
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS   .   11465 WEST CIVIC CENTER DRIVE   .   AVONDALE, AZ 85323

 
WORK SESSION 

September 17, 2007 
6:00 PM 

  CALL TO ORDER BY MAYOR ROGERS  

   

1 ROLL CALL BY THE CITY CLERK

2 OPTIONS FOR SELECTION OF VICE MAYOR

 
Council will discussion options for the selection of the Vice Mayor position.  For information, discussion 
and directions. 

 

3 CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION- WAL-MART ELEVATIONS

 
City staff will present to the Council the Wal-Mart elevations for Agua Fria Marketplace.  For information, 
discussion and direction only.  

 

4 ADJOURNMENT  

 Respectfully submitted,   

 

 

  
 
Linda Farris, CMC 
City Clerk

 

 
Any individual with a qualified disability may request a reasonable accommodation by 
contacting the City Clerk at 623-333-1200 at least 48 hours prior to the council meeting.

 

 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Options for Selection of Vice Mayor 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Sammi Curless, Assistantto the Mayor and Council (623)333-1613

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

At the July 16, 2007 City Council meeting, staff was directed to explore various options for the selection of the 
Vice Mayor position. 

BACKGROUND:

Article II, Section 9 of the City Charter states that,  

"At the first meeting of the council following administering the oaths to the newly elected mayor and/or 
councilmen, the council shall designate one of its members as vice-mayor who shall serve in such 
capacity for a two-year term at the pleasure of the council." 

Staff has surveyed Valley cities to determine the methods used for the selection of the Vice Mayor.  The 
following table highlights the selection processes utilized: 
   

City Selection Process 

Apache Junction l The Vice Mayor is selected by the Mayor and 
Council at the same meeting at which new 
officials are sworn in  

l Term length is 2 years with no term limit  
l Any Councilmember can be nominated and 

selected  
l Do not take turns  

Cave Creek  l Mayor and Council designate one of the 
Councilmembers as Vice Mayor at the first 
regular meeting of June of each odd numbered 
year  

l Vice Mayor serves at the pleasure of the Council  

Chandler l Within 31 days of taking office, the Council 
elects from among its members a Vice Mayor  

l Serves 2 year term and can serve more than one 
term  

Fountain Hills l Vice Mayor position is an 8-month rotating 
position  

l Each Councilmember serves once within their 
term  

l The Clerk's Office retains a list of the order a 
Councilmember serves as Vice Mayor which is 
based on the number of ballots casts for each 
successful candidate  

 



  
  

Goodyear l No written process but is an understanding 
amongst the Council  

l Vice Mayor is elected by Council every 2 years 
on a rotation basis  

l Gives every Councilmember an opportunity  
l Rotation order is based usually on the most 

senior Councilmember who has not served  

Litchfield Park l Voted on by Council during the same meeting 
when newly elected Council is sworn in  

l 2 year term with no term limit  

Mesa l Within 30 days of taking office, the Council is to 
elect a Vice Mayor which usually occurs at the 
same meeting as the Mayor is sworn in  

l 2 year term with no term limit  

Paradise Valley l Does not have direct election of the Mayor or 
Vice Mayor; rather 20 days after election the 
Council must choose a Mayor and Vice Mayor 
from among their number  

l Terms have traditionally been 2 years  
l Ordinance was defeated last year to limit the 

Vice Mayor to one consecutive term  

Peoria l Appointed during a regular Council meeting 
through a nomination process  

l Length of term will vary and members can serve 
more than one term  

Phoenix l Council selects from among its members a Vice 
Mayor through nomination and voting process 
held each January  

l General practice is a term of 1 year; with 
opportunity to serve multiple terms during time 
in office  

Scottsdale l Council practice has been to rotate Vice Mayor 
position every 8 months based on tenure and/or 
largest number of votes received  

l Ensures that everyone on Council is able to serve 
as Vice Mayor during a 4-year term  

Surprise l Each January, the Council selects one of its 
members to serve as Vice Mayor  

Tolleson l Council nominates and votes on nominations for 
Vice Mayor  

l 2 year term with no limit on number of terms  
l Does not rotate  

DISCUSSION:

While it is the prerogative of the City Council to select a Vice Mayor in a manner that is consistent with the 
desires of the City Council and to meet the intent of the City Charter, staff believes that options exist for the 
selection of the Vice Mayor. 
  
The first option suggests amending Section 14 of the City Council Rules of Procedure via resolution to clarify 
whether the Vice Mayor position is limited to one two-year term. This would allow a Councilmember to serve 
only one term and would allow the other members of the Council to serve a term as Vice Mayor during their 
respective term on the Council. Those interested in serving would still be nominated and voted on by the City 



Council.   
  
The second option would be to establish a formal rotation process based upon number of votes garnered during 
the last election or number of years on the Council. The length of the term could be set by the City Council to a 
time frame most appropriate.    
  
A final option would be to leave the process as it currently stands and allow the City Council full discretion to 
select a Vice Mayor in a manner deemed most appropriate.  

RECOMENDATION:

For Council discussion and to provide direction to staff as appropriate. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

No Attachments Available 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
City Council Work Session- Wal-Mart Elevations 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Brian Berndt, Development Services Director (623) 333-4011

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

City Council expressed concern with the Wal-Mart elevations for Agua Fria Marketplace Phase I located on the 
southwest corner of Avondale Boulevard and McDowell Road at the June 18, 2007 Work Session meeting. In 
response, the applicant has provided a variety of elevations for review. The applicant is requesting direction 
from Council.  This item is being presented for information and discussion only.   

BACKGROUND:

The property was annexed on February 1, 1999. The property was rezoned from AG (Agricultural) to PAD 
(Planned Area Development) by City Council on May 3, 1999 (Exhibit A & B). The PAD includes 
approximately 90 acres and consisted of three components: 1) 26 acres of R-4; 2) 56 acres of Commercial; 3) 9 
acres of congregate care. On January 18, 2000, the Council approved Crystal Springs Apartments Master Site 
Plan and Final Site Plan for Phase I, which consisted of 200 units on approximately 13 acres at 14 units per 
acre. Phase I construction was completed in 2001. On November 5, 2001, the Council approved Crystal Springs 
Apartments Phase II final site plan. Phase II construction was completed in 2003.    
  
A site plan application for the 56 acres of Commercial in the Crystal Springs PAD was submitted on February 
2, 2007. First review comments were sent out on March 20, 2007. On March 29, 2007, the applicant held an 
open house meeting to obtain public input on the project. 12 people including the development team attended 
the meeting.  Staff met with the applicant on April 10, 2007 to discuss first review comments. Part of the 
second submittal was received on May 22, 2007. On June 18, 2007 Council Work Session was held for the 
Wal-Mart elevations. Council requested that the applicant reconsider the proposed elevations. The remainder of 
the second submittal was received at the end of June. The applicant received second review comments on 
August 31, 2007.      

RECOMENDATION:

No action is required at this time. This item is being presented for information and direction only.     
 
  
ATTACHMENTS:    
Exhibit A    -     Zoning Vicinity Map  
Exhibit B    -     Air Photo 2006  
Exhibit C    -     Proposed Elevations (hard copies to be distributed)    
  
Project Manager:    Megan Neal, Planner II (623) 333-4018  

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

Exhibits A,B

 







 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS   .   11465 WEST CIVIC CENTER DRIVE   .   AVONDALE, AZ 85323

 
REGULAR MEETING 

September 17, 2007 
7:00 PM 

  CALL TO ORDER BY MAYOR ROGERS 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

MOMENT OF REFLECTION
 

   

1 ROLL CALL AND STATEMENT OF PARTICIPATION BY THE CITY CLERK

2 UNSCHEDULED PUBLIC APPEARANCES

 (Limit three minutes per person. Please state your name.)  

3 CONSENT AGENDA

 

Items on the consent agenda are of a routine nature or have been previously studied by the 
City Council at a work session. They are intended to be acted upon in one motion. Council 
members may pull items from consent if they would like them considered separately.

 

 
a. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

a.  Regular meeting of September 4, 2007 
b.  Work Session of September 4, 2007 

 
b. CLAIMS - AUGUST 2007 

Claims for August 2007 

 

c. LIQUOR LICENSE - MY BIG FAT GREEK RESTAURANT 
Staff is requesting that the City Council consider a request by Ms. Lauren Merrett, for a Series 16 (State 
Series12) Restaurant license to sell all spirituous liquors at My Big Fat Greek Restaurant, 10040 West 
McDowell Road.  The Council will take appropriate action. 

 

d. PURCHASE OF SKID LOADER 
Staff is requesting City Council authorization to attach to the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC) 
contract for the purchase of one Case 570M XT Loader from Falcon Power for a total of $51,327.38.   
The Council will take appropriate action. 

 

e. AMENDMENT NO. 2 TO THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH COE AND 

VAN LOO CONSTRUCTION SERVICES FOR THE THOMAS (FULTON) ESTATES LIFT 

STATION 
Staff is requesting that the City Council approve Amendment No. 2 to the professional services 
agreement with Coe and Van Loo Construction Services, LLC., for additional construction management 
services associated with the Fulton Estates lift station, in an amount not to exceed $28,876.84 for a 
revised total contract amount of $85,814.84, and authorize the Mayor or City Manager and City Clerk to 
execute the necessary documents.  The Council will take appropriate action. 

 

f. APPROVAL TO RE-PLAT PARCELS ALONG WESTERN AVENUE BETWEEN 4TH STREET 

AND 5TH STREET FOR THE OLD TOWN LIBRARY 
Staff is requesting that the City Council approve the re-plat of parcels along Western Avenue between 
4th street and 5th street for the Old Town Library and authorize the Mayor or City Manager and City 
Clerk to execute the necessary documents. 

 



 
g. DR-06-20 AVONDALE COLDWATER I SITE PLAN 

The Council will consider a request to continue this item to the October 1, 2007 Council meeting.  The 
Council will take appropriate action. 

 

h. ORDINANCE1267-907 RIGHT OF WAY DEDICATION - RYLAND HOMES - AVONDALE 

BOULEVARD AND BUCKEYE ROAD (MC85) 
The Council will consider an ordinance accepting the dedication of certain rights-of-way along Avondale 
Boulevard and Buckeye Road adjacent to the Coldwater Ridge subdivision and authorizing the Mayor or 
City Manager and City Clerk to execute the necessary documents.   The Council will take appropriate 
action. 

 

i. RESOLUTION - CANVASS OF VOTES FOR THE SEPTEMBER 11, 2007 PRIMARY 

ELECTION 
The Council will consider a resolution canvassing the vote for the September 11, 2007 Primary Election. 
The Council will take appropriate action. 

 

j. RESOLUTION 2681-907 - INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT - LITTLETON SCHOOL 

DISTRICT 
Staff is requesting that the City Council adopt a resolution authorizing an intergovernmental 
agreement with Littleton Elementary School District #65  for the purpose of offering out of school time 
recreation programs.  The Council will take appropriate action. 

 

k. RESOLUTION 2679-907 IN SUPPORT OF LTAF II FUNDING APPLICATION 
Staff is requesting that the City Council adopt a resolution authorizing the submittal of an application to 
receive 2008 Local Transportation Assistance Funds (LTAF II) in the amount of $115,669.58.  The 
Council will take appropriate action. 

4 E-CITATION FOR POLICE AND CITY COURT

 

Staff is requesting that the City Council approve a contract with Advanced Public Safety (APS) for the 
purchase of eight E-Citation devices and associated hardware and software in the amount of $52,727.15.  
The Council will take appropriate action. 

 

5 APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT NO. 3 TO THE DESIGN-BUILD CONTRACT WITH 
LANDSCAPES UNLIMITED FOR PRE-CONSTRUCTION SERVICES OF PHASE II OF 
FESTIVAL FIELDS 

 

Staff is requesting that the City Council approve Amendment No. 3 to the Design-Build Agreement with 
Landscapes Unlimited, LLC to provide pre-construction services for phase II of Festival Fields at a cost of 
$650,570.29 and authorize the Mayor or City Manager and City Clerk to execute the contract documents.  
The Council will take appropriate action. 

 

6 PUBLIC HEARING AND RESOLUTIONS 2669-907 AND 2670-907 - MAJOR GENERAL PLAN 
AMENDMENT AND SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT FOR PASADERA (GP-07-3 & SP-07-2)

 

The Council will hold a public hearing and will consider resolutions approving a major general plan 
amendment and specific plan amendment for Pasadera, approximately 40.5 acres located southeast of the 
southeast corner of Dysart and Indan School Roads.  The Council will take appropriate action. 

 

7 RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AN I-10 ACCELERATION INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
AGREEMENT

 

The Council will consider a resolution authorizing an intergovermental agreement with the Arizona 
Department of Transportation (ADOT), the Maricopa Association of Governements (MAG), and the cities 
of Goodyear and Litchfield Park to accelerate the widening of Interstate 10 from the Loop 101 to Sarival 
Road.  The Council will take appropriate action. 

 

8 EXECUTIVE SESSION 

 
a. The Council may hold an executive session pursuant to   Rev. Stat. § 38-431.03 (A)(4) for discussion or 

consultation with the City’s attorney in order to consider its position and instruct the City’s attorney 
regarding the council’s position regarding an intergovernmental agreement. 

9 ADJOURNMENT  



 Respectfully submitted,   

 

 

  
 
Linda Farris, CMC 
City Clerk

 

 
Any individual with a qualified disability may request a reasonable accommodation by 
contacting the City Clerk at 623-333-1200 at least 48 hours prior to the council meeting.

 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Approval of Minutes 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Linda Farris

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

a.  Regular meeting of September 4, 2007 
b.  Work Session of September 4, 2007 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

No Attachments Available 

 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
CLAIMS - AUGUST 2007 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Linda Farris

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

No Attachments Available 

 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Liquor License - My Big Fat Greek Restaurant 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Linda M. Farris, City Clerk (623)333-1211

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the City Council consider a request by Ms. Lauren Merrett, for a Series 16 (State 
Series12) Restaurant license to sell all spirituous liquors at My Big Fat Greek Restaurant, 10040 West 
McDowell Road. 

DISCUSSION:

The City Clerk’s Office has received an application for a Series 16 (State Series12) Restaurant license to sell all 
spirituous liquors from Ms. Lauren Merrett, My Big Fat Greek Restaurant, 10040 West McDowell Road, 
Avondale, Arizona.     
This is a new license.  Previously, Paul Lees Chinese Kitchen occupied the facility. The required fee of 
$1,100.00 has been paid.    
  
As required by state law and city ordinance, the application was posted from August 13, 2007 through 
September 1, 2007 and a notice was published in the West Valley View on August 24, 2007 and August 28, 
2007.  No comments were received.    
  
The Arizona Department of Liquor License and Control has accepted this application as submitted as complete. 
 The Development Services, Police and Fire Departments have reviewed the application and are recommending 
approval. Their comments are attached.  

RECOMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve this request by Ms. Lauren Merrett, My Big Fat Greek 
Restaurant, 10040 West McDowell Road, Avondale. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

Application

Comments

Vicinity Map

Pictures

 





















































































































































































 SEE AMENDMENT

































































 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Purchase of Skid Loader 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Cindy Blackmore, Deputy Field Operations Director (623)333-4717

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting City Council authorization to attach to the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC) 
Contract for the purchase of one Case 570M XT Loader from Falcon Power for a total of $51,327.38. 

BACKGROUND:

Each year the fleet services division coordinates the purchase of replacement and additional vehicles for each 
city department.  During the fiscal year 2007/2008 budget, Council authorized the purchase of one additional 
skid loader for the wastewater treatment plant. 

DISCUSSION:

Fleet services staff coordinated with staff from the water resources department to determine the type of 
equipment options that would best fit their needs.  It was determined the unit listed below is best suited for the 
support required to accomplish the commitments of the wastewater treatment plant division. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

The 580M XT Case Loader is available on the H-GAC contract through Falcon Power for $51,327.38.  Funding 
for this piece of equipment was approved in the 2007/2008 budget in the amount of $50,000.  The water 
resources department will fund the remaining balance of $1,327.38 from their operating budget. 
  

RECOMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council authorize attachment to the Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC) 
Contract for the purchase of one Case 570M XT Loader from Falcon Power for a total of $51,327.38. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

HGAC contract pricing worksheet

 





CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Amendment No. 2 to the Professional Services 

agreement with Coe and Van Loo Construction Services 

for the Thomas (Fulton) Estates lift station 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Wayne Janis, Water Resources Director (623)333-4444

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the City Council approve Amendment No. 2 to the professional services agreement with 
Coe and Van Loo Construction Services, LLC., for additional construction management services associated 
with the Fulton Estates lift station, in an amount not to exceed $28,876.84 for a revised total contract amount of 
$85,814.84, and authorize the Mayor or City Manager and City Clerk to execute the necessary documents. 

BACKGROUND:

On April 19, 2004 the City Council awarded a contract to Coe and Van Loo Construction Services (CVLCSS) 
to provide construction management services for the Fulton Estates Lift Station project.  The lift station is 
located in the Southeast corner of the Fulton Estates residential housing development. The facility includes a 25 
foot deep wet well, two 7.5 hp submersible pumps, odor control equipment, an emergency generator and 
facility controls. City Council approved Amendment No. 1 to the agreement on September 19, 2006.   This 
amendment addressed additional stipulations mandated by Maricopa County Environmental Services regarding 
the construction of a backup connection to Litchfield Park Service Company’s collection system, in the event 
the forcemain which connects the liftstation to Avondale’s collection system ever failed. Amendment No. 1 
addresses additional reviews and inspections associated with the County requirements. 

DISCUSSION:

Additional services from Coe and Van Loo’s construction inspectors were required, which had not been 
included in the original scope of services. Additional inspection services, shop drawing reviews and meetings 
associated with change orders were required during the construction phase of the project.   This amendment 
also covers additional time for contract administration caused by delays during the project. Staff has worked 
with the contractor and has reduced the final construction contract amount by $20,884.73 to compensate for the 
delays directly related to the additional time. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

Funding for Amendment No. 2 is available in the Capital Improvement Budget (513-1047-00-8610) 

RECOMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve Amendment No. 2 to the Professional Services Agreement 
with Coe and Van Loo Construction Services, LLC., for additional construction management services 
associated with the Fulton Estates lift station, in an amount not to exceed $28,876.84 for a revised total contract 
amount of $85,814.84, and authorize the Mayor or City Manager and City Clerk to execute the necessary 
documents. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download
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761618.1 

SECOND AMENDMENT 

TO 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF AVONDALE 

AND 

CVL CONSTRUCTION SERVICES, LLC 

 

THIS SECOND AMENDMENT TO PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT (this 

“Second Amendment”) is made as of September 17, 2007, between the City of Avondale, an 

Arizona municipal corporation (the “City”) and CVL Construction Services, LLC, an Arizona 

limited liability company (the “Consultant”). 

 

RECITALS 

 

A. The City and the Consultant entered into that certain Professional Services 

Agreement dated April 19, 2004, as amended by that certain First Amendment to Professional 

Services Agreement dated as of October 17, 2005 (as amended, the “Agreement”) for the City’s 

Fulton Estates Lift Station Project. 

 

B. The City has determined that additional services by the Consultant are necessary 

to complete the project (the “Additional Services”). 

 

C. The City and the Consultant desire to amend the Agreement to provide for the 

Additional Services. 

 

AGREEMENT 

 

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

herein by reference, and the following mutual covenants and conditions, the City and the 

Consultant hereby agree to amend the Agreement as follows: 

 

1. Scope of Work.  The Consultant shall provide the Additional Services as set forth 

in the Scope of Work, attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference. 

 

2. Compensation.  The City shall pay the Consultant an amount not to exceed 

$28,876.84 as consideration for the Additional Services as set forth in Exhibit A.  The 

Consultant’s total compensation under the Agreement shall not exceed $85,814.84. 

 

3. Effect of Amendment.  In all other respects, the Agreement is affirmed and 

ratified and, except as expressly modified herein, all terms and conditions of the Agreement shall 

remain in full force and effect. 

 

4. Non-Default.  By executing this Second Amendment, the Consultant affirmatively 

asserts that the City is not currently in default, nor has been in default at any time prior to this 

Second Amendment, under any of the terms or conditions of the Agreement. 
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5. Conflict of Interest.  This Second Amendment may be cancelled pursuant to ARIZ. 

REV. STAT. § 38-511. 

 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this instrument as of the date 

and year first set forth above. 

 

“City”       “Consultant” 
 
CITY OF AVONDALE, an Arizona   CVL CONSTRUCTION SERVICES, 

municipal corporation     LLC, an Arizona limited liability company 

 

 

       By:       

Charles P. McClendon, City Manager 

 

ATTEST:      Name:       

 

 

       Its:       

Linda M. Farris, City Clerk 
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(ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS) 

 

 

STATE OF ARIZONA ) 

    ) ss. 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA ) 

 

This instrument was acknowledged before me on      , 2007, 

by Charles P. McClendon, the City Manager of the CITY OF AVONDALE, an Arizona 

municipal corporation, on behalf of the City of Avondale. 

 

       

 

              

       Notary Public in and for the State of Arizona 

 

My Commission Expires: 

 

 

     

 

 

STATE OF ARIZONA ) 

    ) ss. 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA ) 

 

This instrument was acknowledged before me on      , 2007, 

by       as          

of CVL CONSTRUCTION SERVICES, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company, on behalf 

of the company. 

 

 

 

              

       Notary Public in and for the State of Arizona 

My Commission Expires: 
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EXHIBIT A 

TO 

SECOND AMENDMENT 

TO 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF AVONDALE 

AND 

CVL CONSTRUCTION SERVICES, LLC 

 

[Scope of Work] 

 

See following pages. 

 





CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Approval to re-plat parcels along Western Avenue 

between 4th street and 5th street for the Old Town 

Library 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Daniel Davis, Director of Parks, Recreation & Libraries (623)333-2411

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the City Council approve the re-plat of parcels along Western Avenue between 4th street 
and 5th street for the Old Town Library and authorize the Mayor or City Manager and City Clerk to execute the 
necessary documents. 

DISCUSSION:

The design for the Old Town Library combined Sernas Plaza, 5th Street, between Western Avenue and 
Belmont and newly acquired property west of 5th Street. The site plan provides a functional outdoor space that 
can be used by Library patrons and residents and serve as a neighborhood park and gathering space.  In order to 
accomplish this objective, the city needs to re-plat the parcels and combined them into one parcel.   
    
Staff notified the area residents, business owners, and property owners of the Old Town Library project and the 
abandonment of 5th street between Western Avenue and Belmont Drive, and did not receive any adverse 
comments.     
  
In addition, the Police and Fire Departments have reviewed the plans and have indicated that the abandonment 
of 5th street will not adversely affect there response times or level of service.     
  
Utility companies such as Cox Communications, Qwest, and APS were contacted and informed staff that they 
have no objections to this abandonment.  

RECOMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve the re-plat of parcels along Western Avenue between 4th street 
and 5th street for the Old Town Library and authorize the Mayor or City Manager and City Clerk to execute the 
necessary documents. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

No Attachments Available 

 



DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES

SUBJECT: 
DR-06-20 Avondale Coldwater I site plan 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Brian Berndt, Development Services Director (623)333-4011

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

REQUEST: At the September 4, 2007, City Council meeting, the Council voted to continue application DR-
06-20 to the September 17, 2007, Council agenda.  Staff has been working with the applicant 
since that meeting to revise the building elevations for the shopping center.  The applicant has 
requested more time to prepare the revised elevations in order to comply with Council's 
direction.  The applicant is requesting that this item be continued to the October 1, 2007, Council 
agenda.  

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that this item be continued to the October 1, 2007 Council meeting. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

No Attachments Available 

 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Ordinance1267-907 Right of Way Dedication - Ryland 

Homes - Avondale Boulevard and Buckeye Road 

(MC85) 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Dave Fitzhugh, P.E.,Interim City Engineer (623)333-1014

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the City Council adopt an ordinance accepting the dedication of certain rights-of-way 
along Avondale Boulevard and Buckeye Road (MC85) adjacent to the Coldwater Ridge subdivision and 
authorize the Mayor or City Manager, and City Clerk to execute the necessary documents. 

BACKGROUND:

On September 3, 2002, Council approved the Final Plat and Map of Dedication for the Coldwater Ridge 
subdivision. The Coldwater Ridge subdivision was developed during 2003 through 2005. At the time the Final 
Plat was processed and recorded, right-of-way dedications for Avondale Boulevard and Buckeye Road had to 
be deferred. This was due to the fact that the required SRP USA Fee Title property exchange had to be 
completed and precede the right-of-way dedication. The fee title property exchange was required because of the 
relocation of the existing irrigation facilities as part of the road widening improvements for Avondale 
Boulevard and Buckeye Road (see the attached Vicinity Map).  

DISCUSSION:

Once the SRP USA Fee Title property exchange was completed by Ryland Homes, the reassigned and 
remaining road right-of-way was never dedicated.  In order to complete this dedication, the following 
documents need to be executed, authorized to be accepted and recorded:       

l The Buckeye Road right-of-way dedication consists of one parcel:  
- 20 ft wide by approximately 1,267 ft long totaling 25,339+ square feet being dedicated by Quit Claim 
Deed.  

l The Avondale Boulevard right-of-way dedication consists of two separate parcels: 
-Dedication of exsiting right-of-way 33 ft wide by approximatley 1,665 ft long totaling 1.32+   acres of 
County right-of-way west of the monument line, being dedicated by Quit Claim Deed.  
-Dedication of the remaining right-of-way 32 ft wide by approximately 1,634 ft long totaling 1.17 + acres 
of Ryland property along Coldwater Ridge, being dedicated by Special Warranty Gift 
Deed.                                                                                

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

No financial impact to the City. 

RECOMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt an ordinance to accept the dedication of certain rights-of-way 
along Avondale Boulevard and Buckeye Road (MC85) adjacent to the Coldwater Ridge subdivision and 
authorize the Mayor or City Manager, and City Clerk to execute the necessary documents. 

 



ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

Vicinity Map 
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ORDINANCE NO. 1267-907 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE, 

ARIZONA, ACCEPTING THE DEDICATION OF REAL PROPERTY FOR 

USE AS PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY. 

 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE as follows: 

 

SECTION 1.  That a + 1.210 acre parcel of certain real property, generally located along 

Avondale Boulevard, north of Durango Street, as more particularly described and depicted in 

Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, is hereby accepted by the City 

of Avondale (the “City”) from The Ryland Group, Inc. (“Ryland”), for use as a public right-of-

way. 

 

SECTION 2.  That a + 1.324 acre parcel of certain real property, generally located along 

Avondale Boulevard, north of Durango Street, as more particularly described and depicted in 

Exhibit B, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, is hereby accepted by the City 

from Ryland, for use as a public right-of-way. 

 

SECTION3.  That a + 0.582 acre parcel of certain real property, generally located along 

Buckeye Road, west of Avondale Boulevard, as more particularly described and depicted in 

Exhibit C, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, is hereby accepted by the City 

from Ryland, for use as a public right-of-way. 

 

SECTION 4.  That the Mayor, the City Manager, the City Clerk and the City Attorney 

are hereby authorized and directed to take all steps and to execute all documents necessary to 

carry out the purpose and intent of this Ordinance. 

 

 

[SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE] 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Avondale, September 17, 2007. 

 

 

 

       

Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

 

       

Linda M. Farris, City Clerk 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

 

       

Andrew J. McGuire, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT A 

TO 

ORDINANCE NO. 1267-907 

 

[Legal description and map of Right-of-Way Dedication] 

 

See following pages. 
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EXHIBIT B 

TO 

ORDINANCE NO. 1267-907 

 

[Legal description and map of Right-of-Way Dedication] 

 

See following pages. 
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EXHIBIT C 

TO 

ORDINANCE NO. 1267-907 

 

[Legal description and map of Right-of-Way Dedication] 

 

See following pages. 
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CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Resolution - Canvass of Votes for the September 11, 

2007 Primary Election 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Linda M. Farris, City Clerk (623)333-1211

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

The purpose of this report is to request that Council adopt a resolution canvassing the vote for the September 
11, 2007 Primary Election. 

BACKGROUND:

The City of Avondale Primary Election was held Tuesday, September 11, 2007. In accordance with State 
Statutes, not less than six days nor more than fifteen days after a primary or general election, the governing 
body of the City will meet to canvass the votes. 

RECOMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Council adopt a resolution canvassing the vote for the September 11, 2007 Primary 
Election. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

No Attachments Available 

 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Resolution 2681-907 - Intergovernmental Agreement - 

Littleton School District 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Christopher Reams, Deputy Director of Parks, Recreation & Libraries (623)333-2412

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the City Council approve a resolution authorizing an Intergovernmental Agreement 
between Littleton Elementary School District #65 and the City of Avondale for the purpose of offering out of 
school time recreation programs. 

BACKGROUND:

The City of Avondale, in conjunction with Littleton Elementary School District, has offered the Summer 
Recreation Program for the past nine years. The Summer Recreation Program is offered to Avondale children 
who attend school within the Littleton Elementary School District. Staff would like to expand the agreement to 
cover other out of school time programs in addition to the summer program. The Out of School Time recreation 
programs include, but are not limited to: summer, before and after school, holiday break programs, and special 
grant funded programs. The programs are offered for children ages 7-14 years old, and include field trips, arts 
and crafts, educational guest speakers, computer lab, sports, interactive games, and meals for certain 
programs.    
  
In addition to the Summer Program for 2007-2008, LESD has received a grant to conduct a program that 
includes before and after school tutoring and recreation activities. City staff will operate the recreation portion 
of the program and school staff will provide the tutoring component.    
  
Currently, everytime that the City and the School District plan a program a separate IGA must be approved by 
the City Council and the District Board of Directors. Combining all out of school programming into one IGA 
will enhance staff's ability to coordinate the process and ensure that programs are prepared in accordance with 
the school schedule.  

DISCUSSION:

The IGA will allow the City and the District to provide out of school time programs to Avondale children. The 
programs will include a combination of grant funded and self sustaining fee based programs that will be held 
throughout the entire year. The City and the District shall employ teachers and program staff responsible for 
agreed upon duties of the program. The City shall coordinate the employment process for program staff.    
  
Program planning and implementation will take place throughout the school year as programs warrant. An 
annual programming meeting with representatives of the City and the District will be conducted during the 
summer of each school year to determine the specific programs that will be included in the following year’s 
programming, based on all of the provisions as set forth in the IGA.    
  
The City shall be responsible for programming, equipment procurement, and all program activities other than 
school tutoring functions. Tutoring will be provided in accordance with District policies. All programming shall 
be jointly agreed upon at the annual planning meetings. All marketing and promotion will be done jointly by 
the City and District.    

 



  
The District shall provide appropriate facilities and transportation for conducting programming and provide 
sufficient insurance; covering facilities, transportation, and all program participants.    
  
The term of the agreement is  for a period of three (3) years and is reviewable every one (1) year during the 
annual planning meeting.    
  
Staff is exploring the feasibility to expand out of school time programming to other school districts that service 
the City of Avondale. This IGA will be used as a template for expanding out of school time programs to those 
other districts.   

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

All expenses associated with the programs will be included in the fees collected from the participants and set in 
accordance with the Recreation Cost Recovery Policy  approved by Council.  The City will be reimbursed from 
the District for cost associated with the programs, and all reimbursements shall be verified by appropriate 
documentation. The District will be invoiced at the mid point and the end of each specific program, but no later 
than 30 days after the end of each program.    
  
The program budgets will include appropriate staffing levels based upon the specific program as developed 
during the annual planning meeting. Staff members may be added to maintain adequate adult to student ratios 
before or during the program.  

RECOMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve a resolution authorizing an Intergovernmental Agreement 
between the City of Avondale and the Littleton Elementary School District #65 for the purpose of offering out 
of school time recreation programs. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

RES - 2681-907
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RESOLUTION NO. 2681-907 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE, 

ARIZONA, APPROVING AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 

WITH LITTLETON SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 65 FOR AN OUT OF SCHOOL 

TIME RECREATION PROGRAM. 

 

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

 

SECTION 1.  That the Intergovernmental Agreement with Littleton Elementary School 

District No. 65 for an out of school time recreation program (the “Agreement”) is hereby 

approved in the form attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by this reference. 

 

SECTION 2.  That the Mayor, the City Manager, the City Clerk and the City Attorney 

are hereby authorized and directed to cause the execution of the Agreement and to take all steps 

necessary to carry out the purpose and intent of this Resolution. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Avondale, September 17, 2007. 

 

 

 

       

Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

 

       

Linda M. Farris, City Clerk 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

 

       

Andrew J. McGuire, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT A 

TO 

RESOLUTION NO. 2681-907 

 

[Intergovernmental Agreement] 

 

See following pages. 



INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF AVONDALE 

AND 

LITTLETON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT #65 

FOR 

OUT OF SCHOOL TIME RECREATION PROGRAMS 

 

THIS INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is entered into as 

of September 17, 2007, between the City of Avondale, an Arizona municipal corporation (the 

“City”) and Littleton Elementary School District #65, an Arizona school district (the “District”).  

The City and District are sometimes collectively referred to in this Agreement as the “Parties” 

and each individually as a “Party”. 

 

RECITALS

 

A. The City and District desire to provide before/after school and summer recreation 

programs for Avondale youth (the “Programs”). 

 

B. The Programs will include a combination of grant funded, District funded and 

self-sustaining fee based Programs. 

 

C. The Programs include but are not limited to: summer programs, 21st century grant 

programs, before and after school programs, and holiday break programs. 

 

D. The City and District are authorized to enter into this Agreement pursuant to 

ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 11-951. 

 

AGREEMENT 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants set forth in 

this Agreement, the parties hereby agree as follows: 

 

1. The District shall employ teachers and program support staff that shall be 

responsible for agreed-upon duties and responsibilities of the Programs as directed by the City 

and the District.  All teachers used to implement the Programs shall be District employees.  The 

City shall employ program staff that shall be responsible for agreed-upon duties and 

responsibilities of the Program as directed by the City and the District. 

 

2. The teachers and program staff shall begin implementing the Programs prior to 

the start date as determined by City and District representatives.  An annual programming 

meeting will be conducted by representatives from the City and the District one month before the 

anniversary date of this Agreement to discuss the specific programs and activities for the next 

programming year.  No program activities are guaranteed and subject to staff and facility 

availability from both the City and the District. 
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3. All expenses, costs, and supplies associated with the Programs shall be the 

responsibility of the program fees collected by the participants or grant funds; provided, 

however, that the District shall reimburse the City for costs associated with the Programs. 

 

4. The City shall request reimbursement from the District for costs associated with 

the Programs.  Each reimbursement request shall be verified by appropriate documentation.  This 

documentation shall consist of payroll records, purchase orders for materials, and other 

appropriate documentation for expenses associated with implementing the Programs.  The City 

must issue the first invoice for reimbursement of program costs by the halfway point of each 

program and a final invoice no later than 30 days after the end of each program. 

 

5. The City shall be responsible for programming and equipment procurement and 

provide access to guest speakers for certain activities during the Programs.  All programming 

will be jointly agreed upon at the annual planning meeting between City and District staff. 

 

6. The District shall provide (a) the appropriate facilities and transportation for 

conducting the Programs and (b) sufficient insurance (i) covering such facilities, transportation, 

and all of the Programs’ participants and (ii) naming the City as additional insured and loss 

payee, as appropriate. 

 

7. To the fullest extent permitted by law, the District shall indemnify, and hold 

harmless the City, its agents, representatives, officers, officials and employees from and against 

all claims, damages, losses and expenses, including but not limited to attorney fees, court costs, 

expert witness fees, and the cost of appellate proceedings, relating to, arising out of, or alleged to 

have resulted from the negligent acts, errors, omissions or mistakes in conducting the Program.  

The District’s duty to indemnify and hold harmless the City, its agents, representatives, officers, 

officials and employees shall arise in connection with any claim, damage, loss or expense that is 

attributable to bodily injury, sickness, disease, death, or injury to, impairment, or destruction of 

property, including loss of use resulting therefrom, caused by any negligent acts, errors, 

omissions or mistakes, related to the Programs. 

 

8. The Parties understand and specifically agree that the terms of this Agreement 

may be amended from time to time only upon written agreement by each Party. 

 

9. The Parties understand and specifically agree that the Programs and Programs’ 

activities will be coordinated and modified by both Parties before the start of each program year 

and that the City will act as the overall program coordinator unless amended upon written 

agreement of the Parties. 

 

10. This Agreement shall be governed by, construed and enforced in accordance with 

the laws of the State of Arizona. 

 

11. This Agreement may be cancelled pursuant to ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 38-511. 

 

12. This Agreement may be terminated under any of the following conditions: 
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a. Either Party may terminate this Agreement with or without cause upon 

giving the other party 60 days written notice of such termination. 

 

b. The provisions of this Agreement for payment of funds by the Parties shall 

be effective when funds are appropriated for purposes of this Agreement and are actually 

available for payment.  The Parties shall each be the sole judge and authority in determining the 

availability of funds under this Agreement and each Party shall keep the other fully informed as 

to the availability of funds for the Program.  The obligation of the Parties to make any payment 

pursuant to this Agreement is a current expense of the Parties, payable exclusively from such 

annual appropriations, and is not a general obligation or indebtedness of the Parties. 

 

14. This Agreement shall become effective after it is (a) approved by the City Council 

and the District Board, (b) executed by both Parties and (c) recorded with the Maricopa County 

Recorder and shall continue in effect for a period of three years and may be renewed every one 

year thereafter by mutual agreement between the Parties. 

 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the 

date of the last signature set forth below. 

 

“City”       “District” 

 

CITY OF AVONDALE, an Arizona  LITTLETON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

municipal corporation DISTRICT # 65, an Arizona school district 

 

 

By:       By:       

      Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor         Kelli Watson, Board President 

 

ATTEST:      ATTEST: 

 

 

              

Linda Farris, City Clerk    Dr. Roger Freeman, Superintendent 

 

 

In accordance with the requirements of ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 11-952(D), the undersigned attorneys 

acknowledge that (i) they have reviewed the above Agreement on behalf of their respective 

clients and that (ii) as to their respective clients only, each attorney has determined that this 

Agreement is in proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under the laws of the 

State of Arizona. 

 

 

              

Andrew J. McGuire     Attorney for Littleton Elementary School 

Avondale City Attorney 
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CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Resolution 2679-907 in Support of LTAF II Funding 

Application 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Christina Lyons, Acting Grants Administrator (623)333-1025

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the City Council adopt a resolution authorizing the City to submit an application to 
receive 2008 Local Transportation Assistance Funds (LTAF II) in the amount of $115,669.58. 

BACKGROUND:

The Arizona Legislature, under House Bill 2565, authorizes LTAF II funds to provide statewide transit and 
transportation funding to each city, town and county based upon its percentage of the state’s population. In 
Maricopa County, the Valley Metro/Regional Public Transportation Authority administers these funds.   An 
allocation of $10,100,000 has been made available for distribution for the current fiscal year and the City of 
Avondale’s eligible portion is $115,669.58. The funding requires a one-to-one match or $115,669.58, which the 
city will need to make available in the FY 2008-2009 budget. The locally-sourced matching funds ratio may not 
be comprised of federal funds, but can be allocated from LTAF I. The grant funds must be spent within 24 
month of the grant’s release.     

DISCUSSION:

LTAF II funding will be used to purchase much needed bus shelters along existing and planned routes 
throughout Avondale.  It is anticipated that the shelters will provide a safer and more comfortable expereince 
for all who use public transit in Avondale.  In addition, it is predicted that new shelters will increase appeal and 
use of public transit in Avondale.  Staff recommends that City Council adopt a resolution authorizing the City 
to submit an application to receive 2008 Local Transportation Assistance Funds (LTAF II) in the amount of 
$115,669.58. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

The required matching funds of $115,669.58 will need to be allocated in the FY 2008-09 budget.  LTAF I funds 
can be used for the required match. 

RECOMENDATION:

Staff recommends that City Council adopt a resolution authorizing the City to submit an application to receive 
2008 Local Transportation Assistance Funds (LTAF II) in the amount of $115,669.58. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

RES - 2679-907
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RESOLUTION NO. 2679-907 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE, 

ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF AN APPLICATION FOR 

LOCAL TRANSPORTATION ASSISTANCE FUND II FUNDING FROM THE 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. 

 

WHEREAS, the Arizona Department of Transportation (“ADOT”) is seeking proposals 

from local agencies for transit projects relating to all aspects of transit services; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Arizona State Legislature has authorized an allocation of Local 

Transportation Assistance Funds II (“LTAF II”) funds to the City of Avondale (the “City”) to 

fund transit activities; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Avondale desires to submit an application for the 

LTAF II funds for the construction of passenger amenities in the City (the “Application”). 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

AVONDALE as follows: 

 

SECTION 1.  That the submittal of the Application to ADOT for $115,669.58 in LTAF II 

funds is hereby authorized. 

 

SECTION 2.  That the expenditure of $115,669.58 in matching funds is hereby authorized 

and officially designated to be used in conjunction with the LTAF II funds. 

 

SECTION 3.  That the Mayor, the City Manager, the City Clerk and the City Attorney are 

hereby authorized and directed to execute and submit all documents and any other necessary or 

desirable instruments in connection with the Application and to take all steps necessary to carry 

out the purpose and intent of this Resolution. 

 

 

 

[SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE] 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Avondale, September 17, 2007. 

 

 

 

       

Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

 

 

       

Linda M. Farris, City Clerk 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

 

       

Andrew J. McGuire, City Attorney 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
E-Citation for Police and City Court 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Kevin Hinderleider, IT Director (623)333-5007

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the City Council approve a contract with Advanced Public Safety (APS) for the 
purchase of eight E-Citation devices and associated hardware and software in the amount of $52,727.15. 

BACKGROUND:

In October of 2005, staff from the Avondale Police Department, the Courts and Information Technology 
attended a demonstration facilitated by the Tucson City Court and Police Department of an electronic citation 
system or E-citation system. The demonstration was well executed and helped staff understand the benefits of 
moving from a manual system of writing citations to an electronic solution. 

To prepare for the implementation of this system a supplemental budget request of $78,227.15 was prepared for 
the fiscal year 2007-2008.  The request was approved by Council in the 2007-2008 Budget.  The 
interdepartmental team consisting of staff from the City Court, Police and Information Technology is now 
prepared to implement this electronic solution. 
  
This vendor's solution is approved by the Supreme Court and Avondale is able to purchase this product by 
attaching to the Tucson Contract. 

  

DISCUSSION:

To implement the installation of this E-Citation system a total of eight hand held devices, eight printers, a 
Spillman citation module, all ancillary hardware and software, and technical consulting services will need to be 
purchased and installed during the 2007/2008 fiscal year. 
 
This system will allow an officer to utilize a hand held device to capture all of the necessary information for 
issuing a traffic citation.  At the end of an officer’s shift all of the citation information is uploaded to the 
Supreme Court's case management system (AZTEC) and the Police Departments records management system.  
From the point when the citation information is uploaded the Courts can process the case and the Police will 
have an electronic record on file of all citation information. 

Other jurisdictions have found that the installation of the E-citation system has improved the accuracy 
and efficiency of the citation process.  Police Officers in the field are able to quickly capture driver 
information by utilizing the bar code reader on the device and sliding a person’s license through the hand held 
reader.  Court staff would no longer need to retype this information into the AZTEC database system and the 
Police Records staff would no longer need to retype this information from the citation into their records 
management system. 
 
This system will reduce the redundant paperwork and the errors generated by multiple inputs of hand written 
information, resulting in greater speed, accuracy  and efficiency in processing traffic citations. 

 



Staff is requesting Council to approve a contract for $52,727.15,  for the purchase of the hand held devices, 
printers, associated hardware and software.  The total budget for this project will be $78,227.15 as detailed 
below: 

Item Description   
APS Proposal $49,931.02 
5.6% Taxes $2,796.13 
Spillman $19,500.00
Consulting $6,000.00 
TOTAL $78,227.15 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

The approved budget for this project is $78,227.15 in the Court's Account #101-6200. 
  

RECOMENDATION:

Staff recommends that City Council approve the contract with Advanced Public Safety (APS) for the purchase 
of eight E-Citation devices and associated hardware and software in the amount of $52,727.15. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

Contract Submittal



761246.1 

 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF AVONDALE 

AND 

ADVANCED PUBLIC SAFETY, INC. 

 

THIS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is entered into 

as of September 17, 2007, between the City of Avondale, an Arizona municipal corporation (the 

“City”) and Advanced Public Safety, Inc., a Florida corporation (“Contractor”). 

 

RECITALS 

 

A. After a competitive procurement process, the City of Tucson (“Tucson”) entered 

into Contract No. 053058-01 (the “Tucson Contract”), a copy of which is attached hereto as 

Exhibit A and incorporated herein by this reference, for the Contractor to provide various 

products and services (the “Products and Services”). 

 

B. The City is permitted to purchase the Products and Services under the Tucson 

Contract without further public bidding, and the Tucson Contract permits its cooperative use by 

other governmental agencies including the City. 

 

C. The City desires to purchase the Products and Services under the Tucson Contract 

for a lower cost than would otherwise be available. 

 

AGREEMENT 

 

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

herein by reference, and the covenants and promises contained herein, the parties hereby agree as 

follows: 

 

1. The Contractor shall provide to the City the Products and Services under the 

terms and conditions of the Tucson Contract in the quantities as set forth in a purchase order not 

to exceed $52,727.15. 

 

2. This Agreement may be cancelled pursuant to ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 38-511. 

 

[SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the date 

and year first set forth above. 

 

“City”       “Contractor” 

 

CITY OF AVONDALE, an Arizona   ADVANCED PUBLIC SAFETY, INC., 

municipal corporation     a Florida corporation 

        

 

By:       By:       

      Charles P. McClendon, City Manager 

 

ATTEST:      Name:       

 

 

       Its:       

Linda M. Farris, City Clerk 
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(ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS) 

 

 

STATE OF ARIZONA ) 

    ) ss. 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA ) 

 

This instrument was acknowledged before me on      , 2007, 

by Charles P. McClendon, the City Manager of the CITY OF AVONDALE, an Arizona 

municipal corporation, on behalf of the City of Avondale. 

 

 

              

       Notary Public in and for the State of Arizona 

 

My Commission Expires: 

 

 

 

     

 

 

STATE OF    ) 

    ) ss. 

COUNTY OF    ) 

 

This instrument was acknowledged before me on      , 2007, 

by      as        of ADVANCED 

PUBLIC SAFETY, INC., a Florida corporation, on behalf of the corporation. 

 

 

              

       Notary Public in and for the State of    

My Commission Expires: 
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EXHIBIT A 

TO 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF AVONDALE 

AND 

ADVANCED PUBLIC SAFETY, INC. 

 

[Tucson Contract] 

 

See following pages. 

 

 



























CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Approval of Amendment No. 3 to the Design-Build 

Contract with Landscapes Unlimited for pre-construction 

services of phase II of Festival Fields  

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Daniel Davis, Director of Parks, Recreation & Libraries (623)333-2411

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the City Council approve Amendment No. 3 to the Design-Build Agreement with 
Landscapes Unlimited, LLC to provide pre-construction services for phase II of Festival Fields at a cost of 
$650,570.29 and authorize the Mayor or City Manager and City Clerk to execute the contract documents. 

BACKGROUND:

Council awarded a Design-Build contract to Landscapes Unlimited, LLC on November 21, 2005 for pre-
construction services for phase 1 of Festival Fields. Olsson Associates was the lead architectural design firm 
that led the park design effort. 

On April 24, 2006 Council approved the Amendment No. 1 to the Design-Build Agreement in the amount of 
$4,055,880 for the first phase of the park construction. Phase 1 included a lighted four (4) diamond softball 
complex, restroom building, lighted multi-purpose festival area, 296 parking spaces, entry roadway, sidewalks, 
infrastructure for water, sewer, and irrigation, site lighting, and landscape. 

On June 4, 2007 Council approved Amendment No. 2 to the Design-Build Agreement in the amount of 
$498,687.45 for additional work not anticipated in the original project scope for phase 1. These items included 
unforeseen conditions that were uncovered during construction and engineering design refinements.  

DISCUSSION:

The Design-Build Agreement consists of two distinct phases; the pre-construction phase and the construction 
phase. At the conclusion of the pre-construction phase, the City and Contractor shall negotiate a Guaranteed 
Maximum Price (GMP) for the construction phase of the project. If the City and Contractor cannot agree on a 
GMP for the construction phase, the City shall be free to publicly bid the construction phase utilizing the 
construction plans and specifications. 

Staff negotiated a total pre-construction services fee with Landscapes Unlimited, LLC.   The Scope of Services 
and Fee Proposal for these services include the design of all phase II improvements, allowances for 
Geotechnical, Environmental, and Architectural services, along with printing of Design Development Drawings 
and Specifications.  

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

Festival Fields Phase II has a $7 million budget, and will consist of the construction of a lighted four-field ball 
field complex, Splash pad, picnic areas, basketball and tennis courts, restroom, roadways, parking and 
landscaping. The fee for these pre-construction services is $650,570.29 

Funding for this work is budgeted in the Park CIP fund account # 310.  

 



RECOMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve Amendment No. 3 to the Design-Build Agreement with 
Landscapes Unlimited, LLC to provide pre-construction services for phase II of Festival Fields at a cost of 
$650,570.29 and authorize the Mayor or City Manager and City Clerk to execute the contract documents. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

Third Amendment
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THIRD AMENDMENT 

TO DESIGN-BUILD AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF AVONDALE 

AND 

LANDSCAPES UNLIMITED OF NEBRASKA, L.L.C. 

 

THIS THIRD AMENDMENT TO DESIGN-BUILD AGREEMENT (this “Third 

Amendment”) is made as of September 17, 2007, between the City of Avondale, an Arizona 

municipal corporation (the “City”) Landscapes Unlimited, L.L.C., a Nebraska limited liability 

company, d/b/a Landscapes Unlimited of Nebraska, L.L.C. (the “Contractor”). 

 

RECITALS 

 

A. The City and the Contractor entered into that certain Design-Build Agreement, 

dated November 21, 2005 (the “Original Agreement”), for the purpose of designing and 

constructing the City’s new Lower Buckeye Park (hereinafter referred to as “Festival Fields”) 

and the City’s new Pendergast Park (collectively, Festival Fields and the Pendergast Park are 

referred to as the “Project”). 

 

B. The Original Agreement was amended twice, on April 24, 2006, to establish the 

GMP and the date of substantial completion for Phase I of the Festival Fields portion of the 

Project (the “First Amendment”), and on June 4, 2007, to approve certain change orders related 

to additional work performed in conjunction with construction of Phase I of the Festival Fields 

portion of the Project, resulting in an increase to the GMP and the date of substantial completion 

for the construction phase of Phase I of the Festival Fields portion of the Project (the “Second 

Amendment”).  The Original Agreement, the First Amendment and the Second Amendment are 

collectively referred to herein as the “Agreement.”  All capitalized terms used in this Third 

Amendment shall have the meanings set forth in the Agreement, unless specifically defined 

otherwise in this Third Amendment. 

 

C. The City and the Contractor desire to further amend the Agreement to increase the 

GMP by an amount sufficient to compensate the Contractor for pre-construction services related 

to Phase II of the Festival Fields portion of the Project. 

 

AGREEMENT 

 

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

herein by reference, the following mutual covenants and conditions, and other good and valuable 

consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the City and the 

Contractor hereby agree as follows: 

 

1. Subsection 7.1 (B) of the Original Agreement is hereby deleted in its entirety and 

replaced with the following: 
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B. The City shall pay the Contractor (1) $677,097.00 for services 

performed during the Pre-construction Phase relating to Phase I of the Festival 

Fields portion of the Project and (2) $650,570.29 for services performed during 

the Pre-construction Phase relating to Phase II of the Festival Fields portion of the 

Project, including all allowances and reimbursable expenses. 

 

2. Subsection 7.1 (C) of the Original Agreement is hereby deleted in its entirety and 

replaced with the following: 

 

C. Compensation of Pre-construction Phase Services shall be 

equitably adjusted if such services extend beyond (1) May 31, 2006, for services 

performed during the Pre-construction Phase relating to Phase I of the Festival 

Fields portion of the Project and (2) March 1, 2008, for services performed during 

the Pre-construction Phase relating to Phase II of the Festival Fields portion of the 

Project, for reasons beyond the reasonable control and not the fault or partial fault 

of the Contractor or as provided in Section 9.1 below.  For changes in Pre-

construction Phase Services, compensation shall be adjusted as mutually agreed 

upon by the City and the Contractor at the time of such extended services. 

 

3. The Pre-construction Services Amount set forth above for services performed 

during the Pre-construction Phase relating to Phase II of the Festival Fields portion of the 

Project, including all allowances and reimbursable expenses, is the total compensation from the 

City to the Contractor for its fee and for the performance of the Pre-construction Phase services 

related to Phase II of the Festival Fields portion of the Project in accordance with the Agreement 

and pursuant to the Scope of Work, including Assumptions and Exclusions (including 

allowances), submitted August 21, 2007, 16 pages, attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

 

4. In all other respects, the Agreement is affirmed and ratified, and, except as 

expressly modified herein, all terms and conditions of the Agreement shall remain in full force 

and effect. 

 

5. By executing this Third Amendment, the Contractor affirmatively asserts that the 

City is not currently in default, nor has been in default at any time prior to this Third 

Amendment, under any of the terms or conditions of the Agreement. 

 

6. This Third Amendment and the Agreement may be cancelled for a conflict of 

interest pursuant to ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 38-511. 

 

 

 

[SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the date 

and year first written above. 

 

“City” “Contractor” 
 
CITY OF AVONDALE, an Arizona LANDSCAPES UNLIMITED, L.L.C., a  

municipal corporation a Nebraska company d/b/a Landscapes 

 Unlimited of Nebraska, L.L.C. 

 

 

       By:       

Charles P. McClendon, City Manager 

 

ATTEST:      Name:       

 

 

       Title:       

Linda M. Farris, City Clerk 
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(ACKNOWLEDGMENTS) 

 

 

STATE OF ARIZONA ) 

    ) ss. 

COUNTY OF MARICOPA ) 

 

This instrument was acknowledged before me on      , 2007, 

by Charles P. McClendon, the City Manager of the CITY OF AVONDALE, an Arizona 

municipal corporation, on behalf of the City of Avondale. 

 

        

Notary Public in and for the State of Arizona 

 

My Commission Expires: 

 

 

 

     

 

 

 

STATE OF     ) 

     ) ss. 

COUNTY OF     ) 

 

This instrument was acknowledged before me on      , 2007, 

by     , the        of LANDSCAPES 

UNLIMITED, L.L.C., a Nebraska limited liability company d/b/a Landscapes Unlimited of 

Nebraska, L.L.C., on behalf of the company. 

 

        

Notary Public in and for the State of     

 

My Commission Expires: 

 

 

 

     

 



761986.1 

EXHIBIT 1 

TO 

THIRD AMENDMENT TO 

DESIGN-BUILD AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF AVONDALE 

AND 

LANDSCAPES UNLIMITED OF NEBRASKA, L.L.C. 

 

[Scope of Services, including Assumptions and Exclusions] 

 

See following pages. 
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Festival Fields Community Park – Phase Two 

City of Avondale Project No. 

Olsson Associates Design Team / Landscapes Unlimited Pre-Construction 

Services 

Scope of Work 
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FESTIVAL FIELDS COMMUNITY PARK PHASE TWO – PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 

The 80-acre Festival Fields Community Park site is located in southern Avondale, 

directly adjacent to the Agua Fria River south of Lower Buckeye Road.  Phase one 

which consisted of the four plex softball complex, the festival field area, parking areas 

within the northern half of the site and the northern half of the main entry road and is 

scheduled for completion by August 2007 . Phase Two which will be completed under 

this scope of work will complete the southern half of the park and will include sport 

courts, 6 lighted Little League ball fields, group ramada area with a performance stage, a 

splash pad play area, playground, restroom building and restroom concession building, 

utility infrastructure, roadways and parking areas. In addition, phase two will also include 

additional improvements within phase one, such as a playground, picnic ramadas and a 

restroom facility adjacent to and north of the festival field area. The construction budget 

available for Phase II Improvements is $7,000,000, however, Olsson will provide design 

services for the remaining park elements not constructed in Phase I, including the south 

park road. 

 

The following Scope of Work Proposal has been prepared for completion of the phase 

two construction documents for the remainder of the park site, and is based on the 

Master Plan Graphic dated October 12
th
, 2005, review of the 15% schematic design and 

Phase-II Improvement modifications established by the City of Avondale.   

 

 

FESTIVAL FIELDS COMMUNITY PARK PHASE TWO – SCOPE OF WORK 

 

 

1.0 PROJECT INITIATION AND DESIGN REVIEW  

 

• Project Kickoff Meeting  

The Olsson Associates Design Team (OA) shall facilitate a project kickoff 

meeting at the City of Avondale (“City”) with the City Stakeholders to discuss 

the project schedule, design intent, budget, and deliverables.  Other 

stakeholders will include user groups, public utilities, government agencies, and 

the contractor.  A key component of this meeting shall be the review of the 

phase two 15% schematic design. The City shall provide OA with any potential 

site plan modifications, which may be due to phase one as built conditions, site 

constraints, budget or recreational programming needs. Any site plan 

modifications shall require City review and approval prior to the start of 

construction documents and the review of the master drainage, water and 

sanitary sewer reports. 

 

• Initial Project Schedule 

OA will produce a Design Project Schedule for the completion of the 

design for phase two in MS Project format in coordination with City staff 
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and the Contractor.  Baselines will be kept to track changes in the 

Schedule as the project progresses.   

 

• Drainage Master Plan Review 

The master drainage report which was approved as part of the phase one 

improvement plans will be revisited by OA and City staff to determine if any 

modifications are necessary due to as built conditions of phase one or any site 

plan modifications requested by the City of Avondale.  Any improvements 

adjacent to the phase two site which have occurred since the completion of 

phase one construction documents will also be evaluated by OA and City staff 

to determine any impact to the approved master drainage report. OA shall meet 

with the Maricopa County Flood Control District (MCFCD) to update them on 

the phase two improvements and review the Floodplain Use Permit and 

FCDMC Right of Way Permit for compliance. Any modifications to the drainage 

report will adhere to the format outlined in the City of Avondale Design 

Standards.  All drainage requirements, guidelines, assumptions and 

calculations shall be performed using the Maricopa County Flood Control 

District (MCFCD) Drainage Design Manuals, Volumes I & II. 

 

• Traffic Impact Analysis Update:   

The Traffic Impact Analysis developed and approved during Phase I 

improvements , will be updated to reflect the build-out conditions of the Park.  

This will include the following: 

1. Trip Generation for the Park 

2. Weekday background traffic volumes 

3. Weekend (Saturday and Sunday) background traffic volumes 

4. Weekday total traffic volumes 

5. Weekend (Saturday and Sunday) total traffic volumes 

6. Signal Warrant Analysis 

7. The study will also include a discussion on the future south access road to 

the Park site, both interim and ultimate configuration 

     

• Water Design Report Review 

The water design report which was approved as part of the phase one 

improvement plans will be revisited by OA and City staff to determine if any 

modifications are necessary due to as built conditions of phase one or any site 

plan modifications requested by the City of Avondale. Any water design report 

modifications will adhere to the format outlined in the City of Avondale Design 

Standard.   

 

• Sanitary Sewer Design Report Review 

The sanitary sewer design report which was approved as part of the phase one 

improvement plans will be revisited by OA and City staff to determine if any 

modifications are necessary due to as built conditions of phase one or any site 

plan modifications requested by the City of Avondale. Any sanitary sewer 
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design report modifications will adhere to the format outlined in the City of 

Avondale Design Standard.   

 

• As Built Review and Design Adjustments 

OA shall review the Festival Fields Community Park Phase One approved as 

built plans with LU and the City to identify major deviations, if any, from the 

phase one construction documents. All deviations shall be incorporated into the 

OA CADD base files and adjusted as necessary to reflect the phase one as 

built conditions. The as built conditions shall be used as the basis of the phase 

two improvements.  

 

• Preliminary Site Plan Development  

A preliminary site plan for Festival Fields Community Park Phase Two shall be 

developed by OA and submitted to the City. This preliminary site plan will be 

reviewed by City staff and stakeholders to ensure that all necessary or desired 

site plan modifications have been addressed. 

 

• Final Site Plan  

A final site plan will be developed to address any preliminary site plan 

comments and shall be submitted for final City approval. The final site plan shall 

require City approval prior to the start of construction documents and the review 

of the master drainage, water and sanitary sewer reports. 

 

• Initial Cost Model   

Based on the development of the Site Plan, a preliminary Cost Model will be 

created to forecast construction costs.  This Cost Model will provide direction to 

design development efforts with regards to what is attainable within the 

established budgetary constraints. 

 

Deliverables: 

 

• Project Kickoff Meeting Notes 

• Initial Project Schedule 

• Drainage Master Plan Review Meeting Notes 

• Water Design Report Review Meeting Notes 

• Sanitary Sewer Report Review Meeting Notes 

• Preliminary Site Plan  

• Final Site Plan  

• Initial Cost Model 

  

 

2.0 DESIGN DEVELOPMENT (60%) 

 

60% Design Development Plans 
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• a. Schedule, general notes, key map, general sheets 

• b. Demolition Plans 

• c. Grading and Drainage Plans 

• d. Hardscape Plans and Details  

• e. Plaza Areas 

• f. Playground Areas 

• g. Group Ramada Area 

• h. Stage Area 

• i. Sports Courts (Basketball Courts (2), Tennis Court)s (2) 

• j. Splash Pad 

• k. Little League Fields (4) 

• l. Baseball Field – High School Level 350’ outfield (1 )  

 

• m. Way Finding Signage Plans  

• n. Paving, Signing, and Striping Plans 

• o. Electrical Plans  

    Little League Fields (4 Total)-Circuit/Control Design 

    Baseball Field – High School Level 350’ outfield (1 ) 

    Restroom Buildings (2 Total) 

    Court Lighting-(3 Total)-Circuit/Control Design 

    Site Lighting-Circuit/Control Design 

    Ramadas (4 Total) 

    Miscellaneous Details 

    Concession/Restroom Building (1 Total) 

    Parking Lot and South Park Roadway Lighting 

• p. Landscape Plans 

• q. Irrigation Plans Coordinate with Sub-Consultants 

• r. Restroom Plans Coordinate with Sub-Consultants 

• s. Little League Fields Concessions Bld. Coordinate with Sub-Consultants 

• t. Sanitary Sewer Plans 

• u. Water Plans 

• v. Traffic Signalization Plans 

• w. South Park Roadway Plans 

• x. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan  

• (SEE ATTACHED PROPOSAL FROM AQUA ENGINEERING FOR IRRIGATION 

DESIGN SERVICES) 

• (SEE ATTACHED PROPOSAL FROM ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE FOR 

ARCHITECURE DESIGN SERVICES) 

 

• Technical Specifications 

60% Technical specifications will be developed in CSI format as special 

provisions to the standard City of Avondale and MAG standard specifications. 
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• Coordinate Utility Company Reviews and Comments 

OA shall provided all affected utility companies with a set of 60% plans for 

review and comments. 

 

• Quality Control Review 

OA shall provide an extensive in-house quality control review to reduce plan 

error and assure that proper coordination has taken place between the City, 

affected utilities, and consultant teams. LU will evaluate the plan for 

constructability and make recommendations to improve efficiency, quality, and 

schedule. 

 

• 60% Review Comments 

OA shall compile all 60% review comments from City Staff and Utility 

companies into one master document along with OA’s initial disposition on each 

comment. Once compiled, this document will be distributed to all reviewers prior 

to the 60% comment resolution meeting. 

 

• 60% Comment Resolution Meeting 

OA shall facilitate a 60% comment resolution meeting with all project 

stakeholders in which all comments that require further information or direction 

will be discussed to a point where final resolution is agreed upon. 

 

• Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) Document Development 

Upon completion of the 60% plans and 60% comment resolution meeting, OA 

shall coordinate with LU and aid them, as needed, in the development of their 

Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) documents for the phase two 

improvements and suggested value engineering alternatives. 

 

• Progress Meetings (2/month) 

 

• Project Management 

The Project Manager will coordinate with the City, consultant teams, and sub-

consultants to provide a product that is on time, on task, and on budget. 

 

• 60% Cost Model   

Formalizing Cost Model based on the current level of design development.  At 

this level there will be a relatively refined list of scope items for each section of 

work.  Subcontractors and vendors will be solicited for competitive bids to 

formulate this document.  

 

 

Deliverables: 

• 60% Design Development Plans 
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• 60% Technical Specifications 

• 60% Review Comments 

• 60% Comment Resolution Meeting Minutes 

• Progress Meeting Minutes 

• 60% Cost Model 

•  

3.0 CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS (90%) 

   

90% Construction Documents 

• a. Schedule, general notes, key map, general sheets 

• b. Demolition Plans 

• c. Grading and Drainage Plans 

• d. Hardscape Plans and Details  

• e. Plaza Areas 

• f. Playground Areas 

• g. Group Ramada Area 

• h. Stage Area 

• i. Sports Courts (Basketball Courts (2),  Tennis Courts (2) 

• j. Splash Pad 

• k. Little League Fields (4) 

• l. Baseball Field – High School Level 350’ outfield (1 )  

• m. Way Finding Signage Plans  

• n. Paving, Signing, and Striping Plans 

• o. Electrical Plans  

    Little League Fields (4 Total)-Circuit/Control Design 

    Baseball Field – High School Level 350’ outfield (1 ) 

    Restroom Buildings (2 Total) 

    Court Lighting-(3 Total)-Circuit/Control Design 

    Site Lighting-Circuit/Control Design 

    Ramadas (4 Total) 

    Miscellaneous Details 

    Concession/Restroom Building (1 Total) 

    Parking Lot and South Park Roadway Lighting 

• p. Landscape Plans 

• q. Irrigation Plans Coordinate with Sub-Consultants 

• r. Restroom Plans Coordinate with Sub-Consultants 

• s. Little League Fields Concessions Bld. Coordinate with Sub-Consultants 

• t. Sanitary Sewer Plans 

• u. Water Plans 

• v. Traffic Signalization Plans 

• w. South Park Roadway Plans 

• x. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan  
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• (SEE ATTACHED PROPOSAL FROM AQUA ENGINEERING FOR IRRIGATION 

DESIGN SERVICES) 

• (SEE ATTACHED PROPOSAL FROM ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE FOR 

ARCHITECURE DESIGN SERVICES) 

 

• Technical Specifications 

 90% Technical specifications will be developed in CSI format as special 

provisions to the standard City of Avondale and MAG standard specifications. 

 

• Coordinate Utility Company Reviews and Comments 

 OA shall provided all affected utility companies with a set of 90% plans for 

review and comments. 

 

• Quality Control Review 

 OA shall provide an extensive in-house quality control review to reduce plan 

error and assure that proper coordination has taken place between the City, 

affected utilities, and consultant teams. 

 

• 90% Review Comments 

OA shall compile all 90% review comments from City Staff and Utility 

companies into one master document along with OA’s initial disposition on each 

comment. Once compiled, this document will be distributed to all reviewers prior 

to the 90% comment resolution meeting. 

 

• 90% Comment Resolution Meeting 

OA shall facilitate a 90% comment resolution meeting with all project 

stakeholders in which all comments that require further information or direction 

will be discussed to a point where final resolution is agreed upon. 

 

• Progress Meetings (2/month) 

 

 

• Project Management 

  The Project Manager will coordinate with the City, consultant teams, and sub- 

  consultants to provide a product that is on time, on task, and on budget. 

 

• 90% Cost Model   

Further refinement of 60% GMP Cost Model.  Subcontractors & vendors will be 

providing preliminary “hard bids” to formulate this document.  Contractor 

selections will most likely be based on these preliminary bids.  

 

 

Deliverables: 

• 90% Construction Documents  
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• 90% Technical Specifications 

• 90% Review Comments 

• 90% Comment Resolution Meeting Minutes 

• Progress Meeting Minutes 

• 90% Cost Model 

 

 

4.0 CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS (100%) 

 

100% Construction Documents 

• a. Schedule, general notes, key map, general sheets 

• b. Demolition Plans 

• c. Grading and Drainage Plans 

• d. Hardscape Plans and Details  

• e. Plaza Areas 

• f. Playground Areas 

• g. Group Ramada Area 

• h. Stage Area 

• i. Sports Courts (1 Basketball Court, 1 Tennis Court) 

• j. Splash Pad 

• k. Little League Fields (4) 

• l. Baseball Field – High School Level 350’ outfield (1 )  

• m. Way Finding Signage Plans  

• n. Paving, Signing, and Striping Plans 

• o. Electrical Plans  

    Little League Fields (4 Total)-Circuit/Control Design 

    Baseball Field – High School Level 350’ outfield (1 ) 

    Restroom Buildings (2 Total) 

    Court Lighting-(3 Total)-Circuit/Control Design 

    Site Lighting-Circuit/Control Design 

    Ramadas (4 Total) 

    Miscellaneous Details 

    Concession/Restroom Building (1 Total) 

    Parking Lot and South Park Roadway Lighting 

• p. Landscape Plans 

• q. Irrigation Plans Coordinate with Sub-Consultants 

• r. Restroom Plans Coordinate with Sub-Consultants 

• s. Little League Fields Concessions Bld. Coordinate with Sub-Consultants 

• t. Sanitary Sewer Plans 

• u. Water Plans 

• v. Traffic Signalization Plans 

• w. South Park Roadway Plans 

• x. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan  
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• y. Horizontal Control Plans 

• (SEE ATTACHED PROPOSAL FROM AQUA ENGINEERING FOR IRRIGATION 

DESIGN SERVICES) 

• (SEE ATTACHED PROPOSAL FROM ARCHITECTURAL ALLIANCE FOR 

ARCHITECURE DESIGN SERVICES) 

 

• Technical Specifications 

 100% Technical specifications will be developed in CSI format as special 

provisions to the standard City of Avondale and MAG standard specifications. 

 

• Coordinate Utility Company Reviews and Comments 

 OA shall provided all affected utility companies with a set of 100% plans for 

review and comments. 

 

• Quality Control Review 

 OA shall provide an extensive in-house quality control review to reduce plan 

error and assure that proper coordination has taken place between the City, 

affected utilities, and consultant teams. 

 

• 100% Review Comments 

OA shall compile all 90% review comments from City Staff and Utility companies 

into one master document along with OA’s initial disposition on each comment. 

Once compiled, this document will be distributed to all reviewers prior to the 

100% comment resolution meeting. 

 

• 100% Comment Resolution Meeting 

OA shall facilitate a 100% comment resolution meeting with all project 

stakeholders in which all comments that require further information or direction 

will be discussed to a point where final resolution is agreed upon. 

 

• Progress Meetings (2/month) 

 

• Project Management 

  The Project Manager will coordinate with the City, consultant teams, and sub- 

  consultants to provide a product that is on time, on task, and on budget. 

• Final GMP   

Final refinement of design/development Cost Models.  Subcontractors & 

Vendors will have contracts written based on the scopes of work described in 

this document. 

 

 

Deliverables: 

• 100% Construction Documents  

• 100% Technical Specifications 
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• 100% Review Comments 

• 100% Comment Resolution Meeting Minutes 

• Progress Meeting Minutes 

• Final GMP   

 

 

5.0 CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS (PERMIT SET) 

 

Permit Set 

 

• Final Revisions 

OA shall coordinate all final comments to ensure final compliance with City 

comments. 

 

• Submit Permit Set 

OA shall submit one set of original sealed reproducible drawings and one set of 

unbound, sealed technical specifications to the City of Avondale for City final 

permitting. 

 

• Project Management 

   The Project Manager will coordinate with the City, consultant teams, and sub- 

   consultants to provide a product that is on time, on task, and on budget. 

 

Deliverables: 

Final Permit Plans and Technical Specifications 

Progress Meeting Minutes 

 

 

ASSUMPTIONS AND EXCLUSIONS: 

 

• Assumptions 

 

The final master plan approved during the phase one improvement design phase 

shall be used, in principle, as the basis of design for the phase two 

improvements. 

 

The approved phase one mass grading plan and utility plans approved during the 

phase one improvement design phase shall be used, in principle, as the basis of 

design for the phase two improvements. 

 

The final site plan shall require City approval prior to the start of construction 

documents and the review of the master drainage, water and sanitary sewer 

reports. 
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LU shall provide adequate as built information to OA. 

 

OA shall assist LU in the development of the approved Guaranteed Maximum 

Price (GMP) documents but shall not provide any additional cost estimate 

information 

 

 

 

• Exclusions: 

 

Environmental, cultural or archeological investigations/reports. 

 

 

 



CITY OF AVONDALE

FESTIVAL FIELDS COMMUNITY  PARK-PHASE TWO

AUGUST 21, 2007

OLSSON ASSOCIATES DESIGN SERVICES

Phase Task P
ro

je
c
t 

D
e
s
ig

n
 T

e
a
m

 M
a
n

a
g

e
r 

  
 J

e
ff

 K
ra

tz
k
e
, 

R
L
A

L
a
n

d
s
c
a
p

e
 A

rc
h

it
e
c
tu

re
 T

a
s
k
 &

 Q
C

 M
a
n

a
g

e
r 

  
  

  
  

  
 

S
h
a
n
e
 H

a
n
n
e
m

a
n

S
e
n

io
r 

L
a
n

d
s
c
a
p

e
 D

e
s
ig

n
e
r 

  
 E

rn
e
s
t 

R
o
d
ri

g
u
e
z

L
a
n

d
s
c
a
p

e
 D

e
s
ig

n
e
r 

  
 R

a
n
d
a
ll 

K
o
p
ff

L
a
n

d
s
c
a
p

e
 C

A
D

 D
e
s
ig

n
e
r 

  
 B

ri
a
n
 M

u
rp

h
y

S
e
n

io
r 

P
ro

je
c
t 

C
iv

il
 E

n
g

in
e
e
r 

   
S

e
a
n
 W

o
z
n
y
, 

P
E

C
iv

il
 D

e
s
ig

n
e
r 

  O
m

a
r 

E
liz

a
rr

a
ra

s
, 

E
I

P
ro

je
c
t 

D
ra

in
a
g

e
 E

n
g

in
e
e
r 

   
J
e
ff

 F
o
rd

, 
P

E

P
ro

je
c
t 

T
ra

n
s
p

o
rt

a
ti

o
n

 E
n

g
in

e
e
r 

   
A

ile
e
n
 F

ri
c
k
, 

P
E

T
ra

n
s
p

o
rt

a
ti

o
n

 D
e
s
ig

n
e
r 

   
H

e
c
to

r 
M

e
n
d
o
z
a
, 

  
 

T
ra

ff
ic

 E
n

g
in

e
e
r 

  M
a
rt

a
 G

e
rb

e
r,

 P
E

T
ra

ff
ic

 D
e
s
ig

n
e
r 

  
 N

a
ta

lie
 C

a
rr

ic
k
 E

I

S
e
n

io
r 

E
le

c
tr

ic
a
l 

E
n

g
in

e
e
r 

  
 K

e
n
 F

a
ir

c
h
ild

, 
P

E

E
le

c
tr

ic
a
l 

E
n

g
in

e
e
r 

  D
a
ri

n
 G

o
u
rk

a
, 

P
E

E
le

c
tr

ic
a
l 

D
e
s
ig

n
e
r 

  
 J

e
n
n
if
e
r 

J
ir

a
k

S
e
n

io
r 

P
ro

je
c
t 

S
u

rv
e
y
o

r 
  

 E
d
 V

in
c
e
n
t,

 R
L
S

S
e
n

io
r 

S
u

rv
e
y
o

r 
  

  
C

h
u
c
k
 P

a
d
d
a
c
k

S
u

rv
e
y
 C

A
D

 T
e
c
h

  
  

 D
a
v
e
 S

a
e
g
e
r

S
u

rv
e
y
 P

a
rt

y
 C

h
ie

f 
  

  
P

a
t 

B
ro

c
k
ie

S
u

rv
e
y
 I

n
s
tr

u
m

e
n

t 
P

e
rs

o
n

  
  J

u
s
ti
n
 F

le
m

in
g
to

n

S
tr

u
c
tu

ra
l 

E
n

g
in

e
e
r 

  
 M

a
rk

 S
ta

rk
, 

P
E

A
d

m
in

/C
le

ri
c
a
l 

  
 M

a
rl

e
n
e
 P

lu
m

e
y

O
ls

s
o
n
 A

s
s
o
c
ia

te
s
 D

e
s
ig

n
 P

h
a
s
e
 S

u
b
to

ta
l 

1.0 PROJECT INITIATION AND DESIGN REVIEW

Project Kickoff Meeting 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4

Initial Project Schedule 4 2

As-Built - Pick-Up Survey 5 2 24 16

Update and Final Drainage Report 1 24 50

Update Phase One Traffic Impact Analysis to reflect Phase Two Improvements 30 24

Water Design Report Review 1 2

Sanitary Sewer Design Report Review 1 2 10 16

As Built Review and Design Adjustments 1 2 2 8 12 2 2

Preliminary Site Plan Development 2 2 8 16 4 4 1

Final Site Plan 2 2 2 10

Progress Meetings (2/month) 4 4 4 4 4 4

Project Management 20 16 14 16 9 2 24 16 0 0 4

Subtotal Hours 35 19 18 24 6 50 12 58 0 0 37 24 32 28 32 18 4 48 32 0 0 4 481
Subtotal Fee at Billing Rate $5,897.37 $2,200.30 $1,957.23 $2,018.66 $504.67 $5,127.42 $826.48 $8,371.12 $0.00 $0.00 $4,879.02 $2,021.59 $4,669.26 $2,297.08 $1,511.56 $2,597.93 $395.57 $4,095.84 $2,633.04 $0.00 $0.00 $176.76 $52,180.88

2.0 DESIGN DEVELOPMENT DOCUMENTS (60%)
60% Design Deveopment Plans

a. Schedule, general notes, key map, general sheets 4 12 16 2 4

b. Demolition Plans 2 4 8 8

c. Grading and Drainage 8 6 6 2 64 48

d. Hardscape Plans and Details 2 8 40 80 80 8

e. Plaza Area Enlargement Plans 2 24 40 30

f. Playground Enlargement Plans 2 8 16 20

g. Group Ramada Area Enlargement Plans 2 2 12 32 16

h. Stage Area Enlargement Plans 2 10 20 8

i. Sports Court Enlargement Plans 2 12 12 16

j. Splash Pad 8 32 42 24

k. Volleyball Courts 2 6 12 8

l. Little League Fields (4 Each) 8 24 38 48 8

m. Baseball Field – High School Level 350’ outfield (1 ) 8 16 28 32 6

n. Way Finding Signage Plans 4 8 12 12

o. Paving, Signing, and Striping Plans 8 16

p. Electrical Plans 

Little League Fields (4 Total)-Circuit/Control Design 12 45 45

Baseball Field – High School Level 350’ outfield (1 ) 5 24 20

Restroom Buildings (2 Total) 4 28 25

Court Lighting-(3 Total)-Circuit/Control Design 2 15 15

Site Lighting-Circuit/Control Design 2 25 25

Ramadas (4 Total) 2 10 10

Miscellaneous Details 2 10 25

Concession/Restroom Building (1) 10 30 30

q. Landscape Plans 6 8 24 32

r. Irrigation Plans (coord. w/ sub) 2 8 4

s. Restroom Plans (coord. w/ sub) 2 8 2

t. Concessions Building (coord. w/ sub) 2 8 2

u. Sanitary Sewer Plans w/ Lift Station 2 8 2 8 32 24

v. Water Plans 4 24

w. Traffic Signalization Plans 24 32

x. Signing & Striping Plans 8 16

y. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 8 12

Technical Specifications 2 4 8 2 8 4 5

Coordinate Utility Company Reviews and Comments 4 4 2 2 4 8 16

Quality Control Review 8 16 2 1

60% Review Comments 2 2 8 8 2 1

60% Comment Resolution Meeting 4 4 4 3 4 10 10

Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) Document Development 8 8 24 24 12 16 12 4

Progress Meetings (2/month) 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8

Project Management 60 2 2 16

Subtotal Hours 96 114 302 426 376 127 152 40 0 0 32 48 69 231 195 0 0 0 0 0 28 21 0
Subtotal Fee at Billing Rate $16,175.64 $13,201.77 $32,837.91 $35,831.29 $31,625.74 $13,023.64 $10,468.77 $5,773.18 $0.00 $0.00 $4,219.69 $4,043.18 $10,068.09 $18,950.94 $9,211.07 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $4,437.16 $927.96 $210,796.03
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3.0 CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS (90%)
90% Construction Documents

a. Schedule, general notes, key map, general sheets 1 2

b. Demolition Plans 2 2 6 2 4

c. Grading and Drainage 2 2 2 6 32 40

d. Hardscape Plans and Details 2 6 16 24 24 6

e. Plaza Area Enlargement Plans 8 28 28 60

f. Playground Enlargement Plans 2 8 8 12

g. Group Ramada Area Enlargement Plans 2 2 12 24 24

h. Stage Area Enlargement Plans 2 8 8 12

i. Sports Court Enlargement Plans (1 Basketball and 1 Tennis Court) 2 8 12 8

j. Splash Pad 4 24 36 16

k. Volleyball Courts 2 8 16 16

l. Little League Fields (4 Each) 4 24 24 16 6

m. Baseball Field – High School Level 350’ outfield (1 ) 2 16 28 16 4

n. Way Finding Signage Plans 2 8 8 8

o. Paving, Signing, and Striping Plans 1 4 12

p. Electrical Plans 1

Little League Fields (4 Total)-Circuit/Control Design 1

Baseball Field – High School Level 350’ outfield (1 ) 1

Restroom Buildings (2 Total) 2 6 8

Court Lighting-(3 Total)-Circuit/Control Design

Site Lighting-Circuit/Control Design 2 20 20

Ramadas (4 Total) 1 10 10

Miscellaneous Details 1 5 5

Concession/Restroom Building (1) 5 5

q. Landscape Plans 1 5 5

r. Irrigation Plans (coord. w/ sub) 2 2

s. Restroom Plans (coord. w/ sub) 2 10

t. Concessions Building (coord. w/ sub) 1 5 10

u. Sanitary Sewer Plans w/ Lift Station 2 12 16 4 24 20

v. Water Plans 2 6 4 4 16

w. Traffic Signalization Plans 2 4 2 16 24

x. Signing and Striping Plans 2 4 2 6 12

y. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 2 4 2 4 8

Coordinate Utility Company Reviews and Comments 2 4 4 4 8

Quality Control Review 8 24 2 1

90% Review Comments 2 2 12 12 2 10 1

90% Comment Resolution Meeting 4 4 4 4 3 4 10

Progress Meetings (2/month) 8 8 8 8 8 8 10

Project Management 60 16

Subtotal Hours 86 88 214 256 266 66 110 32 0 0 22 36 30 72 67 0 0 0 0 0 18 16 0
Subtotal Fee at Billing Rate $14,490.68 $10,190.84 $23,269.25 $21,532.42 $22,373.53 $6,768.19 $7,576.09 $4,618.55 $0.00 $0.00 $2,901.04 $3,032.38 $4,377.43 $5,906.79 $3,164.83 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,852.46 $707.02 $133,761.48
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4.0 CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS (100%)
100% Construction Documents

a. Schedule, general notes, key map, general sheets 2 2 2 1 1

b. Demolition Plans 2 2 2 2 1 2

c. Grading and Drainage 2 4 4 12 24

d. Hardscape Plans and Details 2 2 8 12 8 4

e. Plaza Area Enlargement Plans 2 8 12 8

f. Playground Enlargement Plans 1 4 2

g. Group Ramada Area Enlargement Plans 2 2 4 8 8

h. Stage Area Enlargement Plans 2 2 4 4

i. Sports Court Enlargement Plans (1 Basketball and 1 Tennis Court) 2 2 4 4

j. Splash Pad 2 8 12 6

k. Volleyball Courts 2 2 4 4

l. Little League Fields (4 Each) 2 4 8 8

m. Baseball Field – High School Level 350’ outfield (1 ) 2 4 8

n. Way Finding Signage Plans 2 2 2 4

o. Paving, Signing, and Striping Plans 2 8

p. Electrical Plans 

Little League Fields (4 Total)-Circuit/Control Design 2 2 2

Baseball Field – High School Level 350’ outfield (1 ) 2 2 2

Restroom Buildings (2 Total) 2 2

Court Lighting-(3 Total)-Circuit/Control Design 2 1

Site Lighting-Circuit/Control Design 2 2

Ramadas (4 Total) 1 1

Miscellaneous Details 1 5

Concession/Restroom Building (1) 2 4

q. Landscape Plans 1 4 8 4

r. Irrigation Plans (coord. w/ sub) 1 2 4 2

s. Restroom Plans (coord. w/ sub) 1 4 4 2

t. Concessions Building (coord. w/ sub) 1 4 4 2

u. Sanitary Sewer Plans 2 16 16

v. Water Plans 2 16

w. Traffic Signalization Plans 8 16

x. Signing and Striping Plans 4 8

y. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 4 4

            z. Horizontal Control Plans 16 24

Technical Specifications 2 4 8 2 4 8 2 2 1

Coordinate Utility Company Reviews and Comments 2 8 2 2 4 4

Quality Control Review 4 8 1

100% Review Comments 4 10 5 1

100% Comment Resolution Meeting 4 4 4 4 4 4

Progress Meetings (2/month) 8 8 8 8 4 8

Project Management 40 2 2 8

Subtotal Hours 62 56 99 118 74 48 97 24 0 0 16 32 22 22 24 0 0 0 0 0 8 9 0
Subtotal Fee at Billing Rate $10,446.77 $6,485.08 $10,764.75 $9,925.10 $6,224.21 $4,922.32 $6,680.73 $3,463.91 $0.00 $0.00 $2,109.85 $2,695.45 $3,210.11 $1,804.85 $1,133.67 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,267.76 $397.70 $71,532.26
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5.0 CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS (PERMIT SET)
Final Plans

Final Revisions 2 4 8 20 4 10 24 2 6 8 2

Submit Permit Set 2 4 8 2 2 4

Progress Meetings (2/month) 4 4 4 4 4 4

Project Management 20 4

Subtotal Hours 28 12 12 28 6 16 24 2 0 0 10 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 12 0

Subtotal Fee at Billing Rate $4,717.90 $1,389.66 $1,304.82 $2,355.11 $504.67 $1,640.77 $1,652.96 $288.66 $0.00 $0.00 $1,318.65 $673.86 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $316.94 $530.27 $16,694.27

Total Hours 307 289 645 852 728 307 395 156 0 0 117 148 153 353 318 18 4 48 32 0 56 62

Billing Rate $167.71 $115.81 $103.62 $103.62 $84.11 $102.55 $68.87 $144.33 $131.87 $67.05 $131.87 $84.23 $145.91 $82.04 $47.24 $144.33 $98.89 $85.33 $82.28 $41.90 $158.47 $44.19
Subtotal $51,486.97 $33,469.09 $66,834.90 $88,284.24 $61,232.81 $31,482.35 $27,205.03 $22,515.42 $0.00 $0.00 $15,428.24 $12,466.47 $22,324.89 $28,959.66 $15,021.13 $2,597.93 $395.57 $4,095.84 $2,633.04 $0.00 $8,874.32 $2,739.70 $498,047.60

REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES  
Expenses including Construction Docuements reproduced with 10 full size and 

10 half size at 60%, 90% and 100%, and one set of final mylars. 5 each 

Specifications manuals at  90%, and 100% and  one set of original unbound 

specifications 

$12,000.00

SUBCONSULTANTS - DESIGN
Aqua Engineering- DESIGN (Landscape Irrigation) $24,195.00

Architectural Alliance - DESIGN (Architecture, Restroom Concession Bldg., RR 

Bldg., Shade Ramadas) $38,600.00

Ricker Atkenson McBee and Associates, Inc. (Geotechnical - borings and 

backhoe investigation) $8,000.00

Aerial Mapping (Survey Support) $5,360.00

$88,155.00

$598,202.60

LANDSCAPES UNLIMITED - PRE-CONSTRUCTION SERVICES
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1.0 PROJECT INITIATION AND DESIGN REVIEW
Prokject Kick-off Meeting 4 4

Initial Schedule 1 3
Develop final site plan for Festival Fields Phase II based upon Phase I Construction and 

review of preliminary Master Plan 2

Make Final revisions and submit Final Site Plan for approval 2

Initial Cost Model 1 10 10

Project Management 5 25

Subtotal Hours 11 46 0 0 10 0 0 0 0

Subtotal Fee at Billing Rate $1,135.75 $3,561.78 $0.00 $0.00 $619.50 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,317.03

2.0 DESIGN DEVELOPMENT DOCUMENTS (60%)
60% Festival Fields Ph. II Park Plans 2 5

60% Cost Model 20 5 5 20

Quality Control Review 2 2 2 2

60% Review Meeting 4

Progress Meetings (2/Month) 8 8 8
Project Management 5 60 5

Subtotal Hours 13 96 7 7 28 5 7 0 0

Subtotal Fee at Billing Rate $1,342.25 $7,433.28 $592.62 $520.38 $1,734.60 $247.80 $542.01 $0.00 $0.00 $12,412.94

3.0 CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS (90%)
90% Festival Fields Phase II Park Plans 2 5

90% Cost Model 20 5 5 20

Quality Control Review 2 2 2 2

90% Review Meeting 4 4 4 4

Progress Meetings (2/Month) 8 8 8
Project Management 5 60 5 10 10

Subtotal Hours 17 96 11 11 28 5 7 10 10

Subtotal Fee at Billing Rate $1,755.25 $7,433.28 $931.26 $817.74 $1,734.60 $247.80 $542.01 $454.30 $392.30 $14,308.54

4.0 CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS (100%)
100% Festival Fields Phase II Park Plans 2 5

Final GMP 40 5 5 40

Quality Control Review 4 4 4 4

100% Review Meeting 4 4

Final Revisions 4

Progress Meetings (2/Month) 8 8 8
Project Management 5 60 10 40 40

Subtotal Hours 17 122 9 9 48 5 14 40 40

Subtotal Fee at Billing Rate $1,755.25 $9,446.46 $761.94 $669.06 $2,973.60 $247.80 $1,084.02 $1,817.20 $1,569.20 $20,324.53

Total Hours 58 360 27 27 114 15 28 50 50
Billing Rate 103.25 77.44 84.67 74.34 61.95 49.56 77.44 45.43 39.24

TOTAL PRE-CONSTRUCTION SERVICES $5,988.50 $27,878.40 $2,286.09 $2,007.18 $7,062.30 $743.40 $2,168.32 $2,271.50 $1,962.00 $52,367.69

$52,367.69

$650,570.29

LANDSCAPES UNLIMITED PRE-CONSTRUCTION SERVICES TOTAL

OLSSON ASSOCIATES DESIGN AND LANDSCAPES UNLIMITED PRE-CONSTRUCTION SERVICES FEE TOTAL

TOTAL REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES

OLSSON ASSOCIATES DESIGN FEE TOTAL

SUB-CONSULTANTS TOTAL



DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES

SUBJECT: 
Public Hearing and Resolutions 2669-907 and 2670-907 

- Major General Plan Amendment and Specific Plan 

Amendment for Pasadera (GP-07-3 & SP-07-2) 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Brian Berndt, Development Services Director (623)333-4011

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

REQUEST: 1) Amend the General Plan Land Use Map from Commercial to Mixed Use and Public 
Facilities.    
2) Amend the North Avondale Specific Plan Land Use Map from Commercial to Mixed Use 
and Public Facilities.  

PARCEL 
SIZE:

Approximately 40.5 acres

LOCATION: Southeast of the Southeast corner of Dysart and Indian School Roads 

APPLICANT: Dustin C. Jones and Shaine Alleman

OWNER: Rose Properties Southwest, LLC

BACKGROUND:

** This item was continued by Council at the August 20, 2007 meeting at the applicant’s request to the 
September 17, 2007 meeting. There are no changes to the request.  Per Council’s direction at the August 
meeting, staff sent a copy of the request and land use maps to the Luke Air Force Base community initiatives 
team for comment. No comments were received. 
  
On June 29, 1992, Council approved the North Avondale Specific Plan, which assigns a land use designation to 
the subject property of Commercial and Drainage/Open Space. 

On August 2, 1993, Council approved a Development Agreement between the City of Avondale and SunCor 
Development Company regarding the future Palm Valley-Avondale PAD. 

On September 7, 1993, Council approved annexation of an area containing the subject property. 

On September 6, 1994, Council approved a case to rezone to PAD for the Palm Valley-Avondale PAD (case 
Z94-284). The approved PAD designates the uses for the subject property as Mixed Use Commercial (MUC) 
but does not define the term. 

On January 7, 2002, Council approved a third amendment to the Development Agreement that established that 
MUC shall mean Community Commercial (C-2) uses. 

On June 17, 2002, Council approved the General Plan, which assigns a land use designation of Commercial to 
the subject property. 

May 24, 2007, the Planning Commission conducted the first of two required hearings on this request. On June 

 



21, 2007, the Planning Commission conducted the second hearing on the request. 

SUMMARY OF REQUEST:

  1.      The applicant is requesting to amend the General Plan land use map to change the land use designation 
of the approximately 40.5 acre subject property from Commercial to approximately 37 acres of Mixed Use and 
approximately 3.5 acres of Public Facilities.    
The current General Plan designation of Commercial provides for the daily needs of goods and services to the 
residents within the surrounding area on a neighborhood to regional scale. The Mixed Use designation is 
intended to provide a mix of high intensity uses with a retail commercial emphasis, and may include up to 45% 
residential use. The Public Facilities designation can provide a variety of public facilities for the healthy, safety, 
and welfare of the City’s residents. This typically results in a traditional single family subdivision with 
detached units.    
  
2.      The applicant is also requesting an amendment of the North Avondale Specific Plan land use map from 
Commercial to Mixed Use and Public Facilities.    
  
3.      Staff is recommending that the General Plan and North Avondale Specific Plan land use designation for 
the entire subject property (approximately 40.5 acres) be changed from Commercial to Mixed Use. The 
applicant is in agreement with staff’s recommendation.    
  
The original rationale for inclusion of 3.5 acres of Public Facilities was that the City was considering locating a 
joint Police and Fire public safety complex on the east side of the subject property. The City is still examining 
this location, along with others. Staff recommends that the Public Facility land use change be removed because 
if the City public safety facility is not located on the subject property, the owner would be stuck with a land use 
designation that he could not then reasonably utilize. If the entire subject property is designated Mixed Use, the 
City may still choose to locate the public safety complex on a portion of the subject property.  

PARTICIPATION:

Notifications of a 60-day review period for an application for a major amendment of the General Plan were 
mailed on March 7, 2007 to: Members of City Council; member of the Planning Commission; the planning 
authorities of City of Phoenix, City of Tolleson, City of Goodyear, City of Litchfield Park and Maricopa 
County; the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG); and the superintendents of the Agua Fria Union 
High School District and the Tolleson Elementary School District. The notifications contained a description of 
the request, maps and aerials, and a copy of the applicant’s project narrative. No comments were received back 
from any recipients within the 60-day review period. No comments have been received beyond the 60-day 
review period either.    
The neighborhood meeting was advertised in the West Valley View on April 17, 2007 and run for one 
week. The property was posted with two signs, one along Indian School Road and one along Dysart Road, on 
April 17, 2007. Notices were mailed to a total of 225 property owners within 500 feet of the property on April 
17, 2007.    
  
The applicant conducted a neighborhood meeting from 7 to 8:30 pm on Wednesday, May 2, 2007 at the Estrella 
Mountain Community College. According to the sign-in sheet, 16 citizens attended the meeting. Concerns 
raised by the residents were regarding type of development and height, especially along the property line with 
Sage Creek; connection to an internal local street with Sage Creek; increased population placing additional 
burdens upon schools; additional traffic created; increased crime and safety; and, what comfort can be given 
that development will be as high of quality as being shown. The applicant’s summary of the meeting is attached 
to this report (Exhibit E).    
  
Notice of the first Planning Commission hearing was published in the West Valley View on May 8, 2007 and 
the ad run for a week. The property was posted with two signs, one along Indian School Road and one along 
Dysart Road, on May 7, 2007. Notices of the Planning Commission meeting were mailed to a total of 225 
property owners within 500 feet of the property on May 8, 2007.    
  
The May 24, 2007 Planning Commission fourteen speaker cards were filled-out for both items of this 



request. Six citizens spoke on the case, and one read a statement on behalf of someone who could not 
attend. Concerns expressed included: overcrowding of schools and busing children further away as a result; 
increased traffic on Indian School and Dysart Roads, as well as internal to Sage Creek subdivision; the ability 
of the market to support more apartments; that if unsuccessful, the apartments could be converted to low-
income housing; pricing of apartment/condo units high enough to keep them high quality, but not so high they 
are vacant or unaffordable to students; and, the height of three-story apartments looking into adjacent 
backyards. No one spoke in opposition to the existing commercial designation of the property.    
  
Notice of the June 21, 2007 Planning Commission hearing was published in the West Valley View on June 5, 
2007 and the ad was run for a week. The property was posted with two signs, one along Indian School Road 
and one along Dysart Road, on May 7, 2007. Notices of the Planning Commission meeting were mailed to a 
total of 225 property owners within 500 feet of the property on June 5, 2007.    
  
On June 21, 2007, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on the request for major amendment to the 
General Plan (case GP-07-3). Speakers cards were filled out for sixteen people, twelve of whom spoke during 
the meeting. Of the 16 people who filled out speaker cards and/or spoke at the meeting, four were in favor of 
the project, 11 were opposed and one was neutral. Those in favor expressed opinions that the more intensive 
and high quality development would be good for Avondale. Those who opposed the request focused primarily 
on the multifamily aspect. Some of those opposed spoke against multifamily because they might be rental units, 
but seemed to be alright with them if they would be owner-occupied. Others opposed multifamily because of 
perceived overcrowding of schools and affects on local streets with regard to traffic. Draft minutes of the June 
21, 2007 Planning Commission meeting are included (Exhibit I).    
  
On June 21, 2007, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on the request for an amendment to the 
North Avondale Specific Area Plan (case SP-07-2). Many of the speaker cards filled out were for both 
cases. Four people got up to address the Planning Commission, all four opposed for the same reasons they had 
been opposed to the major amendment to the General Plan.   A notice of the City Council hearing of August 20, 
2007 was published in the West Valley View on July 31, 2007. Letters were mailed out to 225 property owners 
on July 31, 2007. The property was posted on July 31, 2007. One letter was received August 2, 2007 from 
Mack Ferrick president of the Sage Creek Homeowners Association on behalf of the HOA in support of the 
requested land use change (Exhibit H).  

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:

The Planning Commission conducted the first of two public hearings on May 24, 2007 and voted 4-0 to 
CONTINUE the request to the June 21, 2007 Planning Commission meeting.   
  
The Planning Commission conducted a second public hearing on June 21, 2007 and voted 5-1 to recommend 
APPROVAL of staff’s recommendation that the land use designation of the entire approximately 40.5 acre 
property be changed to Mixed Use.  

ANALYSIS:

The City Council must determine that the proposed amendment meets four findings prior to recommending 
approval. The burden of proof rests with the applicant.  Staff’s analysis of each of the required findings is 
presented below.    
1. The development pattern contained on the Land Use Plan inadequately provides the appropriate optional 
sites for the use and/or change proposed in the amendment.    
  
—        The proposed change is to allow for a development with integrated retail, office, restaurant and 
residential uses. Mixed use developments exhibit a higher degree of pedestrian interconnectivity between the 
residential and non-residential uses than traditional commercial and residential development located adjacent.   
  
—        Approximately 3% of the City’s acreage is designated as Mixed Use.  
  
—        Currently, all properties with a Mixed Use land use designation in the City is either developed or is in 
the development process.  



  
—        Thus, the Land Use Plan inadequately provides the appropriate optional site for the use and/or change 
proposed in the amendment.    
  
2.      The amendment constitutes an overall improvement in the 2002 Plan and is not solely for the good or 
benefit of a particular landowner or owners.     
  
—        The General Plan describes Mixed Use as a mix of high intensity uses with a retail commercial 
emphasis. These types of developments are typically situated in areas of higher densities and on major 
travelways.  
  
—        North Avondale is predominantly Medium Density Residential (2.5 - 4 dwelling units/acre) land use 
with corners of Commercial land use. This land use pattern is especially true for the northwest portion of 
Avondale, except for approximately 80 acres of Medium High Density Residential (4 - 8 dwelling units/acre) 
that exists due east of the subject property.  
  
—        The subject property is not in an area of high densities such as along Interstate 10 and at the Avondale 
City Center. The subject property is located along two arterial roadways, Indian School and Dysart Roads, and 
is positioned at the north and west entry gateway to Avondale as identified in the North Avondale Specific 
Plan.  
  
—        The purpose for the requested amendment is to allow for the possibility of stand alone residential uses 
on the subject property. Residential uses above ground floor retail is allowed under existing land use and 
zoning with an approved Conditional Use Permit.  
  
—        Because the character of North Avondale is primarily residential, the addition of residential to the 
subject property through a Mixed Use land use designation would not be out of character for North 
Avondale. However, high-density residential would be a new precedent.  
  
—        The amendment constitutes an overall improvement of the 2002 Plan and is not solely for the good or 
benefit of a particular landowner or owners because the Mixed Use category gives greater flexibility in the 
development entitlement process to follow. Mixed Use allows for the possibility of stand alone residential uses, 
but it does not in-and-of-itself grant these. The uses, as well as the densities, site layout, materials and colors, 
are granted through zoning and site plan approval. Changing the land use designation to Mixed Use allows for 
the possibility of stand alone residential on the subject property should that be the City Council’s intention.    
  
3.      The amendment will not adversely impact the community as a whole and/or a portion of the community 
by:  
a.    Significantly altering acceptable land use patterns;    
  
·        Land use patterns for the area comprise lower densities and intensities as compared to areas to the east 
and south, such as along 99th Avenue and along Interstate 10.  
  
·        The Mixed Use land use designation is a combination of other land use designations - commercial, 
residential, employment. Because of this, it generally fits into typical land use patterns.  
  
·        The amendment will not adversely impact the community as a whole or a portion of the community by 
significantly altering acceptable land use patterns.    
  
b.         Requiring large and more expensive public infrastructure improvements including, but not limited to 
roads, water, wastewater, and public safety facilities than would other wise be needed without the proposed 
change; or    
  
·        Indian School and Dysart Roads are identified in the City Transportation Plan as arterial roadways calling 
for six vehicular lanes of travel. The developer of the subject property is required to construct his/her portion of 
these roadways abutting their property.  



  
·        The City is in the process of acquiring property in the northwest portion of Avondale in order to construct 
a public safety facility for police and fire.  
  
·        Adequate potable water for daily consumption needs currently exists to service the uses allowed by the 
Mixed Use designation. Residential uses consume more water compared to commercial uses.  
  
·        Adequate sanitary sewer capacity currently exists to service the uses allowed by the Mixed Use 
designation. Residential uses requires a greater capacity compared to commercial uses.  
  
·        The amendment will not adversely impact the community as a whole or a portion of the community by 
requiring expensive infrastructure improvements.    
  
c.          Adversely impacting the existing land use.    
  
·        Existing land use within the immediate vicinity of the subject property include single family detached 
residential, churches, a water treatment facility, a ministorage facility, small retail centers, and a community 
college.  
  
·        The amendment will not adversely impact the community as a whole or a portion of the community by 
adversely impacting the existing land use.    
  
4.      The amendment is consistent with the overall intent of the 2002 Plan and other adopted plans, codes, and 
ordinances.    
  
General Plan    

l The overall intent of the 2002 Plan is to provide for orderly development and re-development of the City 
in the most beneficial way to the most citizens for the near term and long term vitality and sustainability 
of the City.  

l  
l The requested amendment would allow for the possibility of stand alone residential on the subject 

property in addition to the commercial uses already allowed.  
l  
l The addition of residential to the subject property would not be contrary to the overall intent of the 2002 

Plan.    
l  

  

Specific Plan    
 
The overall intent of the North Avondale Specific Plan is to provide for the orderly development of the northern 
part of Avondale. North Avondale is characterized as predominantly residential with pockets of commercial at 
major intersections and travel corridors. The existing commercial is of the neighborhood and community 
intensity and is characterized by the absence of more intense commercial as found along Interstate 10 further 
south. There is an absence of manufacturing, except along the river.  

l  
l The addition of stand alone residential on the subject property is not contrary to the intent of the North 

Avondale Specific Plan. The density of stand alone residential and the uses and intensity of the 
commercial would be determined later, in conformance to the intent of the North Avondale Specific Plan 
and other codes.  

RECOMMENDATION:



The City Council should conduct a public hearing and recommend APPROVAL of the Major General Plan 
amendment as proposed by staff and agreed to by the applicant - that the land use designation of the entire 
subject property be Mixed Use.  
 
  
The City Council should conduct a public hearing and recommend APPROVAL of the North Avondale 
Specific Plan amendment as proposed by staff and agreed to by the applicant - that the land use designation of 
the entire subject property be Mixed Use.  

PROPOSED MOTION:

I move that the City Council accept the findings and ADOPT the resolution approvingApplication GP-07-3, a 
request to amend the General Plan from Commercial to Mixed Use as proposed by staff and agreed to by the 
applicant. 

I move that the City Council accept the findings and ADOPT the resolution approvingApplication SP-07-2, a 
request to amend the North Avondale Specific Plan from Commercial to Mixed Use as proposed by staff and 
agreed to by the applicant. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

Exhibits A - I except F & G

RES - 2669-907

RES - 2670-907
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EXHIBIT 

 

Excerpt of the Minutes of the Planning Commission meeting held June 21, 2007 at 

7:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers. 

 

 
COMMISSIONERS PRESENT
  David Iwanski, Commissioner 
  Michael Alcorn, Commissioner 
  Linda Webster, Commissioner 
  Kevin Grimsley, Commissioner  
  Alan Lageschulte, Chairperson 
  Lisa Copeland, Commissioner 
 
COMMISSIONERS ABSENT
  Edward Meringer, Commissioner 
   
CITY STAFF PRESENT

Scott Wilken, Senior Planner 
Eric Morgan, Planner II 

  Brian Berndt, Development Services Director 
 

APPLICATIONS  GP-07-3 and SP-07-2 
 
APPLICANT Mr. Dustin Jones 
  Tiffany and Bosco, PA 

2525 E. Camelback Rd. Phoenix, AZ 85016-4237  
 

REQUEST The applicant is requesting a major general plan 
amendment and a specific plan amendment for 
approximately 40.5 acres located southeast of the southeast 
corner of Indian School Road and Dysart Road. The 
amendment request is to change the land use designation 
from Employment to Mixed Use and Public Facilities.   
Staff Contact:  Eric (623) 333-4017. 

 
Eric Morgan, Planner II, Development Services Department, gave the presentation for the 
request for a major amendment to the General Plan and an amendment of the North 
Avondale Specific Plan for the northwest corner of the city regarding the future Pasdera 
development comprising approximately 40.5 acres.  Mr. Morgan described the 
surrounding properties and land uses.  He stated the applicant's request is to change the 
land use from 40.5 acres of commercial to approximately 37 acres of Mixed Use and 3.5 
acres of Public Facilities.  Mr. Morgan clarified that the current Commercial use provides 
for goods and services to the surrounding neighborhoods, while the Mixed Use would 
provide for a higher intensity of Commercial and a maximum of 45 percent of Residential 
use.  He told the Planning Commission it was important to keep in mind that this change 



Planning Commission Meeting Minutes 
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Page 2 of 15 
 
would not guarantee residential uses or density.  Mr. Morgan stated the next step after 
tonight is zoning and even if this property were approved for Mixed Use, the current 
zoning would stay in place, not allowing residential until further steps are taken.  He 
described the existing land use of the City and stated it was important to remember that 
most of this existing Mixed Use is either within the development process or it already has 
been developed.  Mr. Morgan stated the North Avondale Specific Plan emphasizes 
medium density single family residential with planned open spaces and Dysart Road is 
identified as a commercial corridor to service the needs of the community college and 
area residents, and the Specific Plan identifies 99th Avenue as heavier commercial.  He 
then covered the citizen review process for the Planning Commission, stating concerns 
expressed at the neighborhood meeting were increased traffic, traffic being routed 
through Sage Creek, additional burden upon schools, and the height of buildings.  He 
stated subsequent letters received comprised the  three opposed based on traffic and the 
addition of residential concerns, and one was in favor.  Mr. Morgan recapped that at the 
Planning Commission meeting on May 24, 2007 the concerns expressed were the same as 
at the neighborhood meeting, plus a question of the ability of the market to absorb 
apartments and the apartments becoming low income housing, and the pricing of the 
units.  He stated subsequently five letters were received, all in favor, but all opposing low 
income housing.  Mr. Morgan stated that the Planning Commission must determine that 
the proposed amendment meets four findings prior to recommending approval:  1) The 
development pattern contained on the Land Use Plan inadequately provides the 
appropriate optional sites for the use and/or change proposed in the amendment.  2) The 
Amendment constitutes an overall improvement of the General Plan and the Specific 
Plan.  3) The Amendment will not adversely impact the community as a whole and/or a 
portion of the community by significantly altering acceptable land use patterns or 
requiring large and more expensive public infrastructure improvements, and it is not 
adversely impacting the existing land use.  4) The Amendment is consistent with the 
overall intent of the General Plan and adopted plans, codes and ordinances.  He stated 
Staff recommends approval of the proposed Major General Plan amendment because all 
four findings have been met and that the Planning Commission recommends to the City 
Council that all 40.5 acres be changed to Mixed Use.  Mr. Morgan indicated the City was 
in negotiation with this site and another site in the northwest portion of the City for the 
location of a combination police/fire station facility and if the other location is selected, 
Staff does not wish to see this applicant stuck with 3.5 acres of public facility, thus if all 
40.5 acres are approved for Mixed Use and the City decides this is the location for the 
combo police/fire station facility, Mixed Use will not prohibit that.  Mr. Morgan stated 
after tonight's application the next step would be that on August 20, 2007 the item would 
go before City Council for approval or denial. 
 
Chairperson Lageschulte invited questions for Staff. 
 
Commissioner Iwanski stated in reading the responses from the immediately impacted 
landowners, he gets the general feeling they are supportive overall, and asked is that the 
same feeling that Staff gets.  Mr. Morgan reported that Staff did not have a clear 
indication that all of the residents of Sage Creek, or the residents directly abutting the 
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property, or the residents of surrounding communities were completely in favor or 
completely against.  He stated the Sage Creek HOA had voted in favor, but in the last 
public hearing most of the people were against it, particularly of the multi-family facet.  
He added the written responses were approximately evenly split.   
 
Chairperson Lageschulte stated there were 5 in favor and 7 against who requested to 
speak later in the public hearing. 
 
Commissioner Copeland asked about a letter in the Planning Commission's packet from 
Mr. Mack Ferrick, inquiring if Mr. Ferrick were a resident of Sage Creek or Avondale 
because his addresses given are in Surprise and Goodyear.  Mr. Morgan stated he had not 
contacted Mr. Ferrick directly to ascertain his address, and it could be that is a business 
address, and he accepted the letter on face value. 
 
Chairperson Lageschulte asked for more questions for Staff, and hearing none, invited the 
applicant to address the Commission. 
 
Dustin C. Jones, Tiffany & Bosco, 2525 E. Camelback Rd., Phoenix, AZ, stated he was 
here on behalf of his client, Rose Properties Southwest, LLC, and that also present is the 
President of Rose Properties Southwest, John Ruggieri, and a residential development 
partner, as well as Jerry Davis, and a representative from the London Group.  He stated 
he would turn the presentation over to John Ruggieri. 
 
John Ruggieri, President, Rose Properties Southwest, LLC, stated they were currently 
developing six properties within the City of Avondale.  He stated when they acquired this 
site they hired the Griffin Consulting Company to ascertain what would be viable on the 
site, as well as performing 4 other studies of the surrounding areas, and those studies 
show there is limited retail capability of only 50,000 sq. feet for primary tenants.  Mr. 
Ruggieri stated they are attempting to resist secondary tier tenants and feel it best to 
introduce the Pasadera, a walkable, Mixed Use village with shops, restaurants and offices 
and residences targeting empty nesters and working professionals.  He then turned the 
presentation over to Leslie Wade of Wade Communications. 
 
Leslie Wade, Wade Communications, 3990 N. Litchfield Rd., Avondale, AZ, stated the 
management company for the Sage Creek HOA is based in Surprise, and that is why Mr. 
Ferrick's letter has a Surprise address.  She stated the HOA Board had voted 4-1 and a 
couple of members are present tonight who are not clear on the Board's understanding 
and would speak to those concerns.  Ms. Wade stated it was fair to say that the 
community response so far is mixed, but she believes all the concerns heard to date can 
be addressed and mitigated.  
 
Mr. Ruggieri continued his presentation, stating they take public outreach very seriously 
and consider themselves to be good neighbors.  He then gave an invitation to the 
Commission and the members in the audience for an open and honest dialogue and turned 
the presentation over to Dustin Jones to conclude the presentation.   
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Mr. Jones stated they concur with Staff's recommendation that the entire 40.5 acres be 
designated as Mixed Use.  He then detailed how they meet the four findings of Staff, 
stating a General Plan amendment does not guarantee residential even in light of a Mixed 
Use designation, but is just a land use designation change, and a zoning case would have 
to be heard for residential in the future.  Mr. Jones stated their studies concluded there is 
an excess of 247.7 million dollars in demand for conventional commercial, and their 
project would be an improvement to the area.  He added this would be a gateway into 
North Avondale with an entry monument on the site as an icon for the City of Avondale.  
He showed the Planning Commission slides of their plans depicting how this would 
improve the area.  Mr. Jones reminded the Planning Commission on Staff's finding that 
this development would not adversely impact the community, and added building heights 
right now could be 30' in height and set back to 25' under the current zoning, but with 
their development, they want to mitigate the visual impact on the neighbors.  He stated 
with their Mixed Use development, the residents can walk to where they want to go, so 
the traffic impact would be mitigated.  Mr. Jones stated a public facility would benefit the 
residents as well.  He then addressed the impact on the schools, stating that with their 
high-end residential urban development, impact on the schools is less, and high-end 
residential urban development brings in more property tax per student than single family 
homes.  He then addressed property values, stating property values would not be 
negatively affected, as this is a high-end residential development for the upwardly 
mobile.  Mr. Jones informed the Planning Commission there were at least 13 goals of the 
General Plan that they meet and this site provides a great opportunity to be developed as 
a Mixed Use development that is upscale in quality, and Rose Properties is committed to 
this site.  He added that the City Council in June 2006 articulated a development plan, 
and he read that development plan for the Planning Commission, requesting that the 
Planning Commission take a leap of faith on Rose Properties as the General Plan 
amendment does not guarantee them any specific number of residential units.   
 
Chairperson Lageschulte invited questions for the applicant. 
 
Commissioner Alcorn asked for specifics on the dollar amount and demographics on the 
town homes/condos.   
 
Mr. Ruggieri introduced Jerry Davis, Vision Residential, to address Commissioner 
Alcorn's question. 
 
Jerry Davis, President of Vision Residential, 14362 N. Frank Lloyd Wright, Scottsdale, 
AZ, stated his company had canvassed the area and found there was no townhouse 
attached products for sale within a five mile radius, so they addressed that fact in their 
market research and looked for in income level in their demographics equal or higher to 
the adjacent single family homes.  He stated their product would not be affordable and 
that was the only type of product they do. 
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Chairperson Lageschulte inquired where the closest town homes/condos were to this 
property.  Mr. Davis responded he did not know at this time without looking at their 
market studies, but explained what is happening to the demographics in America in 
general is there are fewer families with children and more empty nesters.  He added it 
was a very small quantity of town homes they were looking to put on the site.  
Chairperson Lageschulte stated the closest ones were in Litchfield Park just across the 
street.  Mr. Davis stated they did not consider those a competitive product.  Chairperson 
Lageschulte stated based on price, he thinks they are very competitive.  Mr. Davis stated 
they look at new construction in their studies, not at products that have already been sold. 
 
Commissioner Grimsley stated he believes there are upscale town homes/condos north of 
Indian School at Litchfield Road built within the last two years and he understands they 
are not fully occupied.  Mr. Davis responded that occupancy and ownership were two 
different things and what Commissioner Grimsley may think is vacant is a second home 
only occupied three months of the year; thus, the title had to be searched.  He added in 
Litchfield Park there were no town homes that were adjacent or within a Mixed Use 
community where the residents can walk to shops, restaurants, and work.  Commissioner 
Grimsley stated if these town homes could be used as an investment home or second 
home, there was the opportunity they could be used as rental properties.  Mr. Davis stated 
by law they could not stop that and that in Sage Creek there were several rental homes.  
He added they were not looking for the second home buyer, but were looking for the 
upwardly mobile buyer that will be there year-round because that is what helps the retail 
and these homes would not be marketed in a travel magazine to people that live in 
Minnesota or Michigan. 
 
Commissioner Iwanski stated it was compelling for him, in that in a letter from the West 
Valley Hospital it states many of the doctors, interns, nurses, and administrators would 
welcome the opportunity to live in a high quality loft or apartment environment such as 
that proposed in the Rose Properties Southwest Pasadera project.  He stated the City of 
Goodyear has been successful in getting two colleges to relocate to Goodyear and the 
Southwest Valley needs hospitals, doctors, nurses, and the City wants quality jobs, 
quality industry and companies to be in Avondale, and if the City does not provide 
adequate housing options for the men and women that work in those professions, shame 
on the Planning Commission.  He stated this is a good project to provide for the 
professional men and women they have asked to come here and he likes this project.   
 
Chairperson Lageschulte invited other questions, and on receiving none, he stated there 
would be a 10 minute break.   
 
After the break Chairperson Lageschulte opened the item for public hearing, stating he 
had many requests to speak on Item No. 3, GP-07-3. 
 
Mike DeSmith, 12802 W. Fairmont Ave., Lot 12, Avondale, AZ, stated when he bought 
his house he knew it was zoned Commercial.  He stated the developers had done a 
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fantastic job on the commercial properties being built, but if this development goes 
through, his house would go on the market the next day. 
 
Charles Runge, 12946 W. Clarendon Ave., Avondale, AZ, stated they are the second 
owners of their property and they realized there was a large field next to their perimeter 
wall, and they started out by putting in trees as a buffer zone.  He stated they are for the 
rezoning and for the Pasadera Project, and they are for the City of Avondale putting in 
the combo police/fire facility in that area. 
 
Lisa Dubas, resident of Sage Creek, stated that during a City Council meeting in 2002, 
they were requested to rehear a mini storage proposal that had been denied, and two 
members of the Sage Creek HOA Board had stood before the Council and stated they 
thought this was good for the community, and the mini storage was approved.  Ms. Dubas 
reported the HOA Board had never asked the community what they wanted.  She stated 
she had attempted to be voted onto the Board, but at a meeting where Rose Properties 
presented this 1-3 story development to the HOA Board, the three board members present 
discussed liking the concept and after the meeting drafted a thank you letter.  Ms. Dubas 
stated she was assured this was not a letter of support and she was voted in as a board 
member and was told never to speak for the Board.  Ms. Dubas reported that next at the 
Planning and Zoning meeting on May 24, 2007, she was approached by the developer 
and was told the Sage Creek HOA was going to officially support the Pasadera project at 
the meeting, and she was at a loss.  She reported at the HOA meeting she was shown an 
e-mail sent to Rose Properties by the President of the Sage Creek HOA stating they 
support the Mixed Use zoning with residential condos/lofts.  Ms. Dubas stated she did not 
vote to ratify.  She asked the Planning Commission to treat the positive responses from 
the HOA Board members as a positive response from individuals who live in Sage Creek, 
as none of them attended the neighborhood meeting or requested a special meeting with 
residents, and asked the Planning Commission to remember that people present tonight 
were expressing their own opinions.  She stated she would rather have a center like 
Dysart Commons and does not believe a three story development should be located so 
close to a mostly one story residential neighborhood and she personally thinks those units 
will become rentals, because based on the assessor data, at Main Street and Verada right 
now, out of 20 lofts, 15 are rentals and 5 are owner-occupied, and at Indian School Road 
and Wigwam Creek South, out of 35 homes 20 are owner-occupied and 15 are rentals.  
She reported that Sage Creek is owner-occupied and she is concerned that the houses 
adjacent to this development will be sold to investors.   
 
David Cook, 12814 W. Fairmont Ave., Avondale, AZ, stated he hoped the Planning 
Commission would consider the HOA's endorsement nothing more than four individual 
residents stating their opinions.  He reported in letters from Rose Properties, there was 
misinformation given to the residents, and he could report with confidence there is a 30 to 
1 disapproval for the residential aspect of this project.  Mr. Cook stated a big selling point 
was there would be no through traffic and everyone is vehemently opposed to through 
traffic.  He reported the HOA did not attend the May 2, 2007 or the May 24, 2007 
neighborhood meetings, yet offered their approval on behalf of the residents of the HOA 
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even while the debate was ongoing.  He added that the HOA Board has not represented 
the homeowners and have served their own purposes.  Mr. Cook stated he could 
compliment Rose Properties on the commercial/retail side of their development as it is 
beautiful and he wholeheartedly supports that aspect, but the question to ask is why 
residential.  He stated the impact on the schools was downplayed tremendously tonight.  
Mr. Cook stated $65,900 is not a high quality/high scale town home and would not assist 
his home value, and a three story apartment in his backyard would adversely affect him.  
As to the traffic impact, he finds it hard to believe there will be no impact on traffic.  Mr. 
Cook stated he had researched how close Rose Properties was to claims of what they 
would provide to what they actually did provide, but he could not find any properties to 
research, thus could not verify their track record.  He stated that changing the zoning 
based on something that might happen or would be discussed in the future, once the box 
was opened one could not un-ring the bell.  Mr. Cook continued, stating Rose Properties 
is not concerned that the schools would be overcrowded, the home values could be 
affected, and a street would be opened affecting the quality of life of the children.  He 
stated the project without the retail and residential is an excellent project and could be 
expanded and everyone would win.  Mr. Cook urged the Planning Commission not to 
approve a zoning change for this property.  He reminded the Planning Commission that 
750 apartments were being built a quarter of the mile away and across the street a 
complex is offering free rent in search of tenants.   
 
John Waltz, 12826 W. Fairmont, Ave., Avondale, AZ, stated his wife and he purchased 
their home less than a month ago and had no knowledge of this project prior to 
purchasing their home and had they, they would have attended the prior meetings.  He 
informed the Commission he has built and developed properties in three states, and 
according to the Arizona Republic, there are over 50,000 houses in Arizona on the 
market, and in the stadium area there are hundreds of condos and townhouses being built 
there, less than a 10 minute drive from this proposed site.  Mr. Waltz stated that across 
the street is a townhouse project with a huge sign.  As for the 3 percent of the City's 
acreage designated as Mixed Use, Mr. Waltz stated one only needs to go to Goodyear or 
Litchfield Park and the percentage is changed dramatically.  He reported they bought 
their property because they like the quiet and the fact that the street is a dead-end.  He 
questioned how the Avondale entryway monument depicted in the slides could be built 
on property that does not belong to Rose Property.  He stated there is often times a 
difference between what is proposed and what is actually built. 
 
Chairperson Lageschulte welcomed Mr. Waltz to Avondale. 
 
Ileah Cook, 12814 W. Fairmont Ave., Avondale, AZ, showed the Planning Commission a 
rudimentary drawing and stated her information comes directly from the Maricopa 
County Assessor's web site, the Avondale Land Use map, and members of the Agua Fria 
Unified High School District.  She pointed out the residential areas on her drawing and 
stated there were not enough upper grade schools to accommodate the population 
explosion in the West Valley, and employees of the Agua Fria School District voiced 
their desire to stay at a 4A category, which means a student capacity between 16,000-
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18,000 students, and reported they are currently on the brink of becoming a 5A category, 
which puts student capacity between 20,000-22,000 students, which would require more 
land.  Ms. Cook stated the type of residential properties proposed would likely have 
upper grade students and currently there are only four high schools, and currently there is 
a need for 8-10 high schools, but there is not enough land available for purchase.  She 
informed the Planning Commission a parcel was in escrow, but fell out of escrow, and 
another school site is in escrow and happens to be with Rose Properties, but is located in 
the furthest southeast boundary of the district.  Ms. Cook stated as residential zoning 
intensifies, it is necessary to bus students further away and her family is experiencing this 
firsthand because Agua Fria is a 42 to 1 student to teacher ratio for core curriculum 
classes, and while they live closer to the Millenium District, excessive homebuilding and 
apartments forced rezoning and now the district bears the cost of bussing students to 
Verado.  Ms. Cook stated as far as Sage Creek HOA, their attention lies with the 
shrubbery and gravel, not with the impact of rezoning on families.  She submitted that 
this amendment would adversely affect the community and would not be an overall 
improvement to the community.  She added that the high quality of aesthetic standards 
set by the City of Avondale are exemplified by Dysart Commons and she would not be 
bothered by such a commercial development, and she is not in favor of a high or medium 
density residential development, but is in favor of the existing commercial zoning.   
 
Sam Conrad, 12810 W. Fairmont Ave., Avondale, AZ, stated he did not understand the 
difference between Item Nos. 3 and 4 and asked for clarification.  Chairperson 
Lageschulte stated Staff could answer his question after the meeting.  Mr. Conrad stated 
he was concerned that both items were lumped together in the presentation.  He stated he 
appreciated the fact that Rose Properties sent a letter to the residents, but was upset that 
the HOA Board did nothing about this.  Mr. Conrad stated he was concerned over the 
noise pollution to the neighbors both during development and after and had not heard that 
addressed.  He added he would like to hear a contingency plan if the property is built and 
there are 50 kids per 100 units and if property values go down. 
 
David Wood, 12806 W. Fairmont, Ave., Avondale, AZ, stated before moving to Sage 
Creek, he had visited City Hall to research zoning because he did not want apartments in 
his backyard, and on finding it was zoned commercial, that was a big factor in his buying 
his home.  He stated the Planning Commission has a large task in growing the City and 
protecting the children from overcrowding in the schools.  Mr. Wood stated in the 
General Plan, a condition states that the burden of proof is on the developer, and posed 
the question, what if every residential unit has two children. 
 
Lou Osborn, 12941 W. Clarendon Ave., Avondale, AZ, stated he likes what he sees, as 
he likes the idea of a shopping center and he does not see this development affecting the 
property values as they are talking about high income properties.  He stated he agrees 
with Mr. Cook, in that $69,500 for the condos is low for a high income property.  He 
stated Verado is a good example of mixed density.  Mr. Osborn added there are many 
rentals around his house.  He reiterated he approved of this item. 
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Angela Tyson, 12858 W. Indianola Ave., Avondale, AZ, stated she and her husband 
strongly support rezoning of the property for Commercial and Mixed Use, and believe the 
project will make a positive contribution to the neighborhood and will beautify the 
entranceway into Avondale.  She stated this lot had been empty for a long time and her 
property backs directly up to the lot, and she would rather see something other than a 
grocery store or low end restaurant.  Ms. Tyson stated she approves this project 100 
percent. 
 
Eric Greene, 12827 W. Mulberry Dr., Avondale, AZ, reiterated that not all Sage Creek 
residents voted to approve this project.  He stated Rose Properties states this will be like 
the Glendale Stadium project, but there is not enough land to recreate that and 
everybody's home will back up to the wall.  Mr. Greene stated he cannot get his son into 
the preschool because of overcrowding.  As for professional people occupying the 
rentals, such people can also reproduce and will create more overcrowding in the schools.  
He questioned if the developer would make contributions to the elementary schools in the 
neighborhood for expansions.  Mr. Greene stated at 59th Avenue and Olive in Glendale, 
and at Litchfield Road and Van Buren in Goodyear, and 16th Street and Camelback Road 
in Phoenix, when the main anchor pulls out, the shopping centers sit empty.  He stated 
the northwest corner of Wigwam Blvd. and Litchfield Road has condos that start out at 
$350,000-375,000 and that price would bring value to the neighborhood, but as a rental, 
with all the competition, apartments will turn to Section 8 housing.  He then addressed 
traffic signals, stating a need for additional traffic signals at Osborn and Dysart, and at 
Santa Fe and Indian School, and if they build this project, there will be a need for still 
more traffic signals.   
 
Chairperson Lageschulte stated he had a card for Gail Mullins, who is in favor of the 
item, but does not wish to speak.   
 
Steven Ballsley, 3730 N. 127th Dr., Avondale, AZ, stated he had had a conversation with 
John and Leslie Wade about the letter sent from the Sage Creek HOA Board and it is a 
misinterpretation, as it was meant as merely a thank you letter for the presentation.  He 
stated the HOA is in support of the development and does not condemn or condone what 
is going to be developed, but simply wants more information.  He stated his property 
does backup to the property and he is not for or against the project right now because he 
does not believe they have all the information, but rather is leaving it up to the Planning 
Commission because he believes they will make the best decision and the best 
recommendation for the community and the City of Avondale.   
 
Chairperson Lageschulte stated he had a card from Kim and Don Conrad, West Fairmont 
Ave., Avondale, AZ,  who are opposed to the project, but do not wish to speak.   
 
Lori Waltz, 12826 W. Fairmont, Ave., Avondale, AZ, stated her husband had spoke on 
the issue, and she also wished to be recognized as being in opposition to the item. 
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Chairperson Lageschulte summarized he had five cards in favor, ten opposed, and one 
unsure.  He thanked everyone for attending.  Chairperson Lageschulte invited the 
applicant to respond to the citizens. 
 
John Ruggieri, Rose Properties Southwest, LLC, again addressed the audience, stating 
they will agree to a whole number of CC&Rs for the project, and he wants to assure the 
Planning Commission and the members of the community that they will never agree to 
restricting procreation. 
 
Mr. Dustin Jones added he has three children and one on the way, and his colleague has 
five children and is a professional.  He also thanked the neighbors for attending tonight.  
Mr. Jones stated 34 letters were sent to property owners that abut the project, 225 letters 
were sent to residents within 200 feet of the project, and 250 letters were sent to residents 
of the Sage Creek HOA, and oftentimes no one attends these meetings.  He stated many 
of the questions raised tonight were specific questions about the site plan and they were 
only at the General Plan stage and were not trying to present a zoning case tonight.  He 
stated tonight's plan has a 0 to 45 percent residential allowance and they are not asking 
for any specific percentage tonight.  He stated many of the questions cannot be answered 
tonight as this is just a General Plan stage, but in the next stage they hope to get to, they 
could answer those questions.  As far as their track record, Mr. Jones stated all of Rose 
Properties are quality projects and this is not an attempt to sneak in a project that would 
be embarrassing to Rose Properties or to the City of Avondale, and they will be back 
before the Planning Commission on multiple projects.  He stated the best consultants, 
architects and designers from around the country have been hired to assure the quality of 
development and there was no attempt to do anything of less quality, and this would be 
the first signature project Rose Properties would get to do in the City of Avondale.  Mr. 
Jones continued, stating the growth in the Valley is projected to increase and 
professionals do not want to live in apartment buildings or single family homes and they 
are trying to serve that market.  He stated they have met their burden of proof on all four 
of the criteria required for a General Plan application.  Mr. Jones stated the criteria for a 
zoning application is much more discretionary and the Planning Commission would get 
to decide if that is met when they get to the PAD stage.  He stated all the questions 
regarding schools, building placement, building height, etc., would be addressed in the 
zoning application stage.  Mr. Jones stated the hundreds of letters they have sent out are 
indicative of their public outreach efforts.  He stated that changing the General Plan to 
allow for the Mixed Use and then allowing them to return with a PAD application 
endorsed by Staff is the way to go with this project. 
 
Chairperson Lageschulte asked for further questions for the applicant or Staff. 
 
Commissioner Copeland asked someone to address the entrance monument issue if the 
property was not part of the development.  Mr. Jones responded they had met on several 
occasions with the representatives of that property and they have a landscape plan they 
are planning on implementing, and Rose Properties is willing to participate with them and 
enhance that because they believe that as the gateway in from the northwest sector, that 
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corner can be highly landscaped and they have letters confirming their involvement.  
Commissioner Copeland asked if their involvement was well-received, and Mr. Jones 
confirmed it was.   
 
Commissioner Grimsley stated there are a number of commercial developments that are 
vacant right now and asked if the developer has a list of possible restaurant, retail or 
office tenants for their development.  Mr. Jones stated that their market studies have 
shown very little vacancy for the properties along McDowell and the national tenants are 
along McDowell and closer to the freeway, and when you get further away, unless you 
have a grocery store, the shopping centers have a tendency to take a long time to lease up, 
and the national major tenants will not come further north.  Commissioner Grimsley 
asked if there is already a problem with getting tenants north of I-10, what makes the 
applicant believe tenants will come to their area if they build.  Mr. Jones responded that 
the success would lie in creating a special place, a lifestyle destination. 
 
Chairperson Lageschulte invited further questions, and hearing none, closed the public 
hearing.   
 
Chairperson Lageschulte asked for a motion on item GP-07-3.  Commissioner Webster 
moved that the Planning Commission accept the findings and recommend approval of 
application GP-07-3, a request to amend the General Plan from Commercial to Mixed 
Use.  Commissioner Copeland seconded the motion. 
 
Chairperson Lageschulte opened the item for discussion. 
 
Commissioner Copeland stated the Commissioners do not work for the City, are 
volunteers, and her comments were based on comments from the public.  She stated there 
were things the public may not be aware of, such as the developers do put money away 
for the schools, but schools are a state-driven entity, not a city entity, and regarding 
traffic signals, she stated Indian School Road is not a city street, but is a county street.  
Commissioner Copeland stated the Commission would probably not vote for anything 
like 750 apartments, but they are interested in working with the applicant to help them 
understand what the community will accept.  She stated everybody has an image of a 
renter and for the most part are correct, but no one should forget about people such as 
herself, upscale professionals who rent at some point in their life when they are not sure 
how long they can stay in a specific location or if they want to stay.  Commissioner 
Copeland stated the housing market as a whole is down and to pick on this particular 
development as being not sellable is shortsighted and the Commission needs to look long 
term as the real estate business goes up and down all the time.  She stated the thought that 
the developer would build upscale housing that would turn into Section 8 is unrealistic.  
Commissioner Copeland stated what the residents have right now is a dirt field and she 
suggests working with the developer to put something on that piece of land that will work 
for everyone. 
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Chairperson Lageschulte stated he has mixed feelings, in that while he likes the project, 
he is not sure about three stories.  He stated if he lived in a house looking out over the dirt 
lot, he would want to see trees and shrubbery rather than the 30 foot wall of a shopping 
center.  Chairperson Lageschulte stated it was his opinion the Commission was to vote 
per the peoples' opinions, and right now he has 10 opposed, 8 in favor and 1 unsure, and 
he also felt the City was not in a race to build out.  He added that overcrowded schools 
were a problem as well. 
 
Commissioner Iwanski thanked everyone for showing up at the meeting.  He summarized 
that he had heard the concerns as school overcrowding, traffic/child safety, and property 
values.  He announced that when it comes to school overcrowding and teacher to student 
ratios, talk to the governor's office, the state legislature and the representatives on the 
facility's school board because that is where you address those concerns, not at a Planning 
and Zoning Commission meeting and not with your city government.  Commissioner 
Iwanski next addressed traffic and child safety, stating he had to defer to the professional 
staff and the traffic engineers and developers to continue to work together on the traffic 
flow, and he will continue to defer to the professional staff at Avondale.  He stated in 
terms of opening up particular avenues, they could direct Staff to work with the 
developer to make sure their kids are safe.  Commissioner Iwanski continued, stating 
Rose Properties has done quality developments and have a track record of success and 
can address the concerns of property values.  He stated he likes the project as it provides 
a housing option that currently does not exist in Avondale or in most places in the 
Southwest Valley with the exception of Westgate.  Commissioner Iwanski stated when 
corporate CEOs and CEOs of hospitals tell him they need these housing products and 
these kind of options, to him this is a compelling argument to try to move this project 
forward, while at the same time addressing the concerns of the public.  Commissioner 
Iwanski told Mr. Greene not to bring up Section 8 again, and clarified that Section 8 was 
a federal housing project and there are specific requirements, and this project was not 
even close to that circumstance, and he would be more concerned about the 750 
apartment units up the road.  Commissioner Iwanski stated this project has his support. 
 
Commissioner Alcorn stated he thinks the Commission needs to go to the next step and 
try to see exactly what Rose Properties has on their agenda.  He clarified that the 
Commission was an advisory board and merely advises the City Council on what the 
people are saying, and if City Council thinks they want to proceed, they do not have to 
listen to the Planning Commission.  He added that lately the City Council does seem to 
be listening to the Planning Commission and he is very pleased about that fact.  
Commissioner Alcorn stated he believes the system needs to be changed to where 
housing is not always in direct conflict with Mixed Use and should be changed to where 
it has a restriction, such as Mixed Use can be Mixed Use with Housing, and Mixed Use 
with restrictions for no housing, and that should be put in the General Plan because the 
Commission is having too much trouble with the issue coming up at the meetings over 
and over.  He reiterated he would like this project to move forward. 
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Commissioner Grimsley stated his wife is a teacher in the Agua Fria High School District 
and he was shocked to hear that someone in the same neighborhood had their children 
bussed to Verado.  He stated one problem he saw firsthand is that one week before school 
starts, the school is still filling teaching positions, so building new schools would not 
necessarily solve the problem.  He stated he hopes people are telling their children to look 
into teaching as a vocation.  Commissioner Grimsley stated for the Commission to know 
how much merit this project has or does not have, the project needs to go to the next step, 
and that still gives the City the opportunity to say that it cannot be built.   
 
Commissioner Webster stated the Commission has a duty to find out if a project meets 
the criteria, which this project does, and the Commission needs to think about what is 
good for Avondale, and she does not believe Avondale can sit back and wait to decide 
what they want to do with a property, but should be proactive.  She stated this is an 
opportunity for the City to be in the limelight and do something different.  Commissioner 
Webster stated she thinks this is a good plan.   
 
Commissioner Copeland stated that the next step would not be a cake walk, as the 
Commission would not allow three story town homes.  She assured the audience that 
when the site plan comes forward, the concerns that have been brought up, the 
Commission is against them as well and the Commission will make sure that the integrity 
of their backyards and their privacy will be no more than if a single story home 
development were in their backyards.  Commissioner Copeland stated she is in favor of 
this project because she realizes that the big boxes will not be drawn to so far away from 
the freeway, and this project will open up the opportunity for small business owners to go 
into the area where people can walk to, eat there, spend time there and enjoy their 
neighborhood.  She added that with a traditional type commercial development, she 
doubted people would spend more than 15 minutes there.  She stated she is looking 
forward to seeing the site plan.  Commissioner Copeland encouraged the audience 
members to attend as many of the Planning Commission's monthly meetings as possible. 
 
Chairperson Lageschulte asked for further questions, and hearing none, called for a Roll 
Call vote on GP-07-3. 
 

ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
Commissioner Webster Aye 
Commissioner Copeland Aye 
Commissioner Alcorn  Aye 
Chairperson Lageschulte Nay 
Commissioner Grimsley Aye 
Commissioner Iwanski Aye 

 
The motion passed 5 to 1. 

 
Chairperson Lageschulte opened the public hearing on SP-07-2.   
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Mike DeSmith, 12802 W. Fairmont Ave., Avondale, AZ, stated everyone has mixed 
feelings, but three stories are upsetting to him.  He stated at this stage they do not know 
exactly what the project will be, but perhaps at the next level they might find out.  Mr. 
DeSmith stated someday he may want a lock and leave residential unit, but he does not 
want rentals. 
 
Chairperson Lageschulte suggested Mr. DeSmith get with the developer and let them 
know his concerns, and if he is not satisfied, he can come back and raise cane. 
 
John Waltz, 12826 W. Fairmont Ave., Avondale, AZ, stated he realized his comments 
did not count for much, but he still wanted to take this opportunity to speak.  He stated he 
understands the school issue and that the funding comes from the state, but he also 
understands that it starts some place and the Planning Commission has the opportunity 
right now to impact whether there will be more children going into a district or not.  Mr. 
Waltz stated he understands the Planning Commission does not build the roads, but the 
Commission has the opportunity to address how much traffic goes out onto the road.  He 
stated the Commission says it wants to represent the citizens of Avondale, and the people 
have spoken.  He commended Chairperson Lageschulte for standing on that.  He stated 
State Senators view every one letter they receive as representing over 100 voters, and if 
the Commission looks at this issue in the same light, he does not believe they have 
listened to the people of this subdivision.  Mr. Waltz stated his property abuts the back of 
this project and he hears what Rose Properties is going to do and how it will benefit them, 
but wonders how it will benefit the residents.  He stated while he appreciates the 
Commission's comments in trying to educate the citizens, they should give credit to some 
who do understand the process.  Mr. Waltz stated the Commission has the responsibility 
to stop things, or to allow them to continue. 
 
David Wood, 12806 W. Fairmont Ave., Avondale, AZ, stated he has an issue with the 
Commission saying the overcrowding in schools is not their problem, yet they will throw 
more residents into that area and he feels that is very irresponsible.  He continued, stating 
that when addressing the burden of proof, one issue was there would be no economic 
impact on the city.  He stated the national average for police officers was 2 officers per 
1,000 residents, and Avondale was already behind.  He stated if the Commission adds 
1,000 residents and 450 units, that would be 2 officers, and questioned was that not an 
economic impact. 
 
Eric Greene, 12827 W. Mulberry Dr., Avondale, AZ, stated Commissioner Iwanski had 
made him feel like he was in Russia where he cannot voice his opinion and that is what 
the First Amendment is for, and requested not to have his freedom taken away.  He stated 
in the last meeting, the developer had stated that the Sage Creek HOA stated they were in 
favor of this project and that turned out to be a lie, and another real estate expert the 
developer is using stated tonight that the nearest condos are five miles away.  Mr. Greene 
stated the kids are being bussed to Verado and his neighbor just put his home up for sale 
yesterday because he is tired of going out to Verado to pick his son up from school.  He 
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stated the project would impact their future, and everyone could not put their home up for 
sale.  Mr. Greene stated if the Commission allows additional residential units to be built, 
they will increase the student-teacher ratio.  He added there were landlords that have put 
up brand new communities on the west side of Phoenix along McDowell Road and they 
have turned to this means of revenue to pay their bills, and now there are apartment 
communities along Indian School Road and he wondered would they take the same road, 
and he did not want that type of environment near his home.   
 
Chairperson Lageschulte asked if anyone else wished to speak, and hearing none, invited 
the applicant to respond.  The applicant declined.  Chairperson Lageschulte closed the 
public hearing.   
 
Chairperson Lageschulte called for a motion on SP-07-2.  Commissioner Copeland made 
a motion that the Planning Commission accept the findings and recommend approval of 
application SP-07-2, a request to amend the North Avondale Specific Plan, and 
Commissioner Webster seconded the motion. 
 

ROLL CALL VOTE 
 
Commissioner Webster Aye 
Commissioner Copeland Aye 
Commissioner Alcorn  Aye 
Chairperson Lageschulte Nay 
Commissioner Grimsley Aye 
Commissioner Iwanski Aye 

 
The motion passed 5 to 1. 

 
Commissioner Copeland addressed Mr. Waltz, stating there was no intent to insult his or 
anyone else's intelligence.  She stated that since they do not have many people attending 
the meetings, it was an opportunity for her to share information with everyone. 
 













































 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 2669-907 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE, 

ARIZONA, AMENDING THE CITY OF AVONDALE GENERAL PLAN 

REGARDING THE LAND USE DESIGNATION OF APPROXIMATELY 40.5 

ACRES SOUTHEAST OF THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF INDIAN 

SCHOOL ROAD AND DYSART ROAD. 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Avondale General Plan (the “General Plan”) was adopted by the 

Mayor and Council of the City of Avondale (the “City Council”) on June 17, 2002, and ratified 

by the qualified electors of the City of Avondale on September 10, 2002; and 

 

WHEREAS, the General Plan establishes the authority and procedures for major 

amendments; and 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 9-461.06 and the General Plan, the City of 

Avondale (the “City”) has given notice to and provided all neighboring cities, Maricopa County, 

Maricopa Association of Governments, Arizona Department of Commerce and all local school 

districts the opportunity for comment on the amendment to the General Plan; and 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 9-461.06 and the General Plan, the City has 

consulted with, advised and provided the public with the opportunity for comment on the 

amendment to the General Plan; and 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 9-461.06 and the General Plan, the City 

Planning Commission (i) held one public hearing in the Public Safety Building on May 24, 2007 

on the proposed General Plan amendment, (ii) held a second public hearing in the City Council 

Chambers on June 21, 2007 on the proposed General Plan amendment, and (iii) provided notice 

of such hearings by publication of said notices in the West Valley View on May 8, 2007 and June 

5, 2007, respectively; and 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 9-461.06 and the General Plan, the City 

Council (i) held public meetings in the City Council Chambers on the proposed General Plan 

amendment on August 20, 2007 and September 17, 2007 and (ii) provided notice of such hearing 

by publication of said notice in the West Valley View on July 31, 2007; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds and determines that (i) proper notice has been given 

in a manner required by ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 9-461 et seq. of the proposed General Plan 

amendment and that each of the required publications have been made; and 
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WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend the General Plan to change the land use 

designation for approximately 40.5 acres of real property generally located southeast of the 

southeast corner of Indian School Road and Dysart Road from Commercial to Mixed Use. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

AVONDALE as follows: 

 

SECTION 1.  That the General Plan is hereby amended to change the land use 

designation for approximately 40.5 acres of real property generally located southeast of the 

southeast corner of Indian School Road and Dysart Road from Commercial to Mixed Use, as set 

forth in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference. 

 

SECTION 2.  That the Mayor, the City Manager, the City Clerk and the City Attorney 

are hereby authorized and directed to take all steps necessary to carry out the purpose and intent 

of this Resolution. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Avondale, September 17, 2007. 

 

 

 

       

Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

 

      

Linda M. Farris, City Clerk 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

 

      

Andrew J. McGuire, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT A 

TO 

RESOLUTION NO. 2669-907 

 

[General Plan Amendment Land Use Map] 

 

See following page. 
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Exhibit D

Roosevelt Irrigation Canal

General Plan Amendment
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RESOLUTION NO. 2670-907 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE, 

ARIZONA, AMENDING THE CITY OF AVONDALE NORTH AVONDALE 

SPECIFIC PLAN REGARDING THE LAND USE DESIGNATION OF 

APPROXIMATELY 40.5 ACRES SOUTHEAST OF THE SOUTHEAST 

CORNER OF INDIAN SCHOOL ROAD AND DYSART ROAD. 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Avondale North Avondale Specific Plan (the “North Avondale 

Plan”) was adopted by the Council of the City of Avondale (the “City Council”) in June 1991 

and updated on June 17, 2002; and 

 

WHEREAS, the North Avondale Plan establishes the authority and procedures for 

amendments; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Avondale (the “City”) has given notice to and provided all 

neighboring cities, Maricopa County, Maricopa Association of Governments, Arizona 

Department of Commerce, and all local school districts the opportunity for comment on the 

amendment to the North Avondale Plan; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City has consulted with, advised and provided the public with the 

opportunity for comment on the amendment to the North Avondale Plan; and 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 9-461.09 and the North Avondale Plan, the 

City Planning Commission (i) held one public hearing in the Public Safety Building on May 24, 

2007 on the proposed North Avondale Plan amendment, (ii) held a second public hearing in the 

City Council Chambers on June 21, 2007 on the proposed North Avondale Plan amendment, and 

(iii) provided notice of such hearings by publication of said notices in the West Valley View on 

May 8, 2007 and June 5, 2007, respectively; and 

 

WHEREAS, pursuant to ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 9-461.09 and the North Avondale Plan, the 

City Council (i) held public meetings in the City Council Chambers on the proposed North 

Avondale Plan amendment on August 20, 2007 and September 17, 2007 and (ii) provided notice 

of such hearing by publication of said notice in the West Valley View on July 31, 2007; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds and determines that (i) proper notice has been given 

in a manner required by ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 9-461 et seq. of the proposed North Avondale Plan 

amendment and that each of the required publications have been made; and 
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WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend the North Avondale Plan to change the 

land use designation for approximately 40.5 acres of real property generally located southeast of 

the southeast corner of Indian School Road and Dysart Road from Commercial to Mixed Use. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

AVONDALE as follows: 

 

SECTION 1.  That the North Avondale Specific Plan is hereby amended to change the 

land use designation for approximately 40.5 acres of real property generally located southeast of 

the southeast corner of Indian School Road and Dysart Road from Commercial to Mixed Use, as 

set forth in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference. 

 

SECTION 2.  That the Mayor, the City Manager, the City Clerk and the City Attorney 

are hereby authorized and directed to take all steps necessary to carry out the purpose and intent 

of this Resolution. 

 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Avondale, September 17, 2007. 

 

 

 

       

Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

 

      

Linda M. Farris, City Clerk 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

 

      

Andrew J. McGuire, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT A 

TO 

RESOLUTION NO. 2670-907 

 

[North Avondale Plan Amendment Land Use Map] 

 

See following page. 
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CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Resolution authorizing an I-10 Acceleration 

intergovernmental Agreement 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Shirley Gunther, Intergovernmental Affairs Manager (623)333-1612

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the City Council approve a resolution authorizing an Intergovermental Agreement with 
the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) the Maricopa Association of Governements (MAG) and the 
Cities of Goodyear and Litchfield Park to accelerate the widening of Interstate 10 from the Loop 101 to Sarival 
Road.   

BACKGROUND:

On August 22, 2007 the MAG Regional Council met and recommended $6 million of the $10 million 
legislatively appropriated STAN II funds be directed to the I-10 acceleration project. The recommendation also 
called for the Mayors of each of the three cities involved in the agreement, to take back to their respective City 
Councils the recommendation of the MAG Regional Council for review and input.    
  
On August 27, 2007 the Goodyear City Council acted to approve the Intergovernmental Agreement between 
the three cities, the Maricopa Association of Governments and the Arizona Department of Transportation. The 
Goodyear Council agreed to accept "at least" $6 million of the $10 million for the I-10 acceleration project.      
  
On September 4, 2007 the Avondale City Council met and directed Mayor Lopez Rogers to reject the $6 
million recommendation and seek additional funds from the legislatively appropriated $10 million.   On 
September 5, 2007 the Litchfield Park City Council met and directed Mayor Schoaf to reject the $6 million and 
recommended that he continue to seek the full $10 million or a more significant amount than the $6 million.    
  
On September 6, the MAG Regional Council held a special meeting, at which Mayors Rogers and Schoaf, 
acting upon their city councils' direction, advocated for more than $6 million. The MAG Council subsequently 
increased the $6 million recommendation to $7 million for the I-10 widening acceleration project.       

DISCUSSION:

The State Transportion Board is the governing body with the final authority to approve or disapprove the MAG 
recommendation. The Board's next meeting is scheduled for Friday, Sept. 21, where it could review MAG's 
recommendation for funding of the I-10 acceleration project. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

The MAG Regional Council's September 6, 2007 action increases the amount of STAN II funding to the 
Interestate - 10 widening project from $6 million to $7 million.  The additional funds reduces Avondale's 
obligation from $1.4 million to $1 million. 

RECOMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve a resolution authorizing an Intergovermental Agreement with 
the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) the Maricopa Association of Governements (MAG) and the 

 



Cities of Goodyear and Litchfield Park to accelerate the widening of Interstate 10 from the Loop 101 to Sarival 
Road.   

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

No Attachments Available 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Executive Session 

MEETING DATE: 
September 17, 2007 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Linda Farris

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

No Attachments Available 
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