualifications unique:

1.

Depth of Experience. TischlerBise has been in business now for forty years. Our firm specializes
in fiscal/economic impact analysis, development fees and infrastructure financing strategies, and
market analysis. consulting firm. Our qualified team of six professionals bring an unparalleled
depth of experience to this assignment. We have prepared over 900 development fee studies
across the country — more than any other firm. We are innovators in the field, pioneering
approaches for credits, impact fees by size of housing unit, and distance-related/tiered impact
fees. More importantly, a TischlerBise development fee methodology has never been challenged
in a court of law.

Technical Knowledge of Land Use Planning and Local Government Finance. The City
requires consulting expertise in the areas of infrastructure planning/finance, land use planning
and growth management in the State of Arizona, as well as in local government finance. Many
communities overlook the fact that development fees are a land use regulation. The
TischlerBise team will apply years of development fee experience within the context of overall
City financial needs, land use, and economic development policies. This will lead to a work
product that is both defensible and that promotes equity.

Arizona Experience. TischlerBise has prepared more development fees in the State of Arizona
than any other firm. We also worked with the Arizona League of Cities and Towns in analyzing
and suggesting amendments to SB 1525 which has dramatically changed Arizona’s development
fee enabling legislation.
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As the President of TischlerBise, | have the authority to negotiate and contractually bind the firm. We look
forward to the possibility of working again with the City of San Luis and are committed to providing cost-
effective, high-quality support for this assignment.

Sincerely,

L. Carson Bise Il, AICP, President
TischlerBise

4701 Sangamore Road S240
301.320.6900 x12
carson@tischlerbise.com



Section 2: Firm Experience and Expertise

TischlerBise, Inc., was founded in 1977 as Tischler, Montasser & Associates. The firm became Tischler &
Associates, Inc., in 1980 and TischlerBise, Inc., in 2005. The firm is a Subchapter (S) corporation, is
incorporated in Washington, D.C., and is headquartered in Bethesda, Maryland. The firm’s legal address
is:

Principal Office

L. Carson Bise, AICP, President

4701 Sangamore Rd, Suite 240

Bethesda, MD 20816

301.320.6900 x12 (w) | 301.320.4860 (f)

carson@tischlerbise.com

TischlerBise is a fiscal, economic, and planning consulting firm specializing in fiscal/economic impact
analysis, impact fees, market feasibility, infrastructure financing studies and related revenue strategies.
Our firm has been providing consulting services to public agencies for forty years. In this time, we have
prepared over 700 fiscal/leconomic impact evaluations and over 900 impact feel/infrastructure
financing studies — more than any other firm. Through our detailed approach, proven methodology, and
comprehensive product, we have established TischlerBise as the leading national expert on revenue
enhancement and cost of growth strategies.

Arizona Experience

An important factor to consider related to this work effort is our relevant experience working in the State of
Arizona. TischlerBise has unsurpassed experience preparing development fees and infrastructure
improvements plans in the State of Arizona, particularly with Arizona’s new development fee legislation,
SB 1525. We have completed or are currently engaged with the following Arizona communities to
conduct SB 1525-related updates and analyses:

= Apache Junction * =  Payson

= Avondale =  Pinetop-Lakeside*
Buckeye*# Queen Creek*
Casa Grande* Safford
Cave Creek* Sedona*
Coolidge* Show Low*
Eloy* Sierra Vista*
Flagstaff* San Luis
Gilbert*# Somerton*#
Glendale* Wellton
Goodyear* Yuma*#
Maricopa*

*Indicates multiple engagements
#Indicates repeat client currently updating SB 1525 fee study



TischlerBise National Experience

TischlerBise is the national leader in advancing the “state of the practice.” For example, TischlerBise
pioneered development fees by housing size and/or bedroom count, tiered transportation fee schedules,
techniques for mitigating high fees for nonresidential development, and integrating transportation impact
fees as part of an overall funding strategy. While every community is unique, this national experience
provides invaluable perspective for our clients. A summary of our national development fee experience is
shown below.
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Project Examples/References

The following project descriptions demonstrate our team’s recent and vast experience with assignments
similar to the scope of services required by the City of San Luis.

City of Buckeye, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study
Project Contact: George Flores, Development Services Director

Phone: (623) 349-6209

E-mail: gflores@buckeyeaz.gov

Date of Performance: 2013 and 2017

TischlerBise Staff: Carson Bise, AICP, and Benjamin Griffin

TischlerBise is completing an update to the City's SB1525 compliant development fees we completed in
2013. This study includes an update to parks and recreation, library, street, police, fire, water, and
wastewater development fees. Due to Buckeye’s acquisition of Global Water, and the complexity of
existing development agreements related to this acquisition, Buckeye accelerated its update
process. To account for development agreements related to water and wastewater service throughout
Buckeye, which often vary within individual Community Master Plan Areas and 208 Areas, TischlerBise
and Buckeye staff are designing a GIS-based development fee schedule to accurately assess fees
at the parcel level. Buckeye’'s current (four) water and wastewater service areas are projected to
increase to approximately ten to twenty service areas for each type of infrastructure — Buckeye’s water
and wastewater development agreements do not usually have similar geographic boundaries.



e —=—
R < W

City of Yuma, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IlIP and Development Fee Study
Project Contact: Andrew McGarvie, Assistant City Engineer

Phone: (928) 373-5000 Ext. 3044

E-mail: Andrew.mcgarvie@yumaaz.gov

Date of Performance: 2000, 2005, 2011, and 2017

TischlerBise Staff: Carson Bise, AICP, and Benjamin Giriffin

TischlerBise is completing an update to the City’s SB1525 compliant development fees, we completed in
2011. This study includes an update to parks and recreation, library, police, fire, and transportation
development fees (this is the fourth time the City has engaged TischlerBise). The scope of this work
effort included developing land use assumptions for the service area(s) where development fees were to
be assessed, determining eligible infrastructure projects under the new definition of “necessary public
services,” and calculating Infrastructure Improvement Plans. As part of this update, TischlerBise
examined the feasibility of implementing a tiered transportation development fee structure that is
designed to encourage development in the downtown area. Ultimately, the City and TischlerBise agreed
this was not a supportable option for a variety of reasons.

City of Avondale, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study
Project Contact: David Vaca, CIP Manager

Phone: (623) 333-1000

E-mail: dvaca@avondale.org

Date of Performance: 2002 and 2013

TischlerBise Staff: Carson Bise, AICP, Julie Herlands, AICP, and Ben Griffin

The City of Avondale contracted with TischlerBise midway through their SB1525 compliance fee
study in 2013 after parting ways with their contracted consulting firm. Since TischlerBise has a
substantial staff devoted to its development fee practice, we were able the immediately bring the
necessary resources to bear in order salvage the work effort and successfully compete the assignment in
order to meet the City’'s deadline. This study included preparing Infrastructure Improvements Plan and
associated development fees for the following necessary public services: General Government, Library,
Parks and Recreational, Fire, Police, Streets, Water and Wastewater.

City of Tempe, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study
Project Contact: Julie Hietter, Public Works Manager

Phone: (480) 350-8371

E-mail: julie_hietter@tempe.gov

Date of Performance: 2014 and 2017

TischlerBise Staff: Carson Bise, AICP, and Benjamin Griffin

The City of Tempe hired TischlerBise in 2013 to prepare SB1525 compliant Land Use Assumptions,
Infrastructure Improvements Plan and Development Fee Study for Police, Libraries, Streets, Fire and
Parks. As part of this effort, TischlerBise prepared several iterations of the fees (e.g., plan-based versus
incremental expansion) for the City’s consideration. A primary consideration as part of this assignment
was the City ability to fund the operating expenses associated with various planned facilities. TischlerBise
also prepared the residential fees using a progressive fee structure (e.g., fees vary by size of house),
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which helps with housing equity and affordability issues. TischlerBise was recently retained to update
the Streets fees as well as redo the existing Water and Wastewater development fees.




Section 3: Staff Qualifications and Experience

Consulting Team Roles and Responsibilities

To successfully navigate your Infrastructure Improvements Plan and Development Fee Study, the
consultant must possess specific, detailed and customized knowledge of not only the technical analysis,
but the context of the development fee structures and implementation in achieving City fiscal, economic,
transportation and land use policies goals. Our proposed Project Team of Carson Bise, AICP and
Benjamin Griffin has unsurpassed experience performing projects requiring the same expertise as that
needed to serve the City of San Luis. Our Project Team brings over 35 years of development fee
calculation, infrastructure finance, demographic and market analysis, and development fee
implementation experience to the City’s assignment. In summary, our Principal in Charge and Project
Manager are considered national thought leaders in the areas of impact fees, exactions, infrastructure
finance, impact fee program administration, and implementation. The organizational chart below shows
our project team for this assignment.

City of San Luis

Benjamin Griffin Carson Bise, AICP
Project Analyst Principle in Charge

Carson Bise, AICP, President of TischlerBise, will serve as Principal-In-Charge and coordinate our
Project Team'’s interaction with the City of San Luis to ensure that all work is completed properly, on time,
and within budget. He will work closely with Benjamin Griffin, developing and reviewing all aspects of the
project and providing overall quality assurance for the project.

Benjamin Griffin, Senior Fiscal/Economic Analyst, has been selected as Project Manager for this project
because of his substantial experience preparing development fees and financing strategies, as well as his
strong project management skills. Mr. Griffin will be responsible for controlling the work in progress,
providing feedback to project team members and staff, and will be responsible for the technical
requirements of the project. Mr. Griffin has been with TischlerBise for five years and is the Project
Manager for our current Land Use Assumptions, [IP and Development Fee studies in Casa Grande,
Tempe and Buckeye.
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Consulting Team Resumes
L. Carson Bise, Il, AICP, President

Mr. Bise has 25 years of fiscal, economic and planning experience, and has conducted fiscal and
infrastructure finance evaluations in 37 states. Mr. Bise is a leading national figure in the calculation of
impact fees, having completed over 250 impact fees for the following categories: parks and recreation,
open space, police, fire, schools, water, sewer, roads, municipal power, and general government facilities.
In his seven years as a planner at the local government level he coordinated Capital Improvement Plans,
conducted market analyses and business development strategies, and developed comprehensive plans.
Mr. Bise has also written and lectured extensively on fiscal impact analysis and infrastructure financing.
His most recent publications are Next Generation Transportation Impact Fees and Fiscal Impact Analysis:
Methodologies for Planners published by the American Planning Association, a chapter on fiscal impact
analysis in the book Planning and Urban Design Standards also published by the American Planning
Association, and the ICMA 1Q Report, Fiscal Impact Analysis: How Today’s Decisions Affect Tomorrow’s
Budgets. Mr. Bise was also the principal author of the fiscal impact analysis component for the Atlanta
Regional Commission’s Smart Growth Toolkit and is featured in the recently released AICP CD-ROM
Training Package entitled The Economics of Density. Mr. Bise is currently on the Board of Directors of the
Growth and Infrastructure Finance Consortium and recently Chaired the American Planning
Association’s Paying for Growth Task Force. He was also recently named an Affiliate of the
National Center for Smart Growth Research & Education.

SELECTED IMPACT FEE AND INFRASTRUCTURE FUNDING STRATEGY EXPERIENCE

= City of Apache Junction, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study
= City of Avondale, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= City of Buckeye, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

=  Town of Camp Verde, Arizona — Impact Fee Study

= City of Coolidge, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= City of Glendale, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= City of Eloy, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

=  City of Flagstaff, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

=  Town of Payson, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= Town of Pinetop-Lakeside, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study
= City of Safford, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= City of San Luis, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= City of Sedona, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= City of Sierra Vista, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= City of Somerton, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= Town of Wellton, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= City of Yuma, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= City of Avenal, California — Impact Fee Study
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City of National City, California — Impact Fee Study

City of Temecula, California — Impact Fee Study

City of Tulare, California — Impact Fee Study

City of Boulder, Colorado — Impact Fee/Excise Tax Study
City of Evans, Colorado — Impact Fee Study

City of Greeley, Colorado — Impact Fee Study

City of Longmont, Colorado — Impact Fee Study

City of Louisville, Colorado — Impact Fee Study

City of Steamboat Springs, Colorado — Impact Fee Study
City of Thornton, Colorado — Impact Fee Study

Town of Vail, Colorado — Impact Fee Study

DeSoto County, Florida — Impact Fee Study

Manatee County, Florida — Impact Fee Study

City of North Miami, Florida — Impact Fee Study

Pasco County, Florida — School Impact Fee Study

City of Hagerstown, Maryland — Impact Fee Study

Town of Hampstead, Maryland — Impact Fee Study

City of Salisbury, Maryland — Impact Fee Study

Talbot County, Maryland — Impact Fee Study

Washington County, Maryland — Impact Fee Study
Worcester County, Maryland — Impact Fee Study
Broadwater County, Montana — Impact Fee Feasibility Study
Gallatin Canyon/Big Sky, Montana — Capital Improvement and Funding Plan
City of Great Falls, Montana — Impact Fee Feasibility Study
City of Las Cruces, New Mexico — Water and Sewer Impact Fee Study

EDUCATION

M.B.A., Economics, Shenandoah University
B.S., Geography/Urban Planning, East Tennessee State University
B.S., Political Science/Urban Studies, East Tennessee State University

PUBLICATIONS

“Next Generation Transportation Impact Fees,” American Planning Association, Planners Advisory
Service.

“Fiscal Impact Analysis: Methodologies for Planners,” American Planning Association.

“Planning and Urban Design Standards,” American Planning Association, Contributing Author on
Fiscal Impact Analysis.

“Fiscal Impact Analysis: How Today’s Decisions Affect Tomorrow’s Budgets,” ICMA Press.

“The Cost/Contribution of Residential Development,” Mid-Atlantic Builder.

Benjamin Griffin, Senior Fiscal/Economic Analyst
Benjamin Griffin is a Senior Fiscal and Economic Analyst at TischlerBise and has 6 years of experience,
specializing in development fees, fiscal impact analysis and economic development planning. Prior to
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joining TischlerBise, Mr. Griffin worked on real estate and economic development projects for the New
Orleans Business Alliance. During this time, he conducted field surveys to determine the economic health
of key retail corridors, researched real estate development projects, and analyzed economic development
initiatives. Prior to his real estate and economic development experience, Mr. Griffin worked with the New
Orleans Redevelopment Authority, where he gained experience in performance-based funding sources,
title clearance, and GIS. This position provided practical experience with issues concerning the
redevelopment process, title clearance of properties received and acquired through various means, and
analysis of property data for redevelopment projects. Mr. Griffin also possesses professional experience
with the Jefferson Parish Planning Department, where he worked in the Current Planning Division.

SELECTED IMPACT FEE AND INFRASTRUCTURE FUNDING STRATEGY EXPERIENCE
= City of Buckeye, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study
= City of Maricopa, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study
= City of Sierra Vista, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study
= City of Tempe, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= City of Yuma, Arizona — Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Study

= Pinal County, Arizona — Development Fee Study

= City of Lemoore, California — Development Fee Study

= City of Tulare, California — Development Fee Study

=  City of Boulder, Colorado — Impact Fee Study

=  City of Durango, Colorado — Housing and Transit Linkage Fees

=  City of Erie, Colorado — Impact Fee Study

= City of Louisville, Colorado — Development Fee Study

=  Town of Mead, Colorado — Impact Fee Study

=  City of Coral Gables, Florida — Impact Fee Study

= Village of Islamorada, Florida — Impact Fee Study

= Manatee County, Florida — Impact Fee Study

= Manatee County School District, Florida — Impact Fee Study

= City of Covington, Louisiana — Impact Fee Study

= City of Sandy, Utah — Impact Fee Study

=  City of West Jordan, Utah — Impact Fee Study

EDUCATION
Master of Urban and Regional Planning, Economic Development, University of New Orleans
Bachelor of Business Administration, Finance, University of Mississippi




Section 4: Project Understanding and Approach
Project Approach

Development fees are fairly simple in concept, but complex in delivery. Generally, the jurisdiction
imposing the fee must: (1) identify the purpose of the fee, (2) identify the use to which the fee is to be put,
(3) show a reasonable relationship between the fee’s use and the type of development project, (4) show a
reasonable relationship between the facility to be constructed and the type of development, and (5)
account for and spend the fees collected only for the purpose(s) used in calculating the fee.

Reduced to its simplest terms, the process of calculating impact fees involves the following two steps:
1. Determine the cost of development-related improvements, and
2. Allocate those costs equitably to various types of development.

There is, however, a fair degree of latitude granted in constructing the actual fees, as long as the
outcome is “proportionate and equitable.” Fee construction is both an art and a science, and it is in this
convergence that TischlerBise excels in delivering products to clients.

Any one of several legitimate methods may be used to calculate impact fees for the City. Each method
has advantages and disadvantages given a particular situation, and to some extent they are

interchangeable because they all allocate facility costs in proportion to the needs created by development.

In practice, the calculation of development fees can become quite complicated because of the many
variables involved in defining the relationship between development and the need for capital facilities. The
following paragraphs discuss the three basic methods for calculating development fees and how those
methods can be applied.

Plan-Based Fee Calculation - The plan-based method allocates costs for a specified set of future
improvements to a specified amount of development. The improvements are identified by a CIP. In
this method, the total cost of relevant facilities is divided by total demand to calculate a cost per unit
of demand. The plan-based method is often the most advantageous approach for facilities that
require engineering studies, such as roads and utilities.

Cost Recovery Fee Calculation - The rationale for the cost recovery approach is that new
development is paying for its share of the useful life and remaining capacity of facilities from which
new growth will benefit. To calculate a development fee using the cost recovery approach, facility cost
is divided by the ultimate number of demand units the facility will serve. An oversized arterial roadway
is an example.

Incremental Fee Calculation - The incremental expansion method documents the current level-of-
service (LOS) for each type of public facility in both quantitative and qualitative measures, based on
an existing service standard such as square feet per capita or park acres per capita. The LOS
standards are determined in a manner similar to the current replacement cost approach used by
property insurance companies. However, in contrast to insurance practices, clients do not use the
funds for renewal and/or replacement of existing facilities. Rather, the jurisdiction uses the impact fee
revenue to expand or provide additional facilities as needed to accommodate new development. An
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incremental expansion cost method is best suited for public facilities that will be expanded in regular
increments with LOS standards based on current conditions in the community.

Growth Projections and Demographic Trends. Projecting future residential and nonresidential
development is more difficult now than in the past due to the lingering effects of the Great Recession.
This is compounded by shifting trends in the housing market as a result of changing demographics and
lifestyle choices. Changes in the retail sector combined with existing surpluses of retail space in many
communities are also a concern. TischlerBise’s extensive national experience conducting market
analysis and real estate feasibility studies is invaluable in determining the appropriate
development projections used in the IIP and development fee calculations. This includes both the
amount of development and the geographic location. Depending on the methodology employed, overly
optimistic development projections can increase the City’s financial exposure, if projected development
fee revenue is less than expected.

Work Scope
TASK 1: PROJECT INITIATION / DATA ACQUISITION

During this task, we will meet with City staff to establish lines of communication, review and discuss
project goals and expectations related to the project, review (and revise if necessary) the project
schedule, request data and documentation related to new proposed development, and discuss City staff's
role in the project. The objectives of this initial discussion are outlined below:

=  Obtain and review current demographics and other land use information for the City of San Luis
= Review and refine work plan and schedule
= Discuss current and previous work efforts related to this topic
= Assess additional information needs and required staff support
= |dentify and collect data and documents relevant to the analysis
= |dentify any major relevant policy issues
Meetings:
One (1) on-site visit to meet with City project management team/City staff as appropriate.
Deliverables:

Data request memorandum.

TASK 2: DEVELOP LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS

TischlerBise will review and update annual projections of population, employment, housing, commercial,
industrial and other nonresidential square footage data for at least fifteen (15) years for utilities and ten
(10) year for all other development fee categories. The Consultant will prepare a memorandum
discussing the recommended land use projections (Land Use Assumptions Document) that will serve as
the basis for the IIP and development impact fee schedule. TischlerBise will prepare a plan that includes




projections of changes in land uses, densities, intensities, and population for a specific service area. A
map of the area(s) to which the land use assumptions apply will also be included in this task.

Meetings:

Discussions with the Department of Planning and Zoning will be held as part of Task 1, as well as
conference calls as needed.

Deliverables:

TischlerBise will prepare a draft technical memorandum discussing the recommended Land Use
Assumptions. After review and sign-off by the City, a final memorandum will be issued, which will become
part of the final Development Fee Report.

TASK 3: ASCERTAIN DEMAND FACTORS AND LEVELS-OF-SERVICE FOR “NECESSARY PUBLIC
SERVICES”

Communities in Arizona may assess development fees for “necessary public services” which have a
useful life of more than three years and that are owned and operated on behalf of the City and within the
incorporated boundary.

There are several important subtasks that are outlined below:

= Proportionate Share — Determine the proportionate share of the cost of “necessary public
services,” based on service units needed to provide such services to new development.

= Determine Existing Levels-of-Service — The costs for the “necessary public services” required
to serve new development are based on the same level-of-service being provided to existing
development in the service area. We will determine the existing level-of-service by conducting
onsite interviews, evaluating the appropriate studies, and analyzing relevant local data. These
onsite interviews will also include discussions about and defining of the infrastructure components
to be included in the IIP and development fees.

= Determine Service Areas — Specify the area(s) within the City’s boundaries in which
development will be served by the “necessary public services” or facility expansions and that a
substantial nexus exists between the necessary public services or facility expansions and the
development being served as prescribed in the IIP.

The above subtasks will enable us to ensure that three important development fee requirements are met,
collectively referred to as rational nexus requirements: demonstration of impact, benefit, and
proportionality.

Meetings:
Two (2) meetings with City staff to discuss capital facility needs and levels-of-service.
Deliverables:

Technical Memorandum Discussing Recommended Service Areas by Fee Category (if applicable).

e —=—
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TASK 4: IDENTIFY CAPITAL NEEDS AND COSTS
This task will determine the relevant capital needs and costs due to growth.

1) Long-Range Capital Need — TischlerBise will focus on relevant documents such as the
General Plan, any relevant master plans, the current Capital Improvements Plan, and other
mapping and data that is available. Discussions will aim not only to understand the specific
costs, but also to assess the size and scope of projects and whether capital facility needs are
due to normal replacement, catch-up, or new demand.

2) Service Units — TischlerBise will define the standardized measures of consumption, use, or
generation attributable to an individual unit of development for each category of “necessary
public services” or facility expansions.

3) Review Cost Estimates — TischlerBise will review the costs of infrastructure improvements,
real property, financing, engineering, and architectural services associated with the “necessary
public services” to be included in the IIP and development fees.

4) Financing Costs — TischlerBise will identify projected interest charges and other financial
costs which are to be used for repayment of principal and interest of debt used to finance
construction of “necessary public services” identified in the IIP.

5) Identify Ineligible Costs — TischlerBise will identify costs that are not eligible for inclusion in
the IIP and development fees. Ineligible costs include projects not included in the IIP; repair,
maintenance, or operation of existing facilities; projects which serve existing development in
order to meet stricter regulatory requirements; projects which provide a higher level-of-service
to existing development; and administrative, maintenance, and operating costs.

As part of calculating the fee, costs for infrastructure improvements, real property, financing, engineering,
and architectural services will be considered. TischlerBise will consider all of these components in
developing an equitable allocation of costs.

Meetings:
Two (2) meetings with City staff.
Deliverables:

See Task 7.

TASK 5: DETERMINE NEED FOR “CREDITS” TO BE APPLIED AGAINST CAPITAL COSTS

A consideration of “credits” is integral to the development of a legally valid impact fee methodology. There
is considerable confusion among those who are not immersed in impact fee law about the definition of a
credit and why it may be required.

There are two types of “credits” that are included in the calculation of impact fees, each with specific,
distinct characteristics. The first is a credit due to possible double payment situations. This could occur
when a property owner will make future contributions toward the capital costs of a public facility covered
by an impact fee. The second is a credit toward the payment of an impact fee for the required dedication
of public sites and improvements provided by the developer and for which the impact fee is imposed.
Both types of credits will be considered and addressed in the development fee study.
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Deliverables:

Memoranda as appropriate. See Task 10.

TASK 6: DISCUSS PRELIMINARY METHODOLOGIES AND POLICY OPTIONS

The requirement that development fees be based on an IIP does not equate to a requirement that only
the plan-based methodology can be used in the calculations. The IIP can reflect the past capacity
investments in infrastructure that will be repaid by new development with development fee revenue.
Likewise, the City can plan to provide new development the same level-of-service being currently
provided to existing development.

TischlerBise will evaluate different allocation methodologies for each IIP and development fee component
to determine which methodology is the most appropriate measure of the demand created by new
development. These methodologies include:

Cost Recovery Methodology — This methodology is best suited for infrastructure which has already
been built and has excess capacity available to be utilized for new development.

Incremental Expansion Methodology — Under this approach, new development will receive the current
level-of-service being provided to existing development by the existing inventory of infrastructure.

Plan-Based Methodology — This methodology primarily evaluates the CIP for new development’s
proportionate share of planned capital projects. It is important to note, however, that CIP’s are often
fiscally constrained and may not reflect the true requirements of new development. TischlerBise will
therefore also evaluate master plans for different categories of infrastructure.

This comprehensive approach and consideration of alternative methodologies will allow maximization of
the development fees. TischlerBise to prepare draft levels-of-service tables and methodology
recommendations for each infrastructure category and component. We will discuss this information with
City staff to ensure understanding and acceptance. Policy alternatives will be discussed as appropriate.
This should help ensure “sign-off” and prevent time delays in finalizing the analysis.

Meetings:

One (1) meeting with City staff and elected officials (if desired) to discuss and explain the preliminary
findings, assumptions, and results.

Deliverables:

TischlerBise will prepare a “story board” for staff review and comment detailing proposed levels-of-
service, cost estimates, service areas, credits and recommended calculation methodologies.

TASK 7: PREPARE DRAFT INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENT PLAN (lIP)

In this task, TischlerBise’s qualified professionals will prepare an IIP using generally accepted
engineering and planning practices for each “necessary public service” for which a development fee can
be assessed. Development of the IIP will include the following subtasks:

= Reserve Capacity — The IIP will identify infrastructure capacity to be reserved to serve future
development.
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Description of Existing Necessary Public Services in the Service Area(s) — The IIP will
include a description of the existing “necessary public services” in the service area(s) and the
costs to upgrade, update, improve, expand, correct, or replace those services to meet existing
needs and usage and stricter safety, efficiency, environmental, and regulatory standards.

Analysis of Total Capacity — The IIP will identify the current usage and commitments for usage
of capacity of the existing “necessary public services.”

Description of “Necessary Public Services” Attributable to New Development — The IIP will
describe all parts of the “necessary public services” of facility expansions and their costs
necessitated by and attributable to development in the service area(s) based on the approved
land use assumptions. Cost forecasts will include the costs of infrastructure improvements, real
property, financing, engineering, and architectural services.

Equivalency/Conversion Table — The IIP will include a table establishing the specific level or
quantity of use, consumption, or generation of a service unit for each category of “necessary
public services” or facility expansions. The table will include the ratio of a service unit to various
types of residential, commercial, and industrial land uses.

Projected Service Units — The IIP will include the total number of projected service units
necessitated by and attributable to new development in the service area(s), based on the
approved land use assumptions.

Projected Demand for Necessary Public Services — The IIP will include a ten-year projection
of the demand for “necessary public services” or facility expansions required by new service
units.

Forecast of Non-Development Fee Revenues from New Service Units — The IIP will forecast
revenues other than development fees generated by new service units, such as state-shared
revenue, highway user revenue, federal revenue, ad valorem property taxes, construction
contracting or similar excise taxes, and the capital recovery portion of utility fees attributable to
development based on the approved land use assumptions. This subtask will include a plan to
include these contributions in determining the extent of the burden created by new development.

These subtasks will result in a written plan that identifies each “necessary public service” or facility
expansion that is to be the subject of a development fee and complies with the requirements of State law.

Meetings:

None.

Deliverables:

Draft Infrastructure Improvement Plan.

TASK 8: CONDUCT FUNDING AND CASH FLOW ANALYSIS; ESTIMATE ANNUAL OPERATING

COSTS

In order to prepare a meaningful 1IP, it is important to evaluate the anticipated funding sources. In this
task, TischlerBise will prepare a ten-year cash flow analysis. This calculation will allow the City to better




understand the revenue potential of the development fees and the amount which would be needed if the
fees were discounted. It will also provide a good understanding of the cash flow needed to cover the
infrastructure costs for new development. The cash flow analysis will indicate whether additional funds
might be needed or whether the IIP might need to be altered. This could also affect the total credits
calculated in the previous task. Therefore, it is likely that a number of iterations will be conducted in order
to refine the cash flow analysis reflecting the capital improvement needs. Development fee revenues can
only be spent on capital projects that add capacity. Operating and maintenance costs associated with
these capital improvements will have to be funded from other revenue sources, mostly likely from the
General Fund. To estimate the annual operational and maintenance costs of the projected infrastructure,
TischlerBise will utilize several data sources, including:

=  Most recently adopted operating budget.
=  Most recently adopted CIP.
= Capital project/program submittal sheets from departments.

Meetings:
None.

Deliverables:

See Task 10.

TASK 9: COMPLETE DEVELOPMENT FEE METHODOLOGY AND CALCULATIONS

The completion of the previous task will enable the development fee methodology and calculations to be
finalized. TischlerBise will calculate the maximum justifiable fee for commercial, residential, and industrial
development that can be charged and conform to fee requirements.

Meetings:
None.

Deliverables:

Draft Development Fee Report.

TASK 10: PREPARE FINAL LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS, IIP AND DEVELOPMENT FEE REPORT,
PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS

TischlerBise will prepare a written report for the City that summarizes the need for development fees for
the “necessary public services” category and the relevant methodologies employed, as well as
documentation for all assumptions and cost factors. The report will include at a minimum the following
information:
=  Executive Summary.
= A detailed description of the methodologies used during the study.
= A detailed description of all level-of-service standards and cost factors used and accompanying
rationale.
= An IIP spanning a maximum ten-year planning horizon (15-year for utilities), listing projects,
costs, timing, and financing.
= A detailed schedule of all proposed fees listed by land use type and activity.
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= Other information which adequately explains and justifies the resulting recommended fee
schedule.
= A ten-year cash flow analysis of development fees and estimate of operating costs.

Meetings:
Two (2) presentations/worksessions with the City Council to present and discuss final and Use
Assumptions, Development Fee Report and IIP as part of the legislatively required adoption process.

Deliverables:

Final Land Use Assumptions, IIP and Development Fee Report and presentation materials for meetings.
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Section 5: Project Schedule

The table below indicates our proposed schedule for this assignment. Given that both TischlerBise and
the City have navigated an SB1525 fee study previously, we have found with other clients, the second
update doesn’t take as long given the previous experience under the new law. Completion of the Final
Reports in by late September should provide enough lead time for a timely adoption.

PROPOSED SCHEDULE- LAND USE ASSUMPTIONS, 1IP AND DEVELOPMENT FEE STUDY

Tasks | Anticipated Dates ‘ Meetings* Meetings/Deliverables
Task 1: Project Initiation February, 2018 1 Data Request Memorandum
Task 2: Develop Land Use Assumptions February - March, 2018 1* Land Use Assumptions Document
Task 3: Ascertain Demand Factors and Levels-of- March - April, 2018 2 Technical Memorandum Discussing
Service for “Necessary Public Services” Recommended Service Areas by Fee

Category
Task 4: Identify Capital Needs and Costs March - June, 2018 2% See Task 7
Task 5: Determine Need for Credits June, 2018 0 See Task 10
Task 6: Discuss Preliminary Methodologies and June, 2018 1 "Storyboard" Presention Outlining
Policy Options Preliminary Methodologies and Policy
Options

Task 7: Prepare Draft Infrastructure Improvement June - July, 2018 0 Draft Infrastructure Improvement Plan
Plan
Task 8: Conduct Funding and Cash Flow Analysis; July, 2018 0 See Task 10
Estimate Annual Operating Costs
Task 9: Complete Development Fee Methodologies August, 2018 0 Draft Development Fee Report
and Calculations
Task 10: Prepare Final Land Use Assumptions, IIP September, 2018 3 Final Land Use Assumptions, IIP and
and Development Fee Report Development Fee Reports

*In several cases it is assumed meetings are held with multiple departments over one (1) trip.

23
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Section 6: Fee Schedule

The table below indicates the fixed fee consulting costs for this assignment. TischlerBise invoices monthly

on a percentage complete basis.

PROPOSED FEE - DEVELOPMENT FEE STUDY

Project Team Member:| Bise Griffin Total
Hourly Rate*| $200 $165 Hours Cost

Task 1: Project Initiation 8 8 16 $2,920
Task 2: Develop Land Use Assumptions 6 32 38  $6,480
Task 3: Ascertain Demand Factors and Levels-of-Service for “Necessary Public Services” 8 36 44  $7,540
Task 4: |dentify Capital Needs and Costs 12 48 60 $10,320
Task 5: Determine Need for Credits 4 8 12 $2,120
Task 6: Discuss Preliminary Methodologies and Policy Options 16 20 36  $6,500
Task 7: Prepare Draft Infrastructure Improvement Plan 8 60 68 $11,500
Task 8: Conduct Funding and Cash Flow Analysis; Estimate Annual Operating Costs 4 16 20 $3,440
Task 9: Complete Development Fee Methodologies and Calculations 6 32 38 $6,480
Task 10: Prepare Final Land Use Assumptions, |IP and Development Fee Report 12 24 36 $6,360
Subtotal 76 276 352 560,740

Expenses: 55,800

Total Cost: $66,540







§ 9-463.05. Development fees; imposition by cities and towns;..., AZ ST § 9-463.05

|Arizo na Revised Statutes Annotated
| Title 9. Cities and Towns
|Chapter 4. General Powers
|Article 6.2. Municipal Subdivision Regulations (Refs & Annos)

A.R.S.§ 9-463.05

§ 9-463.05. Development fees; imposition by cities and towns; infrastructureimprovements plan; annual
report; advisory committee; limitation on actions; definitions

Effective:January 1, 2012

Currentness

A. A municipality may assess development fees to offset costs to the municipality associated with providing necessary public
services to a development, including the costs of infrastructure, improvements, real property, engineering and architectural
services, financing and professional services required for the preparation or revision of a development fee pursuant to this
section, including the relevant portion of the infrastructure improvements plan.

B. Development fees assessed by amunicipality under this section are subjectto the following requirements:

1. Development fees shall result in a beneficial useto the development.

2. The municipality shall calculate the development fee based on the infrastructure improvements plan adopted pursuant to this
section.

3. The development fee shall not exceed a proportionate share of the cost of necessary public services, based on service units,
needed to provide necessary public services to the development.

4. Costs for necessary public services made necessary by new development shall be based on the same level of service provided
to existing development in the service area.

5. Development fees may notbe used for any of the following:

(@) Construction, acquisition or expansion of public facilities or assets other than necessary public services or facility
expansions identified in the infrastructure improvements plan.
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(b) Repair, operation or maintenance of existing or new necessary public services or facility expansions.

(c) Upgrading, updating, expanding, correcting or replacing existing necessary public services to serve existing development
in order to meet stricter safety, efficiency, environmental or regulatory standards.

(d) Upgrading, updating, expanding, correcting or replacing existing necessary public services to provide a higher level of
service to existing development.

(e) Administrative, maintenance or operating costs of the municipality.

6. Any development for which a development fee has been paid is entitled to the use and benefit of the services for which the
fee was imposed and is entitled to receive immediate service from any existing facility with available capacity to serve the new
service units if the available capacity has not been reserved or pledged in connection with the construction or financing of the
facility.

7. Development fees may be collected if any of the following occurs:

(@) The collection is made to pay for a necessary public service or facility expansion that is identified in the infrastructure
improvements plan and the municipality plans to complete construction and to have the service available within the time period
established in the infrastructure improvement plan, but in no event longer than the time period provided in subsection H,
paragraph 3 of this section.

(b) The municipality reserves in the infrastructure improvements plan adopted pursuantto this section or otherwise agrees to
reserve capacity to serve future development.

(c) The municipality requires or agrees to allow the owner of a development to construct or finance the necessary public serv ice
or facility expansion and any of the following apply:

(i) The costs incurred or money advanced are credited againstor reimbursed from the development fees otherwise due from a
development.

(i) The municipality reimburses the owner for those costs from the development fees paid from all developments that will use
those necessary public services or facility expansions.



§ 9-463.05. Development fees; imposition by cities and towns;..., AZ ST § 9-463.05

(i) For those costs incurred the municipality allows the owner to assign the credits or reimbursement rights from the
development fees otherwise due from a development to otherdevelopments for the same category of necessary public services
in the same service area.

8. Projected interest charges and other finance costs may be included in determining the amount of development fees only if
the monies are used for the payment of principal and interest on the portion of the bonds, notes or other obligations issued to
finance construction of necessary public services or facility expansions identified in the infrastructure improvements plan.

9. Monies received from development fees assessed pursuant to this section shall be placed in a separate fund and accounted
for separately and may only be used for the purposes authorized by this section. Monies received from a development fee
identified in an infrastructure improvements plan adopted or updated pursuantto subsection D of this section shall be used to
provide the same category of necessary public services or facility expansions for which the development fee was assessed and
for the benefit of the same service area, as defined in the infrastructure improvements plan, in which the development fee was
assessed. Interest earned on monies in the separate fund shall be credited to the fund.

10. The schedule for payment of fees shall be provided by the municipality. Based on the costidentified in the infrastructure
improvements plan, the municipality shall provide a credit toward the payment of a development fee for the required or agreed
to dedication of public sites, improvements and other necessary public services or facility expansions included in the
infrastructure improvements plan and for which a development fee is assessed, to the extent the public sites, improvements and
necessary public services or facility expansions are provided by the developer. The developer of residential dwelling units s hall
be required to pay development fees when construction permits for the dwelling units are issued, or at a later time if specified
in a development agreement pursuant to § 9-500.05. If a development agreement provides for fees to be paid at a time later
than the issuance of construction permits, the deferred fees shall be paid no later than fifteen days after the issuance of a
certificate of occupancy. The development agreement shall provide for the value of any deferred fees to be supported by
appropriate security, including a surety bond, letter of credit or cash bond.

11. If amunicipality requires as a condition of development approval the construction or improvement of, contributions to or
dedication of any facilities that were notincluded in a previously adopted infrastructure improvements plan, the municipality
shall cause the infrastructure improvements plan to be amended to include the facilities and shall provide a credit toward the
payment of a development fee for the construction, improvement, contribution or dedication of the facilities to the extent that
the facilities will substitute foror otherwise reduce the need for other similar facilities in the infrastructure improvements plan
for which development fees were assessed.

12. The municipality shall forecast the contribution to be made in the future in cash or by taxes, fees, assessments or other
sources of revenue derived from the property owner towards the capital costs of the necessary public service covered by the
development fee and shall include these contributions in determining the extent of the burden imposed by the development.
Beginning August 1, 2014, for purposes of calculating the required offset to development fees pursuant to this subsection, if a
municipality imposes a construction contracting or similar excise tax rate in excess of the percentage amount of the transaction
privilege tax rate imposed on the majority of other transaction privilege tax classifications, the entire excess portion of the
construction contracting or similar excise tax shall be treated as a contribution to the capital costs of necessary public services
provided to development for which development fees are assessed, unless the excess portion was already taken into account
for such purpose pursuant to this subsection.
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13. If development fees are assessed by a municipality, the fees shall be assessed against commercial, residential and industrial
development, except that the municipality may distinguish between different categories of residential, commercial and
industrial development in assessing the costs to the municipality of providing necessary public services to new development
and in determining the amount of the development fee applicable to the category of development. If a municip ality agrees to
waive any of the development fees assessed on a development, the municipality shall reimburse the appropriate development
fee accounts for the amount that was waived. The municipality shall provide notice of any such waiver to the advisory
committee established pursuantto subsection G of this section within thirty days.

14. In determining and assessing a development fee applying to land in a community facilities district established under title
48, chapter 4, article 6, the municipality shall take into account all public infrastructure provided by the district and capital
costs paid by the district for necessary public services and shall not assess a portion of the development fee based on the
infrastructure or costs.

C. A nunicipality shall give at least thirty days’ advance notice of intention to assess a development fee and shall release to
the public and poston its website or the website of an association of cities and towns if a municipality does nothavea website
a written report of the land use assumptions and infrastructure improvements plan adopted pursuant to subsection D of this
section. The municipality shall conduct a public hearing on the proposed development fee at any time after the expiration of
the thirty day notice of intention to assess adevelopment fee and at least thirty days before the scheduled date of adoption of
the fee by the governing body. Within sixty days after the date of the public hearing on the proposed development fee, a
municipality shall approve or disapprove the imposition of the development fee. A municipality shall not adoptan ordinance,
order or resolution approving a development fee as an emergency measure. A development fee assessed pursuantto this section
shall not be effective until seventy-five days after its formal adoption by the governing body of the municipality. Nothing in
this subsection shallaffect any development fee adopted before July 24, 1982.

D. Before the adoption or amendment of a development fee, the governing body of the municipality shall adopt or update the
land use assumptions and infrastructure improvements plan for the designated service area. The municipality shall conduct a
public hearing on the land use assumptions and infrastructure improvements plan at least thirty days before the adoption or
update of the plan. The municipality shall release the plan to the public, post the plan on its website or the website of an
association of cities and towns if the municipality does not have a website, including in the posting its land use assumptions,
the time period of the projections, a description of the necessary public services included in the infrastructure improvements
plan anda map of the service area to which the land use assumptions apply, make available to the public the documents used
to prepare the assumptions and plan and provide public notice at least sixty days before the public hearing, subject to the
following:

1. The land use assumptions and infrastructure improvements plan shall be approved ordisapproved within sixty days after the
public hearing on the land use assumptions and infrastructure improvements plan and at least thirty days before the public
hearing on the report required by subsection C of this section. A municipality shall notadoptan ordinance, order or resolution
approving the land use assumptions or infrastructure improvements plan as an emergency measure.

2. Aninfrastructure improvements plan shall be developed by qualified professionals using generally accepted engineering and
planning practices pursuant to subsection E of this section.
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3. A municipality shall update the land use assumptions and infrastructure improvements plan at least every five years. The
initial five year period begins on the day the infrastructure improvements plan is adopted. The municipality shall review and
evaluate its current land use assumptions and shall cause an update of the infrastructure improvements plan to be prepared
pursuant to this section.

4. Within sixty days after completion of the updated land use assumptions and infrastructure improvements plan, the
municipality shall schedule and provide notice of a public hearing to discuss and review the update and shall determine wheth er
to amend the assumptions and plan.

5. A municipality shall hold a public hearing to discuss the proposed amendments to the land use assumptions, the infrastructure
improvements plan or the development fee. The land use assumptions and the infrastructure improvements plan, including the
amount of any proposed changes to the development fee per service unit, shall be made available to the public on or before the
date of the first publication of the notice of the hearing on the amendments.

6. The notice and hearing procedures prescribed in paragraph 1 of this subsection apply to a hearing on the amendment of land
use assumptions, an infrastructure improvements plan or a development fee. Within sixty days after the date of the public
hearing on the amendments, a municipality shall approve or disapprove the amendments to the land use assumptions,
infrastructure improvements plan or development fee. A municipality shall not adopt an ordinance, order or resolution
approving the amended land use assumptions, infrastructure improvements plan or development fee as an emergency measure.

7. The advisory committee established under subsection G of this section shall file its written comments on any proposed or
updated land use assumptions, infrastructure improvements plan and development fees before the fifth business day before the
date of the public hearing on the proposed or updated assumptions, plan and fees.

8. If, at the time an update as prescribed in paragraph 3 of this subsection is required, the municipality determines that no
changes to the land use assumptions, infrastructure improvements plan or development fees are needed, the municipality may
as an alternative to the updating requirements of this subsection publish notice of its determination on its website and include
the following:

(@) A statement that the municipality has determined thatno change to the land use assumptions, infrastructure improvements
plan or development fee is necessary.

(b) A descriptionand map of the service area in which an update has been determined to be unnecessary.

(c) A statement that by a specified date, which shall be at least sixty days after the date of publication of the first notice, a
person may make a written request to the municipality requesting that the land use assumptions, infrastructure improvements
plan or development fee be updated.
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(d) A statement identifying the person or entity to whom the written request for an update should be sent.

9. If, by the date specified pursuant to paragraph 8 of this subsection, a person requests in writing that the land use assumptions,
infrastructure improvements plan or development fee be updated, the municipality shall cause,acceptor reject an update of the
assumptions and plan to be prepared pursuant to this subsection.

10. Notwithstanding the notice and hearing requirements for adoption of an infrastructure improvements plan, a municipality
may amend an infrastructure improvements plan adopted pursuant to this section without a public hearing if the amendment
addresses only elements of necessary public services in the existing infrastructure improvements plan and the changes to the
plan will not, individually or cumulatively with other amendments adopted pursuant to this subsection, increase the level of
service in the service area or cause adevelopment fee increase of greaterthan five per cent when anew or modified development
fee is assessed pursuantto this section. The municipality shall provide notice of any such amendment at least thirty days be fore
adoption, shall post the amendment on its website or on the website of an association of cities and towns if the municipality
does not have a website and shall provide notice to the advisory committee established pursuant to subsection G of this section
that the amendment complies with this subsection.

E Foreach necessary public service that is the subject ofa development fee, the infrastructure improvements plan shallinclude:

1. A description of the existing necessary public services in the service area and the costs to upgrade, update, improve, expand,
correct or replace those necessary public services to meet existing needs and usage and stricter safety, efficiency, environmental
or regulatory standards, which shall be prepared by qualified professionals licensed in this state, as applicable.

2. An analysis of the total capacity, the level of current usage and commitments for usage of capacity of the existing necess ary
public services, which shall be prepared by qualified professionals licensed in this state, as applicable.

3. A description of all or the parts of the necessary public services or facility expansions and their costs necessitated by and
attributable to development in the service area based on the approved land use assumptions, including a forecast of the costs of
infrastructure, improvements, real property, financing, engineering and architectural services, which shall be prepared by
qualified professionals licensed in this state, as applicable.

4. A table establishing the specific level or quantity of use, consumption, generation or discharge of a service unit for each
category of necessary public services or facility expansions and an equivalency or conversion table establishing the ratio of a
service unit to various types of land uses, including residential, commercial and industrial.

5. The total number of projected service units necessitated by and attributable to new development in the service area based on
the approved land use assumptions and calculated pursuantto generally accepted engineering and planning criteria.

6. The projected demand for necessary public services or facility expansions required by new service units for a period not to
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exceed ten years.

7. A forecast of revenues generated by new service units other than development fees, which shall include estimated state-
shared revenue, highway users revenue, federal revenue, ad valorem property taxes, construction contracting or similar excise
taxes and the capital recovery portion of utility fees attributable to development based on the approved land use assumptions,
and a plan to include these contributions in determining the extent of the burden imposed by the development as required in
subsection B, paragraph 12 of this section.

F. A municipality’s development fee ordinance shall provide thata new development fee or an increased portion of a modified
development fee shall not be assessed against a development for twenty -four months after the date that the municipality issues
the final approval for a commercial, industrial or multifamily development or the date that the first building permit is issued
for a residential development pursuant to an approved site plan or subdivision plat, provided that no subsequent changes are
made to the approved site plan or subdivision plat that would increase the number of service units. If the number of service
units increases, the new or increased portion of a modified development fee shall be limited to the amount attributable to the
additional service units. The twenty-four month period shall not be extended by a renewal or amendment of the site plan or the
final subdivision plat that was the subject of the final approval. The municipality shall issue, on request, a written statement of
the development fee schedule applicable to the development. If, after the date of the municipality’s final approval of a
development, the municipality reduces the development fee assessed on development, the reduced fee shall apply to the
development.

G. A municipality shall do one of the following:

1. Before the adoption of proposed or updated land use assumptions, infrastructure improvements plan and development fees
as prescribed in subsection D ofthis section, the municipality shall appointan infrastructu re improvements advisory committee,
subjectto the following requirements:

(@) The advisory committee shall be composed of at least five members who are appointed by the governing body of the
municipality. At least fifty per cent of the members of the advisory committee must be representatives of the real estate,
development or building industries, of which at least one member of the committee must be from the home building industry.
Members shall not be employees or officials of the municipality.

(b) The advisory committee shall serve in an advisory capacity and shall:

(i) Advisethe municipality in adopting land use assumptions and in determining whether the assumptions are in conformance
with the general plan of the municipality.

(i) Review theinfrastructure improvements plan and file written comments.
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(iii) Monitor and evaluate implementation of the infrastructure improvements plan.

(iv) Every year file reports with respect to the progress of the infrastructure improvements plan and the collection and
expenditures of development fees and report to the municipality any perceived inequities in implementing the plan or imposing
the development fee.

(v) Advise the municipality of the need to update or revise the land use assumptions, infrastructure improvements plan and
development fee.

(c) The municipality shall make available to the advisory committee any professional reports with respect to developing and
implementing the infrastructure improvements plan.

(d) The municipality shall adopt procedural rules for the advisory committee to follow in carrying out the committee’s duties.

2. In lieu of creating an advisory committee pursuantto paragraph 1 of this subsection, provide for a biennial certified aud it of
the municipality’s land use assumptions, infrastructure improvements plan and development fees. An audit pursuant to this
paragraph shall be conducted by one or more qualified professionals who are not employees or officials of the municipality
and who did not prepare the infrastructure improvements plan. The audit shall review the progress of the infrastructure
improvements plan, including the collection and expenditures of development fees for each project in the plan, and evaluate
any inequities in implementing theplan or imposing the development fee. The municipality shall postthe findings of the audit
on the municipality’s website or the website of an association of cities and towns if the municipality does not have a website
and shall conducta public hearing on the audit within sixty days of the release of the audit to the public.

H. On written request,an owner of real property for which a development fee has been paid after July 31, 2014 is entitled toa
refund of a development fee or any part of a development fee if:

1. Pursuant to subsection B, paragraph 6 of this section, existing facilities are available and service is not provided.

2. The municipality has, after collecting the fee to construct a facility when service is not available, failed to complete
construction within the time period identified in the infrastructure improvements plan, butin no event later than the time p eriod
specified in paragraph 3 of this subsection.

3. For adevelopment fee otherthan a development fee for water or wastewater facilities, any part of the development fee is not
spentas authorized by this section within ten years after the fee has been paid or, for a development fee for water or waste water
facilities, any part of the development fee is not spentas authorized by this section within fifteen years after the fee has been
paid.
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I. If the development fee was collected for the construction of all or a portion of a specific item of infrastructure, and on
completion of the infrastructure the municipality determines that the actual cost of construction was less than the forecasted
cost of construction on which the development fee was based and the difference between the actualand estimated cost is greater
than ten per cent, the current owner may receive a refund of the portion of the development fee equal to the difference between
the development fee paid and the development fee that would have been due if the development fee had been calculated at the
actual construction cost.

J. A refund shall include any interest earned by the municipality from the date of collection to the date of refund on the amount
of the refunded fee. All refunds shall be made to the record owner of the property at the time the refund is paid. If the
development fee is paid by a governmental entity, the refund shall be paid to the governmental entity.

K. A development fee that was adopted before January 1, 2012 may continue to be assessed only to the extent that it will be
used to provide a necessary public service for which development fees can be assessed pursuant to this section and shall be
replaced by a development fee imposed underthis section on or before August 1,2014. Any municipality having adevelopment
fee that has not been replaced under this section on or before August 1, 2014 shall not collect development fees until the
development fee has been replaced with a fee that complies with this section. Any development fee monies collected before
January 1, 2012 remaining in a development fee account:

1. Shall be used towards the same category of necessary public services as authorized by this section.

2. If development fees were collected for a purpose notauthorized by this section, shall be used for the purpose for which they
were collected on or before January 1, 2020, and after which, if notspent, shall be distributed equally among the cate gories of
necessary public services authorized by this section.

L. A moratorium shall not be placed on development for the sole purpose of awaiting completion of all or any part of the
process necessary to develop, adopt or update development fees.

M. In any judicial action interpreting this section, all powers conferred on municipal governments in this section shall be
narrowly construed to ensure that development fees are not used to impose on new residents a burden all taxpayers of a
municipality should bear equally.

N. Each municipality thatassessesdevelopment fees shall submit an annual report accounting for the collection and use of the
fees for each service area. The annualreport shall include the following:

1. The amount assessed by the municipality for each type of development fee.

2. The balance of each fund maintained for each type of development fee assessed as of the beginning and end of the fiscal
year.
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3. The amount of interest or other earnings on the monies in each fund as of the end of the fiscal year.

4. The amount of development fee monies used to repay:

(@) Bonds issued by the municipality to pay the costof a capital improvement project thatis the subject of a development fee
assessment, including the amount needed to repay the debt service obligations on each facility for which development fees
have beenidentified as the source of funding and the time frames in which the debtservice will be repaid.

(b) Monies advanced by the municipality from funds other than the funds established for development fees in order to pay the
cost of a capital improvement project that is the subject of a development fee assessment, the total amount advanced by the
municipality for each facility, the source of the monies advanced and the terms under which the monies will be repaid to the
municipality.

5. The amount of development fee monies spenton each capital improvement project that is the subject of a development fee
assessmentand the physical location of each capital improvement project.

6. The amount of development fee monies spent for each purpose other than a capital improvement project that is the subject
of a development fee assessment.

O. Within ninety days following the end of each fiscal year, each municipality shall submit a copy of the annual report to the
city clerk and post the report on the municipality’s website orthe website ofan association ofcities and towns if the municipality
does not have a website. Copies shall be made available to the public on request. The annual report may contain financial
information that has not been audited.

P. A municipality that fails to file the report and postthe report on the municipality’s website or the website of an association
of cities and towns if the municipality does not have a website as required by this section shall not collect development fee s
until the report is filed and posted.

Q. Any action to collect a development fee shall be commenced within two years after the obligation to pay the fee accrues.

R. A municipality may continue to assess adevelopment fee adopted before January 1, 2012 for any facility thatwas financed
before June 1, 2011 if:
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1. Development fees were pledged to repay debt service obligations related to the construction of the facility.

2. After August 1,2014, any development fees collected under this subsection are used solely for the payment of principal and
interest on the portion of the bonds, notes or other debt service obligations issued before June 1, 2011 to finance construction
of the facility.

S. Through August 1, 2014, a development fee adopted before January 1, 2012 may be used to finance construction of a facility
and may be pledged to repay debt service obligations if:

1. The facility thatis being financed is a facility that is described undersubsection T, paragraph 7, subdivisions (a) thro ugh (g)
of this section.

2. The facility was included in an infrastructure improvements plan adopted before June 1, 2011.

3. The development fees are used for the payment of principal and interest on the portion of the bonds, notes or other debt
service obligations issued to finance construction of the necessary public services or facility expansions identified in the
infrastructure improvement plan.

T. Forthe purposes ofthis section:

1. “Dedication” means the actual conveyance date or the date an improvement, facility or real or personal property is placed
into service, whichever occurs first.

2. “Development” means:

(@) The subdivision of land.

(b) The construction, reconstruction, conversion, structural alteration, relocation or enlargement of any structure that adds or
increases the number of service units.

(c) Any use orextension of the use of land that increases the number of service units.
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3. “Facility expansion” means the expansion of the capacity of an existing facility thatserves the same function as an otherwise
new necessary public service in order that the existing facility may serve new development. Facility expansion does notinclude
the repair, maintenance, modernization or expansion of an existing facility to betterserve existing development.

4. “Final approval” means:

(@) For a nonresidential or multifamily development, the approval of a site plan or, if no site plan is submitted for the
development, the approval of a final subdivision plat.

(b) For a single family residential development, the approval of a final subdivision p lat.

5. “Infrastructure improvements plan” means a written plan that identifies each necessary public service or facility expansion
thatis proposedto be the subject of a development fee and otherwise complies with the requirements of this section, and may
be the municipality’s capital improvements plan.

6. “Land use assumptions” means projections of changes in land uses, densities, intensities and population for a specified
service area over a period of at least ten years and pursuant to the general plan of the municipality.

7. “Necessary public service” means any of the following facilities that havea life expectancy of three or more years and th at
are owned and operated by or on behalf of the municipality:

(@) Water facilities, including the supply, transportation, treatment, purification and distribution of water, and any
appurtenances for those facilities.

(b) Wastewater facilities, including collection, interception, transportation, treatment and disposal of wastewater, and any
appurtenances for those facilities.

(c) Storm water, drainage and flood control facilities, including any appurtenances forthose facilities.

(d) Library facilities of up to ten thousand square feet that provide a direct benefit to development, not including equipment,
vehicles or appurtenances.

(e) Street facilities located in the service area, including arterial or collector streets or roads that have been designated on an
officially adopted plan of the municipality, traffic signals and rights-of-way and improvements thereon.
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(f) Fire and police facilities, including all appurtenances, equipment and vehicles. Fire and police facilities do not include a
facility or portion of a facility thatis used to replace services that were once provided elsewhere in the municipality, vehicles
and equipment used to provide administrative services, helicopters or airplanes or a facility thatis used for training firefighters
or officers from more than one station or substation.

(9) Neighborhood parks and recreational facilities on real property up to thirty acres in area, or parks and recreational facilities
larger than thirty acres if the facilities provide a direct benefit to the development. Park and recreational facilities donotinclude
vehicles, equipment or that portion of any facility that is used for amusement parks, aquariums, aquatic centers, auditoriums,
arenas, arts and cultural facilities, bandstand and orchestra facilities, bathhouses, boathouses, clubhouses, community centers
greater than three thousand square feet in floor area, environmental education centers, equestrian facilities, golf course facilities,
greenhouses, lakes, museums, theme parks, water reclamation or riparian areas, wetlands, zoo facilities or similar recreational
facilities, butmay include swimming pools.

(h) Any facility that was financed and that meets all of the requirements prescribed in subsection R of this section.

8. “Qualified professional” means a professionalengineer, surveyor, financial analystor planner providing services within the
scope of the person’s license, education or experience.

9. “Service area” means any specified area within the boundaries of a municipality in which development will be served by
necessary public services or facility expansions and within which a substantial nexus exists between the necessary public
services or facility expansions and the development being served as prescribed in the infrastructure improvements plan.

10. “Service unit” means a standardized measure of consumption, use, generation or discharge attributable to an individual unit
of development calculated pursuant to generally accepted engineering or planning standards for a particular category of
necessary public services or facility expansions.

Credits

Added by Laws 1982, Ch. 187, § 2. Amended by Laws 1988, Ch. 320, 8 1; Laws 1991, Ch. 273, § 1; Laws 2001, Ch. 378, § 1;
Laws 2005, Ch. 215, § 1; Laws 2007, Ch. 136, § 1; Laws 2009, 3rd S.S., Ch. 7, § 5, eff. Jan. 1, 2010; Laws 2011, Ch. 243, §
1, eff. Jan. 1, 2012.
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Notes Of Decisions (36)

Construction and application

“Necessary,” in statute granting municipalities theauthority to impose development fees for necessary public services, is an
elasticterm that can be applied ona case-by-casebasis to the needs of individual communities;accordingly, a serviceis a
“necessary” public servicedepends on whether itis rationally related to the implementation of powers specifically granted
to the municipality. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Mesa (App. Div.1 2010) 226 Ariz. 7, 243 P.3d 610,
review denied. ZoningandPlanning &= 1382(4)

When construingwhatis a necessary public service, for purposes of statute granting municipalities the authority to impose
development fees for necessary publicservices,a courtshould adoptanapproach sufficiently flexibleto preserve the broad
powers of municipal governments to respond to the needs of the diverse communities they serve, whilepreservingthe
ability of the courts to enforce the statute accordingto its intended meaning. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizonav. City
of Mesa (App. Div.12010) 226 Ariz. 7,243 P.3d 610 , review denied. ZoningandPlanning @~ 1382(4)

City consultant’s assertion thatcity would not use sales and other taxes from improvements to pay growth -related
infrastructurecosts thatwere to be funded by impact fee revenue, was admissibleto show consultant’s state of mind as he
created plansubsequently adopted by city,at administrativereview hearingheld to determine ifthere was sufficient
evidence to support city’s decision toimpose development impact fee ordinances. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizonav.
City of Goodyear (App. Div.1 2009)223 Ariz. 193,221 P.3d 384. Zoning And Planning = 1657

Trial court’s determination that city complied with statutory requirement that the impactfees bore a reasonable
relationship or were roughly proportionateto the burden imposed by the new development, was implicitinits conclusion
that city used only growth related costs in calculatingits impactfees and offset all other funding sources or revenue sources
that would pay for capital improvements including grants and stateshared revenues, in home builders association’saction
seeking declaration thatimpactfee ordinances wereillegal. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Goodyear
(App. Div.1 2009) 223 Ariz. 193,221 P.3d 384 . Zoning And Planning ©= 1725

Firedistricts, unlike municipalities, do not have the power to impose development fees. Northwest Fire Dist.v. U.S. Home
of Arizona Const. Co. (2007) 215 Ariz. 492,161 P.3d 535. Zoning And Planning &= 1382(4)

Statute statingthata “municipality shall providecredittoward the payment of a development fee for the required
dedication of public sites and improvements provided by the developer for which that development fee is assessed”is
intended to prevent the governmental authority from imposinga double burden on the developer and does not indicatea
legislativeintent to permit a city to chargea development fee notwithstandingthe existence of a development agreement
that provides to the contrary. Home Builders Ass’n of Central Arizona v. City of Maricopa (App. Div.2 2007) 215 Ariz. 146,
158 P.3d 869 . ZoningAnd Planning %~ 1382(4)

Development agreement statute statingthat “[tlhe municipality shall providecredittoward the payment of a development
fee for the required dedication of public sites and improvements provided by the developer for which that development fee
isassessed” did not applyto allownewlyincorporated city, as county’s successor-in-interest, to impose additional fees on
developers who had entered into development agreements with county. Home Builders Ass’n of Central Arizona v. City of
Maricopa (App. Div.2 2007) 215 Ariz. 146,158 P.3d 869 . Zoning And Planning &= 1382(4)

Capital financing costs for schools were not “costs to the municipality” associated with providing “necessary public
services” to development, as purported statutory basis for general law city to voluntarily finance capital costs for additional
schools through a development fee on residential development, because city lacked any constitutional or statutory
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authority over, or responsibility for, public school matters. Home Builders Ass’n of Central Arizona v. City of Apache
Junction (App. Div.2 2000) 198 Ariz. 493,11 P.3d 1032, review denied, on remand 2002 WL34075425. Zoning And
Planning &= 1382(4)

Fact that counties but not cities were expressly limited by statute as to the matters for which they could assess
development fees did not allow for an expansion, by inference, of the “necessary publicservices” which cities could finance
through development fees. Home Builders Ass’n of Central Arizona v. City of Apache Junction (App. Div.2 2000) 198 Ariz.

493,11P.3d 1032, review denied, on remand 2002 WL 34075425. Zoning And Planning &= 1382(4)

“Costs to the municipality,” within meaning of statute allowinga municipality to assess development fees to offset costs to
the municipality associated with providing necessary publicservices to a development, must be caused by the direct
provision of necessary publicservices by the municipality. Home Builders Ass’n of Central Arizona v. City of Apache
Junction (App. Div.22000) 198 Ariz. 493,11 P.3d 1032, review denied, on remand 2002 WL34075425. Zoning And
Planning &= 1382(4)

A community facilities district’s statutory authority to construct public school facilities did notauthorizecity to impose a
development fee on residential development to financecapital costs for additional schools. Home Builders Ass’n of
Central Arizona v. City of Apache Junction (App. Div.22000) 198 Ariz. 493,11 P.3d 1032, review denied, on remand 2002
WL 34075425. ZoningAnd Planning “~ 1382(4)

Rational basis

Cultural facilities development fee imposed by city bore a rational relationship to city’s municipal powers, as requiredin
order for such development fee to be authorized by development fees statute, as the city had the power to develop and
fund tourism-related improvements, which included cultural facilities. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of

Mesa (App. Div.12010)226 Ariz. 7,243 P.3d 610 , review denied. Zoningand Planning %~ 1382(4)

Before a municipalityisauthorized by statute to impose a development fee, the public servicefunded by the fee must be
rationally related to the powers granted to a municipality,and the servicemust be one that traditionally has been provided
or lawfully forecast pursuantto statutes governing municipal planning. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of
Mesa (App. Div.12010) 226 Ariz. 7,243 P.3d 610 , review denied. Zoningand Planning @~ 1382(4)

A challengeto the reasonablerelationship requirementin the development fees statute could be premised upon a
municipality’s failuretoactually account,in some meaningful way, for future revenues to be paid bya development
property owner and applied to the growth-related capital costs on whichimpactfees were calculated, but a city need only
demonstrate some rational basis for setting the amount of the fee inorder to avoiditbeing clearly erroneous, arbitrary,
and whollyunwarranted. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Mesa (App. Div.12010) 226 Ariz. 7,243 P.3d 610
, review denied. ZoningandPlanning @~ 1382(4)

Reasonableness of city’s development fee was not before trial court,and remand on thatissuewas unwarranted, where
developer did not offer any evidence on reasonableness of fee or challengeamount of fee at trial, butbased argument on
lack of concrete benefit conferred by fee. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Scottsdale(1997) 187 Ariz. 479,

930P.2d 993, certiorari denied 117S.Ct. 2512,521U.S. 1120, 138 L.Ed.2d 1015. Appeal And Error &= 1178(1)

Municipalityis notrequired to have specific plansthat mustyield specific results to specificdevelopment within given
period of time before it may assess development fees; onlyrequirement is thatmunicipality havesome basis for fee that
withstands clearly erroneous, arbitrary,and wholly unwarranted test. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of
Scottsdale (App. Div.1 1993) 179 Ariz. 5,875 P.2d 1310, review granted, causeremanded, supplemented 183 Ariz. 243,
902 P.2d 1347, opinionapprovedinpart 187 Ariz. 479,930 P.2d 993, certiorari denied 117S.Ct. 2512,521U.S. 1120,
138 L.Ed.2d 1015. Zoning And Planning “=— 1382(4)
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Development fees are not subjectto restrictivespecial-assessment-like standards requiring specificand definite plans and
directbenefit from fees; municipality need only showsome rational basisfor settingamount of fee for itto avoid being
clearly erroneous, arbitrary,and wholly unwarranted. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Scottsdale (App.
Div.11993) 179 Ariz. 5,875 P.2d 1310, review granted, causeremanded, supplemented 183 Ariz. 243,902 P.2d 1347,
opinionapprovedinpart 187 Ariz.479,930P.2d 993, certioraridenied 117S.Ct. 2512,521U.S. 1120,138 L.Ed.2d 1015

Zoning And Planning @~ 1104

Evidence was sufficientto establish thatordinanceauthorizing water resource development fee would resultin beneficial
use based on plans to develop new water supplies to support new development, though remand was required to determine
whether fee bore reasonablerelationship to burden placed on municipality. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizonav. City
of Scottsdale (App. Div.1 1993) 179 Ariz. 5, 875 P.2d 1310, review granted, causeremanded, supplemented 183 Ariz. 243,
902 P.2d 1347, opinionapprovedinpart 187 Ariz. 479,930 P.2d 993, certiorari denied 117S.Ct. 2512,521U.S. 1120,
138 L.Ed.2d 1015. Zoning And Planning @~ 1663; Zoning And Planning &= 1724

Development fee meets reasonablerelationship requirement solongas fee bears reasonablerelationship to method of
obtaining beneficial use; factthat municipality may spendfees on projects not originally planned does not invalidate
calculation. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Scottsdale (App. Div.1 1993) 179 Ariz. 5,875 P.2d 1310, review
granted, causeremanded, supplemented 183 Ariz. 243,902 P.2d 1347, opinionapprovedinpart 187 Ariz.479,930
P.2d 993, certiorari denied 117 S.Ct. 2512,521 U.S. 1120,138 L.Ed.2d 1015. ZoningAnd Planning &= 1382(4)

Purpose

The requirement of a nexus between the amount of the fee and the burden imposed, in statute granting municipalities the
authority to impose development fees for necessary public services, indicates legislativeintent to limitthe imposition of the
fee to actual services provided, or to be provided, by the municipality. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of
Mesa (App. Div.12010) 226 Ariz. 7,243 P.3d 610 , review denied. Zoningand Planning =~ 1382(4)

Discriminatory assessment

Enforcing development agreements between developers andcity, as county’s successor-in-interest, which did not allow city
to imposeadditional development fees did not violatestatutory prohibition precluding city fromassess ing development
fees ina non-discriminatory manner, as agreements between developers and county pre-existed the city’s fee schedule.
Home Builders Ass’n of Central Arizona v. City of Maricopa (App. Div.22007) 215 Ariz. 146,158 P.3d 869. Zoning And
Planning &=~ 1382(4)

Ordinanceauthorizing water resource development fee did not assess feein discriminatory manner, though fees would
placeadditional burden upon new developments, where there was no allegation of discrimination in way fee was imposed.
Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizonav. City of Scottsdale (App. Div.1 1993) 179 Ariz. 5,875 P.2d 1310, review granted,
causeremanded, supplemented 183 Ariz. 243,902 P.2d 1347, opinionapprovedinpart 187 Ariz.479,930P.2d 993,

certioraridenied 117S.Ct. 2512,521U.S. 1120, 138 L.Ed.2d 1015. Zoning And Planning &=~ 1104

Taking

Statutory prohibition againstissuance of injunction to prevent enforcement of public statute by officers of law for public
benefit did not deprive trial court of authority to issueinjunction to prevent city and State from divertingand channeling
excess storm water into terminal basin beyond its retention capacity; residents were not seeking to enjoin enforcement of
public statutes authorizingcity and State to constructdrainagechannels, manage retention basins,and other drainage
components relatingto storm water management, but instead soughtto enjoin city and State from allegedly exceeding
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their statutory authority by negligently managing system, knowingly breachingterminal basin’s retention capacity,and
usingtheir properties as “ad hoc” overflow relief for basin withoutjustcompensation. Boruch v. State ex rel. Halikowski
(App. Div.12017)242 Ariz.611,399P.3d 686. Courts 4

Development fee charged by city as conditiontoissuanceof building permitwas “regulatory fee” akinto land-use
regulationimplicatingeminent domain, rather than “tax” not subject to takings clause; fee was for express purpose of
providing future water to subjectproperty and, thus, was to be used to benefit property on which fee was imposed, rather
than for general revenue, and extent of property’s need for future water was directly related to new development. Home
Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Scottsdale (App. Div.11995) 183 Ariz. 243,902 P.2d 1347 , review granted, opinion
approved inpart 187 Ariz. 479,930 P.2d 993, certioraridenied 117S.Ct. 2512,521U.S. 1120,138 L.Ed.2d 1015.
Eminent Domain 2.10(7)

Necessary public services

Cultural facilities were existing necessary public services thatcity traditionally had provided to its residents, for purpos es of
determining whether cultural facilities development fee imposed by city was authorized by development fees statute,
where city had been imposinga cultural facilities development fee for more thana decade to maintain existing cultural
facilities, including a historical museum, anart museum and a youth museum. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City
of Mesa (App. Div.12010) 226 Ariz. 7,243 P.3d 610, review denied. ZoningandPlanning @~ 1382(4)

Special assessment

Even iffire district’s facilities benefitassessmentwere similarin natureto development fees, which municipalities were
statutorily authorized to impose, firedistrict was authorized to impose assessmentunder statute governing powers and
duties of firedistricts; legislatureintended to allowfiredistrictto assessfees on those who benefited from district’s
facilities. Northwest Fire Dist.v. U.S. Home of Arizona Const. Co. (App. Div.2 2006) 213 Ariz. 489,143 P.3d 1030, review
granted, vacated 215 Ariz. 492,161 P.3d 535. Municipal Corporations &= 406(2)

Development fees are generally considered “regulatory fees” ifthey arereasonablyrelated to needs created by new
development and areused to benefit land on which they areimposed, but areconsidered “taxes” if fees arenot related to
new development and are used to benefit other property. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Scottsdale (App.
Div.11995) 183 Ariz. 243,902 P.2d 1347, review granted, opinionapprovedinpart 187 Ariz. 479,930P.2d 993,
certioraridenied 117S.Ct. 2512,521U.S. 1120, 138 L.Ed.2d 1015. Zoning And Planning “~ 1382(4)

“Development fees” are distinguishablefrom “special assessments,” which are not subjectto takings analysis;
development fees are imposed by government upon property owners who wish to develop their land, whilespecial
assessments aregenerallyimposed only after affected property owners have petitioned for creation of improvement
districtand, moreover, development fees arecondition on ability to develop one’s property and are directly necessitated by
needs created by new development, whilespecial assessments are neither conditions on development nor necessarily
caused by new development. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Scottsdale (App. Div.11995) 183 Ariz. 243,
902 P.2d 1347, review granted, opinionapprovedinpart 187 Ariz. 479,930P.2d 993, certiorari denied 117S.Ct. 2512,
521U.S. 1120,138 L.Ed.2d 1015. Eminent Domain %~ 2.10(7)

Benefit to development

A municipalityis notrequired by the development fees statute to have specific plansthatmust, by necessity, yield specific
results to a specific development within a given period of time before itmay assess development fees. Home Builders
Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Mesa (App. Div.1 2010) 226 Ariz. 7,243 P.3d 610, review denied. Zoningand Planning
= 1382(4)
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Municipalities areentitled to deference concerning whether a development fee will resultina beneficial use, for purposes
of statute authorizing development fees. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizonav. City of Mesa (App. Div.12010) 226 Ariz.
7,243 P.3d 610, review denied. Zoning andPlanning @~ 1625

Development fee imposed by city on all newreal estate developments conferred sufficientbenefit on potential
developments, as required by enablingstatute, to extent fee would be used to acquirenew water supplies sothatcity
could demonstrate adequate future water supply under Groundwater Management Act, as necessarytoapprove new
developments. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Scottsdale (1997) 187 Ariz. 479,930 P.2d 993 , certiorari
denied 117 S.Ct. 2512,521 U.S. 1120, 138 L.Ed.2d 1015. ZoningAnd Planning &= 1382(4)

Requirement of development fee statute that fee resultin benefit to developer did not include requirement that benefit be
based on “locked in” or unchangeable concrete and immediate plans;statute required only that municipality develop plans
indicating good faith intent to usefees to provideservices withinreasonabletime. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizonav.
City of Scottsdale(1997) 187 Ariz. 479,930 P.2d 993, certiorari denied 117S.Ct. 2512,521U.S. 1120, 138 L.Ed.2d 1015.

Zoning And Planning %= 1382(4)

Injunctions

Statutory prohibition againstissuanceof injunction to prevent exercise of public or private officein lawful manner by
person in possession did notdeprive trial courtof authority to issueinjunction to prevent city and State from divertingand
channeling excess stormwater into terminal basinto level that exceeded basin’s retention capacity; residents alleged that
city and State were unlawfully,inunreasonableand arbitrary manner, exceeding their statutory authority to construct
drainagechannels, manageretention basins,and other drainagecomponents relatingto storm water management, by
diverting excess storm water into basin, despite knowledge that basin lacked effective emergency overflow relief during
heavy storm, which caused excess contaminated storm water to flood residents’ properties, in manner constituting
trespass. Boruchv. State ex rel. Halikowski (App. Div.1 2017) 242 Ariz. 611,399 P.3d 686 . Municipal Corporations
715; States 21(1)

Sufficiency of evidence

Cultural facilities devel opment fee imposed by city complied with beneficial useand reasonablerelationship requirements
of development fees statute, though city did not have a specific plan for the use of the fee, where city’s master plan stated
that the purpose of the fee was to enhance the city’s historicaland artistic legacy, city paid anindependent consultant to
determine the projected impactof new development on the demand for city’s cultural facilities, study determined the
maximum cost per dwelling unitof maintainingexisting cultural facilities, ordinancesetthe cultural facilities development
fee at a level slightly below the level recommended by the study, finding by city that growth was increasing demand for
cultural facilities was supported by some evidence, and city considered other sources of future revenue to ensure the
burden of the fee was proportional to the benefit. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Mesa (App. Div.1 2010)
226 Ariz. 7,243 P.3d 610, review denied. Zoning and Planning = 1382(4)

Evidence that city tried to separate forecasted capital costsstrictly related to growth from other projected capital costs, and
that other revenues to be paid by property owners were consideredincalculatingi mpactfees for new development, was
sufficientto supportfindingthat city met its duty to consider relevantfuture revenues, and to ensure that new impactfees
reasonably related to the burden of necessary growth-related improvements, even ifitdid not offset anticipatedsalesand
property taxes to be collected from improvements, inaction by home builders association seeking declaration thatimpact
fee ordinances were illegal. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Goodyear (App. Div.12009) 223 Ariz. 193,221
P.3d 384. Zoning And Planning %= 1382(4)

Review
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§ 9-463.05. Development fees; imposition by cities and towns;..., AZ ST § 9-463.05

Ifa municipalitycanshowthatits plans, calculationsand predictions arenotclearly erroneous, arbitrary,and wholly
unwarranted, courts will defer to its judgment and uphold a development fee ordinanceas satisfyingthebroad
requirements of the development fee statute. Home Builders Ass’n of Cent. Arizona v. City of Mesa (App. Div.1 2010) 226
Ariz. 7,243 P.3d 610, review denied. ZoningandPlanning &= 1632
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AGENDA ITEM REVIEW FORM

Special City Council Meeting 5.E.
Meeting Date: 02/13/2018

Department Head: Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police, Police Department

Submitted By: Miguel Alvarez, Lieutenant, Police Department

Action Requested: Motion

ITEM:

Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding authorization to purchase two (2) police
canines for the San Luis Police Department Canine Unit. (Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police)

SUMMARY:

The San Luis Police Department is seeking approval to purchase two (2) police canines (K9), for the
purpose of retiring its two in-service K9’s or that have reached retirement age (8 years of service) and
are experiencing medical problems related to aging. Three (3) quotes have been received and reviewed
by Police Administration. The one time expense for the purchase of two (2) K9's is

$20,000.00. Adlerhorst International, LLC from Jurupa Valley, California met all of the service

needs established by the San Luis Police Department Administration upon the inquiry of cost quotes to
purchase two K9's.

Adlerhorst International, LLC from Jurupa Valley, California provided a contract quote of $20,250.00. We
also contacted Vohne Liche Kennels, Inc. from Denver, Indiana which provided a contract quote

of $20,000.00, and International Canine Exchange Inc. from Portsmouth, Rhode Island with a quote of
$19,500.00. Under San Luis City Code-Purchasing Section 36.01(D) for purchasing in this amount
requires three (3) quotes which are provided. The contracted service was not approved in the budget for
Fiscal Year 2017-2018.

After reviewing the three (3) quotes, Adlerhorst International, LLC purchase quote was determined to be
the most warranty accessible.

Exclusive critical determining factors for proposing the acceptance of Adlerhorst International, LLC
quote are listed as follows:

1. Seller is conveniently situated within driving distance, which can better accommodate any warranty
issues within a 24 hour time period, where other sellers may take up to one (1) to three (3) weeks to
settle any warranty issues.

2. New K9's will be hand picked by experienced San Luis Police Department K9 handlers.

Due to above-listed reasons, the San Luis Police Department is requesting for Council to waive the

formal purchase procedures for the lowest responsive quote, as permitted in the San Luis City
Code-Purchasing Section 36.01 (H) and purchase from to Adlerhorst International, LLC.

RECOMMENDATION / SUGGESTED MOTION:



I MOVE TO APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF TWO POLICE CANINES IN THE AMOUNT OF
$20,250.00, AND WAIVE FORMAL PURCHASING PROCEDURES FOR THE REASONS
PRESENTED.

Supporting information not attached to the Agenda Item Review Form:

N/A

Fiscal Impact
IS THERE FISCAL IMPACT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ITEM: Yes
CITY/STATE/FEDERAL FUNDS: City
TOTAL: $20,250.00
BUDGETED AMOUNT: No
AVAILABLE AMOUNT TO TRANSFER: $20,250.00

ACCT NAME & GL#/REMAINING BALANCE BEFORE PURCHASE: 250-181-90000-118 Capital
outlay - Auction and Equipment
$20,250.00

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT (IF THIS IS A BUDGET TRANSFER, YOU MUST ATTACH THE
BUDGET ADJUSTMENT FORM):

Accounts used to transfer budget are listed below:

250-181-60035.118 Minor Tools - Auction $10,250.00
250-181-60040.118 Miscellaneous - Auction $ 10,000.00

Payment Account:250-181-90000.118 - Capital Outlay -Auction Equipment

If we exceed budgeted total amount, we will transfer funds from operational budget to cover the
additional funds.

Attachments
Adlerhorst International, LLC
Vohne Linhe Kennels, Inc.
Intenational Canine Exchange




Dog Prices

Police Service Dogs:

German Shepherd — Titled or equivalent training $10,000
Belgian Malinois — Titled or equivalent training $10,000
Single Purpose Detection Dog $8,000

Untitled dogs, other breeds or any special requirements for your
agency

Call

Canine Surcharge:
Security and Shipping Surcharge $250

Because of rising prices due to the security and shipping of our canines from
Europe into the United States, we are charging a Canine Surcharge for every
dog.

Contact

Adlerhorst International, LLC
3951 Vernon Ave

Jurupa Valey, CA 92509
(951) 685-2430

About
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Vohne Liche Kennels, Inc. Cost Quote
7953 N Old Rt 31 oo it #
ate stimate
Denver, IN 46926
11/1/2017 7548
Bill To Ship To
San Luis Police Department
1030 Union St
San Luis, AZ 85349
P.O. No. Terms Due Date VLK Rep Contact #
Net 30 12/1/2017 LAP
Description Qty Rate Total

Dual Purpose Pre-trained Narcotic Dog, Untitled 2 10,000.00 20,000.00T
Guarantee:Effective from day of purchase. 100% Health for 6
months, Skeletal 12 months. If any genetic or hereditary problem is
found during time of guarantee K-9 will be replaced. A vet report
stating diagnosis must accompany K-9 on return . Trainability 3
months, Compatibility 3 months.
TAX ID # 35-2148814 0.00
ffhls.estlmate is good for ninety days. Thank you for your | g ptotal £20.000.00
Inauirv ’
(765) 985-2274 Phone Sales Tax (0.0%) §0.00

(765) 985-2595 Fax
www.vohneliche.com

Total USD

$20,000.00




International Canine Exchange Inc.

160 Willow Ln.
Portsmouth, Rl 02871
401-640-0626
kQinstincts@cox.net

QUOTE

Bill To
San Luis Police Department
1030 Union St
San Luis, AZ 85349
USA
Quote # 20171023 Date 11-16-2017
Account # 20171044 Valid Until 12-31-2017
SKU Description Qry Price | T Total
K9 - Dual Purpose K9 candidate
each k9 will come with a current vaccination record, xrays. a
one year genetic medical warranty. Each K9 will be
guaranteed to complete the certifying traning class, if a k9 is 1 %9,75000 | N $9,750.00
determined to have a reason not to be able to be certified by
the certifying trainers a replacement k9 will be supplied.
Terms - A Purchase Order must be supplied to start
proceurment process. price is subject to change after 30 days 1 $0.00 | N $0.00
from date of this quote. Payment- via check , wire transfer ’ )
made withing 15 days of taking possesion of k9(s)
Terms - quote is subject to change after 12-31-17 1 $0.00 | N $0.00
Subtotal $9,750.00
Total $9,750.00




AGENDA ITEM REVIEW FORM

Special City Council Meeting 5.F.
Meeting Date: 02/13/2018

Department Head: Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of Police, Police Department

Submitted By: Miguel Alvarez, Lieutenant, Police Department

Action Requested: Motion
Resolution

ITEM:

Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding the adoption of Resolution No. 2029. A
resolution of the Mayor and City Council of San Luis, Arizona to receive funding for overtime and
mileage by approving an Intergovernmental Agreement and authorizing execution of

Subrecipient Agreement #170436-01, Operation Stonegarden Grant Program Award - Overtime and
Mileage between the State of Arizona through the Arizona Department of Homeland Security and the City
of San Luis, Arizona through the San Luis Police Department. (Richard Jessup, Acting Chief of
Police)

SUMMARY:

The City of San Luis Police Department has been awarded $343,575.00 for overtime and $20,000.00 for
mileage under Fiscal Year 2017 Operation Stonegarden Program Award #170436-01. The adoption of
this resolution will support the United States Border Patrol mission by allowing police officers the ability to
prevent or stop the egression of drug and undocumented person smuggling, and the nexus to terrorism.

RECOMMENDATION / SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE TO APPROVE AND ADOPT RESOLUTION NO. 2029.

Supporting information not attached to the Agenda Item Review Form:

N/A

Fiscal Impact
IS THERE FISCAL IMPACT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ITEM: Yes
CITY/STATE/FEDERAL FUNDS: Federal
TOTAL: $363,575.00
BUDGETED AMOUNT: Yes
AVAILABLE AMOUNT TO TRANSFER: N/A

ACCT NAME & GL#/REMAINING BALANCE BEFORE PURCHASE: Special Rev-Public Safety PD
OT 250-181-50010.162 Gas/Qil
250-181-70005.162

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT (IF THIS IS A BUDGET TRANSFER, YOU MUST ATTACH THE
BUDGET ADJUSTMENT FORM):



The San Luis Police Department will receive $363,575.00 in Overtime and Mileage as reimbursements.
Accounts numbers:250-181-50010.162 (Special Rev-Public Safety, Police Department- Overtime
-DOHS OPSG 170436-01 and 250-181-70005.162 (Special Rev-Public Safety, Police
Department-Gas/Oil -DOHS OPSG 170436-01.

Attachments
OPSG Award Letter
Subrecipient Agreement
Resolution No. 2029




State of Arizona
Department of Homeland Security

Governor Douglas A. Ducey Director Gilbert M. Orrantia

January 8, 2018

Acting Chief Richard Jessup
San Luis Police Department
PO Box 3720

San Luis, AZ 85349

Subject: FFY 2017 Operation Stonegarden Grant Program Award
Subrecipient Agreement Number: 170436-01 R
Project Title: OPSG Overtime and Mileage

Dear Acting Chief Jessup:

The Operations Order that your agency submitted to the Arizona Department of Homeland Security (AZDOHS) for
consideration under the Operation Stonegarden Grant Program (OPSG) has been awarded. The project titled “OPSG
Overtime and Mileage” has been funded under the Operation Stonegarden Grant Program for Acting Chief. The grant
performance period is January 8, 2018 through December 31, 2018. This grant program is part of the U.S. Department
of Homeland Security Grant Program and specifically is awarded under CFDA #97.067 (Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance).

To initiate the award process, the following action items must be completed, signed and returned to AZDOHS:

1. Two Subrecipient Agreements - go to www.azdohs.gov, click on Grant Programs, Operation Stonegarden
Grant Program, Grant Award Information and then FFY 2017. Download two original OPSG Subrecipient
Agreements (NOTE: they are specific to the “Overtime/Mileage” and “Equipment” grants):

a. Overtime/Mileage Subrecipient Agreement for an Overtime/Mileage grant
b. Equipment Subrecipient Agreement for an Equipment grant

2. Financial Forms - go to www.azdohs.gov , click on Grant Programs, Operation Stonegarden Grant Program,
Grant Award Information and then FFY 2017. Download this Excel document

3. NIMS Compliance Certification - go to www.azdohs.gov, click on Grant Programs, Operation Stonegarden

Grant Program, Grant Award information and then FFY 2017. Download this document

OPSG Budget Detail (enclosed)

Environmental and Historic Preservation (EHP) required documentation (if applicable, see enclosed EHP

Designation Letter).

o>

Hard copies of the Subrecipient Agreements, Financial Forms, and the NIMS Compliance Certification will not be
mailed to you. These items must be completed and on file at AZDOHS in order for your agency to be eligible for
reimbursement. If all documentation listed in numbers 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 above (if applicable) is not signed and
received by AZDOHS on or before April 30, 2018 this award is rescinded and the funds will be reallocated.

Additional grant requirements:

e This letter does not serve as authorization to obligate or begin spending funds toward this award. Obligations
and expenditures cannot take place until January 8, 2018.

e Quarterly programmatic reports must be submitted on the most recent form/template available on the AZDOHS
website.

e Per2 CFR 200 Subpart F, Subrecipients who expend $750,000 or more in Federal dollars in the previous fiscal
year must have a single audit or program specific audit conducted for that year. Subrecipients shall submit their
annual Single or program specific audit to audits@azdohs.gov within 9 months after the close of the fiscal year. If
a Subrecipient does not expend more than $750,000 a statement must be submitted in writing to
audits@azdohs.gov identifying that they did not meet the threshold and therefore do not have to conduct a Single
or program specific audit. The AZDOHS reserves the right to withhold reimbursement payments or future
subrecipient agreements until the Single or program specific audit or statement has been received and, if

1700 West Washington Street Suite 210 Phoenix, Arizona 85007
Office: (602) 542-7013 Fax: (602) 542-1729 www.azdohs.gov 4




applicable, an approved action plan for compliance has been completed.

e All travel associated in support of this award must comply with the State of Arizona Accounting Manual (SAAM)
Travel Policies, found at: https://gao.az.gov/publications/SAAM. This includes maximum lodging, meals, parking
and incidental expense reimbursement rates.

e Subrecipients are subject to the AZDOHS Site Monitoring Program.

e Reimbursements are limited to approved quantities and funding thresholds. You will not be reimbursed for
quantities in excess of what you have been authorized to purchase.

e AZDOHS reserves the right to request additional documentation at any time.

e The FFY 2017 federal award date as indicated in the U.S. DHS award package is 9/5/2017 with a total amount of
funding of $21,531,000. The Federal Award Identification Number is EMW-2017-8SS-00003-S01.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact your Strategic Planner.
Congratulations on your Operation Stonegarden Grant Program award.

Sincerely,

s

Gilbert M. Orrantia
Director

Cc: Lt. Miguel Alvarez

Enclosures: OPSG Budget Detail, EHP Designation Letter

1700 West Washington Street Suite 210 Phoenix, Arizona 85007
Office: (602) 542-7013 Fax: (602) 542-1729 www.azdohs.gov




FY 2017 Operation Stonegarden Grant Program
Overtime - Budget Detail

Agency: San Luis Police Department

Grant#: 170436-01

The signatures below verify the submission/approval process. All parties signify that all aspects of this project
are allowable, reasonable and justifiable in accordance with published federal grant guidelines. Subgrantee

agrees to the funding shown here:

OVERTIME
OVERTIME MILEAGE TRAVEL TOTAL AWARD
$343,575 $20,000 , $363,575

Project Point of Contact M.L’C:Wé ¢ Aagezr 1 ZZ—[ (3
Print Name Signature Date

Strategic Planner or William D. Seltzer

Assistant Director Planning & Print Name Signature Date

Preparedness

This form s to be signed and returned.




SUBRECIPIENT AGREEMENT
OPERATION STONEGARDEN GRANT PROGRAM
OVERTIME/MILEAGE

17-AZDOHS-OPSG-170436-01

Enter Subrecipient Agreement number above (e.g., 170XXX-XX)

Between

The Arizona Department of Homeland Security
And

City of San Luis

Enter the name of the Subrecipient Agency above

DUNS Number 879102684

Enter the DUNS Number above

WHEREAS, A.R.S. section 41-4254 charges the Arizona Department of Homeland Security (AZDOHS)
with the responsibility of administering funds.

THEREFORE, it is agreed that the AZDOHS shall provide funding to the

City of San Luis

Enter the name of the Subrecipient Agency above

(Subrecipient) for services under the terms of this Agreement (the “Agreement”).

l. PURPOSE OF AGREEMENT
The purpose of this Agreement is to specify the rights and responsibilities of AZDOHS in
administering the distribution of homeland security grant funds to the Subrecipient, and to specify
the rights and responsibilities of the Subrecipient as the recipient of these funds.

Il. PERIOD OF PERFORMANCE, TERMINATION AND AMENDMENTS
This Agreement shall become effective on January 8, 2018 and shall terminate on December
31, 2018. The obligations of the Subrecipient as described herein will survive termination of this
agreement.

Il DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES
The Subrecipient shall provide the services for AZDOHS as set forth in writing in Subrecipient’s
grant application titled “OPSG Overtime and Mileage” and funded at $ 363,575 (as may
have been modified by the award letter). Enter Funded Amount above

V. MANNER OF FINANCING
The AZDOHS shall under the U.S. Department of Homeland Security grant # EMW-2017-SS-
00033-S01 and CFDA #97.067:

a) Provide up to $363,575 to the Subrecipient for services provided under
Paragraph Ill. Enter Funded Amount above

17-AZDOHS-OPSG- 170436-01
Any unauthorized changes to this document will result in termination of this award. Version 10/23/2017 Page 1



b) Payment made by the AZDOHS to the Subrecipient shall be on a reimbursement basis only
and is conditioned upon receipt of proof of payment and applicable, accurate and complete
reimbursement documents, as deemed necessary by the AZDOHS, to be submitted by the
Subrecipient. A listing of acceptable documentation can be found at www.azdohs.gov.
Payments will be contingent upon receipt of all reporting requirements of the Subrecipient
under this Agreement.

V. FISCAL RESPONSBILITY
It is understood and agreed that the total amount of the funds used under this Agreement shall
be used only for the project as described in the application and award documentation. Therefore,
should the project not be completed, the subrecipient shall reimburse said funds directly to the
AZDOHS immediately. If the project is completed at a lower cost than the original budget called
for, the amount reimbursed to the subrecipient shall be for only the amount of dollars actually
spent by the subrecipient in accordance with the approved application. For any funds received
under this Agreement for which expenditure is disallowed by an audit exemption or otherwise by
the AZDOHS, the State, or Federal government, the Subrecipient shall reimburse said funds
directly to the AZDOHS immediately.

VL. FINANCIAL AUDIT/PROGRAMMATIC MONITORING
The Subrecipient agrees to comply with the record-keeping requirements and other requirements
of A.R.S. section 35-214 and section 35-215.

a) In addition, in compliance with the Federal Single Audit Act (31 U.S.C. part 7501-7507), as
amended by the Single Audit Act Amendments of 1996 (P.L. 104 to 156), the Subrecipient
must have a Single Audit or program specific audit conducted in accordance with 2 CFR 200
(Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements for Federal
Awards) if the Subrecipient expends more than $750,000 from Federal awards in its previous
fiscal year. If the Subrecipient has expended more than $750,000 in Federal dollars, a copy
of the Subrecipient’s single audit or program specific audit report for the previous fiscal year
and subsequent fiscal years that fall within the period of performance is due annually to
AZDOHS within nine (9) months of the Subrecipient’s fiscal year end.

b) Failure to comply with any requirements imposed as a result of an audit will suspend
reimbursement by AZDOHS to the Subrecipient until the Subrecipient is in compliance with all
such requirements. Additionally, the Subrecipient will not be eligible for any new awards until
the Subrecipient is in compliance with all such requirements.

c) Subrecipients who do not expend more than $750,000 in Federal dollars in the previous fiscal
year and subsequent fiscal years that fall within the period of performance must submit to
AZDOHS via audits@azdohs.gov, a statement stating they do not meet the threshold and
therefore do not have to complete a single audit or program specific audit.

d) Subrecipient will be monitored periodically by AZDOHS, both programmatically and
financially, to ensure that the project goals, objectives, performance requirements, timelines,
milestone completion, budgets, and other related program criteria are being met. Monitoring
will be accomplished through a combination of office-based reviews and on-site monitoring
visits. Monitoring can involve aspects of the work involved under this Agreement including but
not limited to the review and analysis of financial, programmatic, equipment, performance,
and administrative issues relative to each program and will identify areas where technical
assistance and other support may be needed. Subrecipient shall participate in and cooperate
with all such monitoring by AZDOHS, and shall provide access to all personnel, documents,
and other records as may be requested from time to time by AZDOHS. Subrecipient also
shall comply with all requests of AZDOHS that AZDOHS deems necessary to assure the
parties’ compliance with their obligations under this Agreement.
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VII. APPLICABLE FEDERAL REGULATIONS
The Subrecipient must comply with the applicable Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO), Office
of Management and Budget Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 2 CFR 200: Uniform Guidance.
The NOFO for this program is hereby incorporated into your award agreement by reference. By
accepting this award, the Subrecipient agrees that all allocation and use of funds under this grant
will be in accordance with the requirements contained in the NOFO.

Where applicable and with prior written approval from AZDOHS/DHS/FEMA, HSGP Program
recipients using funds for construction projects must comply with the Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C.
3141 et seq.). Recipients must ensure that their contractors or subcontractors for construction
projects pay workers no less than the prevailing wages for laborers and mechanics employed on
projects of a character similar to the contract work in the civil subdivision of the state in which the
work is to be performed. Additional information regarding compliance with the Davis-Bacon Act,
including Department of Labor (DOL) wage determinations, is available from the following website
http://www.dol.gov/compliance/laws/comp-dbra.htm.

Insurance Coverage

The Subrecipient affirms the organization maintain insurance coverage as described in 2 CFR
200.310. The non-Federal (Subrecipient) entity must, at a minimum, provide the equivalent
insurance coverage for real property and equipment acquired or improved with Federal funds as
provided to property owned by the non-Federal entity. Federally-owned property need not be
insured unless required by the terms and conditions of the Federal award.

National Incident Management System (NIMS)
The Subrecipient agrees to remain in compliance with National Incident Management System
(NIMS) implementation initiatives as outlined in the applicable NOFO.

Environmental Planning and Historic Preservation

The Subrecipient shall comply with Federal, State and Local environmental and historical
preservation (EHP) regulations, laws and Executive Orders as applicable. Subrecipients
proposing projects that have the potential to impact the environment, including but not limited to
construction of communication towers, modification or renovation of existing buildings, structures
and facilities, or new construction including replacement of facilities, must participate in the
DHS/FEMA EHP review process. The EHP review process involves the submission of a detailed
project description that explains the goals and objectives of the proposed project along with
supporting documentation so that DHS/FEMA may determine whether the proposed project has
the potential to impact environmental resources and/or historic properties. In some cases,
DHS/FEMA is also required to consult with other regulatory agencies and the public in order to
complete the review process. The EHP review process must be completed before funds are
released to carry out the proposed project. If ground disturbing activities occur during project
implementation, the Subrecipient must ensure monitoring of ground disturbance and if any
archeological resources are discovered, the Subrecipient shall immediately cease construction in
that area and notify FEMA, AZDOHS and the appropriate State Historic Preservation Office.
DHS/FEMA will not fund projects that are initiated without the required EHP review.

Additionally, all recipients are required to comply with DHS/FEMA EHP Policy Guidance. This
EHP Policy Guidance can be found in FP 108-023-1, Environmental Planning and Historic
Preservation Policy Guidance, and FP108-024-4, Environmental Planning and Historical
Preservation Policy.

In addition to the above mentioned guidance documents, the following provisions must be
adhered to:
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Consultants/Trainers/Training Providers

Invoices for consultants/trainers/training providers must include at a minimum: a description of
services; dates of services; number of hours for services performed; rate charged for services;
and, the total cost of services performed. Consultant/trainer/training provider costs must be
within the prevailing rates; must be obtained under consistent treatment with the procurement
policies of the Subrecipient and 2 CFR 200; and shall not exceed the maximum of $450 per day
per consultant/trainer/training provider unless prior written approval is granted by the AZDOHS.
In addition to the per day $450 maximum amount, the consultant/trainer/training provider may be
reimbursed reasonable travel, lodging, meal and incidental expenses not to exceed the State
rate. ltemized receipts are required for lodging and travel reimbursements. The Subrecipient will
not be reimbursed costs other than travel, lodging, meals and incidentals on travel days for
consultants/trainers/training providers.

Contractors/Subcontractors

The Subrecipient may enter into written subcontract(s) for performance of certain of its functions
under the Agreement in accordance with terms established in 2 CFR 200 and the applicable
NOFO. The Subrecipient agrees and understands that no subcontract that the Subrecipient
enters into with respect to performance under this Agreement shall in any way relieve the
Subrecipient of any responsibilities for performance of its duties. The Subrecipient shall give the
AZDOHS immediate notice in writing by certified mail of any action or suit filed and prompt notice
of any claim made against the Subrecipient by any subcontractor or vendor which, in the opinion
of the Subrecipient, may result in litigation related in any way to this Agreement.

Travel Costs

All grant funds expended for travel, lodging, and meals and incidentals must be consistent with
the subrecipient’s policies and procedures; and the State of Arizona Accounting Manual (SAAM);
must be applied uniformly to both federally financed and other activities of the agency; and will be
reimbursed at the most restrictive allowability and rate. At no time will the Subrecipient’s
reimbursement(s) exceed the State rate established by the Arizona Department of Administration,
General Accounting Office Travel Policies: https://gao.az.gov.

Procurement

The Subrecipient shall comply with its own procurement rules/policies and must also comply with
Federal procurement rules/policies and all Arizona state procurement code provisions and rules.
The Federal intent is that all Homeland Security Funds are awarded competitively. The
Subrecipient shall not enter into a Noncompetitive (Sole or Single Source) Procurement
Agreement, unless prior written approval is granted by the AZDOHS. The Noncompetitive
Procurement Request Form and instructions are located on the AZDOHS website:
www.azdohs.gov.

Training and Exercise

The Subrecipient agrees that any grant funds used for training and exercise must be in
compliance with the applicable NOFO. All training must be included and approved in your
application and/or approved through the DEMA/AZDOHS training request process prior to
execution of training contract(s). All exercises must utilize and comply with the FEMA Homeland
Security Exercise and Evaluation Program (HSEEP) guidance for exercise design, development,
conduct, evaluation and reporting. The Subrecipient agrees to:

a) Submit an exercise summary and attendance/sign-in roster to AZDOHS with all related
reimbursement requests.

b) Email the After Action Report/Improvement Plan (AAR/IP) to the local County Emergency
Manager, the AZDOHS Strategic Planner, and the Arizona Department of Military Affairs
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(DEMA) Exercise Branch within 90 days of completion of an exercise or as prescribed by the
most current HSEEP guidance.

Nonsupplanting Agreement

The Subrecipient shall not use funds received under this Agreement to supplant Federal, State,
Tribal or Local funds or other resources that would otherwise have been made available for this
program/project. The Subrecipient may be required to demonstrate and document that a
reduction in non-Federal resources occurred for reasons other than the receipt of expected
receipt of Federal funds. Further, if a position created by a grant is filled from within, the vacancy
created by this action must be filled within thirty (30) days. If the vacancy is not filled within thirty
(30) days, the Subrecipient must stop charging the grant for the new position. Upon filling the
vacancy, the Subrecipient may resume charging for the grant position.

E-Verify
Compliance requirements for A.R.S. section 41-4401—immigration laws and E-Verify
requirement.

a) The Subrecipient warrants its compliance with all State and Federal immigration laws and
regulations relating to its employees and to employees of any contractor or subcontractor
retained through Subrecipient to provide goods or services related to this Agreement,
including but not limited to A.R.S. section 23-214, Subsection A (that subsection reads: “After
December 31, 2007, every employer, after hiring an employee, shall verify the employment
eligibility of the employee through the E-Verify program”).

b) A breach of a warranty by Subrecipient regarding compliance with immigration laws and
regulations shall be deemed a material breach of this Agreement and the Subrecipient may
be subject to penalties to be determined at AZDOHS's discretion, up to and including
termination of this Agreement.

c) The AZDOHS retains the legal right to inspect the papers of any Subrecipient employee who
works on the Agreement, and to those of any employee of any contractor or subcontractor
retained through Subrecipient to provide goods or services related to this Agreement, to
ensure that the Subrecipient is complying with the warranty under paragraph (a) above.

Property Control

Effective control and accountability must be maintained by Subrecipient for all property/equipment
purchased under this Agreement. The Subrecipient must adequately safeguard all such
property/equipment and must assure that it is used for authorized purposes as described in the
NOFO, grant application, and Code of Federal Regulations 2 CFR 200. The Subrecipient shall
exercise caution in the use, maintenance, protection and preservation of such property.

a) Property/equipment shall be used by the Subrecipient in the program or project for which it
was acquired as long as needed, whether or not the program or project continues to be
supported by federal grant funds. Subrecipient is required to maintain and utilize equipment
as outlined in 2 CFR 200.313 - Equipment. Any loss, damage, or theft shall be investigated
and reported to the AZDOHS.

b) Nonexpendable Property/Equipment and Capital Assets:

1. Nonexpendable Property/Equipment is property which has a continuing use, is not
consumed in use, is of a durable nature with an expected service life of one or more
years, has an acquisition cost of $5,000 (Five Thousand Dollars) or more, and does not
become a fixture or lose its identity as a component of other equipment or systems.
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2. A Capital Asset is any personal or real property, or fixture that has an acquisition cost of
$5,000 (Five Thousand Dollars) or more per unit and a useful life of more than one year.

c) A Property Control Form (if applicable) shall be maintained for the entire scope of the
program or project for which property was acquired through the end of its useful life and/or
disposition. All Nonexpendable Property and Capital Assets must be included on the Property
Control Form. The Subrecipient shall provide AZDOHS a copy of the Property Control Form
with the final quarterly programmatic report. The Property Control Form can be located at
www.azdohs.gov. The Subrecipient agrees to be subject to equipment monitoring and
auditing by state or federal authorized representatives to verify information.

d) A physical inventory of Nonexpendable Property/Equipment and Capital Assets must be
taken and the results reconciled with the Property Control Form at least once every two years.

1. A control system must be developed to ensure adequate safeguards to prevent loss,
damage, or theft of the property. Any loss, damage, or theft shall be investigated and
reported to AZDOHS.

2. Adequate maintenance procedures must be developed to keep the property in good
condition.

e) When Nonexpendable Property/Equipment and/or Capital Assets are no longer in operational
use by the Subrecipient, an updated Property Control Form must be submitted to AZDOHS
immediately. The disposition of equipment shall be in compliance with the AZDOHS
Disposition Guidance and 2 CFR 200. If the Subrecipient is requesting disposition of Capital
Assets for reasons other than theft, destruction, or loss, the Subrecipient must submit an
Equipment Disposition Request Form and receive approval prior to the disposition. The
Equipment Disposition Request Form can be found at www.azdohs.gov.

Allowable Costs

The allowability of costs incurred under this agreement shall be determined in accordance with
the general principles of allowability and standards for selected cost items as set forth in the
applicable Code of Federal Regulations, authorized equipment lists, and guidance documents
referenced above.

a) The Subrecipient agrees that grant funds for any indirect costs that may be incurred are in
accordance with 2 CFR 200 and the applicable NOFO. Indirect costs must be applied for and
approved in writing by the AZDOHS prior to expenditure and reimbursement.

b) The Subrecipeint agrees that grant funds are not to be expended for any Management and
Administrative (M&A) costs that may be incurred by the Subrecipient for administering these
funds unless explicitly applied for and approved in writing by the AZDOHS and shall be in
compliance with the applicable NOFO.

VIII. DEBARMENT CERTIFICATION
The Subrecipient agrees to comply with the Federal Debarment and Suspension regulations as
outlined in the “Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary
Exclusion — Lower Tier Covered Transactions.” All recipients must comply with Executive Orders
12549 and 12689, and 2 CFR 200 Part 180 which provide protection against waste, fraud, and
abuse by debarring or suspending those persons deemed irresponsible in their dealings with the
Federal government.
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IX. FUNDS MANAGEMENT
The Subrecipient must maintain funds received under this Agreement in separate ledger
accounts and cannot mix these funds with funds from other sources. The Subrecipient must
manage funds according to applicable Federal regulations for administrative requirements, costs
principles, and audits.

The Subrecipient must maintain adequate business systems to comply with Federal
requirements. The business systems that must be maintained are:
e Financial Management
Procurement
Personnel
Property
Travel

A system is adequate if it is 1) written; 2) consistently followed — it applies in all similar
circumstances; and 3) consistently applied — it applies to all sources of funds.

X. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS
Regular reports by the Subrecipient shall include:

a) Programmatic Reports
The Subrecipient shall provide quarterly programmatic reports to the AZDOHS within fifteen
(15) calendar days of the last day of the quarter in which services are provided. The
Subrecipient shall use the form provided by the AZDOHS to submit quarterly programmatic
reports. The report shall contain such information as deemed necessary by the AZDOHS.
The Subrecipient shall use the Quarterly Programmatic Report form, which is posted at
www.azdohs.gov. If the scope of the project has been fully completed and implemented, and
there will be no further updates, then the quarterly programmatic report for the quarter in
which the project was completed will be sufficient as the final report. The report should be
marked as final and should be inclusive of all necessary and pertinent information regarding
the project as deemed necessary by the AZDOHS. Quarterly programmatic reports shall be
submitted to the AZDOHS until the entire scope of the project is completed.

b) Subrecipients must provide substantial/detailed information as to the status of completion of
the milestones included in the application (not applicable to Operation Stonegarden). Failure
to adequately provide complete information will result in the Quarterly Report being rejected
and resubmission will be required.

c) Quarterly Programmatic Reports are due:
January 15 (for the period from October 1— December 31)
April 15 (for the period from January 1 — March 31)
July 15 (for the period from April 1 — June 30)
October 15 (for the period from July 1 — September 30)

d) Final Quarterly Report:
The final quarterly report is due no more than fifteen (15) calendar days after the end of the
performance period. Subrecipient may submit a final quarterly report prior to the end of the
performance period if the scope of the project has been fully completed and implemented. The
Property Control Form is due with the final quarterly report (if applicable).

e) Property Control Form — if applicable:
The Subrecipient shall provide the AZDOHS a copy of the Property Control Form with the
final quarterly report.
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a. In case of equipment disposition:
The Property Control Form shall be updated and a copy provided to AZDOHS no
more than forty-five (45) calendar days after equipment disposition, if applicable. The
disposition of equipment must be in compliance with the AZDOHS Disposition
Guidance and 2 CFR 200.313.

f) Financial Reimbursements
The Subrecipient shall provide AZDOHS request for reimbursement as frequently as
monthly but not less than quarterly. Reimbursement requests are only required when
expenses have been incurred. Reimbursement requests shall be submitted with the
Reimbursement Form provided by the AZDOHS staff. The Subrecipient shall submit a final
reimbursement request for expenses received and invoiced prior to the end of the termination
of this Agreement no more than forty-five (45) calendar days after the end of the
Agreement. Requests for reimbursement received by AZDOHS later than forty-five (45)
calendar days after the Agreement termination will not be paid. The final reimbursement
request as submitted shall be marked as final.

Subrecipients will only be reimbursed for expenses that have been obligated, expended and
received within the authorized Period of Performance as identified in Section Il of this
Agreement. Subrecipients are not authorized to obligate or expend funds prior to the start
date of the Period of Performance. Any expenses obligated or expended prior to the Period
of Performance start date will be deemed unallowable and will not be reimbursed. Any
expenses/services that occur beyond the Period of Performance (i.e. cell phone service) will
be deemed unallowable and will not be reimbursed.

The AZDOHS requires that all requests for reimbursement are submitted via United States
Postal Service, FedEx, UPS, etc. or in person. Reimbursement requests submitted via fax or
by any electronic means will not be accepted.

The AZDOHS reserves the right to request and/or require any supporting documentation
and/or information it feels necessary in order to process reimbursements. Subrecipient shall
promptly provide AZDOHS with all such documents and/or information.

All reports shall be submitted to the contact person as described in Paragraph XXXVII, NOTICES,
of this Agreement.

XI. ASSIGNMENT AND DELEGATION
The Subrecipient may not assign any rights hereunder without the express, prior written consent
of both parties.

XII. AMENDMENTS
Any change in this Agreement including but not limited to the Description of Services and budget
described herein, whether by modification or supplementation, must be accomplished by a formal
Agreement amendment signed and approved by and between the duly authorized representative
of the Subrecipient and the AZDOHS. In the event of any new legislation, laws, ordinances, or
rules affecting this Agreement, the parties agree that the terms of this Agreement shall
automatically incorporate the terms of such new legislation, laws, ordinances, or rules.

Any such amendment shall specify: 1) an effective date; 2) any increases or decreases in the
amount of the Subrecipient’s compensation, if applicable; 3) be titled as an “Amendment,” and 4)
be signed by the parties identified in the preceding paragraph. The Subrecipient expressly and
explicitly understands and agrees that no other method of communication, including any other
document, correspondence, act, or oral communication by or from any person, shall be used or
construed as an amendment or modification or supplementation to this Agreement.
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XIII. US DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY AGREEMENT ARTICLES
Article A — Acceptance of Post Award Changes
In the event FEMA determines that changes are necessary to this Agreement after it has been
entered into, including changes to period of performance or terms and conditions, the
Subrecipient will be notified of the changes in writing. Once notification has been made, any
subsequent request for funds by Subrecipient will constitute Subrecipient’'s acceptance of the
changes to this Agreement and the incorporation of such changes into this Agreement.

Article B - Disposition of Equipment Acquired Under the Federal Award

When original or replacement equipment acquired in conjunction with this Agreement by the
Subrecipient is no longer needed for the original project or program or for other activities currently
or previously supported by DHS/FEMA, the Subrecipient must request instructions from
DHS/FEMA via AZDOHS by submitting an Equipment Disposition Request Form in order to make
proper disposition of the equipment pursuant to 2 CFR section 200.313.

Article C - DHS Specific Acknowledgements and Assurances

Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees—and agrees to require any contractors,
successors, transferees, and assignees acknowledge and agree—to comply with applicable
provisions governing DHS access to records, accounts, documents, information, facilities, and
staff.

1. Subrecipient hereby agrees to cooperate with any compliance review or complaint
investigation conducted by DHS.

2. Subrecipient hereby agrees to give DHS access to and the right to examine and copy
records, accounts, and other documents and sources of information related to the grant and
permit access to facilities, personnel, and other individuals and information as may be
necessary, as required by DHS regulations and other applicable laws or program guidance.

3. Subrecipient hereby agrees to submit timely, complete, and accurate reports to the
appropriate DHS officials and maintain appropriate backup documentation to support the
reports.

4. Subrecipient hereby agrees to comply with all other special reporting, data collection, and
evaluation requirements, as prescribed by law or detailed in program guidance.

5. If, during the past three years, the Subrecipient has been accused of discrimination on the
grounds of race, color, national origin (including limited English proficiency), sex, age,
disability, religion, or familial status, the Subrecipient shall provide a list of all such
proceedings, pending or completed, including outcome and copies of settlement agreements
to the DHS financial assistance office and the DHS Office of Civil Rights and Civil Liberties
(CRCL) by email at crcl@hqg.dhs.gov or by mail at U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Office of Civil Rights and Civil Liberties Building 410, Mail Stop #0190 Washington, D.C.
20528.

6. Inthe event any court or administrative agency makes a finding of discrimination by
Subrecipient (or any of its contractors or subcontractors involved in providing goods or
services under this Agreement) on grounds of race, color, national origin (including limited
English proficiency), sex, age, disability, religion, or familial status against the recipient, or
the recipient settles a case or matter alleging such discrimination, Subrecipient must forward
a copy of the complaint and findings to the DHS financial assistance office and the CRCL
office by email or mail at the addresses listed above.

Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that the United States has the right to seek
judicial enforcement of these obligations.
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Article D - Use of DHS Seal, Logo and Flags

Subrecipient hereby acknowledges that it must obtain DHS'’s approval prior to using the DHS
seal(s), logos, crests or reproductions of flags or likenesses of DHS agency officials, including
use of the United States Coast Guard seal, logo, crests or reproductions of flags or likenesses of
Coast Guard officials.

Article E - USA Patriot Act of 2001

Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with the requirements of the
Uniting and Strengthening America by Providing Appropriate Tools Required to Intercept and
Obstruct Terrorism Act (USA PATRIOT Act), which amends 18 U.S.C. section 175-175c.

Article F - Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 2000

Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with the requirements of the
government-wide award term which implements Section 106(g) of the Trafficking Victims
Protection Act (TVPA) of 2000, as amended (22 U.S.C. section 7104). The award term is located
at 2 CFR Part 175.

Article G - Lobbying Prohibitions

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with 31 U.S.C. section
1352, and acknowledges and agrees that none of the funds provided under this Agreement may
be used to pay any person to influence, or attempt to influence an officer or employee of any
agency (whether State or Federal), a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress,
or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with any Federal action concerning the
award or renewal.

Article H - Hotel and Motel Fire Safety Act of 1990

In accordance with Section 6 of the Hotel and Motel Fire Safety Act of 1990, 15 U.S.C. section
2225(a), the Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must ensure that all
conference, meeting, convention, or training space funded in whole or in part with Federal funds
complies with the fire prevention and control guidelines of the Federal Fire Prevention and
Control Act of 1974, 15 U.S.C. section 2225.

Article | - Fly America Act of 1974

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with the following
Preference for U.S. Flag Air Carriers: Travel supported by U.S. Government funds requirement,
which states preference for the use of U.S. flag air carriers (air carriers holding certificates under
49 U.S.C. section 41102) for international air transportation of people and property to the extent
that such service is available, in accordance with the International Air Transportation Fair
Competitive Practices Act of 1974 (49 U.S.C. section 40118) and the interpretative guidelines
issued by the Comptroller General of the United States in the March 31, 1981, amendment to
Comptroller General Decision B138942.

Article J - Federal Debt Status

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it is required to be non-delinquent in their
repayment of any Federal debt. Examples of relevant debt include delinquent payroll and other
taxes, audit disallowances, and benefit overpayments. See OMB Circular A-129.

Article K - False Claims Act and Program Fraud Civil Remedies

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with the requirements of
31 U.S.C. section 3729 which set forth that no recipient of federal payments shall submit a false
claim for payment. See also 38 U.S.C. sections 3801-3812 which details the administrative
remedies for false claims and statements made.
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Article L - Duplication of Benefits

Any cost allocable to a particular Federal award, provided for in 2 CFR Part 200, Subpart E may
not be charged to other Federal awards to overcome fund deficiencies, to avoid restrictions
imposed by Federal statutes, regulations, or terms and conditions of the Federal awards, or for
other reasons. However, this prohibition would not preclude a Subrecipient form shifting costs
that are allowable under two or more Federal awards in accordance with existing Federal
statutes, regulations, or the terms and conditions of the Federal award.

Article M - Drug-Free Workplace Regulations

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with the Drug-Free
Workplace Act of 1988 (412 U.S.C. section 701 et seq.), which requires that all organizations
receiving grants from any Federal agency agree to maintain a drug-free workplace. The
Subrecipient must comply with drug-free workplace requirements in Subpart B (or Subpart C, if
the recipient is an individual) of 2 CFR Part 3001, which adopts the Government-wide
implementation (2 CFR Part 182) of sec. 5152-5158 of the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988
(Pub. L. 100-690, Title V, Subtitle D; 41 USC 8101-8107).

Article N - Copyright

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must affix the applicable copyright
notices of 17 U.S.C. sections 401 or 402 and an acknowledgement of Government sponsorship
(including award number) to any work first produced under Federal financial assistance awards.

Article O - Best Practices for Collection and Use of Personally Identifiable Information (PII)
The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that if it collects PII, it is required to have a
publicly-available privacy policy that describes what PIl they collect, how they use the PII,
whether they share PII with third parties, and how individuals may have their Pll corrected where
appropriate. Award recipients may also find as a useful resource the DHS Privacy Impact
Assessments: Privacy Guidance and Privacy template respectively.

Article P - Activities Conducted Abroad

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must ensure that project activities
carried on outside the United States are coordinated as necessary with appropriate government
authorities and that appropriate licenses, permits, or approvals are obtained.

Article Q - Acknowledgement of Federal Funding from DHS

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must acknowledge its use of federal
funding when issuing statements, press releases, requests for proposals, bid invitations, and
other documents describing projects or programs funded in whole or in part with Federal funds.

Article R - Assurances, Administrative Requirements and Cost Principles, and Audit
Requirements

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must complete OMB Standard Form
424B Assurances — Non-Construction Programs, or OMB Standard Form 424D Assurances —
Construction Programs as applicable. Certain assurances in this document may not be applicable
to this Agreement, and the awarding agency may require applicants to certify additional
assurances. Please contact the program awarding office if you have any questions.

Article S - Age Discrimination Act of 1975

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with the requirements of
the Age Discrimination Act of 1975 (42 U.S.C. section 6101 et seq.), which prohibits
discrimination on the basis of age in any program or activity receiving Federal financial
assistance.
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Article T - Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it shall comply with all State and Federal
equal opportunity and non-discrimination requirements and conditions of employment, including
but not limited to Arizona Executive Order 2009-9 and the requirements of Titles I, Il, and Il of the
Americans with Disabilities Act, which prohibits recipients from discriminating on the basis of
disability in the operation of public entities, public and private transportation systems, places of
public accommodation, and certain testing entities (42 U.S.C. sections 12101-12213).

Article U - Civil Rights Act of 1964 - Title VI

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with the requirements of
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. section 2000d et seq.), codified at 6 CFR Part
21 and 44 CFR Part 7, which provides that no person in the United States will, on the grounds of
race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be
subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance.

Article V - Civil Rights Act of 1968

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with Title VIII of the Civil
Rights Act of 1968, which prohibits recipients from discriminating in the sale, rental, financing,
and advertising of dwellings, or in the provision of services in connection therewith, on the basis
of race, color, national origin, religion, disability, familial status, and sex (42 U.S.C. section 3601
et seq.), as implemented by the Department of Housing and Urban Development at 24 CFR Part
100. The prohibition on disability discrimination includes the requirement that new multifamily
housing with four or more dwelling units—i.e., the public and common use areas and individual
apartment units (all units in buildings with elevators and ground-floor units in buildings without
elevators)—be designed and constructed with certain accessible features (see 24 CFR section
100.201).

Article W - Limited English Proficiency (Civil Rights Act of 1964, Title VI)

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with the Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 (Title VI) prohibition against discrimination on the basis of national origin,
which requires that recipients of federal financial assistance take reasonable steps to provide
meaningful access to persons with Limited English Proficiency (LEP) to their programs and
services. For additional assistance and information regarding language access obligations,
please refer to the DHS Recipient Guidance https://www.dhs.gov/guidance-published-help-
department-supported-organizations-provide-meaningful-access-people-limited and additional
resources on http://www.lep.gov.

Article X - SAFECOM

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that recipients who receive awards made
under programs that provide emergency communication equipment and its related activities must
comply with the SAFECOM Guidance for Emergency Communication Grants, including
provisions on technical standards that ensure and enhance interoperable communications.

Article Y - Education Amendments of 1972 (Equal Opportunity in Education Act) — Title IX
The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with the requirements of
Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972 (20 U.S.C. section 1681 et seq.), which provides
that no person in the United States will, on the basis of sex, be excluded from participation in, be
denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any educational program or activity
receiving Federal financial assistance. These regulations are codified at 6 CFR Part 17 and 44
CFR Part 19.

Article Z - Rehabilitation Act of 1973
The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with the requirements of
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, 29 U.S.C. section 794, as amended, which
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provides that no otherwise qualified handicapped individual in the United States will, solely by
reason of the handicap, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be
subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance.
These requirements pertain to the provision of benefits or services as well as to employment.

Article AA - Energy Policy and Conservation Act

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with the requirements of
42 U.S.C. section 6201 which contain policies relating to energy efficiency that are defined in the
state energy conservation plan issued in compliance with this Act.

Article AB - Patents and Intellectual Property Rights

Unless otherwise provided by law, the Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it is
subject to the Bayh-Dole Act, Pub. L. No. 96-517, as amended, and codified in 35 U.S.C. section
200 et seq., and that it is subject to the specific requirements governing the development,
reporting, and disposition of rights to inventions and patents resulting from financial assistance
awards are in 37 CFR Part 401 and the standard patent rights clause in 37 CFR section 401.14.

Article AC - Procurement of Recovered Materials

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with section 6002 of the
Solid Waste Disposal Act, as amended by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, and
that the requirements of Section 6002 include procuring only items designated in guidelines of the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) at 40 CFR Part 247 that contain the highest percentage
of recovered materials practicable, consistent with maintaining a satisfactory level of competition.

Article AD - Terrorist Financing

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with U.S. Executive Order
13224 and U.S. law that prohibit transactions with, and the provisions of resources and support
to, individuals and organizations associated with terrorism. It is the legal responsibility of the
Subrecipient to ensure compliance with the Order and laws.

Article AE - Whistleblower Protection Act

The Subrecipient hereby acknowledges and agrees that it must comply with the statutory
requirements for whistleblower protections (if applicable) at 10 U.S.C section 2409, 41 U.S.C.
4712, and 10 U.S.C. section 2324, 41 U.S.C. section 4304 and 4310.

Article AF - Reporting of Matters Related to Recipient Integrity and Performance

If the total value of your currently active grants, cooperative agreements, and procurement
contracts from all Federal assistance offices exceeds $10,000,000 for any period of time during
the period of performance of this Federal award, you must comply with the requirements set forth
in the government-wide Award Term and Condition for Recipient Integrity and, Performance
Matters located at 2 CFR Part 200 Appendix XII, the full text of which is incorporated here by
reference in the terms and conditions of your award.

Article AG - Reporting Subawards and Executive Compensation

All Subrecipients are required to comply with the requirements set forth in the government-wide
Award Term on Reporting Subawards and Executive Compensation located at 2 CFR Part 170,
Appendix A, the full text of which is incorporated here by reference in the terms and conditions of
your award.

Article AH - Federal Leadership on Reducing Text Messaging while Driving

All Subrecipients are encouraged to adopt and enforce policies that ban text messaging while
driving as described in E.O. 13513, including conducting initiatives described in Section 3(a) of
the Order when on official Government business or when performing any work for or on behalf of
the federal government.
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XIV.

XV.

XVI.

XVII.

XVIII.

XIX.

Article Al — Nondiscrimination in Matters Pertaining to Faith-Based Organizations

It is DHS policy to ensure the equal treatment of faith-based organizations in social service
programs administered or supported by DHS or its component agencies, enabling those
organizations to participate in providing important social services to beneficiaries. All
Subrecipients must comply with the equal treatment policies and requirements contained in 6
CFR Part 19 and other applicable statutes, regulations, and guidance governing the participations
of faith-based organizations in individual DHS programs.

Article AJ — National Environmental Policy Act

All Subrecipients must comply with the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the
Procedural Provisions of NEPA, which requires Subrecipients to use all practicable means within
their authority, and consistent with other essential considerations of national policy, to create and
maintain conditions under which people and nature can exist in productive harmony and fulfill the
social, economic, and other needs of present and future generations of Americans.

OFFSHORE PERFORMANCE OF WORK PROHIBITED

Due to security and identity protection concerns, all services under this Agreement shall be
performed within the borders of the United States. All storage and processing of information shall
be performed within the borders of the United States. This provision applies to work performed
by the Subrecipient’s contractors and subcontractors at all tiers.

AGREEMENT RENEWAL
This Agreement shall not bind nor purport to bind the AZDOHS for any contractual commitment in
excess of the original Agreement period.

RIGHT TO ASSURANCE

If the AZDOHS in good faith has reason to believe that the Subrecipient does not intend to, or is
unable to perform or continue performing under this Agreement, the AZDOHS may demand in
writing that the Subrecipient give a written assurance of intent to perform. If the Subrecipient fails
to provide written assurance within the number of days specified in the demand, the AZDOHS at
its option may terminate this Agreement.

CANCELLATION FOR CONFLICT OF INTEREST

The AZDOHS may, by written notice to the Subrecipient, immediately cancel this Agreement
without penalty or further obligation pursuant to A.R.S. section 38-511 if any person significantly
involved in initiating, negotiating, securing, drafting, or creating the Agreement on behalf of the
State or its subdivisions (unit of Local Government) is an employee or agent of any other party in
any capacity or a consultant to any other party to the Agreement with respect to the subject
matter of the Agreement. Such cancellation shall be effective when the parties to the Agreement
receive written notice from the AZDOHS, unless the notice specifies a later time.

THIRD PARTY ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS

The Subrecipient hereby assigns to the State of Arizona any claim for overcharges resulting from
antitrust violations to the extent that such violations concern materials or services supplied by
third parties to Subrecipient toward fulfillment of this Agreement.

AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS

Every payment obligation of the AZDOHS under this Agreement is conditioned upon the
availability of funds appropriated or allocated for the payment of such obligations under A.R.S.
section 35-154. If the funds are not allocated and available for the continuance of this
Agreement, the AZDOHS may terminate this Agreement at the end of the period for which funds
are available. No liability shall accrue to the AZDOHS in the event this provision is exercised,

and the AZDOHS shall not be obligated or liable for any future payments or for any damages as a
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result of termination under this paragraph, including purchases and/or contracts entered into by
the Subrecipient in the execution of this Agreement.

XX. FORCE MAJEURE
If either party hereto is delayed or prevented from the performance of any act required in this
Agreement by reason of acts of God, strikes, lockouts, labor disputes, civil disorder, or other
causes without fault and beyond the control of the party obligated, performance of such act will be
excused for the period of the delay.

XXI. PARTIAL INVALIDITY
Any term or provision of this Agreement that is hereafter declared contrary to any current
or future law, order, regulation, or rule, or which is otherwise invalid, shall be deemed stricken
from this Agreement without impairing the validity of the remainder of this Agreement.

XXII. ARBITRATION
In the event of any dispute arising under this Agreement, written notice of the dispute must be
provided to the other party within thirty (30) calendar days of the events giving the rise to the
dispute. Any claim made by or against the State or any of its political subdivisions (including but
not limited to AZDOHS) relating to this Agreement shall be resolved through the administrative
claims process. In the event that the parties would otherwise be in court and/or if A.R.S. section
12-1518 applies, the parties shall proceed in arbitration through the American Arbitration
Association (“AAA”), with the arbitrator to be selected pursuant to AAA rules and the arbitration to
be conducted according to the applicable AAA rules, and with the costs of arbitration (including
but not limited to the arbitrator’s fees and costs) to be divided 50/50 between the parties, subject
to reallocation between the parties by the arbitrator. In the event that the parties become
involved in litigation with each other relating to this Agreement for any reason in any other forum,
both parties agree to have any claim(s) resolved in arbitration on the terms set forth in this part
XXII. Any arbitration award may be enforced through the Maricopa County Superior Court or the
U.S. District Court located in Phoenix, Arizona.

XXIII. GOVERNING LAW AND CONTRACT INTERPRETATION
a) This Agreement shall be governed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of
Arizona.

b) This Agreement is intended by the parties as a final and complete expression of their
agreement. No course of prior dealings between the parties and no usage of the trade shall
supplement or explain any terms in this document.

c) Either party’s failure to insist on strict performance of any term or condition of the Agreement
shall not be deemed a waiver of that term or condition even if the party accepting or
acquiescing in the nonconforming performance knows of the nature of the performance and
fails to object.

XXIV. ENTIRE AGREEMENT
This Agreement constitutes the entire Agreement between the parties hereto pertaining to the
subject matter hereof and may not be changed or added to except by a writing signed by all
parties hereto in conformity with Paragraph XII, AMENDMENTS. The Subrecipient agrees to
comply with any such amendment within ten (10) business days of receipt of a fully executed
amendment. All prior and contemporaneous agreements, representations, and understandings of
the parties, oral, written, pertaining to the subject matter hereof, are hereby superseded or
merged herein.
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XXV. LICENSING
The Subrecipient, unless otherwise exempted by law, shall obtain and maintain all licenses,
permits, and authority necessary to perform those acts it is obligated to perform under this
Agreement.

XXVI. SECTARIAN REQUESTS
Funds disbursed pursuant to this Agreement may not be expended for any sectarian purpose or
activity, including sectarian worship or instruction in violation of the United States or Arizona
Constitutions.

XXVIl.  ADVERTISING AND PROMOTION OF AGREEMENT
The Subrecipient shall not advertise or publish information for commercial benefit concerning this
Agreement without the written approval of the AZDOHS.

XXVIII.  OWNERSHIP OF INFORMATION, PRINTED AND PUBLISHED MATERIAL
The AZDOHS reserves the right to review and approve any publications funded or partially
funded through this Agreement. All publications funded or partially funded through this
Agreement shall recognize the AZDOHS and the U.S. Department of Homeland Security. The
U.S. Department of Homeland Security and the AZDOHS shall have full and complete rights to
reproduce, duplicate, disclose, perform, and otherwise use all materials prepared under this
Agreement.

The Subrecipient agrees that any report, printed matter, or publication (written, visual, or sound,
but excluding press releases, newsletters, and issue analyses) issued by the Subrecipient
describing programs or projects funded in whole or in part with Federal funds shall contain the
following statement:

"This document was prepared under a grant from the U.S. Department of
Homeland Security. Points of view or opinions expressed in this document are
those of the authors and do not necessarily represent the official position or
policies of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security."

The Subrecipient also agrees that one copy of any such publication, report, printed matter, or
publication shall be submitted to the AZDOHS to be placed on file and distributed as appropriate
to other potential subrecipients or interested parties. The AZDOHS may waive the requirement
for submission of any specific publication upon submission of a request providing justification
from the Subrecipient.

The AZDOHS and the Subrecipient recognize that research resulting from this Agreement has
the potential to become public information. However, prior to the termination of this Agreement,
the Subrecipient agrees that no research-based data resulting from this Agreement shall be
published or otherwise distributed in any form without express written permission from the
AZDOHS and possibly the U.S. Department of Homeland Security. It is also agreed that any
report or printed matter completed as a part of this agreement is a work for hire and shall not be
copyrighted by the Subrecipient.

XXIX. CLOSED-CAPTIONING OF PUBLIC SERVICE ANNOUNCEMENTS
Any television public service announcement that is produced or funded in whole or in part by the
Subrecipient shall include closed captioning of the verbal content of such announcement.

XXX. INDEMNIFICATION
Each party (as "Indemnitor") agrees to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the other party (as
"Indemnitee”) from and against any and all claims, losses, liability, costs, or expenses (including
reasonable attorney's fees) (hereinafter collectively referred to as "Claims") arising out of bodily
injury of any person (including death) or property damage, but only to the extent that such Claims
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which result in vicarious/derivative liability to the Indemnitee are caused by the act, omission,
negligence, misconduct, or other fault of the Indemnitor, its officers, officials, agents, employees,
or volunteers. The State of Arizona, (AZDOHS) is self-insured per A.R.S. 41-621.

In addition, should Subrecipient utilize a contractor(s) and subcontractor(s), the indemnification
clause between Subrecipient and contractor(s) and subcontractor(s) shall include the following:

Contractor shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the (insert name of other
governmental entity) and the State of Arizona, and any jurisdiction or agency issuing any
permits for any work arising out of this Agreement, and its departments, agencies, boards,
commissions, universities, officers, officials, agents, and employees (hereinafter referred
to as “Indemnitee”) from and against any and all claims, actions, liabilities, damages,
losses, or expenses (including court costs, attorneys’ fees, and costs of claim processing,
investigation and litigation) (hereinafter referred to as “Claims”) for bodily injury or
personal injury (including death), or loss or damage to tangible or intangible property
caused, or alleged to be caused, in whole or in part, by the negligent or willful acts or
omissions of the contractor or any of the directors, officers, agents, or employees or
subcontractors of such contractor. This indemnity includes any claim or amount arising
out of or recovered under the Workers’ Compensation Law or arising out of the failure of
such contractor to conform to any federal, state or local law, statute, ordinance, rule,
regulation or court decree. It is the specific intention of the parties that the Indemnitee
shall, in all instances, except for Claims arising solely from the negligent or willful acts or
omissions of the Indemnitee, be indemnified by such contractor from and against any and
all claims. It is agreed that such contractor will be responsible for primary loss
investigation, defense and judgment costs where this indemnification is applicable.
Additionally on all applicable insurance policies, contractor and its subcontractors shall
name the State of Arizona, and its departments, agencies, boards, commissions,
universities, officers, officials, agents, and employees as an additional insured and also
include a waiver of subrogation in favor of the State.

XXXI. TERMINATION
a) All parties reserve the right to terminate the Agreement in whole or in part due to the failure of
the Subrecipient or AZDOHS to comply with any term or condition of the Agreement, to
acquire and maintain all required insurance policies, bonds, licenses, and permits or to make
satisfactory progress in performing the Agreement. The staff of either party shall provide a
written thirty (30) day advance notice of the termination and the reasons for it.

b) If the Subrecipient chooses to terminate the Agreement before the grant deliverables have
been met then the AZDOHS reserves the right to collect all reimbursements distributed to the
Subrecipient.

¢) The AZDOHS may, upon termination of this Agreement, procure, on terms and in the manner
that it deems appropriate, materials or services to replace those under this Agreement. The
Subrecipient shall be liable to the AZDOHS for any excess costs incurred by the AZDOHS in
procuring materials or services in substitution for those due from the Subrecipient.

XXXIl.  CONTINUATION OF PERFORMANCE THROUGH TERMINATION
The Subrecipient shall continue to perform, in accordance with the requirements of the
Agreement, up to the date of termination, as directed in the termination notice.

XXXIII. PARAGRAPH HEADINGS
The paragraph headings in this Agreement are for convenience of reference only and do not
define, limit, enlarge, or otherwise affect the scope, construction, or interpretation of this
Agreement or any of its provisions.
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XXXIV.  COUNTERPARTS
This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts, copies, or duplicate originals.
Each such counterpart, copy, or duplicate original shall be deemed an original, and collectively
they shall constitute one agreement.

XXXV. AUTHORITY TO EXECUTE THIS AGREEMENT
Each individual executing this Agreement on behalf of the Subrecipient represents and warrants
that he or she is duly authorized to execute this Agreement.

XXXVI.  SPECIAL CONDITIONS
a) The Subrecipient must comply with the most recent version of the Administrative
Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit requirements.

b) The Subrecipient acknowledges that the U.S. Department of Homeland Security and the
AZDOHS reserve a royalty-free, non-exclusive, and irrevocable license to reproduce, publish,
or otherwise use, and authorize others to use, for Federal government purposes: (a) the
copyright in any work developed under an award or sub-award; and (2) any rights of copyright
to which a subrecipient purchases ownership with Federal support. The Subrecipient shall
consult with the AZDOHS regarding the allocation of any patent rights that arise from, or are
purchased with, this funding.

c) The Subrecipient agrees to cooperate with any assessments, state/national evaluation efforts,
or information or data collection requests, including, but not limited to, the provision of any
information required for the assessment or evaluation of any activities within this agreement.

d) The Subrecipient is prohibited from transferring funds between programs (e.g., State
Homeland Security Program, Urban Area Security Initiative, Operation Stonegarden).

XXXVII.  NOTICES
Any and all notices, requests, demands, or communications by either party to this Agreement,
pursuant to or in connection with this Agreement shall be in writing, be delivered in person, or
shall be sent to the respective parties at the following addresses:

Arizona Department of Homeland Security
1700 West Washington Street, Suite 210
Phoenix, AZ 85007

The Subrecipient shall address all programmatic and reimbursement notices relative to this
Agreement to the appropriate AZDOHS staff; contact information at www.azdohs.gov.

The AZDOHS shall address all notices relative to this Agreement to:

Acting Chief of Police, Richard Jessup
Enter Title, First & Last Name Above

City of San Luis Police Department
Enter Agency Name Above

1030 E. Union Street

Enter Street Address Above

San Luis, AZ 85349

Enter City, State, ZIP Above
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XXXV INWITNESS WHEREOF

The parties hereto agree to execute this Agreement.

FOR AND BEHALF OF THE FOR AND BEHALF OF THE

City of San Luis Police Department Arizona Department of Homeland Security

Enter Agency Name Above

Authorized Signature Above Gilbert M. Orrantia
Richard Jessup, ACOP Director
Print Name & Title Above

Enter Date Above Date

(Complete and mail two original documents to the Arizona Department of Homeland Security.)
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OFFICE OF THE
MAYOR
CITY OF SAN LUIS

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN LUIS,
ARIZONA TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY OF SAN LUIS POLICE DEPARTMENT TO RECEIVE
FUNDING FOR OVERTIME AND MILEAGE BY APPROVING AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL
AGREEMENT AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF SUBRECIENT AGREEMENT
OPREATION STONEGARDEN GRANT PROGRAM - OVERTIME AND MILEAGE BETWEEN
THE STATE OF ARIZONA THROUGH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY AND THE CITY OF SAN LUIS, ARIZONA THROUGH THE SAN LUIS POLICE
DEPARTMENT.

WHEREAS, the City of San Luis desires to increase police presence within out city limits to
support the United States Border Patrol mission by allowing police officers to stop or prevent
the egression of drug, undocumented persons smuggling, and the nexus to terrorism;

WHEREAS, the Arizona Department of Homeland Security has approved OPSG Overtime and
Mileage and Employee Related Expenses to enhance border security throughout the City of
San Luis;

WHEREAS, the Arizona Department of Homeland Security has prepare an Intergovernmental
Agreement which provides for all of the funds including that these funds shall not be used to
supplant other funding of the San Luis Police Department.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of San Luis,
State of Arizona as follows:

Section 1: That the Intergovernmental Agreement titled “SUBRECIPIENT AGREEMENT 17-
AZDOHS-OPSG-170436-01" and the grant application titled OPSG Overtime and Mileage”
both Attached to this resolution are approved.

Section 2: That the appropriate City officials are hereby authorized and directed to enter into
said agreement on behalf of the City and take any and all actions as may be necessary to
effectuate said agreement.



PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the City of San Luis, Arizona this
13th day of February, 2018.

Gerardo Sanchez, Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney

RESOLUTION No. 2029
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AGENDA ITEM REVIEW FORM

Special City Council Meeting 6.A.
Meeting Date: 02/13/2018

Department Head: Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, Office of the City Clerk

Submitted By: Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk, City Clerk's Office

Action Requested: Motion
Public Hearing

ITEM:

Public Hearing followed by discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding
recommendation of the Liquor License Application submitted to the Arizona Department of Liquor
Licenses and Control by Abraham Andrade on behalf of Rolls and Bowls located at 1627 Juan Sanchez
Boulevard, San Luis, Arizona. (Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk)

A. Open public hearing
1. Staff and/or applicant presentation
2. Call to the public on this item
B. Close public hearing
C. Action on the recommendation of the Liquor License Application to the Arizona Department of Liquor
Licenses and Control for Rolls
and Bowils.

SUMMARY:

Mr. Abraham Andrade submitted a Liquor License application to the Arizona Department of Liquor
Licenses and Control. The notice of the application was posted in a conspicuous place at the premises
proposed to be licensed by the above applicant and said notice was posted for at least twenty (20) days
pursuant to A.R.S. §4-201. The Office of the City Clerk has not received any comments in favor of or
against it. Staff recommends approval of the recommendation to the Arizona Department of Liquor
Licenses and Control for Rolls and Bowils.

RECOMMENDATION / SUGGESTED MOTION:
A. 1 MOVE TO OPEN THE PUBLIC HEARING
1. Staff and/or applicant presentation
2. Call to the Public on this item
B. | MOVE TO CLOSE THE PUBLIC HEARING
C. 1 MOVE TO RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF LIQUOR LICENSE APPLICATION TO THE ARIZONA
DEPARTMENT OF LIQUOR LICENSES AND CONTROL FOR ROLLS AND BOWLS AS PRESENTED.

Supporting information not attached to the Agenda Item Review Form:

N/A

Fiscal Impact
IS THERE FISCAL IMPACT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ITEM: N/A



CITY/STATE/FEDERAL FUNDS: N/A

TOTAL: N/A
BUDGETED AMOUNT: N/A
AVAILABLE AMOUNT TO TRANSFER: N/A

ACCT NAME & GL#/REMAINING BALANCE BEFORE PURCHASE: N/A

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT (IF THIS IS A BUDGET TRANSFER, YOU MUST ATTACH THE
BUDGET ADJUSTMENT FORM):

N/A

Attachments
Rolls and Bowls Liquor License Application
Planning & Zoning Liquor License Review




NOTICE

APPLICATION TO SELL ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES
DATE POSTED: Januag/ 17, 2019

A HEARING ON A LIQUOR LICENSE APPLICATION SHALL BE HELD BEFORE THE

Crf y Council

PLACE MQ%%TEITIME AI_Q,QOIJ @ 630 pm
HEARING DATES SUBJECT TO CHANGE, TO VERIFY CALL: 938- ¥/ 50

THE LOCAL GOVERNING BODY WILL RECOMMEND TO THE STATE LIQUOR
BOARD WHETHER THE BOARD SHOULD GRANT OR DENY THE LICENSE. THE
STATE LIQUOR BOARD MAY HOLD A HEARING TO CONSIDER THE

RECOMMENDATION OF THE LOCAL GOVERNING BODY. ANY PERSON RESIDING
OR OWNING OR LEASING PROPERTY WITHIN A ONE-MILE RADIUS MAY CONTACT

THE STATE LIQUOR BOARD IN WRITING TO REGISTER AS APROTESTER. TO
REQUEST INFORMATION REGARDING PROCEDURES BEFORE THE BOARD AND

NOTICE OF ANY BOARD HEARINGS REGARDING THIS APPLICATION, CONTACT THE
STATE LIQUOR BOARD: 800 W. WASHINGTON, 5TH FLOOR, PHOENIX, AZ. 85007 (602) 542-9789

INDIVIDUALS REQUIRING ADAACCOMMODATIONS CALL- LOCAL GOVERNING EQDY: r. = STATE LIQUOR DEPT: (602) 542-9789

POST ONE COPY OF THE APPLICATION FORM BELOW THIS NOTICE.
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Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Conirol | ol q J'F() J/ ﬁ:

800 W Washington 5th Floor Date A!]cc.e%teg: (5

Phoenix, AZ 85007-2934
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(402) R42-5141

Application for Liquor License
© T Tvipée or Print with Black Ink ™

APPLICATION FEE AND INTERIM PERMIT FEES (IF APPLICABLE) ARE NOT REFUNDABLE
A service fee of $25 will be charged for oll dishonored checks (A.R.S. § 44-6852)

SECTION 1 Type of License SECTION 2 Type of Ownership
iTWR.OS.
Cinterim Permit Cindividual
[VINew License L IParinership
i IPerson Transfer [corporafion
[:li_occﬂon Transfer (series 6, 7 and 7} Wllimited Licbility Co
[_IProbate/ will Assignment/ Divorce Decree [No Fees} Clcivb
[] Seasonal LlGovermnment
Cltrust
Mrive
Clother {Explain} _

SECTION 3 Type of license

AR.S.§4-206.01 (G}, {H). {1} & (L}
[3 Add Growler privileges (restaurant, series 12, ficense only. 300-foot restriction
A.RS5.§4-207(A) & (B)

[C] Add Sampling Privilege for Series ¢ and 10 only {Complete Sampling Privilege application)

applies}

‘ . iy
1 ¥ype of License frestaurant, bar etc.): RESTAURANT (SERIES 12) o ()CENSE # {if issued): N/A ‘. (& \"{ TP} EL’

SECTION 4 Applicanis
1. Agent's Name: ANDRADE ABRAHAM

D] 2946

Lost Fisst

2. Applicant/Licensee Name: ROLLS AND BOWLS, LLC.

3.

4.

~3

Middie

£165 0058

(Ownership name for type of owneishlp checked on secfion 1)

Business Name {Doing Business As-DBA): ROLLS AND BOWLS, EEC

Biss 3574

Businass Location Address: 1627 JUAN SANCHEZ BLVD SAN LUIS AZ 85349 YUMA
(Po not use PO Box} Street Cily State Zip Code County
Mailing Address: P.O. BOX 9181 SAN LUIS AZ 85349
{All corespondence will be mailed to this address) $freet ' City State iip Code

. Business Phone; 928-950-5342 Daytime Contact Phone: 928-276-8114

_ Email Address: aprandrade@yahoo.com

. Is the Business located within the incorporated limits of the above city or town2 [Z]YedliMiE

if you checked no, in what City, Town, County or Tribal/Indian Community Is thisMausingss Iocaiedg

Is Arizona Statement of Citizenship & Alien Status for State Benefits complete® }@(es

212412017 page 1 of 5
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SECTION 5 Background Check

EACH PERSON LISTED MUST SUBMIT A QUESTIONNAIRE, FINGERPRINT CARD ALONG WITH $22. PROCESSING FEE PER CARD.
1. If the applicant is an entity, not an individual, answer questions Ta-o.

g 10/19/2015

a} Date incorporated/Organized: ARIZONA

State where Incorporated/Crganized:

120417525 1012172015

b) AZ Corporation or AZ L.L.C. File No: Date authorized fo do business in AZ

2. st any individual or enfity that own a beneficial interest of 10 % or more and/or controls the icense. If the applicant is
owned by another entity, attach an organizational chart showing the ownership structure. Attach additional sheets as
needed to disclose any conirolling person, member, shareholder or generdl partner who owns o beneficial interest of 10
% or more of the license.

Lost First Middle Title Z%Owned  Mailing Address City State Zip

ANDRADE ABRAHAM GWNER Memb50 P.O. BOX 9181 SANLUIS AZ 85349
HUGUEZ ALFREDO Qm\e\ QWRNER Membif50 P.O.BOX 9181 SANLUIS AZ 85349
[

(Attach additional sheet if necessoary)

SECTION § Interim Permit

1. Enter ficense numbersyurrently at the location: N/A

2. Is the license cun;;&&
, {Signature)

CONTROLLING PERSORFON the statedNicense and location.

2[Yes[JNo  If no, how long has it been out of use?

§ State of Arizona

County of 0 W VU/\ ;
on Thlé%:éoy of (\ﬂ(‘) i?(\dz'n}lr“ 204 :3" before me personalgppeared i\\) f C’\\/\L\W\ D\r\\a(&b I

(Print Name of Document Signer)

Whose identity was proven to me on jHe bosw of satisfactory evidence to be_the person who he or she claims o be and

ackpowledgedihat he or she signed the above/attcched decument.
; .) -~
A/ /_\

GEORGINA GONZALEZ

Netary Public - Sle of Arizena

YUK COUNTY 3
% My Commissidh prm Feb. 14, 2019 Tanalure on\j?usuc
 (AHiIx Seat Aéve

1.20rent Licensee's Name: NIA
{Exactiy as it appears on the license} Last Flrsk Middie

2.Assignee’s Name: NA

Lest First Middle
License Number: NA

ATTACH A COPY OF THE DOCUMENT THAT SPECIFICALLY ASSIGNS THE LIQUOR LICENSE TO THE ASSIGNEE.

212442017 page 20of 5
Individuals requiring ADA accommodations please call (60215429027




SECTION 8 Government (for Cities, Towns or Counties only)

1. Government Enfity: N/A
N/A

Last First Middle Dayfime Contact Phone #

2. Person/Desighee.

A SEPARATE LICENSE MUST BE OBTAINED FOR EACH PREMISES FROM WHICH SPIRITUOUS LIGUORIS-SERVED.

SECTION ¢ [1 Person ta Person - Current Licensee Information ARS§4-203(C), (D). (G) - - .
(Bar and Liquor Stores only ~ Series 06, 07 and 09)

N/A

1. License #:

N/A

2. Current Agent Name:

Last First Middie

N/A

3. Current Licensee Name:

(Exacily as it appears on the license)

N/A

4, Current Business Name:

{Exactly as it appears on the license)

N/A

5. Cumrent Daytime Phone:

Primary Email Address:

é. Does current licensee intend to operate the business while this application is pending? [Jyes [INo

7. lauthorize the franster of this license to the applicant:
. Signalure or Agent or Individual controlling person

NOTARY

State of Arizona

County of

On this Day of , 20 before me personally appeared &

Day Month Year (Print Name of Document Signer)

Whose identity was proven to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person who he or she claims to be and
| acknowledged that he or she signed the above/attached document.

Slgnature of NOTARY PUBLIC
{Affix Seal Above)

SECTION 10 Proximity to Church or School - Questions to be completed by 4, 7, 9, 10 and 126G appliconts,

A.R.5.§4-207. (A} and (B} state that no retailer's license shall be issued for any premises which are at the time the
ficense application is received by the director, within three hundred (300} horizontal feet of a church, within three
hundred {300) horizontal feet of a public or private school building with kindergarten programs or grades one (1)
through (12) or within three hundred {300} horizontal feet of a fenced recredtional area adjacent to such school
building.

The above poragraph DOES NOT apply to: ) Govemnment license [A.R.5.§4-205.03) Series 5
a) Restauvrents that do not sefl growders {A.R.S.§4-205.02) Serles 12 f} Playing area of a golf course {AR S.§4-207 (B}{5)}
b} Hotel/motetlicense [ARS.§4-205.01) Series 1} g) Wholescler/Distibutor Series 4
¢) Microbrewery [A.R.S.§4-205.08] Series 3 : h) Farm Winery Series 13
d) Craft Disfiflery (A.R.,5.§4-205.10} Series 18 ) Producer Seriss 1
212412017 page 3of 5
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-Section 10 continued -

1. Distance o nearest SchooI:N"A Name of School:N‘rA
{If less than one (1) mile nole footage)
Address:
2. Distance to nearest Church: N/A Name of Church:
(if less fhan one (1) mite note footage) Address:

SECTION 11 Business Financials A.R.5.§4-202(F) ~— = ~
1.l am the:

[“lTenant: a persan who holds the lease of a property; a lessee,

[T sub-tenant: a person who holds a fease which was given to another person {tenant) for all or part of a propetty.
[] Owner

[:I Purchaser

] Management Company

HMS DEVELOPMENT

2. If the premises is leased give lessors: Name:
Address: 2994 N. CAMPBELL AVE TUCSON AZ 85716
Sireet City Stale Iip
3. What is the penalty if the lease is not fulfilfed? $ or Other: BALANCE OF LEASE

0.00

4, Total money borrowed for the Business net including lecse? $ 650

Please List Lenders/People you owe money 1o for business.

Lost First Middie Amount Owed Mailing Address City State Zip
SQUARE CAPITAL $6500.00 4SS MakeT™ ST, Son FoanNCisds
A, QAVios

{Altach additional sheet If necessary)
5. Has a kcense or a fransfer icense for the premises on this application been denied by the state within the past year?

[ YesivlNo If yes, attach explanation.
4. Does any spirifiuous liquor manufacture, wholesaler, or employee have an interest in your business¢

O yes[«l No If yes, attach explanation.

SECTION 12 Diagram of Premises
Check ALL boxes that apply to your business:
[l walk-up or drive-through windows

Patio: Contiguous [[1 Non-Contiguous within 30 feet

1. s your ticensed premises now closed due to construction, renovation or redesign or rebuild?

ves No If yes, what is your estimated completion date? / /

Please attach a diagram of the premises which clearly show only the areas where spirituous liquor will be sold, served,
consumed, dispensed, possessed or stored. Include dll enfrances, exits, inferior walls, bar areas, dining areas, dance
floor, stage, game room and the kitchen. DO NOT INCLUDE parking lofs, living quarters or areas where business is not
conducted under this fiquor license. When completing your premises diagram, please identify which orientation is

North.

2/24/2017 page 4of 5
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-Section 12 confinued on nexi page-

2.Provide the square footage or outside dimensions of the licensed premises. Please do not include non-licensed areas
such as parking lofs, living quarters, elc,

3. As stated in A.R.S.§4-207.01 (B). | understand it is my responsibility to nofify the Department of Liquor Licenses and Control
when there are changes 1o the service areas or the square footage of the licensed premises, either by increase or

decrease.
A

- Abpliédnts Inifials

RESTAURANTS AND HOTELS/MOTELS ONLY
[IMPORTANT NOTE: A site inspection must be conducted prior to activation of the license. The fee of $50.00 will be

due and payable upon submitting this application.)

4a. Provide a detailed drawing of the kitchen and dining areas, including the locations of dlt kitchen equipment and
dining furniture, these are required as part of the diagram. A.R.5.§4-205.02(C}

4h. Provide a restaurant operation pian,

SECTION 13 SIGNATUR

[, {Signature} ' . hereby declare that | am the Owner/Agent filing this
application, | have reﬁﬂ&bl;_d_ophment and verify the content and all statements are true, comrect and complete, to the
best of my knowledge.

NOTARY

t State of Arizona )
- )
County of

; ) A _
on thi{ﬁﬁjn_’“(fi)ay of {lﬁ }Q fhk;fl , 20 l i . before me personally appeared mmtmm MIM(@L
oy ear

Month (Print Name of Rocumtent Signer)

| Whose identity was proven to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the qn who he or she claims to be and
E acknowl h i above/attached dg :

GEORGINA GONZALEZ
Notary Public - State of Anizona

YUMA COUNTY N Slanatun ot NGHRATFORLIC
My Commizsion Expires Feb. 14, 2019 9 ¢ X ()

{Affix Seal Above)

A.R.$.§41-1030. Invalidity of rules not made according to this chaptet: prohibited agency action: prohibited
acts by state emplovees:; enforcement: nolice

B. An agency shall not base a licensing decision in whole or in part on a icensing requirement or condition that is
not specifically authorized by statute, rule or state fribal gaming compact. A general grant of authority in statute does not
constitute a basis for imposing a licensing requirement or condition unless a rule is made pursuant to that general grant of
authority that specifically authorizes the requirement or condition.

D. THIS SECTEON MAY BE ENFORCED IN A PRIVATE CIVIL ACTION AND RELIEF MAY BE AWARDED AGAINST THE STATE.
THE COURT MAY AWARD REASOMABLE ATTORNEY FEES, DAMAGES AND ALL FEES ASSOCIATED WITH THE LICENSE
APPLICATION TO A PARTY THAT PREVAILS IN AN ACTION AGAINST THE STATE FOR A VIOLATION OF THIS SECTION,

E. A STATE EMPLOYEE MAY NOT INTENTIONALLY OR KNOWINGLY VIOLATE THIS SECTHON. A VIOLATION OF THIS
SECTION IS CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTHON OR DISMISSAL PURSUANT TO THE AGENCY'S ADOPTED PERSONNEL POLICY,

F. THIS SECTION DOES NOT ABROGATE THE IMMUNITY PROVIDED BY SECTION 12-820.01 OR 12-820.02.

21242017 page 5of 5
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City of San Luis

Planning and Zoning Department

Liquor License Review

Name of Business: ROLLS AND BOWLS

Former Name of Business (if applicable):

Physical Address: 1627 E. JUAN SANCHEZ BLVD., SAN LUIS, ARIZONA

Type of Arizona liquor license requested: ACQUISITION OF CONTROL

Date of City Council Public Hearing: February 13, 2018

Zoning: COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL (C- //1s yeuested use permitted?| Yes]/ No

Verified by Planning & Zoning:

Distance to nearest school facility: 963 N. 8" Ave. Southwest Junior High =_800 Feet (distance is
measured from wall to wall unless outdoor school recreation area is included)

Verified by GIS: V—“ﬁ"f/—?

Distance to nearest religious institution: 685 N. 9" Avenue- Church of Jesus Christ of LDS =
2130 Feet (distance is measured from wall to wall unless outdoor school recreation area is included)

Verified by GIS: 1/_’ 4‘/’7

Form revised by Jose A. Guzman 6/8/17



AGENDA ITEM REVIEW FORM

Special City Council Meeting 6.B.
Meeting Date: 02/13/2018

Department Head: Lizandro Galaviz, Parks & Recreation Director, Parks & Recreation Department
Submitted By: Crystal Fragozo, Administrative Assistant, Parks & Recreation Department

Action Requested: Motion
Public Hearing

ITEM:

Public hearing followed by the discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding
recommendation of a Special Event Liquor License application to the Arizona Department of Liquor
Licenses and Control to authorize Somerton Rotary Club to sell alcohol on Friday, March 09, 2018 during
the Baseball Game event in which the Tigres de Quintana Roo will play against the Algodoneros de San
Luis. (Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks & Recreation)

A. Open public hearing
1. Staff and/or applicant presentation
2. Call to the Public on this item

B. Close public hearing
C. Action on Special Event Liquor License Application to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses &
Control

SUMMARY:

Somerton Rotary Club wishes to sell beer on Friday, March 09, 2018, in Joe Ordufio Park, during the
Baseball Game event.

RECOMMENDATION / SUGGESTED MOTION:
A.1 MOVE TO OPEN THE PUBLIC HEARING
1. Staff and/or applicant presentation
2. Call to the Public on this item

B. | MOVE TO CLOSE THE PUBLIC HEARING
C.1 MOVE TO RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF THE SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE
APPLICATION TO THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF LIQUOR LICENSES AND CONTROL

Supporting information not attached to the Agenda Item Review Form:

N/A

Fiscal Impact
IS THERE FISCAL IMPACT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ITEM: NO
CITY/STATE/FEDERAL FUNDS: N/A

TOTAL: N/A



BUDGETED AMOUNT: N/A
AVAILABLE AMOUNT TO TRANSFER: N/A
ACCT NAME & GL#/REMAINING BALANCE BEFORE PURCHASE: N/A

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT (IF THIS IS A BUDGET TRANSFER, YOU MUST ATTACH THE
BUDGET ADJUSTMENT FORM):

N/A

Attachments
Somerton Rotary Club Application for Special Event Liquor License




FOR DLLC USE ONLY

Event Date(s):
Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control
800 W Washington 5th Floor Event fime start/end:
Phoenix, AZ 85007-2934 CSR
www.azliquor.gov
(602) 542-5141 License:

APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL EVENT LICENSE
Fee= $25.00 per day for 1-10 days (consecutive)
Cash Checks or Money Orders Only

A service fee of $25.00 will be charged for all dishonored checks (A.R.S § 44-6852)

IMPORTANT INFORMATION: This document must be fully completed or it will be returned.
The Department of Liquor Licenses and Control must receive this application ten (10) business days prior to the event. If the special
event will be held at a location without a permanent liquor license or if the event will be on any portion of a location that is not covered
by the existing liquor license, this application must be approved by the local government before submission to the Department of
Liquor Licenses and Control (see Section 12).

SECTION 1 Name of Organization: f)@/)’) PF'—'LO/\ Ro+ﬂf(j (p /u /D

Name of Licensed Confractor only (if any):

SECTION 2 Non-Profit/IRS Tax Exempt Number: gé/ éﬁ 03 K2 /3

SECTION 3 Event Location: \J Oe (7/'/1 LA P/J r /z,
Event Address: q(ﬁ 5 Pﬁ K /:}J//’ ‘ é[f(j) Aud ILS; Rz 55349

SECTION 4 Applicant must be a member of the qualifying organization and authorized by an Officer, Director, or Chairperson
of the Organization.

1. Applicant: \-}ﬂ.(;ésl)f} Pﬂ LL/[( 8/1" MPN ht" I<"1/<>¢2 4//(/5/4

Last First Middle 7 Date of Birth
2. Applicant's mailing address: 45490 &, L/O/% 67[ ' V/j 14 Az 53465
Street City State Zip

3. Applicant's home/cell phone: w 51?/) . <;28 73 Applicant's business phone: ( )

4. Applicant's email address: /DK[/,//K/ C709 =D dO/; DO

|, (Print Full Name) 7%///4 /[[H)faf/ FIE & ///’/ésé/? declare that | am the APPLICANT filing this application

as listed above. | have read the dpcoﬂon and the contents and all statements are true, correct and complete.
‘ Aussn Xl YL O30 8 (R0l 728-5802873
Signature Dat Phone Number

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this > ﬁ ' e p ) /_/S
Day Year

state A 2— County of %m — :
. >
My Commission Expires on: __ /7 +le+ 2@ 2 - il sl

Date Signature of Notary PEBIE

9/12/2017 Page 1 of 5 Y ’?umm#
Individuals requiring ADA accommodations call (602)542-2999 My Commission Expires Nov. 8, 2029




SECTION § Regarding the Applicant's application for a special event permit, | hereby certify that the Organization
meefs the criteria in A.R.S. § 4-203.02(E) for the issuance of the permit as indicated by checking one of
the boxes below.

1) 1 The Applicant is a political party or a campaign committee supporting a candidate for public office. Please
indicate the name of the candidate that the Applicant supports, the office that the candidate seeks, and
the month and year that the applicant would first fill the office if successful.

Candidate:

Name Office Month/Year

(2) w The Applicant is a non-profit entity organized in Arizona, or pursuant to the laws of another state that is eligible for
designation as a nonprofit entity under Section 501(C) of the internal revenue code of the United States.
If the Applicant is applying under option (2) as a nonprofit entity, please also INITIAL in the space provided next
to all following statements to indicate that, to the best of the applicant's knowledge, they are true and correct.

The Applicant has received a determination letter from the Internal Revenue Service (“IRS") indicating that it is
eligible for designation as a nonprofit entity under Section 501(C), eligibility or will be eligible on all days that the
special event will occur, or has a pending application with the IRS for such treatment that has not been resolved
but that will retroactively cover all days that the special event will occur. (Please provide a copy of either the IRS
determination letter or the application [without attachments] with this application).

The Applicant is not aware of any action by the IRS to revoke, suspend, or otherwise eliminate the Applicant’s
eligibility under 501 (C), or if there is a pending application, the Applicant has not received any indication that
the IRS will deny its application and has a good faith basis formed upon a reasonable inquiry into IRS regulations,
guidelines, and forms that it is eligible under 501(C).

The Applicant understands that if there is a change in circumstances after completing this form that may cause
or has caused it to lose its eligibility under 501(C), whether before or after receiving an IRS determination letter,
that it has an affirmative duty to nofify the Department of Liquor, which may then take appropriate action with

regard to the loss of eligibility. s GERMAN ANGULO

e 3 Notary Public - State of Arizona
& YUMA COUNTY

To be completed only by an Officer, Director, or Chairperson of the organization.

|, (Print Full Name) } ( 7 1) 1@ declare that | am an Officer, Director, or Chairperson of
the organization filing this application as listed above. | have read the application and the contents and all statements are

true, ect and complefe
ﬂ (ﬁﬁﬂéﬂﬁ ﬂ/&'ﬂ (//LLA Sﬁ(‘r’f/zﬂm/ : & 55 28 7

Signature Title/ Position Phone Number

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 9 -f" 200y

Year

State  AD County of

My Commission Expires on: ___ ¢¢ + Ce » 202
Date Signature of Notary Pulsfic”

SECTION 6 Wil this event be held on a currently I|censed premise and within the already approved premisese[_Ives E]No
(If yes, Local Governing Body Signature not required)

N/A N/# N/ 4

Name of Business License Number Phone (Include Area Code)

?/12/2017 Page 2 of 5
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SECTION 7 How is this special event going to conduct all dispensing, serving, and selling of spirituous liquors2 Please read R-19-
318 for explanation and check one of the following boxes.
[Jriace license in non-use
DDispense and serve all spirituous liquors under retailer's license
Dispense and serve all spirituous liquors under special event
[ Bplit premise between special event and retail location

(IF USING RETAIL LICENSE, PLEASE SUBMIT A LETTER OF AGREEMENT FROM THE AGENT/OWNER OF THE LICENSED PREMISES TO SUSPEND OR
RUN CONCURRENT WITH THE PERMANENT LICENSE DURING THE EVENT. IF THE SPECIAL EVENT IS ONLY USING A PORTION OF THE PREMISES,
AGENT/OWNER WILL NEED TO SUSPEND THAT PORTION OF THE PREMISES.)

SECTION 8
What is the purpose of this event? Ian-site consumption [JOff-site (auction/wine/distilled spirits pull) [IBoth

SECTION 9
1. Has the applicant been convicted of a felony, or had « liquor license revoked within the last five (5) yearse
es &IO (If yes, attach explanation.)

2. How many special event days have been issued to this organization during the calendar year? D
(The number cannot exceed 10 days per year.)

3. Is the organization using the services of a promoter or other person to manage the sale or service of alcohol2 [Jes E\Io
(If yes, must be a licensed contractor or licensee of series 6, 7, 11, or 12)

4. List all people and organizations who will receive the proceeds. Account for 100% of the proceeds. The organization

applying must receive 25% of the gross revenues of the special event liquor sales. Attach an additional page if necessary.

Name 501’)’1/01”'/'6[\ P(YIL&I all/ ﬂ/u _}) Percentage: _ X% cyc

Address L/SC]O E. qDH/’j St \/LL/’}’)dJ. Az XSSKpS

Name AN AULS Retury (luh Percentage: 15 O/O

Address_ I O . BDXW "SC/)Zé 5/](3/3 LoLS /?'Z/ X{;BL/?

Please read A.R.S. § 4-203.02 Special event license; rules and R19-1-205 Requirements for a Special Event License.

Note: ALL ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE SALES MUST BE FOR CONSUMPTION AT THE EVENT SITE ONLY.

5. What type of security and control measures will you take to prevent violations of liquor laws at this event?
(List type and number of police/security personnel and type of fencing or control barriers, if applicable.)

<>2 Number of Police 0,2/ Number of Security Personnel Z‘Eencing CBariers
Explonation: _ 7%87-6 LU/// b@ one 4/Ltra/>Ce and. _one
LM T iﬂﬁz/r/é/ Will be at vntrence.

/1212017 Page 3of 5
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SECTION 10 Dates and Hours of Event. Days must be consecutive but may not exceed 10 consecutive days.
See A.R.S. § 4-244(15) and (17) for legal hours of service.

PLEASE FILL QUT A SEPARATE APPLICATION FOR EACH “NON-CONSECUTIVE” DAY

Event Start License End
Time AM/PM Time AM/PM

DAY 1: (23/[222[070/5 F}“[(Z&j/ 2. 00 PN /2 DO pm

DAY 2:

Date Day of Week

DAY 3:

DAY 4:

DAY 5:

DAY é6:

DAY 7:

DAY 8:

DAY 9:

DAY10:

SECTION 11 License premises diagram. The licensed premises for your special event is the area in which you are
authorized to sell, dispense or serve alcoholic beverages under the provisions of your license. Please attach a diagram
of your special event licensed premises. Please show dimensions, serving areas, fencing, barricades, or other control
measures and security position.

ATTACH DIAGRAM

2/12/2017 Page 4of 5
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Please contact the local governing board for additional application requirements and submission deadlines. Additional
licensing fees may also be required before approval may be granted. For more information, please confact your local
jurisdiction.

SECTION 12 Local Governing Body Approval Section.

Date Received:

recommend [JAPPROVAL [ DISAPPROVAL

(Govemment Official) (Title)

On behalf of

(City, Town, County) Signature

OapprOvAL ODISAPPROVAL  BY:

A.RS. § 41-1030. Invalidity of rules not made according to this chapter; prohibited agency action: prohibited acts
by state employees: enforcement; notice

B. An agency shall not base a licensing decision in whole or in part on a licensing requirement or condition that is
not specifically authorized by statute, rule or state fribal gaming compact. A general grant of authority in statute does not
constitute a basis for imposing a licensing requirement or condition unless a rule is made pursuant to that general grant of
authority that specifically authorizes the requirement or condition.

D. THIS SECTION MAY BE ENFORCED IN A PRIVATE CIVIL ACTION AND RELIEF MAY BE AWARDED AGAINST THE STATE.
THE COURT MAY AWARD REASONABLE ATTORNEY FEES, DAMAGES AND ALL FEES ASSOCIATED WITH THE LICENSE
APPLICATION TO A PARTY THAT PREVAILS IN AN ACTION AGAINST THE STATE FOR A VIOLATION OF THIS SECTION.

E. A STATE EMPLOYEE MAY NOT INTENTIONALLY OR KNOWINGLY VIOLATE THIS SECTION. A VIOLATION OF THIS
SECTION IS CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION OR DISMISSAL PURSUANT TO THE AGENCY'S ADOPTED PERSONNEL POLICY.

F. THIS SECTION DOES NOT ABROGATE THE IMMUNITY PROVIDED BY SECTION 12-820.01 OR 12-820.02.
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DATE (MM/DD/YYYY)

VN
ACORD CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE 2/8/2018

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER.

IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must have ADDITIONAL INSURED provisions or be endorsed.
If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement. A statement on
this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).

PRODUCER _ , NRMERCT  Ali Sulita
égggrétlfcslggggher Risk Management Services, Inc. PHONE 1-833-'3ROTARY .
Rolling Meadows IL 60008 | ABbREss: fotary@ajg.com
INSURER(S) AFFORDING COVERAGE NAIC #
INSURER A : Lexington Insurance Company 19437

INSURED INSURER B :

All Active US Rotary Clubs & Districts N c.

Somerton Rotary Club, District 5500 SURER C :

ATTN: Risk Management Dept. INSURERD :

1560 Sherman Ave. INSURERE :

Evanston, IL 60201-3698 INSURER F :
COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER: 899307648 REVISION NUMBER:

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

INSR A BR] POLICY EFF | POLICY EXP
LTR TYPE OF INSURANCE INSD | WvD POLICY NUMBER {MM/DDIYYYY) | {(MM/DD/YYYY) LIMITS
A X | COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY 015375594 7/1/2017 7/1/2018 EACH OCCURRENCE $2,000,000
DAMAGE TO RENTED
j CLAIMS-MADE OCCUR PREMISES (Ea occurrence) $500,000
MED EXP (Any one person) $
X_| _Liquor Liability Included PERSONAL & ADV INJURY | $2,000,000
GEN'L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER: GENERAL AGGREGATE $4,000,000
X |poucy [ %8 [ Jioc PRODUCTS - COMP/OP AGG | $4,000,000
OTHER: $
A | AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY 015375594 71112017 71172018 | GOVEINED SINGTETIMIT 52 000,000
ANY AUTO BODILY INJURY (Per person) | $
OWNED SCHEDULED .
mg!%s ONLY . ﬁlgLogWNED BODILY INJURY (Per accident) | $
~ | - PROPERTY DAMAGE
X AUTOS ONLY AUTOS ONLY Per accident} $
$
UMBRELLA LIAB OCCUR NOT APPLICABLE EACH OCCURRENGE $
EXCESS LIAB CLAIMS-MADE AGGREGATE $
DED ' | RETENTION $ $
WORKERS COMPENSATION PER OTH-
AND EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY Yin NOT APPLICABLE Siore ||
ANY PROPRIETOR/PARTNER/EXECUTIVE E.L. EACH ACCIDENT $
OFFICER/MEMBER EXCLUDED? l:l NIA
{Mandatory in NH) E.L. DISEASE - EA EMPLOYEE| $
if yes, describe under
DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS below E.L. DISEASE - POLICY LIMIT | $

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS / LOCATIONS / VEHICLES {ACORD 101, Additional Remarks Schedule, may be attached if more space Is required)
The Certificate holder is included as additional insured where required by written contract or permit subject to the terms and conditions of the
general liability policy, but only to the extent bodily injury or property damage is caused in whole or in part by the acts or omissions of the
insured.

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION

City of San Luis SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE

965 N Park Avenue THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN
B ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS.

San Luis, Arizona 85349

Frontera Rotary Club of San Luis AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

Somerton Rotary Club, District 5500, Event 3/9/2018 in San Luis, AZ 85349 )

© 1988-2015 ACORD CORPORATION. All rights reserved.
ACORD 25 (2016/03) The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORD



Department of the Treasury
m IRS Internal Revenue Service

03417

P.0. Box 2508 In reply refer to: 0248459781
Cincinnati OH 45201 Apr. 16, 2008 LTR 6170C EO
36-1707667 600000 00 000
00015468
BODC: TE
TOM DURAND

% ROTARY INTERNATIONAL
1560 SHERMAN AVE
EVANSTON IL 60201

Person to Contact: MS. WINKLER
Toll Free Telephone Number: 1-877-829-5500

Dear TAXPAYER:

This is in response to vour request of Apr. 07, 2008, regarding the
tax-exempt status of ROTARY INTERNATIONAL.

Our records indicate that a determination letter was issuel in
MAY 1958, granting this organization exemption from Federal
income tax under section 501(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code.

Because this organization is not described in section 176(c) of the
Code, contributions to it are not tax-~deductible. '

If you have any questions, please call us at the telephone number
shown above, R

PR

-,

Sincerely yours,

Michele M. Sullivan, Oper. Mgr.
Accounts Management Operations 1



10/28/2007 13:59 FAX 1 847 866 3072 -~ ROTARY INT'L MS400

U: S. TREASURY DEPARTMENT %
WASHINGTON 25 s

“COUKISSIONER OF SHTERHAL - mw - -

ALORTSE mu"m

SO RO OF INTRRRAL RV

R

WASHETOK 08, 8, €.

AND RTFER 1O

Rotary Internationsl . '
.¢/o George R, Means, Sacrotu'r
1600 Ridge Avenue -
Evanston, minois .

Genitlement A : | DU
Reterenco h madc to. yogm;lotter dated prﬁf 18, 1958, iransmittmg

sdditional information for.our.use in reconsideration of your stubus . .

for Federdl income tax | purposes under the provisiona of section 501(&)
~of the Tnoternal. Rannue Code:0L-1954e: -, .. .

TiRBOs5 - MAY131958 o

i@001/002

A rdviey BF bur Fecords. diae;leaoa tha.t in.e ruitng gated .Tanuary 1‘?, e

1935, it wes held that you vere exempt under. section 103(9) of the. -
Revenus L‘ct f 1933,« Ihi 6. xil4r . d; duguet. 23, 1938 under -

reittie, Ag ‘ ) IQJ;Q:, 1u . g;-eup ;-uling dated Septenber 22,
you .and your gubordinate. clubs vere entitled :

4on 101(‘1) . Tnterpal Reyenus Coda, - ﬂzppio—

| group FuTd a Wer'e thereafier.issued annuelly Srom,1943: throughe:
1958, hbiding you and” your ‘gubordinete ¢luba exempt a5 social clubs
under aecticn 101(9) q!' the ‘.'.939 Oodo and, under aection 501(c)(?3 of ﬁle

1954 Code, ...

Bu«t upoti & eu-oﬁ veview of the :nfomt&cgww you ucently
sutmitted togetlier uith ¢11 other-evidence of. record, it'is ouwr. opiuicu
that you and your aubordinate ¢lubs are entitled-to-exemphion from -
Federal income tex under section 501(e)() of the 195 Code e "organ;vn
zations pot.orgenized for profit-but.operated-exelunively for theé.. -
promotion. of socisl welfare, rether than-as -acéial clubs: u*describod

- in section. 501(c)(7) of the Oode. Therefore, the ebove mentioned mg‘

dated Jenuary 17, 1935, August 23, 1938, Sejtenber 22, 1042, and supplé-
mental group rulings Yssued in thc yoars, 19&3 o 1958. inclusive, are
modified secordingly. , o

. In view of the above, thorcfm you snd your subordinate clubs are
not required to file 1ncom0=tax rdtuma .80 long &3 there is no change
in the charecter, purposes or method of operation.of your trgenization or
such eubordidate clubs, Any such changes should be reported imedia‘telv

. COPY




10/23/2007 13:59 FAX 1 847 866 3072 ROTARY  INT'L MS400 - .- i@o02/002 .

¢ - Rotary International

$o tho Natlonal 0ffice of the Internal Bevemte Service in Washingbom, Di 0, -
in order that the effect of the changes UPOR your present exempt
statue or that of the subordinate clubg ey be dstermined, - .

Hovever, you and your eubordinate units are required to file an
information returz, Form $90, anmally, with the Dietrict Director of
Internal Rovemisd for your district 80 long as thic exemption rexaing .

*in effect, . Thig forn may be obtained from your District Director and is .
required to be filed on or before the fifteenth day of the Lifth monmth =~ |
Tollowing the close of the respective anmual sccour Ihg periods. |, :

~ Tallure by you or your subordinate umita to f£ile the required {nfors

mation return or to otherwise comply with the provisions of gection 6033 . .

of the Code and regulations applicable -thereto may result {n the .termiv‘.tiqjx

of the exompt status of Fou or your subordinate unite on the grounds

that you o3 your subiordinate Hnits Yave not establfchied that yon'are’ch-

serving the confdtions required Loy the contlimet{on 62 an dxempt status,
P ot e e CLoT Dy L gy Ry TR B S

You ehould contixne to furaish the Hatiokal OPELse; enislts
calendar year bagis, 1iets, in duplieate, ehowize only the
end nddro%'aer-ot;;mgi;gm‘g ordins tan.n*le ‘ahl tha nAsiag,

B(

K3 9 = R "-, P F
atio: LOCOSBATY 1x” ofder that T %
. Directors of Internal Beverne Tor thl racpective
Subordinate’nates are-lotated of thelr exdiipt dtatis bg wromptly s sobeibl
The ammal 1{sts should be'hocsiipinted by'a sthtesibnt Wiged ty éke P
" of your principel officera stating whother the information praviotely eubs’
mitted upon which your original ruling was based, is applicable ix all
Taspects to-ths new subordinate whlts;  Ghess Uste dnd accoupbinyiny staths.
pents shotdd %e:forverded in tin8ot0 react {Ba Rational office
Fobruary 16 of each eucieeding.yeas, - - . i sict

* The DistriotDirestors-éf. Tnterial Bevemo fox e Dietribts da which |
the subordinate uuits -rafozrodi%a%éu&a}#_é located aro—foehé adviged of e

Y

b

FLiA
v
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Form 990-N Electronic Notice (e-Postcard) OMB No. 1545-2085
<
4 12016

= ORen to Public Inspection

Department of the Treasury for Tax-Exempt Organization not Required to File Form 950 or ¢
Internal Revenue Service

B Check if available D Employee ldentification
23 Terminated for Business Number 86-6038213

5 Gross recelpts are normally $50,000 or less

]

£ Website:

is form fo cany out ihe Intemnai Revenue laws of the United States.

Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Noti
plying with these laws.

You are required to give us the information. We n

that is subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act unless the form displays a
ructions must be refained as long as their contents may become material in the
administration of any lntemal_Revenue law. The rules gove tiality of the Form 890-N is covered in code section 6104,

The time needed to complete and file this form and related es will vary depending on the individual circumstances. The eslimated average times
is 156 minutes. ’

Note: This imags is provided for your records only. Do Not mail this page to the IRS. The IRS will not accept this filing via paper. You must file
your Form 990-N (e-Postcard) efectronically.




Conﬁrmation
Home | Security Profile | Logout

Your Form 980-N(e-Postcard) has been submitted to the IRS

« Organization Name: ROTARY INTERNATIONAL

< EIN: 866038213

» Tax Year: 2016

» Tax Year Start Date: 07-01-2016

o Tax Year End Date: 06-30-2017

+ Submission ID: 10065520172671417364
» Filing Status Date: 09-24-2017

s Filing Status: Pending

Note: Print a copy of this filing Vfor your records. Onc_e you leave this page, you will not be able to do so.

MANAGE FORM 990-N SUBMISSIONS




AGENDA ITEM REVIEW FORM

Special City Council Meeting 6.C.
Meeting Date: 02/13/2018

Department Head: Lizandro Galaviz, Director of Parks & Recreation, Parks & Recreation Department
Submitted By: Crystal Fragozo, Administrative Assistant, Parks & Recreation Department

Action Requested: Motion

ITEM:

Discussion and possible action on any and all matters regarding Resolution No. 2030. A resolution of the
Mayor and City Council of the City of San Luis, Arizona authorizing alcohol permit fees, special alcohol
permit fees and facility fees and repealing any conflicting provisions. (Lizandro Galaviz, Director of
Parks & Recreation)

SUMMARY:

The Parks & Recreation staff would like to enforce Resolution No. 2030 allowing the department to
charge the community a specific fee if they want to consume beer and/or wine at a park ramada
reservation or City approved facility. This notice has already been posted on our City of San Luis
webpage advising our community of the city considering possibly establishing a permit fee for alcohol in
public parks and other city facilities to help cover the cost of administering the program. At present, the
consumption of alcoholic beverages in public parks or other City facilities is prohibited. This proposed fee
is in line with similar fees charged by the Cities of Somerton and Yuma. It would be for permits for the
personal use of alcoholic beverages by small groups for events at the ramada in the City parks or
facilities on conditions as may be established by the City Council and would not be transferable. It would
not be for the sale or large distribution of alcoholic beverages. A Special Alcohol Permit application
process would apply for those requesting to bring a keg of beer to their event. The proposed fees are:

Alcohol Permit

Individual & Non-Profit Groups Commercial

Residents Non-Resident Residents Non-Residents
$25.00 $30.00 $35.00 $40.00

Special Alcohol Permit

Individual & Non-Profit Groups Commercial

Residents Non-Resident Residents Non-Residents
$25.00 $30.00 $35.00 $40.00

RECOMMENDATION / SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE TO APPROVE RESOLUTION NO. 2030.

Supporting information not attached to the Agenda Item Review Form:

N/A




Fiscal Impact

IS THERE FISCAL IMPACT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ITEM: N/A
CITY/STATE/FEDERAL FUNDS: N/A
TOTAL: N/A
BUDGETED AMOUNT: N/A
AVAILABLE AMOUNT TO TRANSFER: N/A

ACCT NAME & GL#/REMAINING BALANCE BEFORE PURCHASE: N/A

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT (IF THIS IS A BUDGET TRANSFER, YOU MUST ATTACH THE
BUDGET ADJUSTMENT FORM):

N/A

Attachments
Resolution No. 2030
Alcohol Permit Application




OFFICE OF THE
MAYOR

CITY OF SAN LUIS No. 2030

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN LUIS,
ARIZONA AUTHORIZING ALCOHOL PERMIT FEES, SPECIAL ALCOHOL PERMIT
FEES AND FACITLITY FEES AND REPEALING ANY CONFLICTING PROVISIONS.

BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of San Luis, Arizona, as
follows:

Section 1. There shall be a fee for an Alcohol Permit for the consumption of Beer and
Wine in conjunction with a city park ramada reservation or facility rental.

Section 2. There shall be a fee for a Special Alcohol Permit to allow for kegs of Beer in
conjunction with a city park ramada reservation or facility rental and an Alcohol Permit.

Section 3. At the time of applying for Alcohol Permits and Special Alcohol Permits,
Applicants must present proof of residency within the city limits of the City of San Luis,
Arizona in order to receive the resident’s discount.

Section 4.Acceptable proof of residency are current utility bills, rent receipts, or
documents of similar reliability in demonstrating Applicant is currently residing or doing
business within the city limits of the City of San Luis, Arizona.

Section 5. The fee for an Alcohol Permit, the fee for a Special Alcohol Permit and the
fees for facilities designated as eligible for alcohol permits are set as follows:

Alcohol Permit
Individual & Non-Profit Groups Commercial
Residents Non-Resident Residents Non-Residents
$25.00 $30.00 $35.00 $40.00

Special Alcohol Permit
Individual & Non-Profit Groups Commercial
Residents Non-Resident Residents Non-Residents
$25.00 $30.00 $35.00 $40.00




Section 6. All resolutions or parts of resolutions in conflict with the provisions of this
resolution are hereby repealed.

Section 7. The Director of the Department of Parks and Recreation and the City
Manager or designee of the City Manager are hereby authorized and directed to take
any and all actions as may be necessary to put this resolution into effect.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and City Council of the City of San Luis,
Arizona, this 13" day of February, 2018.

Gerardo Sanchez, Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Sonia Cornelio, City Clerk Kay Marion Macuil, City Attorney

Resolution No. 2030
Page 2 of 2




CITY OF SAN LUIS
PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT
ALCOHOL BEVERAGE PERMIT

Name: (Please Print) Today’s Date: Permit No.

Physical Address & P.O Box City, State & Zip Code: Phone Number:

Cell Phone: Date of Birth: Age:

Facility / Park Ramada Reserving: Approx. Group / Party Number: Type of Sound System:
Date of Event Rental: Time: Type of Event:

The applicant is responsible for any of the persons consuming alcoholic beverages in the applicant’s group/party.
The applicant assures the City of San Luis that no person under 21 years of age will consume alcoholic beverages
and no one will be drunk or consume to the point of becoming drunk in the group/party at the specified Facility or
Park Ramada mentioned above.

NOTE: This alcohol permit does not authorize the sale of alcohol.
This alcohol permit is not for the free distribution of alcohol.
This alcohol permit is for responsible personal consumption by the applicant’s group/party during applicant’s
the event mentioned above.

In accordance with the rules and regulations of the Parks and Recreation Department as authorized by the City

Ordinance , this permit is governed by the following conditions:
1. Permitis not transferable.
2. Permitis valid ONLY for the date of the event stated above.
3. Glass beverage containers are NOT permitted.
4. Area must be left clean after the event.
5. Park hours and event times must be observed.
6. Obnoxious behavior or excessive noise will NOT be permitted.
7. Only the permit holder is allowed to bring alcoholic beverages into the Facility / Park Ramada and

is responsible for the conduct of all group/party members.

8. Permit holder must retain permit and make available upon the request of any City of San Luis Parks and
Recreation Official or any Peace Officer.

9. Permit holder will be responsible for assuring that ALL MEMBERS of his/her party, according to the
Arizona State Law, are of legal age to drink alcohol. (Legal age is 21 years)

10. Alcoholic beverages are NOT permitted in parking lots and/or children’s play areas.

11. The sale of alcoholic beverages in City parks is strictly prohibited unless a special events liquor license is
obtained from the State of Arizona.

12. Alcoholic beverages are NOT to be consumed by team members during athletic team competitions.

| have read or had read to me the above and Ordinance No. . l understand my responsibility for an Alcohol
Permit. | sign to indicate, under penalty of perjury, that all the above is true.

Signature Date
STAFF ONLY
Granted: By: Date: Amount Paid:
Denied: By: Date Reason:

(Revised 12/2017)
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