<= CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
\ '](”ﬁ.,ﬁf :
Avondale

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

REGULAR MEETING
February 2, 2009
7:00 PM

CALL TO ORDER BY MAYOR ROGERS
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
MOMENT OF REFLECTION

ROLL CALL AND STATEMENT OF PARTICIPATION BY THE CITY CLERK

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

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
Work Session of January 12, 2009
Regular Meeting of January 12,2009

b. RESCHEDULING OF FEBRUARY 16, 2009 MEETING DUE TO PRESIDENTS' DAY
City Council will consider rescheduling the February 16, 2009 meeting to February 9th in
observance of Presidents' Day. The Council will take appropriate action.

c. SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE — RACEWAY ELKS — VALENTINES DAY
FUNDRAISER
City Council will consider a request from Gary Bruce on behalf of Raceway Elks #2852 for a
special event liquor license for a fundraiser event to be held on February 14, 2009 at the
Masonic Temple located at 1015 North 8th Street in Avondale. The Council will take
appropriate action.

d. FINAL PLAT AMENDMENT-FIRE STATION 172 (FP-08-9)
City Council will consider a staff initiated request for a Final Plat Amendment for Fire Station
172, a 3.44 acre property located north of the northeast corner of 107th Avenue and McDowell
Road. The Council will take appropriate action.

e. INFRASTRUCTURE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT WITH PHOENIX CHILDREN’S
HOSPITAL, INC.
Staff is requesting that the Mayor and City Council approve an Infrastructure Reimbursement
Agreement between the City of Avondale and Phoenix Children’s Hospital, Inc. relating to
street, traffic signal, and landscaping improvement costs, and authorize the Mayor, or City
Manager and City Clerk to execute the necessary documents.




f. PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT — DAVID EVANS & ASSOCIATES - EAST
AVONDALE CITY CENTER PROJECT
City Council will consider a request to approve a Professional Services Agreement with David
Evans & Associates(DEA) to provide design services for the East Avondale City Center Project
in the amount of $652,990, authorize the transfer of contingency funds, and authorize the
Mayor, or City Manager and City Clerk to execute the necessary documents. The Council will
take appropriate action.

g. PURCHASE OF 2009 AERIAL LIFT VEHICLE
City Council will consider a request to authorize the purchase of one 2009 Aerial Lift Vehicle
from Time Manufacturing Company. The vehicle is available through the general services
administration contract #GS-30F-1024H. The total vehicle cost is $79,163.04, which includes
use tax of $4,198.04 and authorize the Mayor or City Manager and City Clerk to execute the
necessary documents. The Council will take appropriate action.

h. RESOLUTION 2804-209 - IGA WITH THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY FOR CERT TRAINING AND CAPABILITY AGREEMENT
City Council will consider a resolution authorizing an Intergovernmental Agreement between
the City of Avondale and Arizona Department of Homeland Security for the purpose of
executing Grant 444202-01 which will allow the City of Avondale to spend $13,800 on items
associated with training capability for the Avondale Fire Department’s anti-terrorism efforts and
authorize the Mayor or City Manager and City Clerk to execute the necessary documents. The
Council will take appropriate action.

i. ORDINANCE 1344-209 - ACCEPTING UTILITY EASEMENT AT AGUA FRIA RIVER AND
LOWER BUCKEYE ROAD
City Council will consider an ordinance accepting an easement from the Flood Control District
for the purpose of constructing and maintaining water pipeline, sewer force main and fiber
optic communication facilities located at the Agua Fria River on the north side of Lower
Buckeye Road and authorize the Mayor or City Manager and City Clerk to execute all the
necessary documents. The Council will take appropriate action.

RESOLUTION 2803-209 - AMENDMENT TO THE COUNCIL RULES OF PROCEDURE

City Council will consider a resolution amending the Council Rules of Procedure Section 15
Boards, Commissions and Committees to update the list of scheduled and unscheduled boards,
modify the number of boards an individual may be a member of and reflect actual procedures for
appointment. The Council will take appropriate action.

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO THE CITY'S BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND
COMMITTEES

City Council will consider the Council Subcommittee's recommendations for appointment to the
City's Boards, Commissions and Committees. The Council will take appropriate action.

PUBLIC HEARING AND ORDINANCE 1343-209 - Z-08-18 LA ENTRADA PAD AMENDMENT

City Council will hold a public hearing and consider an ordinance approving a request from Chad
Day of TCON Construction on behalf of the property owner, Bruce Bodner, for an amendment to
the La Entrada PAD, 31.93 acres of land located at the southwest corner of 99th Avenue and
Encanto Blvd. to allow additional uses. The Council will take appropriate action.

PUBLIC HEARING AND ORDINANCE 1345-209 - PAVOGGI REZONING (Z-08-10)

City Council will hold a public hearing and consider an ordinance to approve a request from Mike
Conder of Swan Architects on behalf of Eugene Pavoggi, owner of Loving Care Day Care Center
for the rezoning of a 0.47 acres parcel located at the northwest corner of Central Avenue and Hill
Drive. The Council will take appropriate action. <br /><br /><br /><br /><br />

EXECUTIVE SESSION

a. The Council may hold an executive session pursuant to Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 38-431.03 (A)(7) for




discussion or consultation with City representatives in order to consider its position and instruct
its representatives regarding negotiations for the purchase, sale or lease of real property.

b. The Council may hold an executive session pursuant to Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 38-431.03 (A)(7) for
discussion or consultation with City representatives in order to consider its position and instruct
its representatives regarding negotiations for the purchase, sale or lease of real property.

ADJOURNMENT

Respectfully submitted,

.4

Carmen Martinez
City Clerk

Individuals with special accessibility needs, including sight or hearing impaired,
large print, or interpreter, should contact the City Clerk at 623-333-1200 or TDD
623-333-0010 at least two business days prior to the Council Meeting.




Er - CITY COUNCIL REPORT
A 1al

Il
SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
APPROVAL OF MINUTES February 2, 2009
TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Carmen Martinez, City Clerk (623) 333-1214
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager
PURPOSE:

Work Session of January 12, 2009
Regular Meeting of January 12, 2009

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

No Attachments Available




\ . CITY COUNCIL REPORT
A

SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
Rescheduling of February 16, 2009 Meeting due to  February 2, 2009

Presidents' Day

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Carmen Martinez, City Clerk (623) 333-1214
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting City Council approval for the rescheduling of the February 16, 2009 meeting to
Febraury 9th in observance of Presidents' Day.

DISCUSSION:

The City Council Rules of Procedure state that when the day of a regularly scheduled City Council
meeting falls on a legal holiday, the meeting may be held at such other time as designated by the
City Council. The regularly scheduled meeting of February 16, 2009 falls on Presidents' Day holiday
and staff is recommending rescheduling such meeting to February 9th.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff is recommending the rescheduling of the February 16th meeting to February 9th in observance
of Presidents' Day.

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

No Attachments Available




\ . CITY COUNCIL REPORT
A

SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
Special Event Liquor License — Raceway Elks — February 2, 2009

Valentines Day Fundraiser

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Carmen Martinez, City Clerk (623) 333-1214
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that Council consider a request for a special event liquor license from Gary Bruce
on behalf of the Raceway Elks #2852, for a fundraiser event to be held on February 14, 2009 at the
Masonic Temple located at 1015 North 8th Street Avondale, Arizona.

DISCUSSION:

The City Clerk’s Department has received an application for a special event liquor license from Gary
Bruce, representing the Raceway Elks #2852, to be used in conjunction with a charitable fundraiser.

This event will be held on Saturday, February 14, 2009 from 5:00 p.m. to 11:00 p.m., at the Masonic
Temple located at 1015 North 8th Street in Avondale.

The required fees have been paid. Staff has determined that the applicant is not requesting any city
support other than normal city services. The Police and Fire Departments have reviewed the
application and are recommending approval. Their comments are attached.

Staff reviewed this application using the 14 factors set forth in Ordinance 1031-04. The findings are
as noted below:

The event will be restricted to members only
Criminal history of the applicant - A background check of the representative, Mr. Gary Bruce,
revealed no contact with the Avondale Police Department
The event is a charitable fundraiser
Security measures taken by the applicant — The Police Department have reviewed the security
plan and have determined it to be sufficient
All spirituous liquors will be served
Beverages will be dispensed in disposable cups and cans
Similar events held in December 2008 revealed no neighborhood disturbances
Event activities will be confined to the Masonic Temple so there is no potential for problems in
the neighborhood in terms of noise, hours and time of the event
9. The event will last six hours
10. Sanitary facilities are available inside the location
11. Zoning is C-2 Community Commercial and Development Services staff has indicated that the
proposed use will not result in incompatible land uses
12. Anticipated total daily attendance is 100.
13. Music will be provided by a disc jokey that will use his own sound amplification system
14. Per the Police Department, traffic control measures will not be necessary.
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RECOMMENDATION:

Staff is recommending approval of the request for a special event liquor license from the Raceway
Elks #2852 for a fundraiser event to be held on February 14, 2009 at the Masonic Temple located at
1015 North 8th Street Avondale, Arizona.

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download
[0 Comments

[ State Application




Crry CLERK’S OFFICE

DEPARTMENTAL REVIEW FORM

TYPE OF LICENSE: ROUTING:
SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE POLICE DEPARTMENT
0 FIRE DEPARTMENT

<
APPLICANT’S NAME: GARY BRUCE

ORGANIZATIONS NAME: RACEWAY ELKS #2852
EVENT ADDRESS: 1015 NORTH 8™ STREET

CITY: AVONDALE STATE: AZ Zir CODE: 85323

PURPOSE OF EVENT: VALENTINES DAY DINNER AND DANCE /FUNDRAISER

DEPARTMENTAL COMMENTS:

I APPROVED o /] 7 /e
O DENIED j SIGI\’ATURE DATE

TITLE

THIS LICENSE IS SCHEDULED FOR THE COUNCIL MEETING OF: FEBRUARY 2, 2009
PLEASE RETURN YOUR COMMENTS TO THE CITY CLERK’S OFFICE BY: JANUARY 19, 2009



Crry CLERK’S OFFICE

DEPARTMENTAL REVIEW FORM

TYPE OF LICENSE: ROUTING:
X1 SpECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE 1 POLICE DEPARTMENT

B4 FIRE DEPARTMENT
@

APPLICANT’S NAME: GARY BRUCE
ORGANIZATIONS NAME: RACEWAY ELKS #2852
EVENT ADDRESS: 1015 NorTH 8™ STREET

CiTy: AVONDALE STATE: A7 Zip CopE: 285323

PURPOSE OF EVENT: VALENTINES DAY DINNER AND DANCE /FUNDRAISER

DEPARTMENTAL COMMENTS:

Py L A f’j ’f
TﬁAPPROVEB LY e y12/09
I DENIED :;SEGNATURE - ! Darte
TiTLE

THIS LICENSE IS SCHEDULED FOR THE COUNCIL MEETING OF: FEBRUARY 2, 2009
PLEASE RETURN YOUR COMMENTS TO THE CiTY CLERK’S OFFICE BY: JANUARY 19, 2009



ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF LIQUOR LICENSES & CONTROL

400 W Congress #521

800 W Washington 5th Floor .
Phoenix AZ 85007-2934 Tucson AZ 85701-1352
(520) 628-6595

(602) 542-5141

APPLICATION FOR SPECIAL EVENT LICENSE

A service fee of $25.00 will

NOTE: THIS DOCUMENT MU
PLEASE ALLOW

= Application must be approved by local goverm
Department of Liquor Licenses and Controll “(Section?

DLLC USE ONLY

LICENSE #

1. Name of Organization: 'V ac CW AL

2. Non-Profitl.R.S. Tax Exempt Number: 80 -0 1329 24y

3. The organization is a: (check one box only)
Charitable  dlFraternal (must have regular membership and in existence for over 5 years)

1 Cic ] Political Parly, Ballot Measure, or Campaign Commitiee

] Religious

4. What is the purpose of this event? [/acensrme Doy Diwpee Doy e Chriarasie Fomora feq

5. Location of the event: | D 1.5 V. th ST _AVinosce Mrnceps; € 3392
Address of phys;mi location (Not P.O. Box) City County Zip
Applicant must be a member of the gualifving org anization and authorized by an Officer, Director or Chairperson of
the Organiration nemed In Question #1. $§§§i&§§i§‘e reguired In section 818

6. Applicant: _ {8 pucé& (:fz% n oJ -
Last First Middie Date of Birth
7. Applicant's Mailing Address:_ Avowosie Az 35323
Street City State Zip
8. Phone Numbers: ( (L23)S49 2832 23y .
Site Owner # Applicant's Business # Applicant's Home ¥
9. Date(s) & Hours of Event: (Remember: you cannot sell alcohol before 10:00 a.m. on Sunday)
Date Day of Week Hours from AMJ/P.M. To AM/PM.
Day 1. 27 14-0% Satonomy &2, 00 oy
Day 2Z:
Day 3:
Day 4:
Day 5:
Day 6
Day 7:
Day 8:
Day 9:
Day 10:

Lic 0106 05 éé&s *hsabled ndividuals reguiring special acoommodations, please eall (602) 542-9027




((,f 0. Hés the applicant been convicted of a felony in the past five years, or had a liquor license revoked?
. [ YES JKNO (attach explanation if yes).

11. This organization has been issued a special event license f@a‘mﬁ_ days this year, including this event
{not to exceed 10 days per year).

12. Is the organization using the services of a promoter or other person fo manage the evert? [ ] YES
if yes, attach a copy of the agreement.

13. List all people and organizations who will receive the proceeds. Account for 100% of the proceeds.

THE ORGANIZATION APPLYING MUST RECEVE 25% OF THE GROSS REVENUES OF THE SPECIAL
EVENT LIQUOR SALES. V y T
name R pce WpH ELKS H 2852 /o 7
dress. [0 45 0. 8 ST Adewesce A2
Name
Perceniage
Address.

(Attach additional sheet if necessary)

14. Knowledge of Arizona State Liqﬁsf Laws Title 4 is important to prevent fiquor law violations. if you have
any questions regarding the law or this application, please contact the Arizona State Department of Liguor
Licenses and Control for assistance.

NOTE: ALL ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE Sﬁiﬁ% MUST BE FOR CONSUMPTION AT THE EVENT SITE ONLY.
"NO ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES SHALL LEAVE SPECIAL EVENT PREMISES."

1%. What security and confrol measures will you fake fo prevent violations of stafe fiquor laws at this event?
(List type and number of security/police personnel and type of fencing or control barriers if applicable)

|5

3 Police BEFencing
e B Security personnel i} Bariers’

Fhy OFFjcers ce ELis wice Checx fpmbensh 0 CP405

AL Povh This Gowes + Dopr. co SNy [HesHPERS

Wite ATEawn

16. s there an existing liquor license at the location where the special event is being held? [JYES |
if yes, does the existing business agree fo suspend their liquor license during the ime :
period, and in the area in which the special event license will be in use? Cves [INGC

(ATTACH COPY OF AGREEMENT)

Mame of Busmess - - FPhone Number

17. Your licensed premises is that area in which you are aull orized to seli, dispense, or serve spirituous liquors
under the provisions of your license. The following page is o be used to prepare a diagram of your special
event licensed premises. Please show dimensions, serving areas, fencing, barricades or other condrol
measures and security positions.




SES DIAGRAM
tion)

label type of enclosure and security positions)

ocation doesn't have an address.

!

&

Show nearest cross streets, highway, or road i
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THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED ONLY BY AN OFFICER, DIRECT OR OR CHAIRPERSON OF THE
ORGANIZATION NAMED IN QUESTION #1

pt - i
18. Thvice A Elis declare that | am an OfficerfDirector/Chairperson appointing the
(Pripd full name)
applicant listed in Question &, fo apply on behalf of the foregoing organization for a Special Event Liquor License.

D)) Trusres /823 03 62392547 95

&5&5&?5% (Title/Position) - (Date) (Phone #)
NOTARY PUBLIC - :ﬁ%ﬁZﬁ?&ﬁ
MARICOPA COUNTY | State of Bl County of _baseldad
Wy Commission Expires The foregoing instrument was asxsswieégeﬁ before me this
Merch 30, 2012 7 : o@y 2Ly

My Commission expires on: Mae(aro 20
{(Deate;

e Ga @y J @g’gc = declare that | am the APPLICANT filing this application as
{Pnnt full name} ;
:s% in Qu@gﬂ% | have read the application and the contents and all statements are true, correct and complete.
ke of DN County of _mMiflicp
The foregoing instrument was acknowiedged before me this

'mggwggf:;sﬁm

by Commigsion Bolress o o g
March 30, 2012 Year

My commission expires on:_M erth oot

{Dal)
You must obizin local government approval. Clty or County MUST recommend event and complete item #20
The local governing body may reguire additional 20D §scatm be compieted and submitted 60 days

in advance of the event g@és@;ag ficensing fees also be required before approval may be granted.

LOCAL GOVERNING BODY SECTION

20, L ~_ hereby recommend this special event application
{Government Official) {Tile) ;

on behalf of

(City, Town or County) {Signature of OFFICIAL) (Date)

FOR DLLC DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

Department Comment Section:

{Employes) (Date)

{(Tiie) Datg)




\ - . DEVELOPMENT
Avondale SERVICES

SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
Final Plat Amendment-Fire Station 172 (FP-08-9) February 2, 2009

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Brian Berndt, Development Services Director (623) 333-4011
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

REQUEST: Final Plat Amendment for Fire Station 172

PARCEL 3.44 acres
SIZE:

LOCATION: North of the NEC of 107th Avenue and McDowell Road
APPLICANT: Lari Spire, City of Avondale, (623) 333-4423
OWNER: City of Avondale

BACKGROUND:

The property was annexed into the city as AG (Agricultural) on June 6, 1994. A development
agreement was recorded by Crystal Gardens with Maricopa County on May 5, 1995, designating the
site to the City of Avondale. The current zoning is PAD (Planned Area Development) with public
uses on the southern portion of the parcel (Lot 1) and C-2 (Neighborhood Commercial) uses on the
northern portion (Lot 2). A final plat was approved on October 31, 1996, by the City Council. A site
plan for the fire station, located on Lot 1, was approved by the City Council on April 20, 1998.

SUMMARY OF REQUEST:

1. The applicant is proposing to combine Lots 1 and 2 to create Lot 1A.

2. A portion of the former 107" Avenue right-of-way will be abandoned and absorbed into Lot 1A
with this plat application.

3. Following this request, the applicant will be submitting a Conditional Use Permit for a
communication tower that must be located at least one (1) foot from all property lines for every
foot of the tower’s height above grade.

4. No dedication of right-of-way is being requested.

PARTICIPATION:
Public notifications and public hearings are not required for final plats.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:
The Planning Commission does not review final plats.

ANALYSIS:

e The proposed Final Plat Amendment has been reviewed for accuracy and all dimensions
close.

o The plat is consistent with the General Plan designation of Commercial/Medium Density
Residential and Public/C-2 (Community Commercial) Zoning Districts.

e The plat is consistent with the approved site plan.




e The plat is in conformance with the City of Avondale Subdivision Regulations.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the City Council APPROVE the proposed Final Plat Amendment subject to
the following stipulations

1. The recorded plat shall be in conformance with the final plat date stamped January 8, 2009.

PROPOSED MOTION:

I move that the City Council accept the findings and APPROVE application FP-08-9, a request for
Final Plat Amendment approval for Fire Station 172, subject to the one stipulation recommended by
staff.

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download
01 Exhibit A - Zoning Vicinity Map
[ Exhibit B - Aerial Map
0 Exhibit C - Summary of Facts
O Exhibit D - Approved Final Plat

FULL SIZE COPIES (Council Only):
NONE

PROJECT MANAGER:
Jennifer Fostino
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Exhibit B
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Exhibit C

SUMMARY OF RELATED FACTS
APPLICATION FP-08-9

THE PROPERTY
PARCEL SIZE 3.44 Acres
LOCATION North of the NEC of 107" Avenue and McDowell Road
PHYSICAL The northern portion of the site is relatively flat and vacant; the

CHARACTERISTICS southern portion of the site is developed with a public safety
building, parking, and landscaping.

EXISTING LAND USE | Public facility

EXISTING ZONING PAD (Planned Area Development) with C-2 (Neighborhood
Commercial) on the northern portion of the site and Public uses
on the southern portion of the site.

DEVELOPMENT The City and Crystal Gardens entered into a development
AGREEMENT agreement in 1995.
SURROUNDING ZONING AND LAND USE

NORTH Single-family residential, zoned PAD (Crystal Gardens & Harbor Shores)

EAST Single-family residential & commercial, zoned PAD (Harbor Shores)

SOUTH Commercial, zoned PAD (Crystal Gardens & Harbor Shores)

WEST Single-family residential, zoned PAD (Crystal Gardens)

GENERAL PLAN

The subject property is designated as Medium Density Residential on the General Plan Land
Use Map.

PUBLIC SCHOOLS
SCHOOL DISTRICT(S) Pendergast Elementary and Tolleson Union High School
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL Canyon Breeze Elementary School (K-8)
HIGH SCHOOL West View High School




STREETS

107™ Avenue
Classification Arterial
Existing half street ROW 55
Standard half street ROW 65
Existing half street improvements 2 traffic lanes, 2 median, curb, gutter,
sidewalk, landscaping, bike lane, street lights
Standard half street improvements 2 traffic lanes, 2 median, curb, gutter,
sidewalk, landscaping, bike lane, street lights

Utilities

There are 12 waterlines in 107" Avenue.
There is an existing 6” sewer line in 107" Avenue.
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NOTES:

THE PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS (P.U.E.) WHICH ARE SHOWN HEREON ARE
CONVEYED TO THE PUBLIC TO LOCATE, CONSTRUCT, RECONSTRUCT,
OPERATE, MAINTAIN AND USE WATER LINES, SEWER LINES, DRAIN LINES
AND OTHER UTILITY LINES IN, ON AND UNDER SUCH EASEMENT.

ALL UTILITY AND PUBLIC SERVICE EASEMENTS, INCLUDING ANY LIMITATIONS OF
EASEMENTS; AND CONSTRUCTION WITHIN SUCH EASEMENTS SHALL BE LIMITED TO
UTILITIES, LANDSCAPING AND WOOD, WIRE OR REMOVABLE SECTION TYPE FENCES.

THIS SUBDIVISION IS LOCATED WITHIN THE CITY OF AVONDALE WATER SERVICE AREA
AND HAS BEEN DESIGNATED AS HAVING AN ASSURED WATER SUPPLY.

THE LANDSCAPE AND SIGNAGE EASEMENT SHOWN ON LOT 1 WILL BE MAINTAINED BY
THE "CRYSTAL GARDENS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION” SUBJECT TO LICENSE AGREEMENT

RECORDED CONCURRENTLY HEREWITH,
ALL PROPERTY CORNERS SHALL BE SET WITH 1/2” REBAR, SURVEY CAP, AND FLAGGING.

DEDICATION

STATE OF ARIZONA )
) SS
COUNTY OF MARICOPA )

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:

THAT CRYSTAL GARDENS PROPERTIES, L.L.C., A LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, BY
SANTEE DEVELOPMENT CORP., AN ARIZONA CORPORATION, AS OWNER, AND AMHEARST
EXCHANGE CORPORATION, A CALIFORNIA CORPORATION, INTERSTATE INVESTMENT
CORPORATION, INC., AN ARIZONA CORPORATION, AND IDEAS UNL IMITED OF SCOTTSDALE,
INC., AN ARIZONA CORPORATION, BY NORTHWEST FARM CORPORATION, AN ARIZONA
CORPORATION, ITS ATTORNEY-IN-FACT, AS OWNERS HAVE SUBDIVIDED UNDER THE

NAME OF "CRYSTAL GARDENS PARCEL 9", A SUBDIVISION OF A PORTION OF THE SOUTHEAST
QUARTER OF SECTION 31, TOWNSHIP 2 NORTH, RANGE 1 EAST, OF THE GILA AND SALT
RIVER BASE AND MERIDIAN, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, AND HEREBY PUBL ISHES

THIS PLAT AS AND FOR THE PLAT OF SAID "CRYSTAL GARDENS PARCEL 9" AND

HEREBY DECLARES THAT SAID PLAT SETS FORTH THE LOCATION AND GIVES THE
MEASUREMENTS AND DIMENSIONS OF THE LOTS,AND EASEMENTS CONSTITUTING SAME

AND THAT EACH LOT SHALL BE KNOWN BY THE NUMBER, NAME OR LETTER THAT IS

GIVEN EACH RESPECTIVELY ON SAID PLAT AND THAT CRYSTAL GARDENS PROPERTIES,
L.L.C., AS OWNER HEREBY DEDICATES TO THE PUBLIC FOR USE AS SUCH THE STREETS
AND PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENTS SHOWN ON SAID PLAT AND INCLUDED IN THE ABOVE
DESCRIBED PREMESIS, PROVIDED THAT ANY PERSON USING THE PUBLIC UTILITY
EASEMENTS HEREBY CREATED SHALL REPAIR OR REPLACE ANY PAVING OR LANDSCAPING

THAT 1S DAMAGED OR DESTROYED BY SUCH USE.

THE "CRYSTAL GARDENS HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION” WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE WITHIN ALL PUBLIC RIGHTS-OF-WAY AS SHOWN HEREIN.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF :

CRYSTAL GARDENS PROPERTIES, L.L.C., A LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, BY SANTEE DEVELOPMENT CORP., AN

ARIZONA CORPORATION, AS OWNER, HAS HEREUNTO CAUSED ITS CORPORATE NAME TO BE AFFIXED AND THE SAME = O FOUND MONUMENT AS DESCRIE
TO BE ATTESTED BY THE SIGNATURE OF THE UNDERSIGNED OFF ICER THEREUNTO DULY AUTHORIZED. INGRESS — EGRESS ' . ED
CRYSTAL GARDENS PROPERTIES, L.L.C., AN ARIZONA LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY ! EASEMENT
! N 59'43'23" W > D.E. DRA INAGE EASEMENT
! 1.40°
BY: SANTEE DEVELOPMENT CORP., AN ARIZONA CORPORATION, I = 2140 > o
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\ . CITY COUNCIL REPORT
A

SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
Infrastructure Reimbursement Agreement with February 2, 2009

Phoenix Children’s Hospital, Inc.

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Sue McDermott, P.E., City Engineer, 623-333-4211
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the Mayor and City Council approve an Infrastructure Reimbursement
Agreement between the City of Avondale and Phoenix Children’s Hospital, Inc. relating to street,
traffic signal, and landscaping improvement costs, and authorize the Mayor, or City Manager and
City Clerk to execute the necessary documents.

BACKGROUND:

At the October 20, 2008 meeting, the City Council approved a rezoning and site plan for the Phoenix
Children’s Hospital property located at the northeast corner of McDowell Road and Avondale
Boulevard (see attached vicinity map). The City Council stipulated a number of items with the site
plan approval including off-site improvements on McDowell Road and Avondale Boulevard. Staff has
determined that it is in the City’s best interest to complete the off-site improvements on McDowell
Road as a Capital Improvement Project managed by the Engineering Department. At the November
3, 2008 meeting, the City Council approved a Professional Services Agreement with Ritoch-Powell &
Associates to complete the McDowell Road design. This agreement clarifies reimbursement for the
off-site improvements associated with the Phoenix Children’s Hospital development as well as an
existing obligation of $450,000 that was levied against the property for past improvements along
McDowell Road.

DISCUSSION:

Phoenix Children’s Hospital (PCH) is developing a pediatric urgent care facility, hospital and related
medical office buildings for the medical diagnosis and treatment of children on 12 acres of property
located at the northeast corner of Avondale Boulevard and McDowell Road (see attached vicinity
map).

The City Council approved a rezoning of the property on October 20, 2008 including stipulations that
Avondale Boulevard and McDowell Road be improved to meet current arterial street standards. The
approval required the improvements be completed with the first phase of site improvements
(construction of the clinic). Subsequent to that approval, PCH proposed to staff the possibility of PCH
funding and constructing Avondale Boulevard improvements but deferring McDowell Road
improvements until Phase Il (the hospital). Recognizing the importance of this project to the City of
Avondale, staff proposed that the City fund and construct the McDowell Road improvements with the
condition that PCH reimburse the City. The attached Reimbursement Agreement outlines each
party’s responsibilities, timing for reimbursement of the proposed off-site improvements and the
existing obligation for previous improvements to McDowell Road and Avondale Boulevard that
benefit their property.




The Reimbursement Agreement establishes the responsibilities of the City of Avondale and Phoenix
Children’s Hospital (PCH) relating to infrastructure improvements in Avondale Boulevard and
McDowell Road. There are four (4) basic components to the agreement: 1) PCH existing obligation;
2) PCH current obligation; 3) City of Avondale; and 4) Third Party. The following generally outline
these responsibilities.

1) PCH is responsible for the cost of all remaining improvements to the east '2 street of
Avondale Boulevard and the north half street of McDowell Road. PCH will design and
construct necessary improvements to Avondale Boulevard as required.

2) The remaining improvements to McDowell Road are proposed to be designed and
constructed by the City of Avondale. PCH agrees to repay the city prior to the issuance of the
first structural building permit related to Phase Il of their project or no later than 90 days from
the expiration of the agreement, whichever comes first. The agreement expires on January
31, 2028.

3) The City previously constructed improvements to McDowell Road and entered into an
agreement with the previous property owner to be repaid with the development of the
property. PCH requested this repayment be deferred until the first Certificate of Occupancy
for the hospital to be constructed in Phase Il is issued or 90 days prior to the expiration of the
agreement.

4) Certain improvements are necessary but are beyond the normal scope of work for a half-
street improvement but must be constructed to meet design standards. PCH requests that
these items be identified through the design process and that the benefitting third party
reimburse them at such time as the third party requests permits. At this time, staff and PCH
agree that the west half of the Avondale Boulevard Median that is adjacent to PCH’s property
is eligible for reimbursement. Avondale and PCH staff also believe that other items such as a
portion of the median improvements, street widening and any utility relocation on the west leg
of the McDowell Road/Avondale Boulevard intersection may be eligible for reimbursement.

McDowell Roadand Avondale Boulevard are designated arterial roadways. The City will assume the
responsibility for the improvements to McDowell Road which include:

1) a new west bound lane, curb, gutter, sidewalk and street lights on the north half of McDowell
Road in order to meet three (3) eastbound lanes, three (3) westbound lanes,

2) adedicated right turn lane (eastbound to northbound),
3) dual left turn lanes (westbound to southbound),

4) relocation of existing 69kV power lines, and

5) new driveway and deceleration lane.

Improvements will match the existing lane configurations west of the intersection. The newly paved
sections on the north side of McDowell Road will include curb, gutter, sidewalk, and one (1) driveway
entrance. The engineer’s estimate for the total project cost is $1.36 million.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

Funding for the off-site improvements outlined in the Reimbursement Agreement is made available
through project cost savings from three (3) recently completed Street Fund projects. Funding in the
amount of $1.36 million will be transferred from the following Street Fund Line ltems to 304-1260-00-
8420, Avondale/McDowell Intersection Improvements, at the time the contracts are approved:




o $580,000 from 304-1122-00-8420, Dysart — Main to Riley Improvements

« $500,000 from 304-1147-00-8420, 4! Street — Lower Buckeye to Western
o $280,000 from 304-1154-00-8420, Indian School/El Mirage Traffic Signal

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve an Infrastructure Reimbursement Agreement
between the City of Avondale and Phoenix Children’s Hospital, Inc. relating to street, traffic signal,
and landscaping improvement costs, and authorize the Mayor, or City Manager and City Clerk to
execute the necessary documents.

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download
O Agreement

0 Vicinity Map
[ Proposed Street Layout




After recording, return to:

City Clerk

City of Avondale

11465 West Civic Center Drive, Suite 200
Avondale, Arizona 85323-6806

With a copy to:

Stephen C. Earl

Earl, Curley & Lagarde, P.C.

3101 North Central Avenue, Suite 1000
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

INFRASTRUCTURE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF AVONDALE AND
PHOENIX CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL

THIS INFRASTRUCTURE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is
entered into February 2, 2009 (the “Effective Date”) by and between the City of Avondale, an
Arizona municipal corporation (the “City”’) and, Phoenix Children’s Hospital, Inc., an Arizona
corporation (“PCH”). City and PCH shall be referred to herein collectively as the “Parties” and
individually as a “Party.”

RECITALS

A. PCH is developing a branch of the Phoenix Children’s Hospital, a pediatric urgent
care facility and related medical office buildings for the medical diagnosis and treatment of
children (the “Hospital Uses”) on certain real property located within the corporate limits of the
City (also known as the Phoenix Children’s Hospital Avondale Campus), which consists of
approximately 12 acres at the northeast corner of Avondale Boulevard and McDowell Road and
as legally described and depicted on Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by
reference (the “Property”).

B. PCH submitted Zoning Application No. Z-08-5 to the City to rezone the Property
to Planned Area Development (“PAD”) to accommodate the construction and operation of the
Hospital Uses. The PAD was approved by the Council of the City of Avondale (the “City
Council”) on October 20, 2008. As a condition of the PAD rezoning approval and development
on the Property, PCH was required to make certain roadway improvements, water and
wastewater improvements, relocation of utilities and off site improvements along McDowell
Road and Avondale Boulevard (the “Public Infrastructure’).

C. The City desires the installation of the Public Infrastructure deemed necessary by
the City at the full build out of the Property, including roadway improvements, water and
wastewater improvements, relocation of utilities and other on and off site improvements, to be
installed and constructed as part of the initial phases of development of the Property.
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D. The City acknowledges that the Public Infrastructure improvements required by
the City to serve the Property at full build-out, including the installation of roadway
improvements, water and wastewater improvements, relocation of utilities and off site
improvements, are of such a magnitude that development of the Property as a medical campus
would not occur without the City initially financing and constructing certain portions of the
public infrastructure, contingent upon PCH’s promise to reimburse the City for the cost of such
construction.

E. The City Council is empowered, pursuant to ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 9-500.11, to
appropriate public funds to further employment opportunities and economic enhancement of the
City. Accordingly, the City Council has determined that it is in the best interests of the citizens
of Avondale to provide the initial financing and construction of the McDowell Road
Improvements (as defined below) to allow the medical campus to be constructed to benefit

Avondale residents.
AGREEMENT

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals, which are incorporated
herein by reference, the mutual promises and covenants contained herein, and for other good and
valuable consideration, the receipt and adequacy of which are hereby acknowledged, the Parties
hereby agree as follows:

1. Term. The term of this Agreement shall commence on the Effective Date and
shall end on January 31, 2028, unless otherwise terminated earlier pursuant to the provisions of
this Agreement.

2. Scope of Development. The Parties intend that, subject to the terms and
provisions of this Agreement, the Property shall be developed in three phases in substantial
conformance with the phasing plan attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated herein by
reference (the “Phasing Plan”), which include Phase I (clinic/urgent care facility), Phase II
(medical office building) and Phase III (hospital and emergency facilities). Phase I and II of the
development contemplated in the Phasing Plan, at PCH’s sole discretion, may occur
independently or simultaneously. As set forth in the Phasing Plan, PCH currently plans to
proceed with construction of the Phase I clinic/urgent care facility and Phase II medical offices
within one year following approval of the PAD zoning. PCH anticipates that Phase III will
commence construction within five years of the completion of Phase I. The contemplated
phased development of the Property will be in substantial conformance with the site plan
attached hereto as Exhibit C and incorporated herein by reference.

3. PCH’s Existing Obligations.

3.1 Outstanding Debt. Prior to PCH’s acquisition of the Property, the City
designed, constructed and installed infrastructure improvements along McDowell Road and
Avondale Boulevard (the “Prior Improvements”), which Prior Improvements benefitted the
Property. PCH’s predecessor Property owner entered into an agreement with the City to delay
reimbursement of the City’s costs to design, construct and install the Prior Improvements, in the
amount of $450,000 (the “Outstanding Debt”), until such time as development occurred on the
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Property. The Outstanding Debt is presently required to be repaid prior to the date upon which
the first building permit is issued for development on the Property.

3.2  Deferment of Qutstanding Debt. City agrees to defer PCH’s payment of
the Outstanding Debt until such time as the earlier to occur of (A) the date of issuance of any
certificate of occupancy for the hospital building reflected in Phase III of the Phasing Plan, or
(B) not later than 90 days prior to the expiration of this Agreement.

4, PCH’s Public Infrastructure Obligations. PCH’s responsibility to complete the
Public Infrastructure improvements is divided into two components, the “Avondale Boulevard
Improvements” (as defined below) and the “McDowell Road Improvements” (as defined below).

4.1 Avondale Boulevard Improvements. PCH shall, at its sole cost and
expense, cause the design, construction and installation of the Avondale Boulevard
improvements described and depicted on Exhibit D, attached hereto and incorporated herein by
reference (the “Avondale Boulevard Improvements”), to occur prior to the issuance of a
certificate of occupancy for any structure within the Property. PCH agrees and understands that
it is solely responsible for addressing any power and irrigation requirements imposed by SRP
related to construction of the Avondale Boulevard Improvements.

42  McDowell Road Improvements Payment Obligation. Upon the earlier to
happen of either (A) the City’s issuance of any structural building permit for the hospital
building reflected in Phase III of the development (i.e. payment of the McDowell Road
Improvement Obligation shall not be triggered by such elements in Phase III as a grading permit
or parking lot improvements, but in connection with the building permit for vertical construction
on the hospital building itself) or (B) not later than 90 days prior to the expiration of this
Agreement, PCH shall pay to City the City’s actual costs, including materials, insurance and
payment of any development impact fees, if any, to install and construct the McDowell Road
Improvements (as defined in subsection 5.1 below), which McDowell Road Improvements, the
current construction cost estimate of which is set forth on Exhibit E, attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference. In the event PCH’s payment obligations pursuant to
subsections 3.2 and 4.2 have not been fulfilled before the date that is 90 days prior to the
expiration of this Agreement, City may take all steps it deems necessary and available at law or
at equity to collect the amounts owed, including levying an assessment and lien against the
Property for any amounts unpaid by PCH pursuant to this Agreement. PCH, by executing this
Agreement, hereby consents to imposition and recording of such lien.

4.3  Third Party Reimbursements for Improvements. The City and PCH
acknowledge that, as a necessary component of the Public Infrastructure, certain portions of the
McDowell Road Improvements and the Avondale Road Improvements include improvements
necessary to tie the Public Improvements into the existing infrastructure and maintain public
safety, but which are not directly related to PCH’s property, as more fully described and depicted
on Exhibit F, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference (the ‘“Related
Improvements”). The Related Improvements will result in improvements and benefits to the
properties at the northwest and southwest corners of Avondale Boulevard and McDowell Road
that are owned by third parties unrelated to PCH (the “Third Party Properties”). The City shall

require that, prior to issuance of a building permit for any development on a Third Party
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Property, the owners of that Third Party Property directly reimburse PCH for the actual cost of
any of the Related Improvements (in the total amount set forth on Exhibit F relating to that
specific corner) that are permanent in nature and which are not later required to be removed in
connection with improvement of such Third Party Property. To verify these actual costs for the
Related Improvements, a written accounting shall be conducted by PCH (based upon written
invoices and official disbursements from PCH) for all costs incurred and paid by PCH relating to
the design and construction of the Related Improvements. This accounting shall be provided to
the City for verification within 90 days of the completion and acceptance of the work by PCH.
Once these costs have been settled and verified, the parties shall settle upon and set the final
amount owed to PCH by the Third Party Properties for the Related Improvements.

5. City’s Pubic Infrastructure Obligations.

5.1 McDowell Road Improvements. The City, at its sole cost and expense,
shall design and construct the McDowell Road infrastructure improvements identified in Exhibit
G, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference (the “McDowell Road Improvements™).
At the 60% and 90% completion dates for the plans for the design of the McDowell Road
Improvements (the “McDowell Road Plans™), PCH shall review the McDowell Road Plans and
shall provide input to the City with respect to reasonable modifications to the McDowell Road
Plans PCH deems necessary, including engineering substantiation supporting any such change.
The City shall be obligated to make only those modifications the City determines, in its sole
discretion, are (i) necessary, (ii) consistent with sound engineering practice and (iii) consistent
with the City’s requirements of PCH for the Avondale Boulevard Improvements. Upon
concurrence between PCH and the City with respect to the final McDowell Road Plans, PCH
shall be responsible to fully reimburse the City for its actual costs to design and construct the
McDowell Road Improvements, according to the deadlines and scope of work established in
subsection 4.2 above. To verify these actual costs for the McDowell Road Improvements, a
written accounting shall be conducted by the City (based upon written invoices and official
disbursements from the City) for all costs incurred and paid by the City relating to the design and
construction of the McDowell Road Improvements. This accounting shall be provided to PCH
for verification within 90 days of the completion and acceptance of the work by the City. Once
these costs have been settled and verified, the parties shall settle upon and set the final amount
owed to the City by PCH for the McDowell Road Improvements

52  Timing and Coordination of Improvements. It is anticipated that the
McDowell Road Improvements to be installed by City and the Avondale Boulevard
Improvements to be installed by PCH will occur simultaneously. City and PCH shall make
reasonable efforts to coordinate with each other to facilitate the orderly and efficient installation
of the improvements identified in Exhibit D and Exhibit G.

6. General Provisions.

6.1 Notices and Filings. Any notice or other communication required or
permitted to be given under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be deemed to have been
duly given if (a) delivered to the Party at the address set forth below, (b) deposited in the U.S.
Mail, registered or certified, return receipt requested, to the address set forth below, (¢) givento a
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recognized and reputable overnight delivery service, to the address set forth below or (d)
delivered by facsimile transmission to the number set forth below:

If to City: City of Avondale
11465 West Civic Center Drive
Avondale, Arizona 85323-6806
Facsimile: (623) 333-0100
Attn: Charles P. McClendon, City Manager

With copy to: GUST ROSENFELD, P.L.C.
201 East Washington Street, Suite 800
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2327
Facsimile: (602) 340-1538
Attn: Andrew J. McGuire, Esq.

If to PCH: Phoenix Children’s Hospital, Inc.
Facsimile:
Attn:

With copy to: Earl, Curley & Lagarde, P.C.

3101 North Central Avenue, Suite 1000
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Facsimile: (602) 265-2195

Attn: Stephen C. Earl, Esq.

or at such other address, and to the attention of such other person or officer, as any Party may
designate in writing by notice duly given pursuant to this subsection. Notices shall be deemed
received (a) when delivered to the Party, (b) three business days after being placed in the U.S.
Mail, properly addressed, with sufficient postage, (c) the following business day after being
given to a recognized overnight delivery service, with the person giving the notice paying all
required charges and instructing the delivery service to deliver on the following business day, or
(d) when received by facsimile transmission during the normal business hours of the recipient. If
a copy of a notice is also given to a Party’s counsel or other recipient, the provisions above
governing the date on which a notice is deemed to have been received by a Party shall mean and
refer to the date on which the Party, and not its counsel or other recipient to which a copy of the
notice may be sent, is deemed to have received the notice.

6.2  Force Majeure. Neither Party shall be liable in damages or have the right
to terminate this Agreement for any delay or default in performing hereunder if such delay or
default is caused by conditions beyond its control including, but not limited to Acts of God,
government restrictions (including the denial or cancellation of any export or other necessary
license), wars, insurrections and/or any other cause beyond the reasonable control of the party
whose performance is affected. Additionally, neither Party shall be liable for any failure or delay
in performance under this Agreement (other than for delay in the payment of money due and

payable hereunder) to the extent said failures or delays are proximately caused by causes beyond
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that Party’s reasonable control and occurring without its fault or negligence, including, without
limitation, failure of suppliers, subcontractors, and carriers, or any governmental delay.

6.3  Default; Cure Period. Subject to the provisions of subsection 6.2 above,
failure or delay by either Party to perform or otherwise act in accordance with any term or
provision hereof shall constitute a breach of this Agreement. Any breach not cured within thirty
(30) days after written notice is received from the non-breaching Party, shall constitute a default
under this Agreement, provided, however, that if the failure is such that more than thirty (30)
days would reasonably be required to perform such action or comply with any term or provision
hereof, then the breaching Party shall have such additional time as may be necessary to perform
or comply so long as the breaching Party commences performance or compliance within said
thirty (30) day period and diligently pursue such cure to completion; provided, however, that no
cure period shall exceed 180 days. Any notice of a breach shall specify the nature of the alleged
breach and the manner in which said breach may be satisfactorily cured, if possible. The thirty
(30) day period shall not apply where an ordinance or statute requires City to perform or
otherwise act in a period in excess of thirty (30) days.

6.4  Default. In the event of a default, the non-defaulting Party may, in that
Party’s sole discretion, terminate this Agreement. Upon such termination, all rights and
obligations under this Agreement shall become null and void, and the defaulting Party shall be
liable to the non-defaulting Party for any damages resulting from the breach.

6.5  Choice of Law; Venue. Any dispute, controversy, claim or cause of action
arising out of or related to this Agreement (a “Claim”) shall be governed by Arizona law. The
venue for any such Claim shall be Maricopa County, Arizona, and each Party waives the right to
object to venue in Maricopa County for any reason.

6.6  Attorneys’ Fees. In the event either Party brings any action for any relief,
declaratory or otherwise, arising out of this Agreement or on account of any breach or default
hereof, the prevailing Party shall be entitled to receive from the other Party reasonable attorneys’
fees and reasonable costs and expenses, determined by the court sitting without a jury, which
shall be deemed to have accrued on the commencement of such action and shall be enforced
whether or not such action is prosecuted through judgment.

6.7  Assignment. The provisions of this Agreement are binding upon and shall
inure to the benefit of the Parties, and all of their successors in interest and assigns; provided;
however, that PCH’s rights and obligations hereunder may be assigned, in whole or in part, only
to a person or entity that has acquired title to the Property or a portion thereof and only by a
written instrument recorded in the Official Records of Maricopa County, Arizona, expressly
assigning such rights and obligations. In the event of a complete or partial assignment by PCH,
all or a portion of PCH’s rights and obligations hereunder shall terminate effective upon the
assumption by PCH’s assignee of such rights and obligations and the execution of an addendum
in substantially the same form as Exhibit H that recognizes the assignment. Each such
addendum shall be submitted by PCH and when such addendum has been approved and
countersigned by City’s Manager on behalf of City, it shall be incorporated into and become a
part of this Agreement.
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6.8  Third Parties. It is not intended by this Agreement to, and nothing
contained in this Agreement shall, create any partnership, joint venture or other agreement
between the Parties. No term or provision of this Agreement is intended to, or shall be for the
benefit of any person or entity not a party hereto, and no such other person or entity shall have
any right or cause of action hereunder.

6.9  Waiver. No delay in exercising any right or remedy shall constitute a
waiver thereof; and no waiver of any breach shall be construed as a waiver of any preceding or
succeeding breach of the same or any other covenant, or condition of this Agreement. No waiver
shall be effective unless it is in writing and is signed by the Party asserted to have granted such
waiver.

6.10 Rights and Remedies are Cumulative. The rights and remedies of the
Parties are cumulative, and the exercise by either Party of one or more of such rights or remedies
shall not preclude the exercise by it, at the same time or different times, of any other rights or
remedies for the same default or any other default by the other party. In the event that either City
or PCH shall bring or commence an action to enforce the terms and conditions of this
Agreement, or to obtain damages against the other party arising from any breach under or
violation of this Agreement, then the prevailing Party shall be entitled to and shall be paid
reasonable attorneys’ fees and court costs therefor.

6.11 Severability. If any provision of this Agreement shall be found invalid or
unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, the remaining provisions of this Agreement
will not be affected thereby and shall be valid and enforceable to the fullest extent permitted by
law, provided that the fundamental purposes of this Agreement are not defeated by such
severability.

6.12  Fair Interpretation. The Parties have been represented by counsel in the
negotiation and drafting of this Agreement and this Agreement shall be construed according to
the fair meaning of its language. The rule of construction that ambiguities shall be resolved
against the Party who drafted a provision shall not be employed in interpreting this Agreement.

6.13 Headings. The headings of this Agreement are for purposes of reference
only and shall not limit or define the meaning of any provision of this Agreement.

6.14 Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in any number of
counterparts, each of which shall be an original but all of which shall constitute one and the same
instrument.

6.15 Computation of Time. In computing any period of time under this
Agreement, the date of the act or event from which the designated period of time begins to run
shall not be included. The last day of the period so completed shall be included unless it is a
Saturday, Sunday or legal holiday, in which event the period shall run until the end of the next
day which is not a Saturday, Sunday or Legal holiday. The time for performance of any
obligation or taking any action under this Agreement shall be deemed to expire at 5:00 p.m.
(local time, Phoenix, Arizona) on the last day of the applicable time period provided herein.
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6.16 Conflict of Interest. This Agreement is subject to cancellation by the City
pursuant to the terms of ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 38-511.

6.17 Time. Time is of the essence of this Agreement and with respect to the
performance required by each Party.

6.18 Entire Agreement. This Agreement, together with the following Exhibits
attached hereto (which are incorporated herein by reference) constitutes the entire agreement
between the Parties. All prior and contemporaneous agreements, representations and
understandings of the Parties, oral or written are superseded by and merged in this Agreement.

Exhibit A: Legal description of the Property

Exhibit B: Phasing Plan

Exhibit C: Site Plan

Exhibit D: Avondale Boulevard Improvements

Exhibit E: McDowell Road Improvements Cost Estimate
Exhibit F; Third Party Property

Exhibit G: McDowell Road Improvements

Exhibit H: Assignment Addendum

6.19 Nonliability of City Officials and Employees. No officer, official,
employee, agent or representative of City shall be personally liable to PCH or any successor in
interest, in the event of any default or beach by City for any amount which may become due to
PCH or its successors in interest, or on any obligation incurred under the terms of this
Agreement. No officer, official, employee, agent or representative of PCH shall be personally
liable to City or any successor in interest in the event of any default or breach by PCH for any
amount which may become due to City or its successors in interest or on any obligation interest
under the terms of this Agreement.

6.20 Non-Discrimination. City and PCH agree to comply with all applicable
state and federal laws, rules, regulations and executive orders governing equal employment
opportunities, immigration, non-discrimination and affirmative action. To that end, PCH shall
not discriminate in the conduct and operation of its business on the Property against any person
or group of persons because of race, religion, color, sex, age, national origin, ancestry, handicap
or Vietnam veteran or disabled veteran status of such person or group of persons.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the Parties have executed this Agreement on the date first set
forth above.

[SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGES]

918192.5



G‘CITY”

City of Avondale, an Arizona municipal corporation

By:

Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor

ATTESTED:

Carmen Martinez, City Clerk
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“PCH”

Phoenix Children’s Hospital, Inc., an Arizona corporation _

Ry

Robert Meyey
Its: President & CEO
Date: / / AR / of?

STATE OF ARIZONA )
, ) ss.
County of Maricopa )

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2.2~ day of Danuer Y , 2009, by ! L@b" b M"}"‘ -~
__the Presi dend&CES for Phoenix Children's Hospital, an Arizona corporation.

Noé Public

My commission expires: [ / Ji / Zoh2- GGy, Notary Public State of Arizona

2\ Maricopa County

gH Kim Watson
>4/ My Commission Expires

918192.5
10
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EXHIBIT A
TO
INFRASTRUCTURE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF AVONDALE AND
PHOENIX CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL

[Legal Description of the Property]

See following pages.



=

: ,..Evans, Kuhn

& Assoclates

7227 N. 16th Street .

"'Suite 140
- Phoenix, AZ 85020
602.241.0782 phone

I,nc.

" December 5, 2008

Phoenix Children’s Hospital

- Avondale Campus
. Property Legal Descnptlon

- EKA# 5696

.. Page 1 of 1

602.248.9158 fax

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
. OFA
PARCEL OF LAND

: Commencmg at the Brass Cap in Hand hole at the Southwest comer.of Section 31, Tawnshlp 2 o
. North, Range 1 East, Gita & Salt-River Base & Meridian, Maricopa County, Arizona from which -

the Aluminum cap flush at the West quarter comner of said Section 31 bears North 00 degrees
06 minutes 52 seconds East a distance of 2632.01 feet; said pomt also being the intersection of

'_ the monument lines of Avondale Boulevard (also known as 115 Avenue) and McDowell Road o

: 'THENCE North 00 degrees ! 06 mirutes 52 seconds East along the monument line of sald
Avondale Boulevard a distance of 914.00 feét; .

. THENCE departlng said monument line of Avondale Boulevard North 88 degrees 52 mlnutes 25 :

. seconds East a distance of 55.01 feét to a point on the East nght of way line of said Avondale
- Boulevard, said point also being the POINT OF BEGINNING; L

- THENCE oontmulng North 88 degrees 52 minutes 25 seconds Easta dnstance of 300:99 feet;

- THENCE South 45 degrees 26 minutes 39 seconds East (record bearing South 45 degrees 26 E

minutes 40 seconds East) a distance of 688.17 feet (record distance 688.18');

. THENCE South 00 degrees 06 minutes 52 seconds West (record bearing South 00 degrees 06'. -

minutes 51 seconds West) a-distance of 356.49 feet (record distance 356.48’) to a point on the -

North right of way line of said McDowell Road, said point being 65.00 feet North measured -
“perpendicular to the monument line of said McDowell Road; - -

THENCE along said North right of way line South 88 degrees 52 minutes 23 seconds West

(record bearing South 88 degrees 52 minutes 24 seconds West) a distance of 752.44 feet;

THENCE departing said North right of way line North 45 degrées 30 minutes 22 seconds West '

a distance of 55.95 feet to a point on said East right of way line of Avondale Boulevard;
THENCE along said East right of way line North 00 degrees 06 minutes 52 seconds Easta
distance of 808.98 feet (reoord distance 808.97 feet) to the POINT OF. BEGINNING

’ Subject to eX|stmg covenants and easements

Said parcel containing a net area of 550,817 square feet or 12.6450 acres, more or less.
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EXHIBIT B
TO
INFRASTRUCTURE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF AVONDALE AND
PHOENIX CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL

[Phasing Plan]

See following pages.
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EXHIBIT C
TO
INFRASTRUCTURE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF AVONDALE AND
PHOENIX CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL

[Site Plan]

See following pages.
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EXHIBIT D
TO
INFRASTRUCTURE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF AVONDALE AND
PHOENIX CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL

[Avondale Boulevard Improvements]

See following pages.



EXHIBIT D
Avondale Boulevard Improvements

The Phoenix Children’s Hospital (PCH) will be responsible for the preparation of
the paving, drainage, grading and striping plans and construction of Avondale
Boulevard in accordance with the layout shown on the approved PCH site plan
(Exhibit C). Avondale Boulevard plans will include the design of curb, gutter,
sidewalk and pavement widening, and all site driveways abutting Avondale
Boulevard, as well as a raised median in the center of the Avondale Boulevard
roadway starting at the intersection and extending north approximately 700 feet
or as dictated by the City of Avondale.

At the south end, the work will match up at the north end of the McDowell Road
curb return being designed by the City of Avondale. PCH will be responsible for
the design and construction of the required street lighting along the east side of
Avondale Boulevard. PCH shall coordinate the street lighting design with the
City's consultant. PCH will be responsible for the design and construction of the
required landscaping and landscape irrigation along the east side of Avondale
Boulevard and any landscaping within the proposed median on the north leg of
Avondale Boulevard. PCH shall coordinate the landscaping and landscape
irigation design with the City’s consultant. PCH will be responsible for all
drainage structures located along the east side of Avondale Boulevard (north of
McDowell Road) and provide the City's consultant, in a timely fashion, the exact
location where the City is to construct drainage facilities along McDowell Road
that will outlet into PCH?s site.

PCH will be responsible for the preparation of all iegal descriptions for the right-
of-way, public utility easement, and SRP power easement along both McDowell
Road and Avondale Boulevard adjacent to the PCH site. In addition, PCH will be
responsible for the costs and coordination required for all power,
telecommunication, cable, fiber, water, sewer, gas, irrigation, and any and all
other utilities entering the PCH site from McDowell Road or Avondale Boulevard.
(The City will facilitate the relocation of the existing 69kv power poles along
McDowell Road, the relocation of the existing SRP irrigation structure at the
northeast corner of McDowell Road and Avondale Boulevard, and the traffic
signal relocation at the northeast corner. In addition, the City will facilitate any
water or sewer stub-outs from McDowell Road up to the proposed property line).

PCH will dedicate all required easements and right-of-way adjacent to the
property, required for the Avondale Boulevard and McDowell Road
improvements, as well as any and all easements and/or right-of-way required for
utility relocations. PCH shall coordinate and inform the City and its consultants
on any and all utility requirements for the PCH site due to potential conflicts in the
City’s efforts along McDowell Road.

Revised 11-26-2008
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EXHIBIT E
TO
INFRASTRUCTURE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF AVONDALE AND
PHOENIX CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL

[McDowell Road Improvements Cost Estimate]



PROJECT NAME: Exhibit E McDowell Road Im

EXHIBIT E

McDowell Road Improvements Cost Estimate

PROJECT NUMBER: ST1260
ESTIMATED BY: CWA

ESTIMATION DATE: 7/22/2008 rev 11-26-2008 & rev 12-30-2008

provement Cost Estimate

ltem # {item Description Unit Quantity Unit Cost | Total Cost
PAVING ITEMS

1 Subgrade Preparation sy 5443 $3.00 $16,329.00]

2 12" Aggregate Base Course ton 3551 $38.00 $134,938.00§
2" AC Surface Course (12.5 mm), -

3 {Arterial} ton 592 $95.00 $56,240.00

4 3" AC Base Course (19.0 mm), {Arterial} ton 888 $95.00 $84,360.00

5 Asphalt Emulsion Tack Coat (SS-1) ton 2 $900.00 $1,800.00

6 Vertical - Roll Curb‘Transition MAG 221 ea 4 $150.00 $600.001

7 i Vertical Curb & Gutter, MAG 220 Type " 700 $14.00 $9.800.00

8 Thickened Edge Per mag Std. Ditls if 637 $8.00 $5,096.00

9 6" Single Curb MAG 222 Type A If 1600 $18.00 $28,800.001

10 4" Thick Sidewalk, MAG 230 sf 5659 $6.00 $33,954.00

11 Pedestrian Ramp, MAG 231, (R>25") ea 2 $2,800.00 $5,600.00
Commercial D/W (Return Type), MAG

12 251, (9" Thick), (Assumes 30' width) sf 3000 $11.50 $34,500.00

13 Solgred, Stamped, Concrete Median sf 315 $18.00 $5,670.00

aving

14 Manhole Adjustments, MAG 422 ea 3 $450.00 $1,350.00

15 Valve Adjustments, Type C ea 4 $350.00 $1,400.00

16 Survey Monument, MAG 120-1 (Type A) ea 1 $450.00 $450.00|
Arterial Street Lights, HPS 250, 30K

17 Lumens, (assume 150' Spacing) ea 6 $1,800.00 $10,800.00}

18 Signing and Marking (2%-8%) Is 1.0 $16,000.00 $16,000.00




EXHIBIT E
McDowell Road Improvements Cost Estimate

{assumes 4' width)

19 Tratfic Signalization (Per intersection) Is 1.0 $180,000.00 { $1 80,000.00“
20 Landscape and Irrigation (5%-25%) Is 1.0 $16,000.00 $16,000.00
REMOVALS AND RELOCATION ITEMS
21 (Sawcut&) Remove Existing AC sy 4887 $9.00 $43,983.00
Remove Existing Concrete Single Curb, or
22 Curb and Gutter if 2200 $6.00 $13,200.00
Remove existing Sidewalk, Driveway,
23 Valley Gutter, or Concrete Slab sf 164 $6.00 $984.00
24 Relocate Existing Sign ea 7 $100.00 $700.00
25 Relocation - 69 kV Power Poles Is 1 $140,000.00 $140,000.00
GRADING AND STORM DRAIN ITEMS v
26 Concrete Scupper and Spillway, MAG 206 oa 2 $4,500.00 $9,000.00

WATERLINE ITEMS
27 2" Service Tap and run to Meter If 120 $46.00 $5,520.00
28 Water Meter, Box, and Cover ea 1 $650.00 $650.00
o WATER SUBTOTAL $6,170.00
SANITARY SEWER TTEMS " ~ ’
8" PVC SDR 35 wffittings complete in 0
29 place (Assumes 25' stub) ea 1 $5,500.00 $5,500.00
Lined Manhole, MAG 420, (5 ft. dia) w/
30 base, frame and cover ea 1 $5,600.00 $5,600.00
" ” ' SEWER SUBTOTAL| - $11,100.00
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST SUBTOTAL] $868,824.00
INCIDENTALS
31 Mobilization (5%-15%) % 8.0 N/A $69,506.00
32 Traffic Control (1%-15%) % 5.0 N/A $43,442,00
Construction Survey Layout & As-Built o A 17.377.00
33 Preparation (0%-8%) % 20 N/ 17,
34 Construction Administration (10%-18%) % 1.0 N/A $8,689.00




EXHIBIT E
McDowell Road Improvements Cost Estimate

35 Public Relations (2%-12%) % 0.5 N/A $4,345.00

36 |Permitting (0%-5%) % 3.0 N/A $26,065.00

37 |NPDES/SWPPP (0%-5%) % 1.0 N/A $8,689.00

38 [Taxes (6.0%) % 6.0 N/A $52,130.00

| N " INCIDENTAL SUBTOTAL| " $230,243.00
PLANS SPECS AND ESTIMATES — "

1 |pssaEs Is 1.0 N/A $140,962.20

$140,962.20

CONSTRUCTION, INCIDENTAL, AND PS&E SUBTOTAL

$1,240,029.20

10% CONTINGENCY

$124,002.92

TOTAL PROJECT COST]

$1,364,032.12

"TGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION (Assummed that all R/W requirements will be satisfied by PCH)




918192.5

EXHIBIT F
TO
INFRASTRUCTURE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF AVONDALE AND
PHOENIX CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL

[Related Improvements]



EXHIBIT F
Third Party Property

Improvements that will benefit a third party (northwest corner) consist of:
‘Related Improvements” along Avondale Boulevard which will include a raised
median that is proposed along the north leg of Avondale Boulevard. Currently, it
is not known what the exact length will be (ranges from 600 linear feet to 900
linear feet). For estimating purposes, 700 linear feet of raised median was
assumed and the cost of the concrete median pavers and landscaping was
included.

In order to accommodate the PCH’s proposed improvements along McDowell
Road, the City's consultant will need to design the ultimate intersection,
approximately 1000 feet in all legs, in order to ensure the intersection design is
safe and that all lanes are properly aligned. The costs for these improvements
have been placed at $200,000 which is the cost of constructing one-half (1/2) the
raised median.

In addition, it might be possible that one (1) 69kv pole may have to be relocated
in the northwest corner of Avondale Boulevard and McDowell Road with an
estimated cost of $60,000.

Other improvements that will benefit a third party (northwest and southwest
corners will benefit mutually 50%/50%) are: the west leg of McDowell Road will
require installing approximately 230 linear feet of the ultimate median. Due to its
short length, there will be no landscaping, landscape irrigation or concrete
pavers. However, traffic signal conduit will be installed across the west leg in
order to install a type “A” pole when the west leg is ultimately improved. A small
amount of pavement along the south side of the west leg will be needed in order
to align the traffic lanes. The consultant's 80% design of the intersection should
be at a level such that any additional or required improvements and/or
relocations will be known. The cost of the west-leg median totals $63,000. This
cost would be split between the northwest and southwest corners.

Cost Summary:

The total cost of constructing the entire/complete raised median along Avondale
Boulevard (north of McDowell Road) is approximately $400,000. The third party's
(northwest corner) cost would be one-half (1/2) of $400,000 or $200,000. The
total cost of constructing the raised median along McDowell Road (west of
Avondale Boulevard) is approximately $63,000 and the cost of relocating one (1)
B9%v pole is estimated at $60,000. The third party’s (northwest corner) cost
share equals $200,000 + $63,000/2 +$60,000=$291,500. The third party’s
(southwest corner) cost share equals $63,000/2 = $31,500. The total third party
costs between the northwest and southwest corners equal $323,000.

Revised 12-30-2008 (based upon 40% plans)



EXHIBIT F
Third Party Property
(Cost Estimate)

PROJECT NAME: Phoenix Children's Hospital
PROJECT NUMBER: 3rd Party Responsibitities rev 1/12/2009
ESTIMATED BY: CWA

ESTIMATION DATE: rev 11-26-2008

item# |ltem Description Unit Quantity Unit Cost Total Cost
PAVING ITEMS

1 Subgrade Preparation sy 1733 $3.00 $5,199.00

2 Single Curb, MAG Detail 222, Type 'A' If 1300 $18.00 $23,400.00
Concrete Median Paving (4" Thick, Class 'A’

3 Concrete, Broom Finish) (Complete In-Place) f 143 $18.00 $2,574.00

4 12" Aggregate Base Course, {Arterial} ton 1053 $38.00 $40,014.00

5 Median Nose Transition, MAG Dtl. 223 (monolithic ea 1 $800.00 $800.00
constr.)

6 Con?rete Pavers, City of Scottsdale Dtl. 2239 (see of 65 $12.00 $780.00
detail on plans)

7 Sawcut & Remove Existing Asphalt Pavement sy 1044 $9.00 $9,396.00

8 Remove Existing Single Curb If 450 $7.00 $3,150.00
2" AC Surface Course (12.5 mm),

9 {Arterial} ton 195 $95.00 $18,525.00

10 3" AC Base Course (19.0 mm), {Arterial} ton 292 $95.00 $27,740.00

11 Asphalt Emulsion Tack Coat (SS-1) ton 0.50 $700.00 $350.00

12 PVC Schedule 80 Sleeve (4-inch Dia.) (Bore) If 98 $75.00 $7,350.00

13 Signing and Marking (2%-8%) Is 1.0 $1,000.00 $1,000.00

14 Landscape and Irrigation (5%-25%) % 1.0 $2,670.00 $2,670.00

15 lei.terate Existing Pavement Markings (4" if 1400 $1.00 $1.400.00
Equiv.)

27 Relocation - 69 kV Power Poles ea 1 $60,000.00 $60,000.00

WATERLINE ITEMS




EXHIBIT F
Third Party Property
(Cost Estimate)

16 1" Service Tap and run to Meter if 80 $45.00 $3,600.00

17 Water Meter, Box, and Cover ea 1 $450.00 $450.00

WATER SUBTOTAL, $4,050.00

SANITARY SEWER ITEMS

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST SUBTOTAL| $208,398.00

INCIDENTALS
18 Mobilization (5%-15%) % 8.0 N/A $16,672.00
19 Traffic Control (1%-15%) % 5.0 N/A $10,420.00
20 gfe":;::fig‘r"“(goﬂi/‘:)"ay°”t & As-Built % 2.0 N/A $4,168.00
21 Construction Administration (10%-18%) % 1.0 N/A $2,084.00
22 Public Relations (2%-12%) % 0.5 N/A $1,042.00
23 Permitting (0%-5%) % 3.0 N/A $6,252.00
24 NPDES/SWPPP (0%-5%) % 1.0 N/A $2,084.00
25 Taxes (6%) % 6.0 N/A $12,504.00

INCIDENTAL SUBTOTAL|  $55.226.00

PLANS SPECS AND ESTIMATES

1 PS&E'S Is ’ 0.5 N/A

PS&E SUBTOTAL

-.$30,000.00

CONSTRUCTION, INCIDENTAL, AND PS&E SUBTOTAL] $293,624.00

10% CONTINGENCY $29,362.40

TOTAL PROJECT COST LESS RIGHT OF WAY & TRANSPORTATION RELATE

INCIDENTALs| $322.986.40
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EXHIBIT G
TO
INFRASTRUCTURE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF AVONDALE AND
PHOENIX CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL

[McDowell Road Improvements]

See following pages.



EXHIBIT G
McDowell Road Improvements

The City of Avondale’s Project No. ST1260 will entail improving McDowell Road
starting approximately 900 feet east of Avondale Boulevard and ending
approximately 800 feet west of Avondale Boulevard. The improvements will
include installing a new raised median along the east leg of McDowell Road and
widening and reconstructing the north haif of the road along the east leg in order
to ultimately accommodate three eastbound lanes, three westbound lanes, a
dedicated right turn lane (westbound to northbound), and dual left turn lanes
(westbound to southbound). Improvements will need to match the existing lane
configurations west of the intersection hence the City’s consultant will need to
design the ultimate intersection, approximately 1000 feet in all legs in order to
ensure the intersection design is safe and that the all lanes are properly aligned
The newly paved sections on the north side of McDowell Road will include curb,
gutter, sidewalk, and one driveway entrance. In addition, the existing ramp
located in the south east corner of the intersection will need to be removed and
replaced as well as the existing raised median. The west leg of McDowell will
entail installing approximately 230 linear feet of the ultimate median in order to
accommodate the Phoenix Children Hospital's (PCH) proposed improvements
along the east leg of McDowell Road. In order for the eastbound lanes to line up,
additional pavement along the southside of the west leg will be required. In order
to accommodate the new intersection configuration, the existing signal located on
the northeast corner will need to be relocated and other adjustments to existing
poles located on the other corners may need to be relocated/adjusted. The
consultant's 60% design of the intersection will provide additional or required
improvements and/or relocations.

In addition to the roadway improvements along McDowell Road, there will also
be street lighting, (City's consultant to coordinate with PCH’s engineering
consultant), drainage improvements (PCH will provide the City's consultant, in a
timely fashion, the exact location where the City is to construct drainage facilities
along McDowell Road that will outlet into the PCH Site), landscaping and
irrigation design (City's consultant to coordinate with PCH), and coordinating all
utility relocations necessary to accommodate the roadway widening with PCH.
Water line and sewer line stubs will be designed and installed to the proposed
right-of-way line. (These wet utilities will be coordinated with PCH) Two (2) 69kv
power poles will need to be relocated adjacent to PCH's McDowell Road frontage
well as an existing irrigation structure located at the north east corner of
McDowell Road and Avondale Boulevard. In addition, it might be possible that
One (1) 69kv pole may have to relocated in the north west corner of Avondale
Boulevard and McDowell Road. The City shall coordinate with SRP Power and
SRP irrigation on the relocation of the 69kv poles and the existing SRP irrigation
structure as well as coordinate with PCH on these relocations.

Revised 12-30-2008 (based upon 40% plans)
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918192.5

EXHIBIT H
TO
INFRASTRUCTURE REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF AVONDALE AND
PHOENIX CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL

[Assignment Addendum Form]

See following pages.



Assignment Addendum Form
ADDENDUM NO.

This Addendum No. __ (“Addendum”) is made and entered into by and between PCH
and New Owner (defined herein) with respect to the Agreement, and, when countersigned below
by the City Manager on behalf of the City, it shall become an addendum to the Agreement for all
purposes, and shall thereafter be construed to be integrated into such document.

Pursuant to subsection 6.7 of the Agreement, the Parties hereby approve the following
assignment (attach a copy of the title report).

PCH (Assignor) “New Owner” (Assignee)

“Affected Property” (attach a depiction of the property transferred)

The definition of PCH and Parties within the Agreement shall now include New Owner,
and New Owner shall be entitled to the rights and responsible for the following obligations
within the Agreement.

Unless otherwise separately defined in this Addendum, all capitalized terms contained
herein shall be given the meaning set forth for such terms in the Agreement. All of the terms,
provisions and conditions of the Agreement which are not expressly modified, amended or
clarified by this Addendum (or which, in context, must be deemed modified, amended or
clarified hereby) shall remain in full force and effect.

[SIGNATURES APPEAR ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES]

918192.5



PCH:

By:
Name:
Its:
Date:
STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss.
County of Maricopa )
Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of , 200 , by
of , an

Notary Public

My commission expires:

918192.5



NEW OWNER:

By:
Name:
Its:
Date:
STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss.
County of Maricopa )
Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of

of

Notary Public

My commission expires:

918192.5

, an

, 200, by




CITY:
CITY OF AVONDALE, an Arizona municipal
corporation

City Manager

Name:
Date:
STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss.
County of Maricopa )
Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of ,200_, by

Notary Public

My commission expires:

918192.5



VICINITY MAP

CITY OF AVONDALE
Phoenix Children's Hospital
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\ . CITY COUNCIL REPORT
A

SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
Professional Services Agreement — David Evans &  February 2, 2009

Associates - East Avondale City Center Project

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Sue McDermott, P.E., City Engineer, 623-333-4211
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the City Council approve a Professional Services Agreement with David
Evans & Associates(DEA) to provide design services for the East Avondale City Center Project in
the amount of $652,990, authorize the transfer of contingency funds, and authorize the Mayor, or
City Manager and City Clerk to execute the necessary documents.

BACKGROUND:

On January 12, 2009, Council approved an ordinance authorizing the purchase of approximately
4.25 acres of real property generally located south of Corporate Drive, north of Van Buren Street and
east of Avondale Boulevard in the amount of $1,640,000 for municipal purposes and authorized the
use and transfer of contingency funds. After completing acquisition of the property, the City intends
to design and construct a high quality, multi-purpose community recreational sports facility American
Sports Center (ASC), on the property. In order to access ASC, infrastructure will need to be
constructed in and around the ASC area referred to as the “Site” (Exhibit A). The Site is more
specifically described as that area bounded by Corporate Way (Avondale Boulevardto Park Avenue),

City Center Way (Avondale Boulevardto Park Avenue), 114" Ave. (City Center Way to Corporate
Way) and Park Avenue (City Center Way to Corporate Way) and will include Avondale Boulevard
(eastside) as necessary for the proposed interim and future improvements.

The proposed infrastructure improvements associated with ASC will serve as the first phase of
improvements to City Center east of Avondale Boulevard. While providing access to the 4.25 acre
ASC Site, improvements will not only serve ASC, but also fully improve all four (4) of the frontages to
the front block along Avondale Boulevard. Additionally, improvements to Corporate Drive, City
Center Drive and partial improvements to Park Boulevard will facilitate the future development of the
balance of the parcel and portions of the properties to the north and south. The expanded median
improvements to Park Boulevard will initiate the linear park as shown in the City Center Specific Plan
and the storm drainage and retention system required for development. The design contract will also

include the streetscape plans and standards along 114" Avenue which are intended to set the
standard for main street improvements throughout City Center.

In order to properly plan the first phase of improvements to City Center and future phases, the City’s
Consultant will prepare aPreliminary Infrastructure Analysis over the general overall Study Area
(Exhibit B) which is bounded by Avondale Boulevard on the west, Van Buren Street to the south,

111" to the east and Roosevelt Street to the north, approximately 90 acres.

Design and construction of this project will be in conformance with the Avondale City Center Specific
Plan and all existing applicable City of Avondale guidelines and codes.




DISCUSSION:

Basic services required for the complete analysis of the Study Area and final construction documents
for the Site area would include the following components:
- Master Drainage Report

- Master Grading Plan

- Master Water and Sewer Plan

- Traffic Impact Analysis with a Master Circulation Plan

- Civil Engineering (Roadway, Grading & Drainage)

- Roadway Plans and Profiles

- Potable Water Plans and Profiles

- Sewer Plans and Profiles

- Street Lighting

- Geotechnical Engineering

- Environmental Engineering

- Landscape Architecture

- Irrigation Plans

- Survey Services

- Traffic Engineering

- Utility Coordination

SELECTION PROCESS:

The City of Avondale published a Request for Statements of Qualifications on November 6, 2008 for
professional engineering services. Staff received seventeen (17) Statements of Qualifications which
were categorized and scored. A short list of six (6) firms was created. Presentations were held on
December 17 and 18, 2008. DEA was selected as the most qualified firm for this project. Staff
contacted references and DEA is considered to be a competent, knowledgeable, and highly
recommended consultant based on similar projects. Staff requested, received, and negotiated a
proposal from DEA for engineering services required for the complete design.Staff reviewed the
proposal and negotiated the scope of services and contract price in the amount of $652,990
(attached) including $93,000 for additional design services in anticipation of changes required to
designs due to specific site planning, drainage and other related infrastructure issues.

SCHEDULE:

The tentative schedule for design and construction is as follows:

Design:
Notice-to-Proceed — February 2009
Final Design — June 2009

Construction:

Notice-to-Proceed — August 2009
Begin Construction — September 2009
End Construction — April 2010

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

The design services for the City Center Project will require the transfer of contingency funds to the
Street Fund, line item No. 304-1261-00-8001, City Center Design.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve a Professional Services Agreement with David
Evans & Associates(DEA) to provide design services for the East Avondale City Center Project in




the amount of $652,990, authorize the transfer of contingency funds, and authorize the Mayor, or
City Manager and City Clerk to execute the necessary documents.

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download
O PSA
[ Exhibit A - Site
01 Exhibit B - Study Area




PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT
BETWEEN
THE CITY OF AVONDALE
AND
DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

THIS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is made as of
February 2, 2009, between the City of Avondale, an Arizona municipal corporation (the “City”)
and David Evans and Associates, Inc., an Oregon corporation (the “Consultant”).

RECITALS

A. The City issued a Request for Qualifications, EN 09-034 “Request for Statement
of Qualifications for Design Services for Avondale City Center Improvements” as modified on
November 12, 2008 by that certain Addendum No. 1 and on November 25, 2008 by that certain
Addendum No. 2 (collectively the “RFQ”), attached hereto as Exhibit A, and incorporated herein
by reference, seeking statements of qualifications (the “SOQ”) from vendors for professional
engineering design services.

B. The Consultant submitted a SOQ in response to the RFQ, attached hereto as
Exhibit B, and incorporated herein by reference, and the City desires to enter into an Agreement
with the Consultant for the design of the Avondale City Center improvements to be located in the
area bounded by Roosevelt Street to the North, 111th Avenue to the East, Van Buren Street to the
South, and Avondale Boulevard to the West (the “Services”).

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 is hereby acknowledged, the City and the
Consultant hereby agree as follows:

1. Term of Agreement. This Agreement shall be effective as of the date first set
forth above and shall remain in full force and effect until July 31, 2009.

2. Scope of Work. Consultant shall provide the Services as set forth in the Scope of
Work, attached hereto as Exhibit C and incorporated herein by reference.

3. Compensation. The City shall pay Consultant a price not to exceed $652,990.00
for the Services as set forth in the Fee Proposal, attached hereto as Exhibit D and incorporated
herein by reference.

4. Payments. The City shall pay the Consultant monthly, based upon work
performed and completed to date, and upon submission and approval of invoices. All invoices
shall document and itemize all work completed to date. The invoice statement shall include a
record of time expended and work performed in sufficient detail to justify payment.

948155.1



5. Documents. All documents prepared and submitted to the City pursuant to this
Agreement shall be the property of the City.

6. Consultant Personnel. Consultant shall provide adequate, experienced personnel,
capable of and devoted to the successful completion of the Services to be performed under this
Agreement. Consultant agrees to assign specific individuals to key positions. Consultant agrees
that, upon commencement of the Services to be performed under this Agreement, key personnel
shall not be removed or replaced without prior written notice to the City. If key personnel are
not available to perform the Services for a continuous period exceeding 30 calendar days, or are
expected to devote substantially less effort to the Services than initially anticipated, Consultant
shall immediately notify the City of same and shall, subject to the concurrence of the City,
replace such personnel with personnel of substantially equal ability and qualifications.

7. Inspection; Acceptance. All work shall be subject to inspection and acceptance
by the City at reasonable times during Consultant’s performance. The Consultant shall provide
and maintain a self-inspection system that is acceptable to the City.

8. Licenses; Materials. Consultant shall maintain in current status all federal, state
and local licenses and permits required for the operation of the business conducted by the
Consultant. The City has no obligation to provide Consultant, its employees or subcontractors
any business registrations or licenses required to perform the specific services set forth in this
Agreement. The City has no obligation to provide tools, equipment or material to Consultant.

9. Performance Warranty. Consultant warrants that the Services rendered will be
performed in a manner consistent with the degree of care and skill ordinarily exercised by
members of the same profession currently practicing under similar circumstances.

10.  Indemnification. To the fullest extent permitted by law, the Consultant shall
indemnify, defend and hold harmless the City and each council member, officer, employee or
agent thereof (the City and any such person being herein called an “Indemnified Party”), for,
from and against any and all losses, claims, damages, liabilities, costs and expenses (including,
but not limited to, reasonable attorneys’ fees, court costs and the costs of appellate proceedings)
to which any such Indemnified Party may become subject, under any theory of liability
whatsoever (“Claims”), insofar as such Claims (or actions in respect thereof) relate to, arise out
of, or are caused by or based upon the negligent acts, intentional misconduct, errors, mistakes or
omissions, in connection with the work or services of the Consultant, its officers, employees,
agents, or any tier of subcontractor in the performance of this Agreement. The amount and type
of insurance coverage requirements set forth below will in no way be construed as limiting the
scope of the indemnity in this Section.

11. Insurance.
11.1 General.

a. Insurer Qualifications. = Without limiting any obligations or
liabilities of Consultant, Consultant shall purchase and maintain, at its own expense, hereinafter
stipulated minimum insurance with insurance companies duly licensed by the State of Arizona
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with an AM Best, Inc. rating of A- or above with policies and forms satisfactory to the City.
Failure to maintain insurance as specified herein may result in termination of this Agreement at
the City’s option.

b. No Representation of Coverage Adequacy. By requiring insurance
herein, the City does not represent that coverage and limits will be adequate to protect
Consultant. The City reserves the right to review any and all of the insurance policies and/or
endorsements cited in this Agreement but has no obligation to do so. Failure to demand such
evidence of full compliance with the insurance requirements set forth in this Agreement or
failure to identify any insurance deficiency shall not relieve Consultant from, nor be construed or
deemed a waiver of, its obligation to maintain the required insurance at all times during the
performance of this Agreement.

c. Additional Insured. All insurance coverage and self-insured
retention or deductible portions, except Workers’ Compensation insurance and Professional
Liability insurance, if applicable, shall name, to the fullest extent permitted by law for claims
arising out of the performance of this Agreement, the City, its agents, representatives, officers,
directors, officials and employees as Additional Insured as specified under the respective
coverage sections of this Agreement.

d. Coverage Term. All insurance required herein shall be maintained
in full force and effect until all work or services required to be performed under the terms of this
Agreement are satisfactorily performed, completed and formally accepted by the City, unless
specified otherwise in this Agreement.

e. Primary Insurance. Consultant’s insurance shall be primary
insurance with respect to performance of this Agreement and in the protection of the City as an
Additional Insured.

f. Waiver. All policies, except for Professional Liability, including
Workers’ Compensation insurance, shall contain a waiver of rights of recovery (subrogation)
against the City, its agents, representatives, officials, officers and employees for any claims
arising out of the work or services of Consultant. Consultant shall arrange to have such
subrogation waivers incorporated into each policy via formal written endorsement thereto.

g. Policy Deductibles and/or Self-Insured Retentions. The policies
set forth in these requirements may provide coverage that contains deductibles or self-insured
retention amounts. Such deductibles or self-insured retention shall not be applicable with respect
to the policy limits provided to the City. Consultant shall be solely responsible for any such
deductible or self-insured retention amount.

h. Use of Subcontractors. If any work under this Agreement is
subcontracted in any way, Consultant shall execute written agreements with its subcontractors
containing the indemnification provisions set forth in this Section and insurance requirements set
forth herein protecting the City and Consultant. Consultant shall be responsible for executing
any agreements with its subcontractors and obtaining certificates of insurance verifying the
insurance requirements.
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1. Evidence of Insurance. Prior to commencing any work or services
under this Agreement, Consultant will provide the City with suitable evidence of insurance in the
form of certificates of insurance and a copy of the declaration page(s) of the insurance policies as
required by this Agreement, issued by Consultant’s insurance insurer(s) as evidence that policies
are placed with acceptable insurers as specified herein and provide the required coverages,
conditions and limits of coverage specified in this Agreement and that such coverage and
provisions are in full force and effect. Confidential information such as the policy premium may
be redacted from the declaration page(s) of each insurance policy, provided that such redactions
do not alter any of the information required by this Agreement. The City shall reasonably rely
upon the certificates of insurance and declaration page(s) of the insurance policies as evidence of
coverage but such acceptance and reliance shall not waive or alter in any way the insurance
requirements or obligations of this Agreement. In the event any insurance policy required by this
Agreement is written on a ‘“claims made” basis, coverage shall extend for two years past
completion of the Services and the City’s acceptance of the Consultant’s work or services and as
evidenced by annual certificates of insurance. If any of the policies required by this Agreement
expire during the life of this Agreement, it shall be Consultant’s responsibility to forward
renewal certificates and declaration page(s) to the City 30 days prior to the expiration date. All
certificates of insurance and declarations required by this Agreement shall be identified by
referencing the RFQ number and title or this Agreement. A $25.00 administrative fee shall be
assessed for all certificates or declarations received without the appropriate RFQ number and
title or a reference to this Agreement, as applicable. Additionally, certificates of insurance and
declaration page(s) of the insurance policies submitted without referencing the appropriate RFQ
number and title or a reference to this Agreement, as applicable, will be subject to rejection and
may be returned or discarded. Certificates of insurance and declaration page(s) shall specifically
include the following provisions:

(1) The City, its agents, representatives, officers, directors,
officials and employees are Additional Insureds as follows:

(a) Commercial General Liability — Under Insurance
Services Office, Inc., (“ISO”) Form CG 20 10 03 97 or equivalent.

(b) Auto Liability — Under ISO Form CA 20 48 or
equivalent.

(©) Excess Liability — Follow Form to underlying
insurance.

(2) Consultant’s insurance shall be primary insurance as
respects performance of the Agreement.

3) All policies, except for Professional Liability, including
Workers” Compensation, waive rights of recovery (subrogation) against City, its agents,
representatives, officers, officials and employees for any claims arising out of work or
services performed by Consultant under this Agreement.
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4) A 30-day advance notice cancellation provision. If
ACORD certificate of insurance form is used, the phrases in the cancellation provision
“endeavor to” and “but failure to mail such notice shall impose no obligation or liability
of any kind upon the company, its agents or representatives” shall be deleted. Certificate
forms other than ACORD form shall have similar restrictive language deleted.

11.2 Required Insurance Coverage.

a. Commercial General Liability. Consultant shall maintain
“occurrence” form Commercial General Liability insurance with an unimpaired limit of not less
than $1,000,000 for each occurrence, $2,000,000 Products and Completed Operations Annual
Aggregate and a $2,000,000 General Aggregate Limit. The policy shall cover liability arising
from premises, operations, independent contractors, products-completed operations, personal
injury and advertising injury. Coverage under the policy will be at least as broad as ISO policy
form CG 00 010 93 or equivalent thereof, including but not limited to, separation of insured’s
clause. To the fullest extent allowed by law, for claims arising out of the performance of this
Agreement, the City, its agents, representatives, officers, officials and employees shall be cited
as an Additional Insured under ISO, Commercial General Liability Additional Insured
Endorsement form CG 20 10 03 97, or equivalent, which shall read “Who is an Insured (Section
IT) is amended to include as an insured the person or organization shown in the Schedule, but
only with respect to liability arising out of “your work™ for that insured by or for you.” If any
Excess insurance is utilized to fulfill the requirements of this subsection, such Excess insurance
shall be “follow form” equal or broader in coverage scope than underlying insurance.

b. Vehicle Liability. Consultant shall maintain Business Automobile
Liability insurance with a limit of $1,000,000 each occurrence on Consultant’s owned, hired and
non-owned vehicles assigned to or used in the performance of the Consultant’s work or services
under this Agreement. Coverage will be at least as broad as ISO coverage code “1” “any auto”
policy form CA 00 01 12 93 or equivalent thereof. To the fullest extent allowed by law, for
claims arising out of the performance of this Agreement, the City, its agents, representatives,
officers, directors, officials and employees shall be cited as an Additional Insured under ISO
Business Auto policy Designated Insured Endorsement form CA 20 48 or equivalent. If any
Excess insurance is utilized to fulfill the requirements of this subsection, such Excess insurance
shall be “follow form” equal or broader in coverage scope than underlying insurance.

c. Professional Liability. If this Agreement is the subject of any
professional services or work, or if the Consultant engages in any professional services or work
adjunct or residual to performing the work under this Agreement, the Consultant shall maintain
Professional Liability insurance covering negligent errors and omissions arising out of the
Services performed by the Consultant, or anyone employed by the Consultant, or anyone for
whose negligent acts, mistakes, errors and omissions the Consultant is legally liable, with an
unimpaired liability insurance limit of $2,000,000 each claim and $2,000,000 annual aggregate.
In the event the Professional Liability insurance policy is written on a “claims made” basis,
coverage shall extend for two years past completion and acceptance of the Services, and the
Consultant shall be required to submit certificates of insurance and a copy of the declaration
page(s) of the insurance policies evidencing proper coverage is in effect as required above.
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d. Workers” Compensation Insurance. Consultant shall maintain
Workers’ Compensation insurance to cover obligations imposed by federal and state statutes
having jurisdiction over Consultant’s employees engaged in the performance of work or services
under this Agreement and shall also maintain Employers Liability Insurance of not less than
$500,000 for each accident, $500,000 disease for each employee and $1,000,000 disease policy
limit.

11.3  Cancellation and Expiration Notice. Insurance required herein shall not
expire, be canceled, or materially change without 30 days’ prior written notice to the City.

12.  Applicable Law; Venue. In the performance of this Agreement, Consultant shall
abide by and conform to any and all laws of the United States, State of Arizona and City of
Avondale, including but not limited to, federal and state executive orders providing for equal
employment and procurement opportunities, the Federal Occupational Safety and Health Act and
any other federal or state laws applicable to this Agreement. This Agreement shall be governed
by the laws of the State of Arizona and suit pertaining to this Agreement may be brought only in
courts in the State of Arizona.

13. Termination; Cancellation.

13.1 For City’s Convenience. This Agreement is for the convenience of the
City and, as such, may be terminated without cause after receipt by Consultant of written notice
by the City. Upon termination for convenience, Consultant shall be paid for all undisputed
services performed to the termination date.

13.2 For Cause. This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon 30
days’ written notice should the other party fail to substantially perform in accordance with this
Agreement’s terms, through no fault of the party initiating the termination. In the event of such
termination for cause, payment shall be made by the City to the Consultant for the undisputed
portion of its fee due as of the termination date.

13.3 Due to Work Stoppage. This Agreement may be terminated by the City
upon 30 days’ written notice to Consultant in the event that the Services are permanently
abandoned. In the event of such termination due to work stoppage, payment shall be made by
the City to the Consultant for the undisputed portion of its fee due as of the termination date.

13.4  Conflict of Interest. This Agreement is subject to the provisions of ARIZ.
REV. STAT. § 38-511. The City may cancel this Agreement without penalty or further
obligations by the City or any of its departments or agencies if any person significantly involved
in initiating, negotiating, securing, drafting or creating this Agreement on behalf of the City or
any of its departments or agencies is, at any time while the Agreement or any extension of the
Agreement is in effect, an employee of any other party to the Agreement in any capacity or a
consultant to any other party of the Agreement with respect to the subject matter of the
Agreement.

13.5 Gratuities. The City may, by written notice to the Consultant, cancel this
Agreement if it is found by the City that gratuities, in the form of economic opportunity, future
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employment, entertainment, gifts or otherwise, were offered or given by the Consultant or any
agent or representative of the Consultant to any officer, agent or employee of the City for the
purpose of securing this Agreement. In the event this Agreement is cancelled by the City
pursuant to this provision, the City shall be entitled, in addition to any other rights and remedies,
to recover or withhold from the Consultant an amount equal to 150% of the gratuity.

14. Miscellaneous.

14.1 Independent Contractor. The Consultant acknowledges and agrees that the
Services provided under this Agreement are being provided as an independent contractor, not as
an employee or agent of the City. Consultant, its employees and subcontractors are not entitled
to workers’ compensation benefits from the City. The City does not have the authority to
supervise or control the actual work of Consultant, its employees or subcontractors. The
Consultant, and not the City, shall determine the time of its performance of the services provided
under this Agreement so long as Consultant meets the requirements of its agreed scope of work
as set forth in Section 2 above. Consultant is neither prohibited from entering into other
contracts nor prohibited from practicing its profession elsewhere. City and Consultant do not
intend to nor will they combine business operations under this Agreement.

14.2 Laws and Regulations. The Consultant shall keep fully informed and shall
at all times during the performance of its duties under this Agreement ensure that it and any
person for whom the Consultant is responsible remains in compliance with all rules, regulations,
ordinances, statutes or laws affecting the Services, including the following: (a) existing and
future City and County ordinances and regulations, (b) existing and future state and federal laws
and (c) existing and future Occupational Safety and Health Administration (“OSHA”) standards.

143 Amendments. This Agreement may be modified only by a written
amendment signed by persons duly authorized to enter into contracts on behalf of the City and
the Consultant.

14.4  Provisions Required by Law. Each and every provision of law and any
clause required by law to be in the Agreement will be read and enforced as though it were
included herein and, if through mistake or otherwise any such provision is not inserted, or is not
correctly inserted, then upon the application of either party, the Agreement will promptly be
physically amended to make such insertion or correction.

14.5 Severability. The provisions of this Agreement are severable to the extent
that any provision or application held to be invalid by a Court of competent jurisdiction shall not
affect any other provision or application of the Agreement which may remain in effect without
the invalid provision or application.

14.6  Relationship of the Parties. It is clearly understood that each party will act
in its individual capacity and not as an agent, employee, partner, joint venturer, or associate of
the other. An employee or agent of one party shall not be deemed or construed to be the
employee or agent of the other for any purpose whatsoever. The Consultant is advised that taxes
or Social Security payments will not be withheld from any City payments issued hereunder and
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Consultant agrees to be fully and solely responsible for the payment of such taxes or any other
tax applicable to this Agreement.

14.7 Entire Agreement; Interpretation; Parol Evidence. This Agreement
represents the entire agreement of the parties with respect to its subject matter, and all previous
agreements, whether oral or written, entered into prior to this Agreement are hereby revoked and
superseded by this Agreement. No representations, warranties, inducements or oral agreements
have been made by any of the parties except as expressly set forth herein, or in any other
contemporaneous written agreement executed for the purposes of carrying out the provisions of
this Agreement. This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted according to its plain
meaning, and no presumption shall be deemed to apply in favor of, or against the party drafting
the Agreement. The parties acknowledge and agree that each has had the opportunity to seek
and utilize legal counsel in the drafting of, review of, and entry into this Agreement.

14.8 Assignment. No right or interest in this Agreement shall be assigned by
Consultant without prior, written permission of the City signed by the City Manager and no
delegation of any duty of Consultant shall be made without prior, written permission of the City
signed by the City Manager. Any attempted assignment or delegation by Consultant in violation
of this provision shall be a breach of this Agreement by Consultant.

14.9 Subcontracts. No subcontract shall be entered into by the Consultant with
any other party to furnish any of the material or services specified herein without the prior
written approval of the City. The Consultant is responsible for performance under this
Agreement whether or not subcontractors are used.

14.10 Rights and Remedies. No provision in this Agreement shall be construed,
expressly or by implication, as waiver by the City of any existing or future right and/or remedy
available by law in the event of any claim of default or breach of this Agreement. The failure of
the City to insist upon the strict performance of any term or condition of this Agreement or to
exercise or delay the exercise of any right or remedy provided in this Agreement, or by law, or
the City’s acceptance of and payment for services, shall not release the Consultant from any
responsibilities or obligations imposed by this Agreement or by law, and shall not be deemed a
waiver of any right of the City to insist upon the strict performance of this Agreement.

14.11 Attorneys’ Fees. In the event either party brings any action for any relief,
declaratory or otherwise, arising out of this Agreement or on account of any breach or default
hereof, the prevailing party shall be entitled to receive from the other party reasonable attorneys’
fees and reasonable costs and expenses, determined by the court sitting without a jury, which
shall be deemed to have accrued on the commencement of such action and shall be enforced
whether or not such action is prosecuted through judgment.

14.12 Liens. All materials or services shall be free of all liens and, if the City
requests, a formal release of all liens shall be delivered to the City.
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14.13 Offset.

a. Offset for Damages. In addition to all other remedies at law or
equity, the City may offset from any money due to the Consultant any amounts Consultant owes
to the City for damages resulting from breach or deficiencies in performance or breach of any
obligation under this Agreement.

b. Offset for Delinquent Fees or Taxes. The City may offset from
any money due to the Consultant any amounts Consultant owes to the City for delinquent fees,
transaction privilege taxes and property taxes, including any interest or penalties.

14.14 Notices and Requests. Any notice or other communication required or
permitted to be given under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be deemed to have been
duly given if (a) delivered to the party at the address set forth below, (b) deposited in the U.S.
Mail, registered or certified, return receipt requested, to the address set forth below, (¢) given to a
recognized and reputable overnight delivery service, to the address set forth below or (d)
delivered by facsimile transmission to the number set forth below:

If to the City: City of Avondale
11465 West Civic Center Drive
Avondale, Arizona 85323
Facsimile: (623) 333-0100
Attn: Charles P. McClendon, City Manager

With copy to: GUST ROSENFELD, P.L.C.
201 East Washington Street, Suite 800
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2327
Facsimile: (602) 340-1538
Attn: Andrew J. McGuire, Esq.

If to Consultant: David Evans and Associates, Inc.
2141 East Highland Avenue, Suite 200
Phoenix, Arizona 85016
Facsimile: (602) 678-5155
Attn: Charles A. Horvath, Senior Associate

or at such other address, and to the attention of such other person or officer, as any party may
designate in writing by notice duly given pursuant to this subsection. Notices shall be deemed
received (a) when delivered to the party, (b) three business days after being placed in the U.S.
Mail, properly addressed, with sufficient postage, (c) the following business day after being
given to a recognized overnight delivery service, with the person giving the notice paying all
required charges and instructing the delivery service to deliver on the following business day, or
(d) when received by facsimile transmission during the normal business hours of the recipient. If
a copy of a notice is also given to a party’s counsel or other recipient, the provisions above
governing the date on which a notice is deemed to have been received by a party shall mean and
refer to the date on which the party, and not its counsel or other recipient to which a copy of the
notice may be sent, is deemed to have received the notice.
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14.15 Confidentiality of Records. The Consultant shall establish and maintain
procedures and controls that are acceptable to the City for the purpose of ensuring that
information contained in its records or obtained from the City or from others in carrying out its
obligations under this Agreement shall not be used or disclosed by it, its agents, officers, or
employees, except as required to perform Consultant’s duties under this Agreement. Persons
requesting such information should be referred to the City. Consultant also agrees that any
information pertaining to individual persons shall not be divulged other than to employees or
officers of Consultant as needed for the performance of duties under this Agreement.

14.16 Records and Audit Rights. Consultant’s and its subcontractor’s books,
records, correspondence, accounting procedures and practices, and any other supporting
evidence relating to this Agreement, including the papers of any Consultant and its
subcontractors’ employees who perform any work or Services pursuant to this Agreement to
ensure that the Consultant and its subcontractors are complying with the warranty under
subsection 14.17 below (all the foregoing hereinafter referred to as “Records”), shall be open to
inspection and subject to audit and/or reproduction during normal working hours by the City, to
the extent necessary to adequately permit (1) evaluation and verification of any invoices,
payments or claims based on Consultant’s and its subcontractors’ actual costs (including direct
and indirect costs and overhead allocations) incurred, or units expended directly in the
performance of work under this Agreement and (2) evaluation of the Consultant’s and its
subcontractors’ compliance with the Arizona employer sanctions laws referenced in subsection
14.17 below. To the extent necessary for the City to audit Records as set forth in this subsection,
Consultant and its subcontractors hereby waive any rights to keep such Records confidential.
For the purpose of evaluating or verifying such actual or claimed costs or units expended, the
City shall have access to said Records, even if located at its subcontractors’ facilities, from the
effective date of this Agreement for the duration of the work and until three years after the date
of final payment by the City to Consultant pursuant to this Agreement. Consultant and its
subcontractors shall provide the City with adequate and appropriate workspace so that the City
can conduct audits in compliance with the provisions of this subsection. The City shall give
Consultant or its subcontractors reasonable advance notice of intended audits. Consultant shall
require its subcontractors to comply with the provisions of this subsection by insertion of the
requirements hereof in any subcontract pursuant to this Agreement.

14.17 E-verify Requirements. To the extent applicable under ARIZ. REV. STAT.
§ 41-4401, the Consultant and its subcontractors warrant compliance with all federal
immigration laws and regulations that relate to their employees and compliance with the E-verify
requirements under ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 23-214(A). Consultant’s or its subcontractor’s failure to
comply with such warranty shall be deemed a material breach of this Agreement and may result
in the termination of this Agreement by the City.

14.18 Scrutinized Business Operations. Pursuant to ARIZ. REV. STAT. §§ 35-
391.06 and 35-393.06, the Consultant certifies that it does not have scrutinized business
operations in Sudan or Iran. For the purpose of this subsection the term “scrutinized business
operations” shall have the meanings set forth in ARiz. REV. STAT. § 35-391 or 35-393, as
applicable. If the City determines that the Consultant submitted a false certification, the City
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may impose remedies as provided by law including terminating this Agreement pursuant to
subsection 13.2 above.

14.19 Conflicting Terms. In the event of any inconsistency, conflict or
ambiguity among the Agreement, the Scope of Work, the Fee Proposal, the RFQ and the
Consultant’s SOQ, the documents shall govern in the order listed herein.

14.20 Non-Exclusive Contract. This Agreement is entered into with the
understanding and agreement that it is for the sole convenience of the City. The City reserves
the right to obtain like goods and services from another source when necessary.

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 DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES,
municipal corporation INC., an Oregon corporation
By:
Charles P. McClendon, City Manager
ATTEST: Name:
Its:

Carmen Martinez, City Clerk
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(ACKNOWLEDGEMENTYS)

STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF MARICOPA )

This instrument was acknowledged before me on , 2009,
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 , 2009,
by as of DAVID EVANS AND

ASSOCIATES, INC., an Oregon corporation, on behalf of the corporation.

Notary Public in and for the State of
My Commission Expires:

948155.1
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EXHIBIT A
TO
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT
BETWEEN
THE CITY OF AVONDALE
AND
DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

[RFQ]

See following pages.
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. _jﬁ_‘f{." i Py CITY OF AVONDALE
}W Orldaie ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT
REQUEST FOR
STATEMENTS OF QUALIFICATIONS
FOR
DESIGN SERVICES FOR

AVONDALE CITY CENTER IMPROVEMENTS

City of Avondale

11465 West Civic Center Drive
Avondale, Arizona 85323

SOLICITATION INFORMATION AND SELECTION SCHEDULE

Solicitation Number:

Solicitation Title:

Release Date:
Final Date for Inquiries

MANDATORY
Pre-Submittal Conference:

SOQ Deadline:

Letters to Final Listed Firms:

Oral Discussions:

Target City Council Award Date:

City Representatives:

916004.1

EN 09-034 (ST 1261)

Design Services for Avondale City Center
Improvements

November 6, 2008
November 24, 2008

November 20, 2009

9:00 a.m. (local time, Phoenix, Arizona)
Avondale Civic Center

Sonoran Conference Room

11465 West Civic Center Drive
Avondale, Arizona 85323

November 27, 2008
3:00 p.m. (local time, Phoenix, Arizona)

December 4, 2008
December 11, 2008
January 5§, 2009

Charles Andrews candrews@avondale.org
623-333-4216
feraham@avondale.org
623-333-2029

Frank Graham
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CITY OF AVONDALE
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT
SECTION A EN 09-034

L. RFQ PROCESS; AWARD OF AGREEMENT

1. Purpose/Scope of Work. The City of Avondale (the “City”) is seeking Statements
of Qualification (“SOQ”) from qualified engineering design firms (“Vendors”) interested in
providing professional services for the design of the Avondale City Center improvements in
Avondale, Arizona (the “Project”), as more particularly described in the Scope of Work attached
to the sample Professional Services Agreement as Exhibit C. The general overall study area is
bounded by Avondale Boulevard on the West, Van Buren Street to the South, 111th Avenue to
the East and Roosevelt Street to the North (the “Study Area”) (Refer to Figure 1 in the Scope of
Work attached as Exhibit C).

The selected Vendor will be asked to prepare final construction documents for the off-site
improvements that will include but be not limited to: roadway, water, sewer, drainage, street
lighting, landscaping and landscape irrigation, utility coordination, legal descriptions and
exhibits, geotechnical services, environmental services, and other professional engineering
design and services. The offsite improvements have been quantified to include City Center Way,
Fillmore Street, 114th Avenue, Park Lane, intersection improvements along Avondale Boulevard
at City Center and Fillmore Street and drainage improvements within/under Park Lane also
referred to as the “Design Area” (refer to Figure 2 in the Scope of Work attached as Exhibit C).
In order to successfully design these improvements and the future improvements within the 60
acre area also referred to as the Study Area, the City requests that the selected Vendor prepare a
preliminary infrastructure analysis for the entire Study Area. The preliminary infrastructure
analysis and may contain but not be limited to the following: a master drainage report, master
grading design, preliminary roadway, potable water and sanitary sewer information, and
earthwork calculations (mass grading) to a level such that future development will be given
enough information to guide their site development such that it meets any and all constraints. It
will be up to the selected Vendor to develop the degree and detail necessary to develop the
preliminary infrastructure analysis and design which will be part of the Statement of
Qualifications Format; Scoring in Section II, Section 4, Project Understanding and Approach
below.

The City anticipates that the plans, specifications and engineer’s estimate will be
completed by the beginning of May 2009 and the construction work will begin by July 2009 and
construction complete in December 2010. The Vendor shall prepare the project schedule and
milestones to reflect the City’s goal. The Vendor should prepare a Gnatt chart format using
Microsoft Project.

2. Preparation/Submission of SOQ. Vendors are invited to participate in the
competitive selection process for the Services outlined in this RFQ. Responding parties shall
review their SOQ submissions to ensure the following requirements are met.

2.1 Irregular or Non-responsive SOQ. The City shall consider as “irregular”
or “non-responsive” and reject any SOQ not prepared and submitted in accordance with this
RFQ, or any SOQ lacking sufficient information to enable the City to make a reasonable
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determination of compliance to the minimum qualifications.  Unauthorized conditions,
limitations, or provisions shall be cause for rejection.

2.2 Submittal Quantities. Interested parties must submit one (1) original and
nine (9) copies (ten (10) total submittals) of the SOQ. In addition, interested parties must
submit one (1) original copy of the SOQ on a CD-ROM (or electronic media approved by the
City) in printable Adobe or Microsoft Word format (or other format approved by the City).
Failure to adhere to the submittal quantity criteria shall result in the SOQ being considered non-
responsive.

2.3 Required Submittal. The SOQ shall be submitted with a cover letter with
an original ink signature by a person authorized to bind the Vendor. SOQs submitted without a
cover letter with an original ink signature by a person authorized to bind the Vendor shall be
considered non-responsive. The SOQ shall be a maximum of 10 (ten) pages to address the SOQ
criteria (excluding resumes and the Vendor Information Form, but including the materials
necessary to address Project understanding, general information, organizational chart, photos,
tables, graphs, and diagrams). Each page side (maximum 8 1/2” x 11”) with criteria information
shall be counted. However, one page may be substituted with an 117 x 17 sheet of paper,
folded to 8 1/2” x 117, showing a proposed Project schedule or organizational chart and only
having information on one side. Cover, back, table of contents and tabs may be used and shall
not be included in the page count, unless they include additional project-specific information or
SOQ criteria responses. The minimum allowable font for the SOQ is 11 pt. Failure to adhere to
the page limit and size criteria and font shall size result in the SOQ being considered non-
responsive.  Telegraphic (facsimile), electronic (e-mail) or mailgram SOQs will not be
considered.

2.4  Vendor Responsibilities. All Vendors shall (a) examine the entire RFQ,
(b) seek clarification of any item or requirement that may not be clear, (c) check all responses for
accuracy before submitting a SOQ and (d) submit the entire SOQ by the official SOQ Deadline.
Late SOQs will not be considered. A Vendor submitting a late SOQ shall be so notified.
Negligence in preparing a SOQ confers no right of withdrawal after the SOQ Deadline.

2.5  Sealed Submittals. All SOQs shall be sealed and clearly marked with the
SOQ number and title, EN 09-034 (ST 1261) Avondale City Center Improvements, on the
lower left hand corner of the mailing envelope. A return address must also appear on the outside
of the sealed SOQ. The City is not responsible fore the pre-opening of, post-opening of, or the
failure to open, any SOQs not properly addressed or identified.

2.6 Address. All SOQs shall be directed to the following address: City Clerk,
11465 West Civic Center Drive, Suite 200, Avondale, Arizona 85323, or hand-delivered to the
City Clerk’s office by the SOQ Deadline indicated on the cover page of this RFQ.

2.7  Amendment/Withdrawal of SOQ. At any time prior to the specified SOQ
Deadline, a Vendor (or designated representative) may amend or withdraw its SOQ. Any
erasures, interlineations, or other modifications in the SOQ shall be initialed in original ink by
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the authorized person signing the SOQ. Facsimile, electronic (e-mail) or mailgram SOQ
amendments or withdrawals will not be considered. No SOQ shall be altered, amended or
withdrawn after the specified SOQ Deadline.

3. Cost of SOQ Preparation. The City does not reimburse the cost of developing,
presenting or providing any response to this solicitation. SOQs submitted for consideration
should be prepared simply and economically, providing adequate information in a
straightforward and concise manner. The Vendor is responsible for all costs incurred in
responding to this RFQ. All materials and documents submitted in response to this RFQ become
the property of the City and will not be returned.

4. Inquiries.

4.1 Written/Verbal Inquiries. Any question related to the RFQ shall be
directed to one of the City Representatives whose names appear on the cover page of this RFQ.
Questions shall be submitted in writing or via e-mail by the final date for inquiries indicated on
the cover page of this RFQ or submitted verbally at the Pre-Submittal Conference on the date
indicated on the cover page of this RFQ. In the event the City is closed on the final date for
inquiries indicated on the cover page of this RFQ, the Vendor shall submit the question(s) via e-
mail to one of the City Representatives. Any inquiries related to this RFQ shall refer to the title
and number, page and paragraph. However, the Vendor shall not place the RFQ number and title
on the outside of any envelope containing questions, because such an envelope may be identified
as a sealed SOQ and may not be opened until after the RFQ’s Due Date and Time.

4.2  Inquiries Answered. Written questions will be read and answered at the
Pre-Submittal Conference on the date indicated on the cover page of this RFQ. Verbal or
telephone inquiries directed to City staff will not be answered. Within two (2) business days
following the Pre-Submittal Conference, answers to all questions received in writing or via e-
mail or verbally at the Pre-Submittal Conference will be mailed, sent via facsimile and/or e-
mailed to all parties who obtained a RFQ package from the City and who legibly provided their
mailing address, facsimile and/or e-mail address to the City. No questions, submitted in any
form, will be answered after the final date for inquiries listed on the cover of this RFQ.

5. Pre-Submittal Conference. A pre-submittal conference may be held. If
scheduled, the date and time of this conference will be indicated on the cover page of this RFQ.
This conference may be designated as mandatory or non-mandatory on the cover page of this
RFQ. Additionally, if the pre-submittal conference is designated as mandatory, failure to attend
shall render that Vendor’s SOQ non-responsive. Vendors are strongly encouraged to attend
those pre-submittal conferences designated as non-mandatory. The purpose of this conference
will be to clarify the contents of this RFQ in order to prevent any misunderstanding of the City’s
requirements. Any doubt as to the requirements of this RFQ or any apparent omission or
discrepancy should be presented to the City at this conference. The City will then determine if
any action is necessary and may issue a written amendment or addendum to the RFQ. Oral
statements or instructions will not constitute an amendment or addendum to this RFQ. Any
addendum issued as a result of any change in this RFQ shall become part of the RFQ and must
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be acknowledged in the SOQ submittal. Failure to indicate receipt of the addendum shall result
in the SOQ being rejected as non-responsive.

6. Public Record. All SOQs shall become the property of the City and shall become
a matter of public record available for review, subsequent to the award notification, in
accordance with the City’s Procurement Code.

7. Confidential Information. Vendors are requested not to include confidential
information in the SOQ submittal. If a Vendor believes that a SOQ or protest contains
information that should be withheld from the public record, a statement advising the City
Representative of this fact shall accompany the submission and the information shall be
identified. The information identified by the Vendor as confidential shall not be disclosed until
the City Representative makes a written determination. The City Representative shall review the
statement and information and shall determine in writing whether the information shall be
withheld. If the City Representative determines to disclose the information, the City
Representative shall inform the Vendor in writing of such determination.

8. Vendor Licensing and Registration. Prior to the award of the Agreement, the
successful Vendor shall (a) be licensed with the Arizona Corporation Commission to do business
in Arizona and (b) have a completed Request for Vendor Number on file with the City Financial
Services Department. The Vendor shall provide licensure information with the SOQ.

0. Certification. By submitting a SOQ, the Vendor certifies:

9.1 No Collusion. The submission of the SOQ did not involve collusion or
other anti-competitive practices.

9.2  No Discrimination. It shall not discriminate against any employee or
applicant for employment in violation of Federal Executive Order 11456.

9.3 No Gratuity. It has not given, offered to give, nor intends to give at any
time hereafter, any economic opportunity, future employment, gift, loan, gratuity, special
discount, trip favor or service to a City employee, officer or agent in connection with the
submitted SOQ. It (including the Vendor’s employees, representatives, agents, lobbyists,
attorneys, and subcontractors) has refrained, under penalty of disqualification, from direct or
indirect contact for the purpose of influencing the selection or creating bias in the selection
process with any person who may play a part in the selection process, including the Selection
Committee, elected officials, the City Manager, Assistant City Managers, Department Heads,
and other City staff. All contact must be addressed to the City’s Procurement Agent, except for
questions submitted as set forth in Section 4, Inquiries, above. Any attempt to influence the
selection process by any means shall void the submitted SOQ and any resulting Agreement.

9.4  No Signature/False or Misleading Statement. Failure to sign the SOQ, or
signing it with a false or misleading statement, shall void the submitted SOQ and any resulting
Agreement.
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10. Award of Agreement.

10.1  Evaluation. A Selection Committee composed of representatives from the
City will conduct the selection process according to the schedule on the cover page of this RFQ.
The Selection Committee will create a final ranking of the Vendors based upon its evaluation of
(1) the SOQ), (ii) information provided by references and (iii) criteria outlined in this RFQ. The
Selection Committee will select three (3), but no more than five (5) finalists that will be invited
for oral interviews with the Selection Committee. The City will conduct the oral interviews with
the selected Vendors and upon completion of the final tabulation of points for scored
components, will create a final list, in order of preference, of the three (3) most qualified
Vendors. The Selection Committee will enter into negotiations with the highest scoring Vendor
from the final list. The selected Vendor will be required to execute the City’s standard
Professional Services Agreement in a form acceptable to the City Attorney. A sample of the
standard agreement is included with this RFQ. If the City is unsuccessful in negotiating an
Agreement with the highest-scoring firm, the City may then negotiate with the second, then
third, highest-scoring firm until an Agreement is executed. City Council approval may be
required. The City reserves the right to terminate the selection process at any time.

10.2  Waiver; Rejection; Reissuance. Notwithstanding any other provision of
this RFQ, the City expressly reserves the right to: (i) waive any immaterial defect or informality,
(i1) reject any or all SOQs or portions thereof and (iii) reissue an RFQ.

10.3  Protests. Any Vendor may protest this RFQ issued by the City, the
proposed award of an Agreement, or the actual award of an Agreement. All protests will be
considered in accordance with the City Procurement Code.

11.  Offer. An SOQ submittal is an offer to contract with the City based upon the
terms, conditions and specifications contained in this RFQ and the Vendor’s responsive SOQ,
unless any of the terms, conditions, or specifications is modified by a written addendum or
agreement amendment. Provided, however, that no contractual relationship shall be established
until the Vendor has signed, and the City has approved, a professional services agreement
between the City and the Vendor in the form acceptable to the City Attorney. A sample
Professional Service Agreement is included herein.

II. STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS FORMAT; SCORING

Upon receipt of an SOQ, each submittal will be reviewed for compliance with the submittal
requirements by the Selection Committee. SOQs shall be organized and submitted in the format
as outlined below. Failure to conform to the designated format, standards and minimum
requirements shall result in a determination that the SOQ is non-responsive. Additionally, the
Selection Committee will evaluate and award points to each SOQ based upon the evaluation
criteria as outlined in this document. Points listed below are the maximum number of points
possible for each criteria and not the minimum number that the Selection Committee may award.
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The Selection Committee will conduct oral interviews with at least three (3), but not more than
five (5), of the highest ranked Vendors based upon the SOQ submittal scoring.

Section 1: General Information 5 pts
a. One page cover letter as described in Section I, 2.3.
b. Provide a general description of the Vendor that is proposing to provide the

required services for this Project.

c. Explain the legal organization of the Vendor. Provide identification information
of the Vendor. Include the legal name, address, identification number and legal form of the
Vendor (e.g., partnership, corporation, joint venture, sole proprietorship). If a joint venture,
identify the members of the joint venture and provide all of the information required under this
section for each member. If the firm is a wholly owned subsidiary of another company, identify
the parent company. Provide the name, address and telephone number of the person to contact
concerning the SOQ.

d. Identify the location of the Vendor’s principal office and the local work office, if
different.

e. Vendor Information Form (may be attached as separate appendix).

f. Provide the Arizona professional license numbers held by the Vendor and the key

personnel who will be assigned to this Project; please indicate if the individual or the vendor
holds the license.

g. Identify any contract or subcontract held by the Vendor or officers of the Vendor
that have been terminated within the last five (5) years. Briefly describe the circumstances and
outcomes.

h. Identify any claims arising from a contract that resulted in litigation or arbitration
within the last three (3) years. Briefly describe the circumstances and outcomes.

Section 2: Experience and Qualifications of the Vendor 15 pts

Provide a description of projects in which the Vendor has served as
Engineering/Management Consultants on similar successful projects for organizations or
municipalities of the same size as, or larger than, the City, completed within in the last three (3)
years. For each project, provide, at a minimum, the following:

a. Project description. Include details about how your project is similar to the one
described in this SOQ.
b. Name of the company or organization.
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C. Role of the firm.
d. Name of Project Manager for the project (state if still with the Vendor)
e. Organization name.
f. Contact name.
g. Contact address, telephone number, and e-mail address.

The above information must be current, as this information will be used to verify
references. Inability by the City to verify references shall result in the SOQ’s disqualification.

Section 3: Key Personnel Experience and Team Chart 25 pts

a. Provide an organizational chart showing key personnel to be involved in this
Project and company affiliation.

b. Attach a brief (two page maximum) resume for each key personnel listed above.
The resume should include experience in consulting projects, the home office location of key
personnel and the length of time with the Vendor. At a minimum, the listed projects should
include two comparable projects, location, key personnel’s role, reference information and brief
description of the work. Resumes may be attached as a separate appendix.

Section 4: Project Understanding and Approach 50 pts

a. Discuss your understanding of this Project and the Scope of Work described in
the Professional Service Agreement in Exhibit C. Include major issues you have identified and
how you intend to address those issues. It will be up to the Vendor to develop the degree and
detail necessary to develop the preliminary infrastructure analysis.

b. Discuss your proposed Project schedule and strategies for meeting the design
schedule for this Project. The Project design schedule is four (4) months from the Notice to
Proceed to final design.

Section 5: Overall Evaluation of Capability to Provide Required Services S pts

Please provide sufficient information so that the Selection Committee can evaluate the
following information:

a. The current capacity of key personnel.

b. A description of the size and complexity of prior, similar projects.
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c. The Vendor’s ability to maintain an accelerated schedule.
d. The Vendor’s prior ability to stay on budget.
e, The Vendor’s previous work performed for the City.

This Project is considered a priority for the City and therefore the City is placing an
emphasis on quality of product and schedule.

Total Possible Points for SOQ Submittal: 100

I1I. ORAL INTERVIEWS: SCORING

Vendors selected for oral interviews will be invited to participate in discussions with the
Selection Committee on the date indicated on the cover page of this RFQ and awarded points
based upon the criteria as outlined below. Vendors may be given additional information for
these oral interviews. These discussions will relate less to the past experience and qualifications
already detailed in the SOQs and relate more to identification of the Vendor’s program approach
and to an appraisal of the people who would be directly involved in this Project.

Oral Interview
5 General Information
10 Experience and Qualifications of the Vendor
15 Key Personnel Experience and Team Chart
50 Project Understanding and Approach
15 Questions and Answers
5 Overall Evaluation of Capability to Provide Required Services
100 Total Possible Points for Oral Interview

Total Points Possible for this RFQ: 200
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IV.  VYENDOR INFORMATION FORM

By sending a Statement of Qualifications, the submitting Vendor certifies that it has reviewed the
administrative information and draft of the Professional Services Agreement’s terms and
conditions and, if awarded the Agreement, agrees to be bound thereto.

VENDOR SUBMITTING SOQ FEDERAL TAX ID NUMBER
PRINTED NAME AND TITLE AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE
ADDRESS TELEPHONE FAX #
CITY STATE ZIP DATE

WEB SITE: EMAIL ADDRESS:

MINORITY/WOMEN-OWNED SMALL BUSINESSES (check appropriate item):

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE)
Women-Owned Business Enterprise (WBE)
Minority Business Enterprise (MBE)

Small Business Enterprise (SBE)

Has the Vendor been certified by any jurisdiction in Arizona as a minority or woman owned
business enterprise?

If yes, please provide details and documentation of the certification.
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SCOPE OF WORK

1. Introduction/Purpose

The City of Avondale (the “City”) is seeking Statements of Qualification (“SOQ”) for
Engineering Design Services for the design of the Avondale City Center improvements in the
City of Avondale, Arizona (the “Project”). The general overall study area is bounded by
Avondale Boulevard on the West, Van Buren Street to the South, 111th Avenue to the East and
Roosevelt Street to the North (the “Study Area”) (Refer to Figure 1 below).

The Consultant will prepare final construction documents for the off-site improvements
for the that will include but not limited to: roadway, water, sewer, drainage, street lighting,
landscaping and landscape irrigation, utility coordination, legal descriptions and exhibits,
geotechnical services, environmental services, and other professional engineering design and
services. The offsite improvements has been quantified to include City Center Way, Fillmore
Street, 114th Avenue, Park Lane, intersection improvements along Avondale Boulevard at City
Center and Fillmore Street and drainage improvements within/under Park Lane also referred to
as the “Design Area” (refer to Figure 2 below). In order to successfully design these
improvements and the future improvements within the 60 acre area also referred to as the Study
Area, the City will be requesting that the consultant prepare a preliminary infrastructure analysis
for the entire Study Area. The preliminary infrastructure analysis and may contain but not
limited to the following: a master drainage report, master grading design, preliminary roadway,
potable water and sanitary sewer information, and earthwork calculations (mass grading) to a
level such that future development will be given enough information to guide their site
development such that it meets any and all constraints.
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II.

Description of Work

1.0

Engineering Design Services:

1.1 Coordination

The Services for this Project shall include continuous coordination with the
various stakeholders, which will include; the City, multiple private utility
agencies, private development within and adjacent to this project area, Maricopa
County Environmental Services (“MCES”) and others. Continued coordination is
a key element of this Project because this Project impacts existing irrigation
facilities and will require coordination with the appropriate utility stakeholder for
the required power, gas and telecommunications. Effective coordination by the
Consultant will be essential based upon utility design and construction schedules
for these facilities which could impact the project’s schedule.

1.2 Public Interaction

Public Interaction on this Project may include a complete environmental
assessment as well as preparation for and participation in Public Information
Meetings. The Consultant shall prepare display boards that depict the proposed
improvements and other exhibits as directed by the City.

1.3 Survey

The Topographical survey has already been obtained by the City because of the
City’s priority for this Project. The overall mapping area is illustrated in Figure 4-
Mapping Limits below.

The following was the scope for the Topographic Survey that was obtained by the
City. If the Consultant feels that, based upon the information provided, that the
survey obtained is not adequate and/or not acceptable please state the reasons in
the SOQ submittal Section II, Section 4, Project Understanding and Approach of
the SOQ Submittal.

Topographic Survey Scope -. Design consultant provided an aerial survey
(Accuracy: breakline and spot elevations +/- 0.1 and ‘2 foot intervals,
which should be within 0.25° +/-. This was derived from lidar or
photogrammetry with specified field checks and field survey on hard
structures and utilities). Acquire 1:2000 stereo aerial color photography
for the 60-acre site. A topographic map with 2’ contour intervals was
prepared at a scale of 17=20" from the acquired aerial photography. Data
Collection was in the terrain modeling (DTM) method. Mapping adhered
to National Map Accuracy Standards in addition to Arizona Spatial Data
Accuracy and Georeferencing Standards. Deliverables included a 2D
ACAD file of the contours and planimetrics, a 3D ACAD file of the




contours and planimetrics, a 3D ACAD file of the DTM, a set of ASCII
format files of the DTM, a color digital and ortho-rectified image file in
sid/tiff format. Imagery referenced into all ACAD files.

This scope included all survey control, targets, etc. required for aerial
topography. The Consultant coordinated with the City and property
owners to fly over the site when crops were cultivated. An aerial survey
was supplemented with ground survey for adjacent improvements such as
roadways, drainage structures, etc. as well as spot elevations across the
site (when possible) sufficient to verify accuracy of aerial topography.
The Topographic Survey was obtained in order to accurately represent the
existing field conditions. In order to establish vertical and horizontal
control, all brass caps and control monuments in the Project reach, as well
as the nearest City approved benchmarks, was included in the
Topographic Survey. In addition, all relevant topographic information
was obtained as a part of the basemap. This included but was not limited
to existing vegetation, valves and nuts, manholes, utility boxes, power
poles, street lights, traffic signals, signing, and the various irrigation
structures and facilities along the project corridor. Sufficient topographic
survey around the perimeter (Avondale Boulevard, Van Buren Street,
111th Avenue, 113th Avenue, and Roosevelt Street) of the overall site and
sufficient topographical survey was obtained so that the Consultant may
analyze and/or design for the proposed improvements and analyze for the
future improvements. In addition to establishing the control and
identifying relevant topographic features the City required that areas
identified as sump locations existing finished floor elevations, and existing
grade in the front yard/back yards, driveways be shot.
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1.4 Right-of-Way Survey

Right-of-way survey services may be necessary for this Project and may include:
document research, data collection, boundary survey, litigation reports, legal
descriptions and exhibits.

1.5 Preliminary Infrastructure Analysis

a. Master Grading Plan - A conceptual Master Grading Plan shall be prepared
for the full 60-acre site. The grading plan shall incorporate the survey
information showing existing contours and existing curb and gutter elevations
adjacent to the site and on adjacent properties. The plan shall include spot
elevations along proposed curb and gutters, including grade breaks, flow
arrows, proposed retention basins and storm water facilities, and super pad
elevations. Typical cross sections shall be provided as necessary to convey the
intended design concepts. The plan shall ensure that storm water runoff can
be retained and/or detained on the site while meeting boundary conditions and
site outfall requirements. A focus should be made on balancing the earthwork
for the site. The plan document shall provide for the earthwork estimates for
mass grading the site.

b. Master Drainage Report - A conceptual drainage report shall be prepared and
submitted along with the master grading plan. The drainage report shall
adequately show proposed drainage areas, points of storm water
concentration, and retention/detention areas. The report shall also
demonstrate the streets ability to convey storm water and demonstrate the
adequacy of the retention/detention facilities storage capacity. Additionally,
any offsite flows impacting the site shall be discussed along with appropriate
methods to account for them.

c. Potable Water Analysis and Report - The design consultant shall analyze the
existing water distribution system and the effect that this development will
have on it. Any system improvements required to support the development
shall be discussed in detail. Additionally, the system shall analyze the
preliminary water demands of the individual uses shown on the conceptual
site plan and determine the location and sizes of all on-site distribution lines
required to service the development. The report shall provide appropriate
exhibits or plan sheets to document the proposed design. Design Consultant
shall work with the City’s staff or other consultant to model the water system.

d. Sanitary Sewer Analysis and Report - Design Consultant shall work with the
City staff or other consultant to determine if the existing sanitary sewer lines
have sufficient capacity for the new development, as well as other future
developments. Any required improvements to the existing system shall be
discussed in detail. Additional on-site sewer lines required to service the site
shall be determined. The analysis shall be completed in conjunction with the




master grading plan and include sewer depths within the analysis. Exhibits
and/or plan sheets detailing proposed sewer lines shall be included with the
report, as necessary.

e. Reclaimed water provided on site.

f. Traffic Impact Analysis- Design Consultant shall utilize the conceptual site
plan to prepare a traffic impact analysis. The analysis shall analyze the
appropriateness of proposed street sections including ingress and egress
turning movements. Impacts to the existing infrastructure shall be analyzed
and recommendations for offsite improvements, signals, etc shall be provided.

1.6 Utility Investigation

The Consultant shall contact the utility agencies and obtain maps and any other
information relevant in identifying existing facilities accurately on the
construction plans. Topographic Survey shall be used together with private utility
maps to accurately represent utility alignments on the construction plans.
Construction plans shall be submitted to the applicable utility companies per
Arizona Utility Corporation Commission (“AUCC”) regulations. Utility conflicts
shall be identified and resolved during the design process. The City shall be
notified of all utility conflicts and shall be involved in reaching their resolution.
The City will require the Consultant to provide a letter from each utility agency
suggesting they have reviewed the pre-final plans and have found no conflict with
the Capital Improvement Project project. ADOT style utility conflict letters will
be required on this Project. Effective utility coordination will be essential based
upon utility design and construction schedules for these facilities which could
impact the Project’s schedule.

1.7  Roadway Design Services

The Project design shall be carried out in accordance with the City’s Engineering
Design Standards or Standards developed for the Project area. A copy of the
Avondale City Center Specific Plan can be found at
http://www.avondale.org/index.asp?NID=1089. Where City Standards do not
exist, Maricopa Association of Governments (“MAG”) standards may be
supplemented when approved by the City’s Project Manager. Design of
horizontal and vertical geometry will be governed and shall comply with
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials
(“AASHTO”) standards. Longitudinal grade, cross slope, and lane width will
conform to the City of Avondale’s standard requirements unless variance is
approved by the City project manager. Striping plans shall comply with Manual
of the Uniform Traffic Control Devices (“MUTCD”) standards.



1.8 Drainage Analysis and Design Services

A master drainage report shall be prepared for the overall Study Area and a more
detailed report and engineering calculations shall be performed. The Consultant
shall analyze the existing on-site and potential off-site drainage for the entire
Study Area. The current conceptual drainage concept is to utilize linear detention
along the frontage areas along Avondale Boulevard and Van Buren Street and
utilize underground and sub-surface retention along Park Lane to capture as much
on-site drainage from the proposed pads to the west and east as possible to
maximize the amount of developable area on the proposed pads. Because of the
existing grades of the Study Area, the validation of the feasibility of the
conceptual drainage concept will be critical. It will be up to the Consultant to
develop the degree and detail necessary to develop the preliminary infrastructure
analysis and design which will be part of Section II, Section 4, Project
Understanding and Approach of the SOQ Submittal.
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Drainage Exhibit

1.9 Environmental Services

Archaeological and cultural issues in the area are unlikely.

Environmental services (Phase 1) should be planned for this Project.

1.10  Traffic Signal and Street Light Design

C-10

However,



Traffic signal design services are anticipated for City Center Way & Avondale
Boulevard for this Project. Streetlights will need to be installed along City Center
Way, Fillmore Avenue, 114th Avenue and Park Lane.

1.11  Right of Way Acquisition

It is not anticipated that this service will be required.

1.12 Landscape Design

Landscape design services are anticipated for this Project. Landscape and
landscape irrigation improvements will be installed along City Center Way,
Fillmore, 114th Avenue, Park Lane and potentially along certain areas along
Avondale Boulevard.

1.13  Geotechnical Services

Geotechnical Services will be required for this Project. Because of the nature of
the existing soils and potential for swell/shrink is assumed to be moderate to high,
it will be up to the Consultant to develop the degree and detail geotechnical
services required for this Project and should be discussed in Section II, Section 4,

Project Understanding and Approach of the SOQ Submittal.

2 Project Deliverables:

Deliverables shall consist of the following:

1. Preliminary Infrastructure Analysis
e Master Grading Plan
Master Drainage Plan
Potable Water Analysis and Report
Sanitary Sewer Analysis and Report
Reclaimed Water Analysis and Report (Potentially)
Traffic Impact Analysis

2. Right-of-Way Survey
e Boundary Survey
e Legal Descriptions and exhibits
e Alta Surveys

3. Utility Conflict and Resolution letters

4. Construction Plans
e Roadway Plans and Profiles
e Water Plans and Profiles
e Sewer Plans and Profiles
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Utility Plans and Profiles

Drainage Plans and Profiles

Traffic Signal Design

Street Light Design

Landscape & Landscape Irrigation Plans
Detail Sheets

Project Specifications

Engineer’s Estimates

Environmental Phase 1 (maybe Phase 2)

Geotechnical Report

Pot-Holing Services (only if Prime or Sub has Contractor’s license)
Final Drainage Report for Design Area
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On e ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

REQUEST FOR STATEMENTS OF QUALIFICATIONS

Design Services for Avondale City Center Improvements
EN 09-034 (ST 1261)

Addendum No. 1

Date: November 12, 2008

From: Frank Graham, City Representative

Subject: Addendum No. 1 to RFQ EN 09-034

SOQ Deadline: December 1, 2008 (REVISED), 3:00 p.m. local time, Phoenix, Arizona
SCOPE

This Addendum forms a part of the Contract and clarifies, corrects, or modifies the original
Request for Statements of Qualifications (“SOQ”’) documents prepared by the City of Avondale.
Acknowledge receipt of this addendum in the space provided on the attached form. This
acknowledgement and addendum must accompany the submitted SOQ. Failure to do so shall
subject the Vendor to disqualification.

This Addendum No. 1 consists of modifications to the SOQ Deadline and the date and location
of the MANDATORY Pre-Submittal Conference.

ADDENDUM
1. The cover page of the RFQ is hereby amended as follows:
MANDATORY Pre-Submittal Conference:

November 20, 2008

9:00 a.m. (local time, Phoenix, Arizona)
Avondale City Center

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
11465 West Civic Center Drive
Avondale, Arizona 85323

918299.1



CITY OF AVONDALE
ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF ADDENDA RECEIVED

REQUEST FOR STATEMENTS OF QUALIFICATIONS

Design Services for Avondale City Center Improvements
EN 09-034 (ST 1261)

Addendum No. 1

, affirms that ADDENDUM No. 1 has

(Name of Vendor)
been received and that the information contained in ADDENDUM No. 1 has been incorporated

in formulating the Vendor’s Offer.

, 2008
Signed Date

Print Name

Title

Company Name

Address

City, State, Zip Code

END OF ADDENDUM No. 1

918299.1
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On e ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

REQUEST FOR STATEMENTS OF QUALIFICATIONS

Design Services for Avondale City Center Improvements
EN 09-034 (ST 1261)

Addendum No. 2
Date: November 25, 2008
From: Frank Graham, City Representative
Subject: Addendum No. 2 to RFQ EN 09-034
SOQ Deadline: December 1, 2008, 3:00 p.m. local time, Phoenix, Arizona

SCOPE

This Addendum forms a part of the Contract and clarifies, corrects, or modifies the original
Request for Statements of Qualifications (“SOQ”’) documents prepared by the City of Avondale.
Acknowledge receipt of this addendum in the space provided on the attached form. This
acknowledgement and addendum must accompany the submitted SOQ. Failure to do so shall
subject the Vendor to disqualification.

This Addendum No. 2 consists of a modification to the SOQ Scope of Work.
ADDENDUM

l. The Scope of Work in the professional services agreement attached to the RFQ, Page
C-1, Section I, is hereby amended as follows:

SCOPE OF WORK

1. Introduction/Purpose

The City of Avondale (the “City”) is seeking Statements of Qualification (“SOQ”) for
Engineering Design Services for the design of the Avondale City Center improvements in the
City of Avondale, Arizona (the “Project”). The general overall study area is bounded by
Avondale Boulevard on the West, Van Buren Street to the South, 111th Avenue to the East and
Roosevelt Street to the North (the “Study Area”) (Refer to Figure 1 below).

922879.1



The Consultant will prepare final construction documents for the off-site improvements
for the that will include but not limited to: roadway, water, sewer, drainage, street lighting,
landscaping and landscape irrigation, utility coordination, legal descriptions and exhibits,
geotechnical services, environmental services, and other professional engineering design and
services. The offsite improvements has been quantified to include City Center Way, Fillmore
Street, 114th Avenue, Park Lane, intersection improvements along Avondale Boulevard at City
Center and Fillmore Street and drainage improvements within/under Park Lane also referred to
as the “Design Area” (refer to Figure 2 below). In order to successfully design these
improvements and the future improvements within the 60 90 acre area also referred to as the
Study Area, the City will be requesting that the consultant prepare a preliminary infrastructure
analysis for the entire Study Area. The preliminary infrastructure analysis and may contain but
not limited to the following: a master drainage report, master grading design, preliminary
roadway, potable water and sanitary sewer information, and earthwork calculations (mass
grading) to a level such that future development will be given enough information to guide their
site development such that it meets any and all constraints.

922879.1



CITY OF AVONDALE
ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF ADDENDA RECEIVED

REQUEST FOR STATEMENTS OF QUALIFICATIONS

Design Services for Avondale City Center Improvements
EN 09-034 (ST 1261)

Addendum No. 2

, affirms that ADDENDUM No. 2 has

(Name of Vendor)
been received and that the information contained in ADDENDUM No. 2 has been incorporated

in formulating the Vendor’s Offer.

, 2008
Signed Date

Print Name

Title

Company Name

Address

City, State, Zip Code

END OF ADDENDUM No. 2

922879.1
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EXHIBIT B
TO
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT
BETWEEN
THE CITY OF AVONDALE
AND
DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

[Consultant’s SOQ]

See following pages.
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December 1st, 2008 DAVID EVANS
ano ASSOCIATES inc.

City of Avondale

Charles Andrews, Senior Project Manager
11465 West Civic Center Drive, Suite 200
Avondale, AZ 85323

RE: Design Services for Avondale City Center Improvements EN 09-034 (ST 1261)
Mr. Andrews,

David Evans and Associates, Inc. (DEA) is pleased to submit our Statement of Qualifications for the
Avondale City Center Improvements. We have enjoyed working with the City on past projects such as the
Northeast Avondale Sanitary Sewer Study, the Height Modernization Survey Report, and the Dysart and
Western ALTA. Additionally, our planners were recently selected to perform the Estrella Foothills Area Plan
for the City. Our office has 73 qualified team members with civil engineering, water and wastewater,
drainage, transportation, energy, site and land development, land planning, and surveying backgrounds that
are eager to apply their knowledge and experience to your project. With all of this expertise and
experience, it was a challenge for us to compress our statement to meet its ten page limit. We are looking
forward to sharing more of our thoughts and ideas with you and your team during the interview stage of your
selection process.

| appreciate the opportunity to present my team’s qualifications. | understand our statement of qualifications
is one of many that you will be reviewing. Like several of the firms submitting, DEA is more than qualified to
provide sound preliminary analysis and prepare quality construction documents on a given development
during a tight schedule. What sets DEA apart from our peers is our extensive experience on numerous
urban community projects that are similar to the Avondale City Center. This experience includes signature
efforts such as Westgate, the Phoenix Convention Center, and CityScape. Our involvement on these
projects ensures that we truly understand the City’s vision for the City Center project and that we have the
ability to carry that vision through the design process. We have also proven our ability to provide innovative
engineering solutions to this type of project and still maintain our Client's desired schedule and budget. In
addition, our forward thinking designs have been constructed and have performed as intended. Finally, the
Avondale City Center is a unique project in that it is a development being driven by a visionary municipality.
This unique project will require a unique team such as my own. DEA provides services to a mixture of
development and municipal clients. This balanced workload has given us the development experience to
execute this project successfully and the municipal engineering expertise to work with the City’s staff and
meet their expectations.

Again, thank you for this opportunity. We look forward to serving the City on this project. Should you have
any questions or if you would like to discuss any matter with me, please call me at (602) 678-5151.

Sincerely,
DAVID EVANS & ASSOCIATES, INC.

S

Charles A. Horvath
Senior Associate / DEA Client Manager

2141 East Highland Avenue Suite 200 Phoenix Arizona 85016 Telephone: 602.678.5151 Facsimile: 602.678.5155



Design Services for Avondale City Center Improvements — EN 09-034 (ST 1261)
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SECTION 1: GENERAL INFORMATION

General Description of the Company

David Evans and Associates, Inc. (DEA) is a national multi-disciplined
engineering, planning, and surveying consulting firm with over 1,000
employees. DEA was founded in 1976 and the Phoenix office was
established in 1991. The firm has 20 offices throughout the country.
The Phoenix office has been doing business in Arizona for more than

17 years and has a current staff of 73.

Organizational Structure of DEA

Date of incorporation: 1976

State of incorporation: Oregon

Chairman of the Board: David Evans, PE, RLS
CEO: Kenneth Wightman, PE, RLS

President: Al Barkouli, PE
Secretary/Treasurer's name: William Amadon
Phoenix Office manager: Roger Baele, PE, RLS

DEA Corporation Headquarters

2100 SW River Parkway

Portland, OR 97201

(503) 223-6663 (phone), (503) 223-2701 (fax)

Principal Office / Local Work

All of the work by DEA will be performed from our
office located at:

2141 E. Highland Avenue -

Suite 200, Phoenix, AZ 85016

(602) 678-5151 (phone), (602) 678-5155 (fax)

S$0Q Contact

Chuck Horvath, 2141 E. Highland Avenue,
Suite 200, Phoenix, AZ 85016

(602) 678-5151

Subconsultants

Arizona Professional License Numbers
Office Numbers

DEA is licensed with the State of Arizona Board of
Technical Registration

Branch Office Registration Number:10514-1

Tax Identification Numbers: Federal ID No.: 93-
0661195, Arizona Sales & Use Tax No.: 07-
465950-N

Key Personnel

Ramzi Georges, PE, CFM

Professional Engineer, Arizona (37287), 2002
Miguel Aceves, PE

Professional Engineer, Arizona (40952), 2004
Lori L. Labrum, PE

Professional Engineer, Arizona (33645), 1999
Bill Roberts, PE, LSIT

Professional Engineer, Arizona (35921), 2001
Michael Banta, RLS

Registered Land Surveyor, Arizona (38175), 2002
Claims and Suits

DEA has never failed to complete any work
awarded to it and there are no outstanding

judgments, claims, arbitration proceedings, or
suits pending against DEA Phoenix or its officers.

Geotechnical and Environmental Consultants, Inc. (GEC) has provided a wide

§§ : variety of geotechnical and environmental services on numerous types of projects
il including site development, highways, streets, and runways; bridges and abutments:

o pipelines and utilities; earth dams and embankments.

Wwricar

ENGINEERING
CORPORATION

Wright Engineering Corporation is an electrical engineering firm whose streets
and transportation division provides street lighting system designs that range from
downtown streetscapes to major highways.

Utility West, LLC was established to assist commercial and residential land

Utility West, LLC

developers with urban dry utility infrastructure requirements. Their services include

due diligence studies, dry utility coordination, and infrastructure management.
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SAF-r-DIC SAF-r-DIG specializes in obtaining accurate subsurface utility information for
creating utility base maps through potholing services.

Ten Eyck Landscape Architects, Inc.
mie  Ten Eyck seeks to reconnect the urban dweller with nature and ground each project
- in its regional environment, striving to invent progressive, engaging, and stimulating
outdoor living environments.

Peesiiase s

While DEA anticipates using the subconsultants listed above, we will discuss selection with City staff.
SECTION 2: EXPERIENCE AND QUALIFICATIONS OF THE VENDOR

Westgate City Center: Glendale, Arizona
DEA has performed the preliminary site design and final civil engineering services for the Westgate
project, which houses the Phoenix Coyote’s Arena Jobing.com arena and associated entertainment
facilities, retail shops restaurants, hotels, high density residential and office space. In addition to the
arena, the project proposes over 6 million square feet of multi-use development that has been ongoing
with different phases since 2003. The center includes a lakefront entrance, destination retail, a large
theatre complex, and several restaurants. Like the Avondale City
Center, Glendale’s goal has been to make this project the [
“Gateway” to their City. DEA was the Prime Engineering Consultant |
and coordinated with other specialty consultants. The complexity and
fast pace of this project demanded constant coordination between its
numerous consultants and contractors. A formal partnering agreement
was established on this project between the City of Glendale, the
owner, the developer and three architectural and engineering firms.

This high profile project did not allow for surface storage. Instead, two miles of underground
retention/detention systems comprised of 8-foot pipes were connected through equalizer pipes, to allow
for dry and wet utility crossings. The system was designed for storage and conveyance. This
eliminated the need for a separate conveyance system. The system was installed in 2004 and has
proven to function very well, even during the heavy storm events that Glendale has experienced in the
last few years. Special care was given to the bleed off, water quality, access, and the backfill material
needed for the large diameter pipes.

In order to serve this development, a new distribution network and a collection system were added to
the City’s existing water and sewer systems, respectively. DEA prepared a thorough water and
wastewater master plan and prepared models to size all of the new water and sewer improvements.
These models also verified the City’s existing infrastructure could support the new development.

The construction plans for these improvements consisted of 86 plan and profile sheets that illustrated
over 30,000 Liner Feet (LF) of waterline and 20,500 LF of sewer line. Profiles were generated for all of
the water improvements because of the density of the site’s utilities. DEA has continued to perform
analysis and prepare plans for the Westgate development since its groundbreaking. We have also
advised the City on required infrastructural upgrades due to the development’s evolving land use plan.

Name of the company or organization: The Ellman Companies

Role of the firm: Prime Engineering Consultant

Name of Project Manager: Ramzi Georges (still with DEA )

Organization name: The Ellman Companies

Contact: Sam Toporek, 6820 N. 93° Avenue, Glendale, Arizona 85305, (623) 772-4010,
stoporek@ellmanco.com
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Downtown Phoenix Convention Center: Phoenix, Arizona

This $600 million project consisted of the demolition and construction of 16 acres of the Convention
Center site in the downtown Phoenix. DEA provided the offsite and onsite improvement plans for the
expansion of downtown Phoenix’s Civic Plaza. This urban project required extensive infrastructure
improvements similar to the Avondale City Center. Major offsite 7
improvements consisted of roadway and utility demolition and re-
construction. DEA’s roadway design implemented a pedestrian friendly
sidewalk and street system. DEA performed traffic studies and
prepared a report which addressed the traffic issues during the
construction period. These street improvements also required the
coordination with landscaping and irrigation designs, signalization
designs, and street lighting designs.

DEA also provided waterline relocation services for the Phoenix Convention Center expansion. DEA
evaluated alternative waterline routes surrounding the project to replace existing waterlines that were
displaced by the underground portion of the project’s proposed buildings. DEA directly coordinated with
the Light Rail project, City representatives, contractors, over 30 other design consultants, and utility
companies to ensure a smooth design and construction process.

DEA created a utility matrix and comprehensive base drawings detailing every utility in the area and
how it would be affected by the project. Over 20 utility companies have facilities in the area and 60

nondestructive potholes were performed to locate the existing piping,
conduits, and cables along the proposed water transmission line
alignments. Based on DEA’'s investigation, the waterline’s final
alignment was selected within 7" Street. This alignment avoided a
majority of the utilities in the area and connected two of the City’s major
transmission lines. The offsite design allowed portions of the existing
Convention Center to remain in service during installation.

. "™ |n addition, the project involved the design of street storm systems
along six blocks in the downtown area. The hydrology analysis for the project included studying a
significant portion of downtown Phoenix. This analysis required coordination with the Flood Control
District on the Phoenix metropolitan Area Drainage Master Study (ADMS). The Avondale City Center
will require similar analysis on the Durango ADMS. Storm systems were also analyzed and sized to
allow for runoff generated onsite from the 16-acre site into the City’s existing systems so as to not
adversely impact system capacity. Since the project's roof drains discharged directly to the City’s
collection system, extensive coordination with City staff with respect to water quality was required.

Name of the company or organization: City of Phoenix

Role of the firm: Prime Consultant

Name of Project Manager: Chuck Horvath (still with DEA)

Organization name: City of Phoenix

Contact: Wylie Bearup City of Phoenix Streets Transportation Director, 200 West Washington Street,
Phoenix, AZ 85003, (602) 262-6284, wylie.bearup@phoenix.gov
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CityScape: Phoenix, Arizona

DEA is providing preliminary engineering, final engineering, and surveying services for this $900 million
project in downtown Phoenix. The project covers up to three city blocks and will include 800,000 SF of
office space, 1,200 residential units, 150 hotel rooms, 100,000 SF of public plazas and 170,000 SF of
retail space. The project is located between Central Avenue and 2" street and between Washington
and Jefferson streets. This project aims to create an urban core in downtown Phoenix that
provides both day and nighttime activities for residents and visitors as intended by the
Avondale City Center.

The project’s transportation improvements included multiple roads and signals
surrounding the site that were supported by a traffic study prepared by DEA.
DEA’s design services required continuous coordination with the City, |
Valley Metro, developer, architect, and the contractor to accommodate the new
buildings and infrastructure while maintaining an aggressive construction
schedule.

DEA designed the offsite waterline improvements surrounding the project.
These waterlines connected to the City’s existing system within four major
intersections. This instillation required the relocation of several existing water
services and the addition of new fire and domestic services.

DEA completed the drainage analysis which included analyzing street flow,
evaluating complicated split flow at street intersections, storm drain design with several utility conflicts,
design of roof and plaza drain systems, and providing water quality treatment in a highly dense,
urbanized area. Several innovative measures were used including routing runoff from the plaza area
through landscape planters to reuse excess runoff and provide water treatment.

DEA designed offsite sewer line improvements consisting of a new
sewer line along Washington Street. The new sewer line will redirect
existing flows from Central Avenue to an existing sewer trunk in 1%
Street. The new water and sewer line alignments were designed to allow
proper separation from existing utilities while minimizing the impact to
traffic during construction. As a result, the improvements were able to
be installed along side the congested streets of downtown Phoenix.
CityScape is currently under construction.

Name of the company or organization: RED Development

Role of the firm: Prime Consultant

Name of Project Manager: Chuck Horvath (still with DEA)

Organization name: RED Development

Contact: Jeff Moloznik, 6263 N Scottsdale Rd # 330, Scottsdale, Arizona 85250, (480)947-7772,
Jmoloznik@reddevelopment.com

SECTION 3: KEY PERSONNEL EXPERIENCE AND TEAM CHART

The Organizational Chart for the DEA Team is provided below. Full resumes of the key team members
are provided in this submittal's appendix. Each of these team members worked on all three of the
projects listed in the experience section of this proposal as well as numerous other developments
similar in scope, scale, and character to the Avondale City Center. All of the team members listed on
the organizational chart below have the urban development experience to execute this project
successfully and the municipal engineering expertise to work with the City’s staff and meet their
expectations.
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SECTION 4: PROJECT UNDERSTANDING AND APPROACH

The understanding and approach discussed in this section of the proposal is one that is based on
extensive experience on projects with the same urban community concept as the Avondale City Center.
These projects include keystone developments such as Westgate, the Phoenix Convention Center, and
CityScape. In addition to these signature engineering efforts, DEA has designed over 20 commercial
and high density residential communities over the last three years. DEA will provide survey, drainage,
water, wastewater, roadway, grading, and drainage solutions for the Avondale City Center as we have
on numerous similar developments. While some consultants promise innovation, the DEA team has
consistently incorporated alternative concepts into actual projects whose designs were successfully
constructed and have performed over time.
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Survey -The DEA Survey team is accustomed to working within the City of Avondale and stepping into
fast paced projects. Tom Lute established the updated vertical control system for the City that the
project’s topographic survey will reference. He and Mike Banta will utilize the Survey currently being
prepared for the Avondale City Center. Their services could include the preparation of Boundary
Surveys, ALTA Surveys, Maps of Dedication, subdivision plats and legal descriptions, and Exhibits.
Tom and Mike are very familiar with this type of work and have performed these tasks on similar
projects located throughout the valley such as Westgate, CityScape, Palm Valley Cornerstone,
Scottsdale Crossing, and Amaranth to name a few. In addition, since DEA has utilized the survey
efforts of others frequently on past projects, Tom and Mike are familiar with the quality control steps
necessary to properly verify and apply the data provided to avoid mistakes that could impact the City
Center’s design. These minor steps that will occur at no additional cost to the City can avoid significant
impacts to the City’s budget.

Potable Water and Sanitary Sewer Analysis - An existing Infrastructure Analysis has been
prepared for the City Center. However, the layout and planning area of the proposed City Center has
changed since this initial analysis was performed. Bill Roberts will account for these areas and make
sure the proposed improvements are still valid. Bill and his team have prepared several water and
wastewater master plans and designs in the City including the East Avondale Sewer Study that
evaluated the capacity of the sewer along Avondale Boulevard that will collect the wastewater flows
generated by the City Center. Bill has provided services identical to those listed below on projects like
the Avondale City Center including Westgate, the Phoenix Convention Center, CityScape, the W Hotel
and, the Safari Drive high density luxury housing project in Scottsdale.

Bill will work closely with City staff and verify the sizing of the proposed
infrastructure detailed in the existing Infrastructure Analysis. The analysis
calculates the anticipated range for water demand and wastewater
generation for each area of the proposed City Center. He will review this
analysis and compare the assumptions made in the report to the latest land
use and building size projections along with the City’s latest design
guidelines.

Bill's efforts will update the original analysis and verify that there are not obvious errors or omissions in
the original design. Based on Bill's experience on the dynamic Westgate project, even minor changes
to building sizes, uses, and construction materials can greatly affect the water, wastewater, and fire flow
requirements of the development.

According to the existing Infrastructure Analysis, capacity exists within the offsite sewer and water
systems to handle the wastewater generated and water demanded by the City Center. Bill will verify this
and the project’s physical design elements. For example, calculations will be performed to verify that the
proposed 12-inch sewer lines within City Center Way can physically tie into the existing 30-inch sewer
line within South Avondale Boulevard. Bill will prepare a model of the sewer system to verify the system
operates in accordance with the City’s guidelines. The sewer model output will then be directly imported
into AutoCAD, eliminating the need to redraw sewer profiles for the construction plans. Utilizing the
sewer model for this purpose can save up to two weeks from the project schedule. In addition, a
water model will be created to confirm the sizing of the proposed improvements and determine its
influence on the existing distribution system.

Bill will also investigate the feasibility of using the site’s existing agriculture well to directly provide
irrigation. This existing well can be turned into a potable source and pump to the nearest water supply
facility or it can provide water directly to the landscaped areas within the development without being
treated. This would save the City considerable cost because it would not have to treat the water
only to have it be used for irrigation.
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Utility Investigation and Coordination - Too often Civil Engineering firms present themselves
as “utility experts” but are typically only versed in storm, water, and sewer designs and perhaps location
and conflict avoidance services. DEA'’s utility team includes Diane Watkins, an Electrical PE, as well as
Tom Brennan at Utility West. Diane and Tom will provide a full line of dry utility infrastructure services.
City Center's financial success requires accurate utility due diligence, system constraints, utility
coordination and infrastructure management. These services include onsite investigation, identification
of utility conflicts, offsite “bring-up cost,” utility design coordination, and infrastructure management.
Westgate, the Phoenix Convention Center, and Cityscape would not be feasible without the new
regional power and communication improvements that were required to support them. Diane and Tom
will interface with the City Center's providers. They will analyze its utility requirements to develop
conceptual utility equipment design layout and associated construction budgets, review equipment
standards and construction methods, manage utility facility conversions, abandon and relocate
easements, then negotiate utility design permit and contract fees along with City staff.

Upon final design Diane and Tom will verify that the electric, telecommunication (V?D), and natural gas
companies have submitted their plans to the appropriate municipalities for construction permits and
make arrangements for delivery of all final utility construction plans and contract documents.

Traffic Impact and Roadway Design Services - Over the past five years DEA’s Lori Labrum
has prepared over one hundred traffic impact studies in Arizona ranging from small reports for
commercial and residential sites to very large and complex studies for master planned communities.
Miguel Aceves has completed over 50 traffic signal design projects in Arizona, ranging from signal
relocations to full design of newly signalized intersections for public agencies and private clients. He is
familiar with the foundation requirements and engineering guidelines for Avondale’s special “Trombone”
style signal structures and foundation requirements, and engineering guidelines.

Both Lori and Miguel provided traffic, signal, and roadway design services on projects listed above.
They have also prepared plan sets and specifications for nearly every municipality in the valley. Their
designs have involved close coordination with Valley Metro’s Light Rail signals, CAP, APS, SRP, utility
companies, and adjacent stakeholders.

Lori will prepare a traffic analysis if necessary to define the roadways’ geometric layouts and right of
way requirements.  Miguel will prepare construction documents for the roadway and signal
improvements along Avondale Boulevard, City Center Way, Park Avenue, Fillmore Street and 114"
Avenue. The designs for these roads will be in accordance the guidelines established in the Avondale
City Center Specific Plan. The construction documents and specifications will account for pedestal
refuges in wide intersections, street parking and bike lanes that utilize permeable paving, lighting and
landscaping. In addition, the site’s hardscape grading and street designs will provide pedestrian and
bike friendly connectivity between onsite development and adjacent street transit systems.

Master Grading and Drainage Report - Ramzi Georges will prepare a master drainage report
to support the Avondale City Center. A conceptual drainage report will be prepared in support of the
concept grading plan. The report will address the grading design, street conveyance, storm drainage
detention/retention facilities and routing of the quantified offsite flow through or around the site with the
relevant concentration points identified.

Ramzi will research the existing Durango ADMS, conduct field visits, and analyze upstream watershed
to confirm the magnitude of the offsite flow that would impact the site. It appears that runoff generated
in an area of approximately one square mile upstream (northeast) of the Avondale City Center has the
potential of reaching the northern and the eastern boundaries of the site. Working closely with City
staff, he will analyze the existing drainage patterns for the site to plan for the proposed development
and the offsite flow routing through or around the site. Offsite flow may carry some chemicals used in
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farming land upstream. This should be accounted for in the design of the onsite and offsite drainage
facilities.

In order to maximize the footprint City Center’s buildings to attract developers, Ramzi will
investigate underground retention as an alternative to surface storage and conveyance as he did
on Westgate. On the Westgate project, Ramzi sized the storm drain systems to carry the 100-year
storm retention requirement and conveyance flows. As added protection,
the grading was designed in such a way that if the storm system clogs or
in an event beyond a 100-year storm, the grading will allow for the runoff
to cascade downstream without inundating finished floors. In addition,
the City Center system will be designed in accordance with the
recommended drainage corridors defined in the Avondale City Center
Specific plan.

Should there be a shortage of available storage volume or street
conveyance capacity due to high offsite flows or practical street design,
there are several alternative solutions for routing the offsite and onsite flow to its historic outfall. For
example, flows could be routed further downstream to potential regional storage areas as identified in
the City Center Specific Plan using a storm drain system. This offsite storage located at the southeast
corner of Avondale Boulevard and East Coldwater Springs Boulevard could also be used to further
maximize building footprint.

The Avondale City Center project would require pedestrian friendly street and grading design of the
sidewalks and hardscape surrounding the proposed buildings. In addition, the American
Disability Act (ADA) requirement poses a grading challenge on commercial or mixed use
projects. Maintaining ADA routes throughout the site while keeping the finish floors above the
estimated 100-year high water elevations with required freeboard requires creative and yet technically
sound solutions. DEA has provided these solutions on many high profile projects such as Westgate, the
Phoenix Convention Center, and CityScape.

In addition to using pervious concrete sections in the project’s parking areas, the underground
storm drain system can also be used potentially for landscaping irrigation as a sustainable
design feature. DEA is currently evaluating the feasibility of similar systems at the Westgate
and Pecos Village projects.

Ramzi will utilize GEC’s Geotechnical report to prepare a grading plan that balances the site while
minimizing earthwork quantities and taking in account the future phases of the City Center
development. In addition, he will prepare demolition plans and specifications for existing onsite
improvements in accordance with GEC’s environmental research and recommendations. Finally, he will
prepare and submit an Arizona Pollution Discharge Elimination System (AZPDES) report for the
construction phase of the project.

Irrigation - An important component of the project that is often overlooked is how to deal with the
existing irrigation channels onsite. It will be critical to determine if the irrigation water needs to be
available during and after construction. The water rights of those receiving water is not always clear
and will require up front research to avoid surprises.

DEA will also investigate whether or not the channels are within USA Fee easements. This would mean
that although they are managed by the local authority, the channels fall within the jurisdiction of the
federal government. In this case, the ideal solution would be to pipe the channel without removing or
relocating it. This would require a land use agreement between the City and the local authority. The
least desirable option would be a land swap or relocation of the channel.
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Schedule (a full schedule is provided on the last page of this SOQ) - DEA excels at delivering
projects that are driven by aggressive schedules. We understand what it will take to complete this
project in a short period of time as we have demonstrated on the Phoenix Convention Center,
Westgate, and CityScape projects. These projects have prepared us to anticipate the hurdles that arise
during the design phase. Completing this project in four months is possible as illustrated on the
schedule provided at the end of this statement of qualifications. In order for this to occur, certain
assumptions must be made. Close coordination will be required between DEA and the City. We have
anticipated meeting with the City every two weeks to facilitate this coordination. Since the City's staff is
aware of the time sensitivity, it is assumed that the staff review times can be limited to one week. Our
schedule shows the typical 30/60/100% submittals. Depending on the City's preference, some of these
submittals may be eliminated in favor of a real time review of progress plans during a scheduled
meeting. It is anticipated that no Phase Ill Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) will be required.
This, of course, will not be known until the results of the Phase Il ESA (should it be required) are
available. It is also anticipated that the existing irrigation channel does not fall within the USA Fee or
County jurisdiction. This could potentially delay the irrigation design by up to a year.

SECTION 5: CAPABILITY TO PROVIDE REQUIRED SERVICES

a. The current capacity of key personnel — Chuck, our key personnel, and our supporting staff
are ready to begin work for the City of Avondale upon Notice to Proceed. We are committed to making
this project a priority. Our staff is available to dedicate the amount of time necessary to ensure all
aspects of the project are completed on time, within budget, and to the City's satisfaction. If that
amount of time requires 100% of their work week, that time will be made available.

b. A description of the size and complexity of prior, similar projects - The projects we successfully
completed and listed in Section 2 are all similar in complexity, size, and scope of the Avondale City
Center project. In addition, DEA has provided services on over 20 similar commercial and high density
residential communities over the last three years.

c. The Vendor’s ability to maintain an accelerated schedule - DEA’s in-house scheduling tools
include integrated project scheduling software and customized spreadsheet programs. As project
manager, Chuck can easily and accurately monitor project progress and identify critical work tasks
necessary to maintain the schedule. The schedule portion of Section 4 illustrates DEA’s ability to meet
this project’s time demands further.

d. The Vendor’s prior ability to stay on budget — Chuck will work with the City to develop a complete
and inclusive scope and fee that defines all of the services required for the project from the notice to
proceed to the start of construction. His invoices will be prepared in a percent complete format detailing
to the City our level of completeness versus the remaining budget to ensure the project is on budget.

e, The Vendor’s previous work performed for the City — DEA has worked on various projects for the
City of Avondale. These projects are listed below. The Estrella Foothills Specific Plan is currently being
prepared. The other projects have been completed to the satisfaction of the City.

Water Resources Inventory

Avondale GRD Contract Review

East Avondale Sewer Study

Baker Dairy Well Site

ALTA - Encanto Bouldevard and 115™ Avenue
Vertical Control Network

Dysart and Western ALTA

Estrella Foothills Specific Plan




CITY OF AVONDALE
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IV.  YVENDOR INFORMATION FORM

By sending a Statement of Qualifications, the submitting Vendor certifies that it has reviewed the
administrative information and draft of the Professional Services Agreement’s terms and
conditions and, if awarded the Agreement, agrees to be bound thereto.

David Evans and Associates, Inc. 93-066-1195
VENDOR SUBMITTING SOQ FEDERAL TAX ID NUMBER

Charles A. Horvath T e M T
: : e - F7

Sr. Associate/Client Manager

PRINTED NAME AND TITLE AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE

2741 E. Highland Ave, Suite 200 602.678.5151 602.678.5155

ADDRESS TELEPHONE FAX #
Phoenix, AZ 85016 11.25.2008

CITY STATE ZIp DATE

WEB SITE: www.deainc. com EMAIL ADDRESS: _©aho@deainc. com

MINORITY/WOMEN-OWNED SMALL BUSINESSES (check appropriate item):

Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE)
Women-Owned Business Enterprise (WBE)
Minority Business Enterprise (MBE)
Small Business Enterprise (SBE)
Has the Vendor been certified by any jurisdiction in Arizona as a minority or woman owned
business enterprise?  yQo

If yes, please provide details and documentation of the certification.

916004.1
A-9



CITY OF AVONDALE
ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF ADDENDA RECEIVED

REQUEST FOR STATEMENTS OF QUALIFICATIONS

Design Services for Avondale City Center Improvements
EN 09-034 (ST 1261)

Addendum No. 1

David Evans and Associates, INnc. affirmsthat ADDENDUM No. 1 has
(Name of Vendor)
been received and that the information contained in ADDENDUM No. 1 has been incorporated

in formulating the Vendor’s Offer.

= =7 B ,_11.25.2008 2008

Signed Date

Charles A. Horvath
Print Name

-

Sr. Associate/Client Manager
oy Title
B David Evans and Associates, Inc.

Company Name

2141 E., .Highland Ave, Suite 200
Address

Phoenix, AZ 85016
City, State, Zip Code

END OF ADDENDUM No. 1

918299.1
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Addendum No. 2

David Evans and Associates, INC. efomethat ADDENDUM No. 2 has
(Name of Vendor)

been received and that the information contained in ADDENDUM No. 2 has been incorporated

in formulating the Vendor’s Offer.

,.»-“"'“fi'ﬁ/ -~ M .
Py /7 —_ 11.25.2008 2008

Signed Date

Charles A. Horvath
Print Name

Sr. Associate,/Client Manager
Title
David Evans and Associates, Inc.

Company Name

2141 E. Highland Ave, Suite 200
Address

Phoenix, AZ 85016
City, State, Zip Code

END OF ADDENDUM No. 2

922879.1
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Education/Special
Training

Geosciences, University of
Arizona

Highway Capacity Manual -
Signalized Intersection
Capacity Seminar; R.H.
Wortman, UA; J. Upchurch,
ASU

Design of Urban Streets,
National Highway Institute;
FHWA, USDOT

Highways in the River
Environment - Hydraulic
and Environmental Design
Considerations; B.M. Reich,
Ph.D.

ADOT Road Construction
Inspection; Center for
Advanced Research in
Transportation, ASU

Professional Affiliations
American Council of
Engineering Companies of
Arizona

American Public Works
Association

Arizona Airports
Association

Years Experience: 25
Years with DEA: 5

Charles A. Horvath — Phoenix
Senior Associate / Transportation Client Manager

Mr. Horvath is responsible to the client for project resource allocations,
schedule and budget. He has more than 30 years of experience in management,
design and construction of rural and urban civil engineering projects. He has
extensive experience in numerous types of public works projects and private
development projects, including highways; urban streets; rivers, washes and
drainage channels; water lines and transmission mains; interceptor and
collector sewers; transportation; and drainage planning. During the past 15+
years, Mr. Horvath has focused on the management of project designs for City
arterial streets, working either directly for the City under a public works
contract or for the developer who was required to provide certain offsite public
improvements. During this timeframe he has also had significant experience
providing services to ADOT on urban and rural highway improvements.

CityScape @ Downtown Phoenix, Arizona-- DEA is providing engineering,
surveying, and services during construction for this $900 million project in
downtown Phoenix. This downtown development will cover three city blocks
and include 800,000 square feet of office space, 1,200 residential units, over
150 hotel rooms, 100,000 square feet of public plazas and 170,000 square feet
of retail space. The project is located between 1st Avenue and 2nd Street,
Washington and Jefferson Streets.

As project manager for the developer/owner, Mr. Horvath was responsible for
preliminary engineering of utilities, streets, and traffic/parking studies. Work
included planning and routing of APS electric distribution services, City of
Phoenix water and sewer service relocations and additions, storm drain
modifications, and other coordination and research to include fiber optic,
CATV, telephone, gas, light rail control, traffic signals and interconnects,
Northwind cooling piping systems, etc. DEA was also responsible for the
preparation of studies and exhibits for use in negotiating reconfigurations of
the downtown street network to include the important arterials of Central
Avenue and Washington and Jefferson Streets, all of which also share their
R/W with the Light Rail Transit system. Once the project went into full
engineering, Mr. Horvath was responsible to the Owner/Developer for Traffic
Circulation studies necessary to provide the City with an overall traffic
management plan template for use during the next few years of development.
DEA also developed a Maintenance and Protection of Traffic Plan for use in
shutting down lanes and entire streets around the site. As part of a separate
contract with the Owner’s Architect, Mr. Horvath was responsible for the
delivery of the offsite improvements to include the street designs of Central
Avenue, Washington and Jefferson Streets, 1st Avenue, and 1st and 2nd
Streets. Other designs included interim and final signalization plans for five
intersections.

Reference: Jeff Moloznik at Red Development (480) 947-7772
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Phoenix Convention Center in Downiown Phoenix, Arizona--DEA served as
civil engineer for the $600 million expansion of the downtown Phoenix Civic
Center. Work performed by DEA included traffic studies to analyze
downtown traffic circulation patterns modeled in CORSIM. The various
studies were used by the City of Phoenix Engineering staff and City Manager’s
Office to determine the routing of traffic thru the construction zone during the
3+year construction period, the handling of special event traffic, and the
conversion of two existing one-way streets to a two-way configuration. This
contract was a CM@Risk contract where we worked with the Contractor on
design solutions, project cost control, and very importantly the construction
schedule and phasing. This was very important as the Light Rail is
immediately adjacent to the Convention Center and lies within the roadway
(Washington Street) that we were vertically realigning by 16+ feet. Both
projects schedules were basically concurrent and both due for opening in
December 2008. Major offsite improvements consisted of roadway and utility
demolition and re-construction of 3rd Street, Washington Street, and
modifications to 2nd St., 5th St., and Monroe Street. Features include new
paving, curbs, walks, decorative paving, drainage structures, utilities, lighting,
signing, striping, and signalization. Challenges of this project included
integration of Valley Metro’s Light Rail system with the newly constructed
Convention Center, the elimination of the existing depressed sections in 3rd
and Washington Street, and extensive coordination between all disciplines to
create a seamless final product.

Mr. Horvath served as Project Manager on Phase 2 of this project which
included designs of Washington Street, Monroe Street, 5th Street and 3rd
Street.

Reference: Wylie Bearup City of Phoenix Streets Transportation Director
(602) 262-6284.

Relocation of 24th Street at Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport, for
the City of Phoenix Aviation and Street Transportation Departments,
Phoenix, Arizona--As the project manager, Mr. Horvath was responsible for
preparing plans, specifications, and the cost estimate for relocating 24th Street
at Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport, I-10 Freeway to Jefferson Street.
The newly relocated 24th Street is a six-lane divided roadway complete with
new water and sewage transmission mains, storm drain systems, a new
Southern Pacific Railroad crossing, airport security fencing, and miscellaneous
utility relocations and abandonments. Other project features include new
sidewalks, street lighting, landscaped medians and amenities tracts, decorative
pavement intersections and pedestrian pathways, four structures, airport
perimeter road, traffic studies, signage, striping, and intersection signalization.

Reference: Mark Glock PE, COP streets transportation design and
construction management division manager (602) 534-7066




Education
B.S., Civil Engineering,

1995, Carleton University
Business Management,
1995, Carlton University

Registrations

Professional Engineer /
Arizona / 37287 / 2002

Certified Floodplain Manager
# US-02-00587, 2002
Expertise

Civil Design

Potable Water Pipes

Sewer Pipes

Roadway Design
Geometric Layout
Signing And Striping
Grading And Drainage
Specifications
Cost Estimates

Water Resources Design
Storm Drain Design
Channel Design
Spillways
Rational Analysis (Rational

Method, SCS Method)
Various Hydraulic Structures
Erosion Control
Flood Plain Delineation

Structural Design
Masonry, Wood and Steel
Construction Administration

Software
HEC-1
HEC-RAS
RMS (BOSS)

StormCAD
CulvertMaster
FlowMaster

International Experience

Construction Administration

Years Experience: 13 Years
Years with DEA: >8 Years

Ramzi Georges, PE, CFM — Phoenix
Project Manager

Mr. Georges has experience in engineered channel design and solutions using
HEC-RAS Split Flow Analysis. He is experienced in HEC-1, Rational for
Maricopa County and hydrology design procedures for Pima County. Additional
drainage experience includes floodplain delineation, culvert design for large storm
drain pipe networks, advanced weir/spillway structures design, and erosion control
protection procedures. He has 7 years experience in grading and drainage of
commercial and residential sites and golf courses.

Westgate City Center; Glendale, Arizona

At the early stages of the project, Mr. Georges was the hydrologist for a 225 acres
mixed-commercial (Hockey Arena) site. Responsibilities included overseeing and
designing complex network of storm sewer systems, detention pipe, culverts, weir
structures and retention/detention Basins. Erosion control measures were also
utilized.

During the later stages of the project, Mr. Georges was the project manager.
Responsibilities included overseeing a design team for civil design of the mixed
use project. Responsibilities included directly supervising and quality checking
the design of complex grading and drainage, water and sewer and AZPDES report.
The schedule was aggressive and DEA was able to deliver the project and on time
and within budget.

Reference: Sam Toporek, Tel: (623)772-4010, Email:stoporek@ellmanco.com

Phoenix Convention Center; Phoenix, Arizona

Mr. Georges served as project hydrologist for this $600 million reconstruction
project in the heart of downtown Phoenix. Mr. Georges’ role was to delineate
contributing areas surrounding the project, set freeboard criteria with City of
Phoenix, design the storm drain system, and adhere to storm water quality
standards. Coordination with Arizona Department of Transportation, City of
Phoenix, and a large team of consultant firms was required throughout the project.
Reference: Wylie Bearup City of Phoenix Streets Transportation Director (602)
262-6284

Sagewood; Phoenix, Arizona

Mr. Georges served as Project Manager for this 100-acre resort style senior living
community near the Mayo Clinic in north Phoenix. The community features a
range of living options including detached casitas and villas at the community’s
outer boundaries and spacious lofts or apartment-style homes nearer to the center
of the campus. 404-floodplain coordination was required for the major wash
running through the site. Storm water management and erosion protection
measures were required to mitigate flows during storm events. Civil plans
included onsite grading, drainage, offsite paving (Mayo and Tatum), Public water
and sewer plans and a sewer lift station. Coordination with Bureau of
Reclamation, City of Phoenix, Arizona State Land Department, and the Desert
Ridge Review Board were all required to ensure a successful project delivery on
time and within budget.

Reference. Lifecare Services- Steve VanHove (515) 875-4686
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Baseline Mixed Use Community; Gilbert, Arizona

Mr. Geroges was Project Manager for this 30-acre office / retail site located at the
southwest corner of Baseline and Recker Road. This project features several
sustainable elements including a LEED certified building and parking lot and on-
site roadway pavement sections that are composed of a permeable material that
allows stormwater to percolate. Mr. Georges was responsible for the preparation
of construction documents for grading, drainage, storm drain, paving, water and
sewer; as well as coordination with Roosevelt Water Conservation District, Town
of Gilbert, City of Mesa and Maricopa County Environmental Services Division.
Reference: Chris Burka, (480)544-0122

Alexan / Quarter; Glendale, Arizona

Mr. Georges was the Project Manager for two multi-family projects located on the
Westgate City Center site in Glendale, Arizona. This 17-acre project added
townhome and apartment living to this Glendale mixed-use community. Services
included preparation of grading, drainage, storm drain, paving, water and sewer
plans, and final condominium plat was required for the Quarter. Utility
coordination was a key element in the project due to the large amount of wet and
dry utility infrastructure already in place to serve the Coyote Arena and Westgate
entertainment complex. A large network storm drain system was designed to carry
on-site flow to retention areas. Mr. Georges also worked to coordinate timing of
project completion with City of Glendale in order to obtain required water
pressure from on-going City of Glendale water service upgrades.

Town of Guadalupe Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP) Manual;
Guadalupe, Arizona

Ms. Georges was hired by Town of Guadalupe to develop a SWMP manual for the
Town to use as a guideline for future development. Mr. Georges worked closely
with Town staff to identify their goals and budget for the project. Research was
conducted with Arizona Department of Environmental Quality and the
Environmental Protection Agency to ensure that the manual followed development
guidelines for both agencies. The result was a cost-effective document that allows
the Town to effectively manage construction storm water for future projects.

26" Avenue and Verde Lane; Phoenix, Arizona

Mr. Georges served as a hydrologist to solve flooding that had been occurring
along 26™ Avenue and Verde Lane. Responsibilities included finding different
alternative solutions, analyzing the storm drain systems, performing split flow
analysis at intersections and incorporating ADOT street improvements into the
ADMS HEC-1 model for Maryvale Study.

Palm Valley Cornerstone, Goodyear, Arizona

Mr. Georges was the hydrologist for an 80-acres commercial site. Responsibilities
included design of networks of storm sewer systems, and retention/detention
Basins. Erosion and water quality control measures were an integral part of the
design process of the site.




William D. Roberts, PE, LSIT— Phoenix

Water and Wastewater Design Manager

Education Mr. Roberts is a highly experienced engineer in the water and wastewater fields. He
B.S., Civil Engineering, 1995, has extensive experience in the modeling, design, construction, and inspection of
Pennsylvania State University water and wastewater systems and facilities. He has provided these services on water
Registrations distribution systems, well sites, storage reservoirs, booster facilities, wastewater
Professional Engineer, collection systems, lift stations, and force mains. Bill has overseen all of the water
Arizona, #35921, 2001 and wastewater plans and designs produced in the DEA Phoenix office over the past

seven years.
Land Surveyor in Training Y
Arizona, #08653

Westgate (Coyotes Arena and Entertainment Complex), Glendale, Arizona

Expertise The Westgate site is 225 acres is area and includes the Jobing.com Arena surrounded
Water and Wastewater by commercial and residential development. The center of the site features high
Modeling density urban design with multi-story buildings and limited access drives. Bill

Wastewater Collection
Water Distribution
Water Storage and Booster

oversaw the preparation of the water and sewer master plan for this project. He also
produced the construction plans and specifications for the project’s public water and

Facilities sewer improvements. Critical master planning points included providing a water
Well Sites distribution grid and sewer collection system for the arena and for high density,
Field Inspection mulit-story buildings. Water and sewer lines were also planned in order to serve the

Construction Administration gt at multiple stages of phasing. DEA met the challenge of producing construction
plans for over 30,000 feet of water line and 20,500 feet of sewer line within an

Professional Affiliations accelerated design schedule. Water line diameters ranged from 8 to 12 inches and

American Public Works sewer line diameters ranged from 8 to 18 inches. Key aspects of the construction

Association (APWA) plans included coordinating with numerous utility plans, and working within narrow
spaces through the high density development. As the Westgate project continues to

Years Experience: 13 Years  grow and build out, Bill updates the area’s water and sewer master plan.

Years with DEA: 9Years  Reference: Sam Toporek, The Eliman Companies Tel: (623)772-4010

REE—

Phoenix Convention Center, Phoenix, Arizona

As Project Engineer of the Convention Center design, Bill oversaw the utility
investigation efforts along the streets surrounding the project (2", 3 5%
Washington, and Monroe). In addition, he designed numerous utility improvements
to support the new convention center including storm drain lines, fire lines, water
and sewer building connections, and fire hydrants surrounding the West Hall’s
perimeter. He was also responsible for new water, fire and storm drain lines that
served the proposed Northwind facility and the existing Symphony Hall building,
The Northwind fire line was installed in the street section above the Northwind
building, which is buried under the roadway. The line was installed in a steel casing
that ended in a manhole with a grate. If the fire line were to leak, the water would
bubble out of the manhole instead of leaking onto the building’s roof. Finally, Bill
provided design and post design services on a new 16-inch water line that runs along
7™ Street between Van Buren Street and Washington Street.

Reference: Wylie Bearup, City of Phoenix Streets Transportation Director (602)

262-6284.

Cityscape, Phoenix, Arizona

DEA is providing preliminary engineering, final engineering and surveying services
for this $900 million multi-phase project in downtown Phoenix. As a Project
Engineer, Bill was responsible for the off-site water and sewer line improvements
and utility coordination.
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Bill designed the off-site water line improvements consisting of a new water lines in
Washington, Street, 1% Avenue, and Jefferson Street. The new water line will add
capacity to the existing City of Phoenix water distribution system to accommodate
the Cityscape project and the growing downtown area. The water line improvements
required the relocation of several existing water services and the installation of new
fire and domestic services.

Bill designed the off-site sewer line improvements consisting of a new 217 sewer
line along Washington Street between Central Avenue and 1% Street. The new sewer
line will redirect existing flows from Central Avenue to an existing sewer trunk in 1*
Street. The Cityscape project required the existing sewer line in Central Avenue to
be removed within the project limits requiring the sewer to be redirected to 1% Street.
Reference: Jeff Moloznik, Red Development (480) 947-7772

Rancho Gabriela Water Supply Facility, Surprise, Arizona

Bill served as the Project Manager for the Rancho Gabriela Water Supply Facility
that serves the southern portion of the City of Surprise. The facility’s original design
consisted of a storage and booster site, two off-site wells, and the raw water
transmission lines.

Bill is currently overseeing three separate projects related to the expansion of the
Rancho Water Supply Facility. The first project is the Expansion 2A design and
construction services. This expansion includes a 2.0 MG reservoir, drainage
improvements, expansion of the existing hypochlorite generation system, and the
upsizing of the facility’s existing low flow booster pumps. This phase has been
constructed and was just placed in service. Bill is also providing services on the
Expansion 2B phase. This expansion includes a second bank of booster pumps, a
hydropneumatic tank, an electrical building, a generator, and another expansion of
the disinfection system. Finally, Bill is providing design and construction services
on an arsenic removal system to treat a raw water flowrate of 12,000 gpm (17.3
MGD). The treatment system would mirror the arsenic system design in which DEA
participated for the City’s Ashton WSF

Reference: Lee Lambert, City of Surprise (602) 430-3638

Water Distribution System Improvements, Scottsdale, Arizona

Bill has served as Project Manager on 27 water and sewer improvement sites within
the City of Scottsdale since 2001. This includes 60,800 linear feet of waterline, over
300 water service replacements, upgrades to existing water storage and booster sites,
new PRV stations, over 1,500 linear feet of sewer force main, and several
wastewater lift station designs. These improvements have been located within
commercial districts, residential neighborhoods, and major arterial roads. This work
also included the creation of water models to validate line sizes and in some cases
incorporated the City’s existing water model. During the past seven years, DEA and
City staff have built a working relationship and developed a project implementation
process that has yielded consistent, efficient, and quality designs.

Reference: Chris Perkins, City of Scottsdale, (480)312-7845
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Education

Graduate Studies, 1993-1995,
University of Utah, Salt Lake
City, Utah

B.S., Civil Engineering, 1989,
University of Utah, Salt Lake
City, Utah

Registration
Professional Civil Engineer,
Arizona 33645, 1999

Professional Civil Engineer,
Utah 177977, 1997

Professional Civil Engineer,
Idaho 11068, 2003

Professional Affiliations
American Society of Civil
Engineers -Member

Institute of Transportation
Engineer — Member

WTS -~ Metro Phoenix

American Public Works
Association

Years Experience: 19 Years
Years with DEA: >5 Years

Lori L. Labrum, PE — Phoenix
Transportation Project Manager

Ms. Labrum is a senior transportation engineer in the DEA’s Phoenix office. She
has over nineteen years of engineering experience in transportation planning,
design, analysis and construction. Ms. Labrum has been responsible for the
successful completion of many key design projects. Ms. Labrum has the attention
to detail that enables her to successfully complete assigned projects on time and
under budget.

CityScape @ Downtown Phoenix, Arizona-- DEA is providing engineering,
surveying, and services during construction for this $900 million project in
downtown Phoenix. This downtown development will cover three city blocks and
include 800,000 square feet of office space, 1,200 residential units, over 150 hotel
rooms, 100,000 square feet of public plazas and 170,000 square feet of retail
space. The project is located between 1st Avenue and 2nd Street, Washington and
Jefferson Streets.

Ms. Labrum is serving as a Project Engineer for developing the offsite
improvement plans and modification of four signals on the intersections adjacent
to the Cityscape project. Offsite improvements consist of roadway and utility
demolition, new roadway design for Central Avenue, and geometric modifications
Washington St, Jefferson St., and 1¥ St. One of the main challenges of this project
is the close and continuous coordination with the City of Phoenix, Valley Metro,
the Developer and Architect to accommodate the new buildings and infrastructure,
and the Contractor to provide designs that work with their aggressive construction
schedule.

Reference: Jeff Moloznik at Red Development (480) 947-7772

75" Avenue and SR-238 Roadway Improvements, Goodyear, Arizona
Ms. Labrum served as a project manager on the Amaranth Master Planned
Community providing transportation planning and design services. Amaranth is
located within the City of Goodyear limits, north of SR-238 and west on the
county limits. DEA is closely coordinating this project with all the agencies
involved (ADOT, City of Goodyear, MAG, Union Pacific).
Ms. Labrum provided roadway, storm drain, and signing striping design services
for this project. Her primary responsibilities included oversight on:
* Roadway widening design and pavement marking and signage for SR-238
and coordination with ADOT (1.25 mile).
* Interim (half-street) and ultimate (six lanes with median) roadway and
drainage design of 75th Avenue (1 mile).
* Preparation of plans for a temporary construction access along the 75
Avenue alignment (1/4 mile).
* Provided technical assistance on the Roadway Infrastructure Phasing for
SR-238 (6 miles) and the planning of the future arterial network of the
10,000 acres development.
o Established street standards and guidelines, coordination with MCDOT,
MAG, and the City of Goodyear.
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¢ Analysis, model, and design of three single lane roundabouts for collector
streets within the residential development, and

* Analysis and model of two dual-lane arterial roundabouts and two single
lane arterial roundabouts.

Phoenix Convention Center in Downtown Phoenix, Arizona--DEA served as
civil engineer for the $600 million expansion of the downtown Phoenix Civic
Center. Work performed by DEA included traffic studies to analyze downtown
traffic circulation patterns modeled in CORSIM. The various studies were used
by the City of Phoenix Engineering staff and City Manager’s Office to determine
the routing of traffic thru the construction zone during the 3+year construction
period, the handling of special event traffic, and the conversion of two existing
one-way streets to a two-way configuration. This contract was a CM@Risk
contract where we worked with the Contractor on design solutions, project cost
control, and very importantly the construction schedule and phasing. This was
very important as the Light Rail is immediately adjacent to the Convention Center
and lies within the roadway (Washington Street) that we were vertically realigning
by 16+ feet. Both projects schedules were basically concurrent and both due for
opening in December 2008. Major offsite improvements consisted of roadway
and utility demolition and re-construction of 3rd Street, Washington Street, and
modifications to 2nd St., 5th St., and Monroe Street. Features include new paving,
curbs, walks, decorative paving, drainage structures, utilities, lighting, signing,
striping, and signalization. Challenges of this project included integration of
Valley Metro’s Light Rail system with the newly constructed Convention Center,
the elimination of the existing depressed sections in 3rd and Washington Street,
and extensive coordination between all disciplines to create a seamless final
product.

Ms. Labrum is serving as project engineer coordinating construction
administration services for Phase 2 of this project. Her duties include construction
inspection, re-design related to changes during construction and responses to
requests for information from the contractor.

Reference: Wylie Bearup City of Phoenix Streets Transportation Director (602)
262-6284.
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Education

B.S. Civil Engineering,
1995, Instituto
Tecnoldgico y de
Estudios Superiores de
Monterrey, Mexico

Registration
Professional Engineer,
Arizona (40952)

Professional
Affiliations

Institute of Transportation
Engineers, Member
American Public Works
Association

Years Experience: 12
Years with DEA: 8 Years

Miguel Aceves, PE — Phoenix
Transportation Project Engineer

Mr. Aceves is a Project Engineer in DEA’s Phoenix transportation department
with over twelve years of experience in various aspects of roadway engineering,
traffic engineering, and transportation planning. He specializes in roadway
design, traffic signal design, and signing and striping design. He also has
experience in storm drain design, water and sewer design, ITS systems, and
coordination of construction services. Mr. Aceves has extensive experience in
numerous types of public works projects and private development projects.

Sagewood: Mayo Blvd and Tatum Blvd Roadway Improvements, Phoenix,
Arizona

Mr. Aceves serves as the roadway project engineer in this project. His
responsibilities included the preparation of the Master Street Plans for Desert
Ridge Superblock 9 to define the alignments for Mayo Blvd and collector streets,
as well as major drainage and wash crossings. DEA has finalized the construction
documents and specifications for 1/2 mi of new roadway on Mayo Blvd and is
currently preparing final construction documents for 1/3 mi of new roadway on
Tatum Blvd due to a vertical realignment to accommodate a new 6°x6’ culvert
required to convey the flow creating an elevated roadway that is being resolved by
channelization, grading, and retaining structures. Other design features included
traffic signal, signing and striping, street lighting, water and sewer design,
drainage structures and storm drain design. DEA is coordinating this project with
all the parties involved (City of Phoenix, Desert Ridge, and adjacent
developments) to meet the aggressive schedule within budget, these goals are
being accomplished by providing specialized in-house resources to each task and
continuous communication with all the stakeholders.

Reference: Steve VanHove, Lifecare Services, (515)875-4686

Cityscape: Central Ave, Jefferson St, & Washington St Street Improvements,
Phoenix, Arizona

Mr. Aceves serves as a Project Engineer for developing the offsite improvement
plans and modification of four signals on the intersections adjacent to the
Cityscape project.  Offsite improvements consist of roadway and utility
demolition, new design for Central Avenue, and geometric modifications
Washington St, Jefferson St., and 1* St. One of the main challenges of this project
is the close and continuous coordination with the City of Phoenix, Valley Metro,
the Developer and Architect to accommodate the new buildings and infrastructure,
and the Contractor to provide designs that work with their aggressive construction
schedule.

Reference: Jeff Moloznik, Red Development, (480)947-7772

26th Avenue and Verde Lane Storm Drain and Roadway Improvements,
Phoenix, Arizona

Mr. Aceves was the Project Engineer on the City of Phoenix’s 26th & Verde Lane
Paving and Storm Drain project to solve flooding problems occurring throughout
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the residential neighborhood. His responsibilities include the design of the
retention basin at the southern end of the project, to accept runoff from the north.
and one-mile of storm drain pipe; realignment of 26th Avenue and the design of a
roadway access to 1-17 frontage road. Mr. Aceves prepared paving, storm drain,
signing and striping, and traffic control plans; specifications and cost estimates.
Reference: Prescilla Pappas, City of Phoenix, (602)534-7056

75™ Avenue and SR-238 Roadway Improvements, Goodyear, Arizona
Mr. Aceves serves as a project engineer on the Amaranth Master Planned
Community providing transportation planning and design services. Amaranth is
located within the City of Goodyear limits, north of SR-238 and west on the
county limits. DEA is closely coordinating this project with all the agencies
involved (ADOT, City of Goodyear, MAG, Union Pacific).
Mr. Aceves provided roadway, storm drain, and signing striping design services
for this project. His primary responsibilities included:
¢ Roadway widening design and pavement marking and signage for SR-238
and coordination with ADOT (1.25 mile).
o Interim (half-street) and ultimate (six lanes with median) roadway and
drainage design of 75th Avenue (1 mile).
e Preparation of plans for a temporary construction access along the 75"
Avenue alignment (1/4 mile).
* Provided technical assistance on the Roadway Infrastructure Phasing for
SR-238 (6 miles) and the planning of the future arterial network of the
10,000 acres development.
e Established street standards and guidelines, coordination with MCDOT,
MAG, and the City of Goodyear.
¢ Analysis, model, and design of three single lane roundabouts for collector
streets within the residential development, and
* Analysis and model of two dual-lane arterial roundabouts and two single
lane arterial roundabouts.

Various Traffic Signal Design Projects, Arizona
Mr. Aceves provides traffic signal design for private clients, and public agencies.
His primary responsibilities include preparation of plans, signing and striping,
intersection improvements, cost estimates, utility coordination, and specifications.
Some of the projects require full design of traffic signal for the intersection, and
include emergency vehicle pre-emption, video detection, and various interconnect
systems including fiber-optic cable and spread spectrum radio. Mr. Aceves has
personally designed or overseen the traffic signal design efforts of over 50
intersections in Arizona, below is a list of some recent work:

* Rittenhouse Rd and Village Loop Rd North, Queen Creek
Erie Street & McClintock Road, Chandler
Scottsdale Rd and Butherus Dr, Scottsdale
73rd St and Butherus Dr, Scottsdale
Tatum Blvd and Mayo Blvd, Phoenix
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Education
B.S,, Forestry and Wildiife,
1982, Virginia Tech

Registrations
Registered Land Surveyor,
Arizona (38175), 2002

Expertise
GPS

ALTA
Boundary
Topographic
Route
Cadastral

Right-Of-Way Acquisition
Services

Legal Description Preparation
Strip Maps

Construction Surveying

Years Experience: 26 Years
Years with DEA: 5 Years

Michael Banta, RLS — Phoenix
Project Surveyor

Mr. Banta is a Licensed Surveyor in Arizona, with over 26 years of
experience with nine of those years concentrating in route location surveys
for highway design. His expertise encompasses Aerial Mapping, Master
Planned Communities, Topographic Surveys, Boundary Surveys, Right-of-
Way Determination, Drainage Studies, Residential and Commercial
Property Surveys, as well as Public Works surveys for Towns and
Municipalities, including industrial parks, recreational facilities, major
roadways, streetscapes, and utility surveys.

Mike possesses a strong knowledge of surveying methods and requirements,
along with a complete understanding of deliverables, both tangible and
intangible, to successfully satisfy municipalities, government agencies, and
private industries.

Westgate City Center; Glendale, Arizona

Project Surveyor for the preliminary site design and final civil engineering
services for Westgate City Center, which houses the Phoenix Coyote’s
Arena (jobing.com arena) and associated entertainment facilities, retail
shops and restaurants.

Reference: Sam Toporek, (623)772-4010 Email:stoporek@ellmanco.com

CityScape, Phoenix, Arizona

Mr. Banta served as project surveyor for this $900 million project located in
downtown Phoenix. The project covers up to 3 city blocks and will include
800,000 square feet of office space, 1,200 residential units, and over 150
hotel rooms. Services included right-of-way abandonment, final plat, and
condominium plats.

Jeff Moloznik at Red Development (480) 947-7772

Phoenix Convention Center Expansion, Phoenix, Arizona

Mr. Banta served as project surveyor for the $600 million expansion of the
Convention Center in downtown Phoenix. Survey services performed for
the site included boundary and topographic survey to support the
engineering design, as well as preparation of a final plat for the entire west
and north buildings.

Reference: Wylie Bearup City of Phoenix Streets Transportation Director (602)
262-6284

Amaranth Master Planned Community, Goodyear, Arizona

As project surveyor for this 10,000 acre master planned community located
in south Goodyear, Mr. Banta provided topographic mapping of the entire
project area. He also provided results of survey, topographic mapping,
maps of dedication, ALTA’s, control survey, lot splits, and legal
descriptions for Phase I which consisted of 690 acres.
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Verrado Master Planned Community, Maricopa County, Arizona

Mr. Banta served as project surveyor for this master planned community
located north of Interstate 10 in Buckeye, Arizona. For the project he
provided an Interstate 10 interchange survey and right-of-way
determination. He also prepared legal descriptions, topographic survey, and
performed preliminary staking of the proposed golf course alignment using
the Global Positioning System (GPS) technology.

Trillium Master Planned Community, Buckeye, Arizona

The Trillium Master Planned Community is located north of Interstate 10
and west of Sun Valley Parkway in Buckeye, Arizona. Mr. Banta served as
project surveyor for this 794-acre project and provided maps of dedication,
legal descriptions, topographic survey, final plats, and preliminary staking
of the 404 jurisdictional wash areas for the project.

Tartesso Master Planned Community, Buckeye, Arizona

As project surveyor for the Tartesso Master Planned Community, Mr. Banta
provided topographic survey, legal descriptions, maps of dedication, final
plats, and final construction staking for the project. The project is located
north of Interstate 10 and west of Sun Valley Parkway and was divided into
several phases. The overall property consists of 5,680 acres.

Downtown Sheraton Hotel, Phoenix, Arizona

As project surveyor for the Sheraton hotel located adjacent to the Phoenix
Convention Center, Mr. Banta provided boundary and topographic survey
services to support the engineering design for the project.

W Hotel and Condominiums, Scottsdale, Arizona

As part of the DEA team for the development of this high-end hotel and
condominium project in downtown Scottsdale, Mr. Banta provided
boundary and topographic survey services, an ALTA survey, final plat, and
condominium plats for the project.

Valley of the Sun YMCA, Scottsdale, Arizona

Working in conjunction with the project team, Mr. Banta acted as project
surveyor for the design of the Maricopa County Community College and
Valley of the Sun YMCA in north Scottsdale. Survey services for the
project included a boundary survey and final plat for the property.

Washington Park, Phoenix, Arizona

As part of the DEA team providing civil engineering and survey services for
this 15-acre mixed-use development located at the northeast corner of
Washington Street and 44" Street; Mr. Banta provided boundary and
topographic survey, and final platting services for the property.
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Environmental Geotechnical - Chemical Materials Testing

2801 South 35th Street, Phoenix, AZ 85034
ph 602.393.4800 dspadola@gecaz.com - 602.393.4801 fax

DONALD J. SPADOLA, P.E.
Principal

EDUCATION: B.S.E. in Civil Engineering
Arizona State University, 1980
M.S.E. in Geotechnical Engineering
Arizona State University, 1985

REGISTRATION: Professional Engineer
Arizona (Civil) - License No. 19262
Arizona (Environmental) - License No. 33720
Arizona Licensed Contractor
A-General Engineering - License No. 105090

CERTIFICATIONS: OSHA 40-Hour Training in Hazardous Waste Operations with Annual Updates
American Heart Association First Aid and CPR training

AFFILIATIONS: American Public Works Association
Arizona Association of County Engineers
American Society of Civil Engineers
Arizona Consulting Engineers Association

GENERAL BACKGROUND

Mr. Spadola is a Managing Principal and founding partner of Geotechnical and Environmental Consultants, Inc.
(GEC) since 1989. Mr. Spadola is a registered professional engineer with over 25 years experience on a wide variety of
geotechnical and environmental projects. Mr. Spadola's experience on geotechnical projects includes developing site
investigation plans, preparing cost estimates, directing and conducting field investigations, preparing laboratory testing
programs, conducting engineering evaluations and analysis, developing engineering recommendations, preparing
technical reports, and providing consultation to clients during all phases of project development. As both principal and
project manager, his experience includes recommendations relative to shallow and deep foundations, earth embankments,
bridge abutments, surface and subsurface drainage systems, slope stability, braced excavations, seepage, expansive soils,
and collapsible soils. His experience with pavement design includes public works projects ranging from residential
subdivisions to major arterial highways. In addition, his pavement design experience includes rehabilitation and
reconstruction projects for numerous municipalities and developers throughout Arizona.

Mr. Spadola has extensive experience regarding Phase I Environmental Site Assessments, Phase I Sampling and Testing,
Soil and Groundwater Remediation, asbestos investigations and remediation, and microbial investigations and
remediation. He has conducted numerous assessments of underground storage tank (UST) systems and leaking
underground storage tank (LUST) sites. He has conducted remediation of contaminated soil and groundwater using a
variety of methods and has obtained closure of LUST sites through Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
(ADEQ). His experience includes sampling and testing of soil for potential contamination, overseeing drilling, sampling,
and testing programs to evaluate if soil and groundwater have been impacted by releases from point sources, determining
the vertical and horizontal extent of contamination, and designing and implementing remediation programs to obtain
closure. He is very familiar with ADEQ's regulatory requirements. He has assisted developers, site owners, attorneys,
and lending institutions regarding environmental site assessments, soil and groundwater sampling and testing, and soil and
groundwater remediation.



DONALD J. SPADOLA, P.E. - INDIVIDUAL PROJECT EXPERIENCE

Geotechnical Investigation — University of Phoenix Stadium, Multipurpose Facility, Glendale, Arizona. TSA:
Kenny Harris (presently with Maricopa County) 602-506-4700. Project Principal responsible for the preliminary
investigation for the City of Glendale to assist them with their submittal to the Arizona Tourism and Sports Authority
(TSA). GEC performed combined geotechnical and environmental assessments on eight properties proposed as locations
for the TSA facility. GEC conducted additional preliminary and final investigations for Hunt Construction Group, Inc.
GEC conducted over 40 test borings across the site to depths ranging from 40 to 99 feet below the existing ground surface
for use in the design of the foundations for the main structure and other improvements across the site. GEC provided
geotechnical engineering, and construction observation and testing services during the site grading, MSE wall
construction, and foundation construction to verify soil conditions, provide quality control (QC) testing, and to document
conformance with the contract documents. GEC also provided the QA/QC on the Stadium, responsible for overseeing
observation and testing of the mass grading and MSE wall backfill, testing of utility trench backfills, and special
inspection of footing excavations.

Agricultural Property for TSA/Cardinals Multipurpose Facility, Glendale, Arizona. City of Glendale: Ed Beasley
(623) 930-2000. Project Principal GEC was retained by the City of Glendale to conduct a Phase I assessment of a 240-
acre parcel of agricultural land selected as the location for the TSA Multipurpose Facility (Cardinals Stadium). The
property was a fallow agricultural farm field at the time of our assessment. Our historical review indicated a portion of
the property had once been a dairy farm and we recommended additional assessment to further investigate recognized
environmental conditions.

Westgate City Center, Loop 101 and Glendale Avenue, City of Glendale, Arizona. The Ellman Companies,

Sam Toporek: (602) 667-8015. Project Principal for geotechnical engineering and construction observation and testing
services for off-site improvements and new pavements for existing and new City of Glendale streets including Glendale
Avenue, 91st Avenue, Maryland Avenue, 93rd Avenue and 95th Avenue. GEC conducted preliminary and final
geotechnical investigations for these projects, including pavement section design recommendations for the proposed new
pavements. GEC also conducted a Phase I ESA on portions of the Westgate development.

Geotechnical Investigation — Jobing. Com Arena for Phoenix Coyotes - Glendale, Arizona: Project Principal for
geotechnical investigation of the new Phoenix Coyotes’ hockey arena. The investigation included drilling numerous deep
test borings in the arena footprint to provide foundation recommendations for footings bearing below the finished floor
level. The investigation also included an evaluation of the subsurface soil conditions surrounding the arena for over six
million square feet of future upscale residential, commercial and retail development.

Forensic Geotechnical Engineering, Glendale, Arizona. Project Principal retained by the City of Glendale to provide
consultation regarding a floor slab moisture problem at one of its new facilities. Since completion of the facility,
excessive moisture emission rates through the floor slab resulted in de-bonding of carpet tiles throughout the building for
five years. GEC's services included review of site history, review of project plans and specifications, subsurface
exploration, and development of remedial alternatives. GEC determined the source of the moisture and provided alternate
remedial solutions.

Geotechnical Explorations - Liberty Park Residential Development - Buckeye, Arizona: Project Principal for
geotechnical explorations for the development including the following: evaluation of depth to shallow groundwater
beneath the Site; pavement recommendations for a new section of Southern Avenue; over two hundred percolation tests
for on-site septic systems and on-site storm water retention basins; and preparation of geotechnical reports for residential
developments, a water campus, a lift station, on-site pavement sections, and on-site utilities.

Geotechnical Investigation - Tempe Center for the Arts - Tempe, Arizona: Project Principal providing geotechnical
engineering services for the Tempe Center for the Arts development located adjacent to the Tempe Town Lake in Tempe,
Arizona. Conducted a number of geotechnical explorations including evaluation of the depth to groundwater including
the installation of groundwater monitoring well to evaluate depth to groundwater and monitor the groundwater depth for
over two years; sampling and testing of groundwater to evaluate the groundwater quality; evaluation of potential seepage
from the Tempe Town Lake into a planned 28 foot deep excavation adjacent to the lake; and geotechnical
recommendations for the project.
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Environmental Geotechnical Chemical - Materials Testing

2801 South 35th Street, Phoenix, AZ 85034
ph 602.393.4800 - msilva@gecaz.com - 602.393.4801 fax

MARVIN J. SILVA, Ph.D, P.E.
Project Manager

EDUCATION: Ph.D. in Geotechnical/Geoenvironmental Engineering

University of Alberta, Canada, 1999

Associate Degree in Civil Engineering Technology
Northern Alberta Institute of Technology, Canada, 1991

M.S.E. in Civil/Agricultural Engineering
Agricultural Institute of Odessa, Ukraine, 1985

B.S.E. in Civil Engineering
Universidad Nacional Autonoma de Nicaragua, 1981

REGISTRATIONS: Professional Engineer:
Arizona (Civil) - License No. 43472; Massachusetts (Civil);
Alberta (Civil), Canada

GENERAL BACKGROUND

Dr. Silva joined GEC in 2005. Dr. Silva is a professional Geotechnical Engineer with over 25 years experience on a
wide variety of projects. Dr. Silva has planned, conducted, and completed numerous geotechnical, environmental, and
materials investigations and studies. His experience includes client contact, project planning, proposal and cost
estimate preparation, planning and conducting field investigations, preparing laboratory testing programs, conducting
engineering evaluations and analyses, developing engineering recommendations, and preparing technical reports. His
experience includes recommendations relative to shallow and deep foundations, retaining walls, shoring systems, earth
dams, surface and subsurface drainage systems, slope stability analysis, and recommendations for reinforcement using
geosynthetic materials. His computer modeling experience includes soil/rock slope stability analysis, reinforced soil
slope, soil nailing, design of geogrid reinforcement, and contaminant transport analyses in landfill sites. His shoring
analysis and design experience include timber shoring, cantilever driven soldier/sheet piles, soldier/sheet pile with
single and multiple tiebacks, and soil nailing using methods described in NAVFAC, FHWA, and CALTRANS. He has
developed in-house computer models to calculate settlements based on compression tests and standard penetration
tests. He is experienced with the geotechnical investigation and pavement design requirements of the City of Chandler,
City of Tempe, Town of Gilbert, Arizona Department of Transportation, and the Maricopa County Department of
Transportation.

Dr. Silva's experience on geotechnical/materials testing/environmental projects includes directing and conducting field
investigations using conventional methods (i.e., borings, test pits, etc.) and non-conventional methods (i.e., cone
penetration, seismic refraction, etc.), directing and conducting all types of conventional (i.e., direct shear, unconfined
compression, simple shear, sieve analysis, Atterberg limits, etc.) and specialized laboratory testing (i.e., plate load test,
triaxial test, etc.). His projects have involved sampling of air, soils, rock and groundwater. He has planned, directed
and conducted installation, monitoring and sampling of groundwater wells and piezometers; preparation of plans and
specifications; consultation during construction; materials testing; and forensic evaluations. He has conducted earth
fissure and land subsidence studies using Interferometric Synthetic Aperture Radar (InSAR).

He has planned, directed, and conducted engineering observation and materials testing during construction of
numerous projects. These materials have included soils, soil-cement, slope protection materials, fabrics, geogrids,
concrete and asphalt. He has conducted visual inspection of small and intermediate concrete and earth dams providing
recommendations for dam repairs and maintenance.



MARVIN J. SILVA, P.E., Ph.D. - INDIVIDUAL PROJECT EXPERIENCE

Geotechnical Investigation — Van Buren Street Improvements, Avondale Arizona: Wheeler Construction, T. A.
White: 602-254-3179. Role: Project Manager/ Engineer for geotechnical investigation for 80-acre mixed use
commercial and residential development. Improvements included construction of storm drain, curb, gutter, sidewalk,
pavement section, and installation of a precast pedestrian underpass with cast-in-place (CIP) wing walls. GEC’s
services included observation of underpass and wing wall footing bearing conditions; observation and testing of
backfill for the precast underpass and CIP wing walls; testing of subgrade soils for sidewalks, curbs, gutters, and
roadways; testing of aggregate base course materials for roadways; sampling and testing of concrete for sidewalks,
curbs, gutters, valley gutters, and underpass footings and wing walls; and testing of asphalt concrete for roadways.
GEC services also included observation of construction activities by a Geotechnical Professional Engineer, as required
by the contract documents. These services included engineering review of plans, specifications, geotechnical report,
and excavation plan; preparation of weekly reports to summarize our construction observations; and project
management.

Geotechnical Investigation, Marley Park Development, Surprise, Arizona: DMB Associates, Dan Kelly: 602-251-
3505. Role: Project Manager/ Engineer for the geotechnical investigation of a 960-acre development. Conducted
numerous geotechnical explorations for various developments within the community for buildings, roadways, utilities,
and other infrastructure improvements. GEC’s work on this project was initiated in the feasibility/due diligence stage
and progressed through design and construction. Initially, we performed preliminary geotechnical investigation for the
new proposed development, and we subsequently completed the final geotechnical investigation for Phase 1 of the
development (270 acres). Directed field investigation around existing sensitive rose crops on the site. Provided
geotechnical design recommendations for residential houses; utility lines; a community center; and major, collector and
residential streets. This project was completed within the clients schedule and within the allocated budget

Geotechnical Investigations - Verrado Master Planned Community, Buckeye, Arizona: Project Manager for
numerous geotechnical investigations of a new residential community on over 8,000 acres of vacant desert and
previously developed land in Buckeye, Arizona. The project includes evaluation of former gravel mining areas, a large
slope mitigation area to evaluate current conditions and potential slope restoration alternatives, and Phase II, and III
developments including major and minor roads, multiple utilities, numerous drainage channels and washes, box
culverts, retention basins, a golf course, a school, various commercial developments, and numerous residential
subdivisions.

Geotechnical Investigation — Prasada Commercial Development, Surprise, Arizona: Project Manager for
geotechnical investigation for 425-acre commercial development. Supervised field investigation and sampling and
testing programs. Provided geotechnical recommendations for all aspects of the proposed development, including
foundation recommendations, and local, collector, and arterial roadway pavements. Arterial roadways included sections
of Cotton Lane, Greenway Road, Sarival Avenue, Cactus Road, and Waddell Road.

Geotechnical Investigation — Parcland Crossing Mixed Use Development, Chandler, Arizona: Project Manager for
geotechnical investigation for 80-acre mixed use commercial and residential development. Supervised field
investigation and sampling and testing programs. Provided geotechnical recommendations for all aspects of the
proposed development, including residential and commercial structures, local, collector, and arterial roadway
pavements, and utility line installation. Arterial and collector roadways included sections of Alma School Road and
Willis Road. Performed evaluation of suitability of the use of buried PVC pipe as specifically required by the City of
Chandler.

Geotechnical Investigation — Dysart Road Improvements, El Mirage, Arizona: Project Manager for geotechnical
investigation for one-mile reach of Dysart Road from Peoria Avenue to Northern Avenue. Developed traffic control
plan and coordinated traffic control during the field exploration. Supervised field investigation and sampling and
testing programs. Provided geotechnical recommendations for arterial roadway pavements.
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Environmental Geotechnical Chemical = Materials Testing

2801 South 35th Street, Phoenix, AZ 85034
ph 602.393.4800 - rpadilla@gecaz.com - 602.393.4801 fax

RAMON PADILLA, P.E.
Project Manager

EDUCATION: M.S.E. in Geotechnical Engineering,
Arizona State University, 2000
B.S.E. in Civil Engineering
Universidad de Guadalajara, Mexico, 1998

REGISTRATION: Professional Engineer
Arizona (Civil) - License No. 43838

CERTIFICATION: OSHA 40-Hour Hazardous Material Safety Training
Heart Savers First Aid and CPR Training
CPN Training Course on Radiation Safety of Nuclear Gauges
Trench/shoring safety - GEC

AFFILIATION: American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE)
American Council of Engineering Companies of Arizona (ACEC AZ)
American Public Works Association

GENERAL BACKGROUND

Mr. Padilla joined GEC in 2002. Mr. Padilla is an Arizona-registered Professional Engineer with over 9 years of
professional experience on a wide variety of projects mainly in Arizona. During his career, Mr. Padilla has
planned, conducted, and completed numerous geotechnical and geological investigations and studies. Mr. Padilla's
experience on geotechnical and geological projects include project planning, proposal and cost estimate
preparation, preparing field investigation plans, directing and conducting field investigations using conventional
methods (i.e., borings, test pits, etc.) and non-conventional methods (i.., seismic refraction, geophysical surveys,
etc.), preparing laboratory testing programs, directing and conducting all types of conventional and specialized
laboratory testing, conducting engineering evaluitions and analysis, developing engineering recommendations,
preparing technical reports, providing consultation to clients during all phases of project development, and
consultation during construction.

During his career as Field Engineer, Project Engineer, and Project Manager, Mr. Padilla’s experience includes
recommendations relative to pavement structure roadway design (asphaltic concrete and Portland cement concrete
pavements), roadway improvements, pavement rehabilitation, utility line excavations, shallow and deep
foundations, various types of retaining walls and structures, soil and rock slope stability, and expansive and
collapsible soils. Computer modeling experience includes the use of slope stability, structural design, and other
engineering related programs. Mr. Padilla is also experienced in conducting engineering observation and materials
testing during construction of projects. He has conducted field observation and testing on soil, compacted fill, base
course, and concrete. He has conducted construction special inspections for the placement of concrete (slabs,
decks, columns, footings, etc.) and reinforced masonry structures.
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RAMON PADILLA, P.E. - INDIVIDUAL PROJECT EXPERIENCE

Geotechnical Exploration & Environmental, Hilton Garden Inn and Homewood Suites, Avondale Boulevard,
Avondale, Arizona. Kitchell Development, Randy Monroe: 602-631-6112. Project Manager for multiple
preliminary geotechnical explorations in the site vicinity. Subsequently, GEC conducted a final geotechnical
exploration for the Hilton Garden Inn and Homewood Suites located southeast of Avondale Boulevard and I-10 in
Avondale, Arizona. The development included one- to four-story structures with the building footprints totaling
approximately 52,000 square feet. GEC’s engineering services also included geotechnical recommendations for the
asphalt and/or concrete paved drives and parking areas, and percolation rates for the storm-water retention areas.
As part of the development, GEC conducted a geotechnical exploration along the portions of Avondale Boulevard
and Roosevelt Street associated with the Hilton development and prepared a pavement structure design report for
these roadway improvements. GEC also conducted Phase I and I Environmental Site Assessments which led to
GEC conducting remediation engineering services. In addition, GEC conducted construction materials and
observation testing for the development.

Geotechnical Exploration & Environmental - Avondale Gateway — Parcel One southeast of Avondale
Boulevard and I-10, Avondale, Arizona. Cavan Real Estate Investments, Luigi Benvin: 480-747-9458

GEC conducted multiple preliminary geotechnical explorations in the site vicinity. Subsequently, GEC conducted
a final geotechnical exploration for the Avondale Gateway — Parcel One located southeast of Avondale Boulevard
and 1-10 in Avondale, Arizona. The development included two- and three-story structures with the building
footprints totaling approximately 60,000 square feet. GEC’s engineering services also included geotechnical
recommendations for the asphalt and/or concrete paved drives and parking areas, and preliminary information for
the storm-water retention areas. GEC also conducted Phase [ and II Environmental Site Assessments and
remediation engineering services on a larger property which included the Avondale Gateway — Parcel One.

Geotechnical Explorations, Verrado Master-Planned Community, Buckeye, Arizona: Project Engineer on
numerous geotechnical explorations and construction materials testing projects for the all aspects of the Verrado
Master Planned residential community on over 8,000 acres of vacant desert and previously developed land located
in Buckeye, Arizona. Services have included geotechnical explorations for a new Interstate-10 traffic interchange
(pavement, bridge, and utilities); evaluation of fill and borrow source areas for the interchange construction; a large
slope mitigation area to evaluate current conditions and potential slope restoration alternatives; Phases 1, 2, and 3 of
the development; including major and minor roads, multiple utilities, numerous drainage channels and washes,
retention basins, a golf course, schools, various commercial developments, pumping and lift stations, water tanks,
and numerous residential subdivisions; for gravel mining/aggregate production; and for a large fill and gravel
mining area for future development and restoration.

Geotechnical Exploration, Two Miles of Improvements to MC 85 - Cotton Lane to Estrella Parkway -
Goodyear, Arizona: Project Manager for the geotechnical exploration for a two-mile section of the existing MC-
85 roadway, including drilling 10 test borings within the right-of-way to measure the existing pavement section and
to obtain soil samples for laboratory testing. Six test borings were drilled in the roadway shoulders to conduct
percolation testing for shallow retention basins. Conducted pavement analysis and design in accordance with
Maricopa County requirements.

Geotechnical Explorations - Three New Bridge Structures, Mesquite Mountain Ranch, Surprise, Arizona
Project Manager responsible for geotechnical exploration for three new bridge structures over large washes in
roadway extension areas of the Mesquite Mountain Ranch residential development. The field exploration included
drilling 9 test borings within the bridge alignments to depth of 38 to 60 feet below the ground surface to obtain soil
samples for laboratory testing

Geotechnical Investigation, Jobing.Com Stadium for the Phoenix Coyotes, Glendale, Arizona: Project
Engineer conducting the special inspection of soil nailing and the placement of a 3" reinforced shotcrete wall for a
new hockey arena for the NHL’s Phoenix Coyotes. Also tested five percent of the soil nails and assisted in the
special inspection of the placement of the structural 8" reinforced shotcrete wall and reinforced concrete columns
for the development.
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Christine E. Ten Eyck, FASLA
Principal
Landscape Architect

Christine E. Ten Eyck is a landscape architect with a passion for the unique region of the
Southwest. Ms. Ten Eyck is the founding principal for Ten Eyck Landscape Architects, Inc.
Her work, both public and private, is textural, sensitive, fanciful, and most importantly, keenly
acute to our ecology and cultural heritage. Unique among her peers, Christine's landscape
environments quietly, yet proudly, stand up and compliment the architectural and urban
structures they embrace. From public plazas, to riverbed, to urban streets, her adept skills will
solidly ground the project in its unique place.

Avondale City Center Specific Plan Avondale, Arizona

Ten Eyck collaborated with Dyatt & Bhatia and The City of Avondale to develop master
planning and design guidelines for the development of streetscape and open space design
concepts for the new city center. The plan establishes a framework of principles that guide
the development of street widths, tree selection, hardsape material selection and
intfegration of drainage solutions. The urban design framework recognizes the environmental
considerations and the local cultural issues specific to the Sonoran Desert climate. Client:
City of Avondale; Reference: Dean Suoboda (623.333.1035)

Phoenix Convention Center Phoenix, Arizona
Ten Eyck Landscape Architects inc. is part of a multi-disciplinary team responsible for
schematic and design development of the site work and streetscape for the 3 phases of the
new convention center. Most of the project is over structure and much coordination was
required regarding structure, utilities etc. Ten Eyck is also responsible for helping with and
building on adjacent streetscape themes for the surrounding streets linking the new Civic
Plaza with the hotels and the Orpheum Theater. C. Ten Eyck established planting and
hardscape concepts, made presentations to COP departments, City Council and
neighborhood stakeholders. Phase 1 is complete and Phase 2 is under construction. Clients:
Leo Daly Architects/HOK: Reference: Mr. Sandy Eeds (816.329.4240)

Scoltsdale Indian Plaza Scottsdale, Arizona
The landscape design for Scottsdale Indian Plaza is a multi-faceted, layered, and rich
expression of Scottsdale’s vibrant future, rooted in and drawing inspiration from the City of
Scottsdale’s history, place within the region, and culture. While referencing these elements,
the Indian Plaza design does not attempt to replicate them; rather, it reflects upon and
reinterprets them in a vibrant, exciting, and thoroughly modern fashion. Building masses
define “canyons” and plazas; streetscapes and walkways reference a regional plant palette
and natural resources; planting schemes and design consider historic and contemporary
agricultural themes in innovative ways; and contemporary site furnishings, amenities, and
layout wrap it in a modern framework. Client: Triyar Development

ASU Master Planning Tempe, Mesa, Phoenix
Collaborating with architects and planners, Ayers Saint Gross, on the master planning for
outdoor spaces for ASU’'s 4 campuses — ASU East, ASU Tempe, ASU Phoenix Downtown and
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ASU West. Ten Eyck is concentrating on conceptualizing frameworks for future growth of
existing campus malls, open space and landscape. Clienf: Ayers Saint Gross / ASU

ASU Downtown Campus Phoenix, Arizona
Arizona State University is planning to bring 15,000 new students to the Downtown are of
Phoenix. This new campus will be integrated into the existing fabric of the city blocks, and will
include a number of new building, re-use of existing building and a central civic park at the
heart of the campus. The goal of the campus is to have a fully integrated downtown were
students and existing residence would have a seamless environment. Ten Eyck collaborated
with other architects and assisted ASU with streetscape and open space design concepts for
the campus. Client: Arizona State University

Taylor Streetscape Phoenix, Arizona
Ten Eyck was the prime consultant for this 3 block street which serves as the main ASU
downtown campus mall. Ten Eyck and their team met with COP, ASU and numerous
neighborhood stakeholders and then developed concepts for the street. The team worked
with COP to narrow the street as much as possible to create more room for the pedestrian
experience. A planted ‘canal’ will traverse the street and harvest the building ‘sweat’
(condensate) and storm water o feed the streetscape. Parallel parking spaces are paved
with permeable pavers. The new walk ways will have illuminated seating elements, arfist
mosaics and new lighting. Client: City of Phoenix; Reference: Gail Brinkman (602.495.2073)

Adams Street Renovation Phoenix, Arizona
Ten Eyck provided concepts for street improvements for this important pedestrian link in
downtown Phoenix. Three concepts ranging from minimal landscape improvements to a
narrowed street gave the City of Phoenix a spectrum of ideas to choose from. Street trees,
shade structures, paving texture and fountains were some of the elements used in the
schemes to make the pedestrian experience more inviting. Client: City of Phoenix

Phoenix Art Museum Phoenix, Arizona
Ten Eyck collaborated with the Architects and was responsible for the concept for the new
entry forecourt and extensive landscape renovation of the site. One enters the forecourt
under a simple canopy of striking lime green Palo Brea trees with views to a grass sculpture
plinth and a rain fountain. Simple massings of Sonoran desert plants were used as
foreground and background for the striking architecture of the museum. Native frees were
used extensively as a uniform shading device throughout the parking lot and new entry to
create a cooler, garden atmosphere in the Museum's urban context.  Client: Tod Williams
Billie Tsien Architects

21C Hotel and Condominium Project Austin, Texas
Ten Eyck is currently working on design for this hotel and condo project in downtown Austin.
The project involves three sides of a block with streetscape, a roof sculpture garden, a pool
garden and a green roof. Sustainable concepts are important to the project as well as
adhering to Austin's Great Streets Program. The project is in design development. Clients:
Deborah Berke Architects, Goody Clancy, and Poe Companies

Education Bachelor of Landscape Architecture 1981, Texas Tech University
Registration Registered Landscape Archifect— Arizona #22731, New Mexico #302, Texas #1001
Office Location Phoenix, Arizona and Austin, Texas

Professional involvement American Society of Landscape Architects, Fellow
GSA Peer Review Councill
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landscape architects

Roger Socha, ASLA

Landscape Architect

Mr. Socha has served in numerous roles as a landscape architect, urban designer and
planner on various national projects. His ten years of experience (three years at Ten
Eyck) have allowed him to participate in a broad range of public and private projects,
from open space planning and urban redevelopment to design, construction
documentation and observation. Mr. Socha’s experience has led to the development
of projects influenced by the southwest region and people, contributing to a richer
sense of place. The following are relevant past and current projects he has had roles of
designer and management.

Avondale City Center Specific Plan Avondale,
Arizona

Ten Eyck collaborated with Dyatt & Bhatia and The City of Avondale to develop master
planning and design guidelines for the development of streetscape and open space
design concepts for the new city center. The plan establishes a framework of principles
that guide the development of street widths, tree selection, hardsape material
selection and integration of drainage solutions. The urban design framework recognizes
the environmental considerations and the local cultural issues specific to the Sonoran
Desert climate. Client: City of Avondale; Reference: Dean Suoboda (623.333.1035)

Scottsdale Indian Plaza Scoftsdale,
Arizona

The landscape design for Scottsdale Indian Plaza is a multi-faceted, layered, and rich
expression of Scottsdale’s vibrant future, rooted in and drawing inspiration from the City
| of Scottsdale’s history, place within the region, and culture. While referencing these
elements, the Indian Plaza design does not attempt to replicate them; rather, it reflects
upon and reinterprets them in a vibrant, exciting, and thoroughly modern fashion.
Building masses define “canyons” and plazas; streetscapes and walkways reference a
regional plant palette and natural resources; planting schemes and design consider
historic and contemporary agricultural themes in innovative ways; and contemporary
site furnishings, amenities, and layout wrap it in a modern framework. Client: Triyar
Development

s

ASU Downtown Campus Phoenix,
Arizona

Arizona State University is planning to bring 15,000 new students to the Downtown are of
Phoenix. This new campus will be integrated into the existing fabric of the city blocks,
and will include a number of new building, re-use of existing building and a central
civic park at the heart of the campus. The goal of the campus is to have a fully
integrated downtown were students and existing residence would have a seamless
environment.  Ten Eyck collaborated with other architects and assisted ASU with
streetscape and open space design concepts for the campus. Client: Arizona State
University




ASU Master Planning Tempe, Mesaq,
Phoenix

Collaborating with architects and planners, Ayers Saint Gross, on the master planning
for outdoor spaces for ASU's 4 campuses — ASU East, ASU Tempe, ASU Phoenix
Downtown and ASU West. Ten Eyck is concentrating on conceptualizing frameworks for
future growth of existing campus malls, open space and landscape. Client: Ayers
Saint Gross / ASU

Taylor Streetscape Phoenix, Arizona
Ten Eyck was the prime consultant for this 3 block street which serves as the main ASU
downtown campus mall. Ten Eyck and their team met with COP, ASU and numerous
neighborhood stakeholders and then developed concepts for the street. The team
worked with COP to narrow the street as much as possible to create more room for the
pedestrian experience. A planted ‘canal’ will traverse the street and harvest the
building ‘sweat’ (condensate) and storm water to feed the streetscape. Parallel
parking spaces are paved with permeable pavers. The new walk ways will have
illuminated seating elements, artist mosaics and new lighting. Client: City of Phoenix;
Reference: Gail Brinkman (602.495.2073)

ASU / Scotisdale Skysong Scottsdale, Arizona
Ten Eyck is on the selected development and design team for the master planning and
design efforts for the ASU — Scottsdale Center for New Technology and Innovation.
Teamed with Pei Cobb Freed and Partners, DMJM Design and Higgins / Plaza Group
Development, Ten Eyck is responsible for the development of the overall landscape
master planning concept for the site, including planting, public space character and
principles. The master planning design principles include sustainable practices, native
and low water use plants, water harvesting and comfortable and shaded pedestrian
courtyards and walkways — celebrating our region and physical setting. Client: City of
Scottsdale/Arizona State University Foundation/Higgins Development Partners;
Reference: Matthew Pridemore (602.748.1703)

The Sawmill District Flagstaff, Arizona
Ten Eyck is prepared concepts for this 37 acre upscale lifestyle center development in
Flagstaff. Seventeen acres are retail and the other twenty are condominiums and
attached single family residential. The retail component will be a combination of
shops, restaurant and specialty grocery. Responsibilities include londscape concepts
for the site, hardscape, open spaces and gathering spaces. Client: Circle West
Architects

Education Arizona State University, Bachelor of Science Landscape Architecture 1997
Registration Registered Landscape Architect — Arizona #39268 and Washington #913
Office Location Phoenix, Arizona
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AARON D. KUTCHINSKY, P.E.
Vice President / Electrical Engineer

Education:

Bachelor of Science
Electrical Engineering, 1999
Arizona State University
Tempe, Arizona

Master of Business Administration,
2002

University of Phoenix

Phoenix, Anizona

Registration:

Professional Engineer - Electrical
Arizona #40256, 2003

Colorado #42060, 2008

Memberships:

Mluminating Engineering Society
(IES),

Interational Municipal Signal
Association (IMSA),

Institute of Traffic Engineers (ITE)

Office Location:
165 E. Chilton Drive
Chandler, AZ 85225

REPRESENTATIVE PROJECTS:

Aaron Kutchinsky has fourteen years experience and is a
registered electrical engineer in the State of Arizona. He has
extensive experience in traffic signal and roadway lighting
design and has been the engineering lead on over 100 traffic
signal designs and hundreds of miles of roadways including
freeways, traffic interchanges, and a variety of other types of
roadways. His recent relevant experience includes Bullard
Avenue CIP adjacent City of Surprise’s City Center and City
of Goodyear streetscape for the spring training facility. His
responsibilities have included photometric analysis for
roadway and pedestrian lighting; lighting concept
development; evaluation of signalized intersections and
design,; utility coordination; and cost estimates and
specifications. Aaron’s assignment as Project Manager on
this project includes responsibility for technical design
decisions, plan production management, construction
packaging, inter-disciplinary coordination, cost estimates and
specifications.

Wood Corporate Campus and Ballpark Facility Roadways, Goodyear, AZ (City of Goodyear): Mr.
Kutchinsky was Project Manager for this major Spring Training, office, industrial, commercial and residential
mixed use site adjacent the future City of Goodyear City Center. Wright Engineering prepared final
construction plans, specifications and cost estimates as part of this project. The project included street
lighting for the entire infrastructure including decorative fixtures, 5 traffic signal designs, streetscape lighting
and electrical design for ¥ mile of high pedestrian use areas and traffic signal interconnect. These areas
included street and pedestrian lighting, landscape lighting, power for special events and holiday lighting,
street performance stage power, and water feature power.

Role: Project Manager

Reference: Kevin Attebery, City of Goodyear, (623) 882-7988

Bullard Avenue Widening from Bell Road to Paradise Lane Parkway, Surprise, AZ: Mr. Kutchinsky was
Project Manager for this City of Surprise roadway expansion project. Wright Engineering prepared
construction plans, specifications and cost estimates as part of this project. The project included street
lighting that also accommodated on street parking, traffic signal interconnect, and one traffic signal design at

Bell and Bullard Avenue.
Role: Project Manager

Reference: Suneel Garg, P.E., City of Surprise, (623) 222-3424



SAF-R-DIG UTLILITY SURVEYS, INC. (602) 269-2100 KCOLE@SAFRDIG.COM

KENNETH L. COLE

PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS:
» More than 18 years expetience in Subsurface Utlity Engineering as both
a crew leader and Production Manager for designating and vacuum
excavation locating.
» Highly skilled in operation of various locating instruments including
Radio Detection and Metro-tech.

» Involved with projects for state, county, and city agencies: engineering
firms: airports, military bases, public and private schools and state as
well as federal contracts.

» Extenstive client contact, coordination, advisement and education.

» Diverse field experience and skills: efficient in Excel, Microsoft Word
and Access programs.

o » Strong Supervisory skills
é » Exceptional utlity records research skills.

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE:
~ Safr-Dig Utility Sutveys : S.U.E. Project Coordinator

CONTRACTS HELD:
City of Tucson and Stantec Consulting June 2008 — June 2009
City of Phoenix — 12 different contract from 1989-2005
MCDOT 2 year contract from 2006-2008

: MCFCD 2 year contract 2004-2006

o SRP on call from 1992-Current

ADOT 2 year

ey

SPECIAL PROJECTS:
s CURRENT PROJECTS:
SRP and City of Phoenix, Light Rail Project on 19% Ave from Bethany
Home Rd to Dunlap Rd. Provide vacuum excavation on existing
subsurface utilities to the City for use in the Future Light Rail
mstallation. On going project.

» QuikTrip, Phoenix, Guadalupe and Surprise, Provide vacuum
excavation on existing subsurface utilities for the design of new QT gas
stations around the valley.

» PBS&] and City of Prescott, Prescott Zone 39 Water Main and Pump
Station upgrades, Provide vacuum excavation on existing subsurface
utilities to the City for use in the replacement of water line. On going

project.




UTLILITY SURVEYS, INC. (602) 269-2100 KCOLE@SAFRDIG.COM

SPECIAL PROJECTS:
= COMPLETED PROJECTS:

s Hoque & Associates and City of Phoenix-. Sky Harbor Airport, Deer
Valley Air Park, and Phoenix-Goodyear Airport.. Provided vacuum
excavation on existing subsurface utilities to determine positions and

depth.

= Valentine Environmental Engineers and City of Phoenix- Paradise
Valley Water Line Design. Provided vacuum excavation on existing
subsurface utilities to determine positions and depth.

= SRP, Price Rd to Miller Rd Irrigation Relocation, City of Chandler,
Provide vacuum excavation on existing subsurface utilities to SRP in
% ordes to relocate itrigation ditch from Indian land.

REFRENCES

Gty of Phoenix - Steve Rivas 602-262-4971

Salt River Project — Dave Kieffer 602-236-4954
Salt River Project — Richard Johnson 602-236-4607
City of Glendale —~ Dave Kohnert 623-930-3638

Stantec Consulting — Dave Hill 520-750-7474
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Thu 1/15/09
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Thu 2/12/09
Thu 2/19/09
Fri 4/10/09
Fri 2/13/09
Fri 2/27/09
Fri 3/27/09
Fri 4/10/09
Fri 4/17/09
Fri 1/23/09
Fri 1/30/09
Fri 3/20/09
Fri 3/27/09
Fri 4/10/09
Fri 4/17/09
Fri 3/20/09
Fri 1/23/09
Fri 1/30/09
Fri 2/20/09
Fri 2/27/09
Fri 3/13/09
Fri 3/20/09
Fri 4/10/09
Fri 2/13/09
Fri 2/27/09
Fri 3/27/09
Fri 4/10/09.-
Fri 3/13/09
Fri 2/13/09
Fri 2/20/09
Fri 3/6/09
Fri 3/13/09
Fri 4/10/09
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AWID EVARS
AanD BFBEODTATES No.

Tanuary 15, 2009

Charles W, Andrews Sr., ILE.

Senior Enginsering Projecl Manager
City of Avondale

11465 W, Civic Center Drive, Suite 120
Avondale, AZ B3323-680

SUBJECT: AVONDALE CITY CENTER IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE. 1

Dear Mr, Andrews:

David Evans and Associates, Ing. is pleased to provide our proposal for Design Services for the Avondale
City Center Improvements — Phase 1. We proposed (o perform our services, as detailed in the SCOI'E OF
WORK, for a fee of $652,990.00. This tioe represents the total Design Fees, Expenses, and Allowances as
detailed in the VEE SCHEDULE/MANHOUR BREARKDOWN.

Our sorvices will begin immediately upon reccipt ol a written Notice-To-Proceed and Final Plans Submiltal
will be made al NTP + 16 weeks,

Thank yan for this opperlunity lo work with you on this exciting Project and we look lorward 1o continuing
oaire service to the City of Avondale.

Sincerely,

BAVID EVANS AND ASSOCTATES, TNC.

Charles A HTorvath
Semior Associale

Copies: caho, file
Attachments/Tnelosures: nfa
Initials: caho

File Name: Proposal Letter
Project Number: degsd) F0G23-409



SCOPE OF WORK
PROJECT TITLE: AVONDALE CITY CENTER IMPROVEMENTS- PHASE 1
PROJECT NO.: EN 09-034
I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION & SCOPE OF CONSTRUCTION:

The PROJECT consists of the preparation of a Preliminary Infrastructure Analysis and
Construction Documents. The Preliminary Infrastructure Analysis shall be prepared for the
STUDY AREA (Refer to Exhibit A), more specifically described as that area bounded by
Avondale Blvd. on the West, Van Buren Street on the South, 107" Ave. on the East, and
Roosevelt Street to the North, an area of approximately 90 acres. The Preliminary
Infrastructure Analysis shall contain a Master Drainage Report, a Master Grading Plan, a Master
Water and Sewer Plan, and a Traffic Impact Analysis with a Master Circulation Plan. The
Preliminary Infrastructure Analysis shall include interim and/or future infrastructure analyses for
Avondale Boulevard and Van Buren Street, necessary for the Avondale City Center STUDY
AREA.

Construction Documents shall be prepared for SITE offsite improvements (Refer to Exhibit B).
The SITE is more specifically described as that area bounded by Corporate Way on the North,
City Center Way on the South, Park Ave. on the East, and Avondale Blvd. on the West. The
infrastructure improvements will generally be located along Corporate Way (Avondale Blvd. to
Park Ave.), City Center Way (Avondale Blvd. to Park Ave.), 114" Ave. (City Center Way to
Corporate Way) and Park Ave. (City Center Way to Corporate Way) and will include Avondale
Boulevard (Eastside) as necessary for the proposed interim/future improvements. These offsite
improvements include, but may not be limited to, roadway, potable water, sewer, drainage,
street lighting, landscaping, and landscape irrigation plans.

A. BACKGROUND

The CITY desires to design and construct certain offsite infrastructure improvements within a
portion of the Avondale City Center Planning Area. The nature of the proposed improvements
shall be generally consistent with the Vision, Framework, and Development and Design
Guidelines contained in the Avondale City Center Specific Plan and/or as modified by the CITY.

B. GENERAL TASKS

B 1.0 GENERAL REQUIREMENTS - The design and all work shall conform to the latest
edition and amendments, in effect at execution of Contract, of the following:

Avondale City Center Specific Plan (8/11/08) or as directed by the City

City of Avondale Standard Details and Specifications

MAG Uniform Standard Specifications and Details

Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices for Streets and Highways (MUTCD)
AASHTO Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets

The Code of the City of Avondale

Other applicable specifications and details required by a governmental

Agency or utility company (adjacent city, ADOT, SRP etc.)
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B 2.0 DATA COLLECTION

1. It shall be the responsibility of the DESIGN CONSULTANT to determine, request
and obtain specific data and information needed to perform the work. The
DESIGN CONSULTANT shall provide all necessary research and data collection
for determining and identifying all existing project utilities. As the CITY has
performed substantial work in the project area, minimal efforts are expected in
additional data gathering beyond that information/data supplied by the CITY.

2. CITY shall provide, upon request, at no cost to DESIGN CONSULTANT the
following existing information as available, not necessarily limited to, as-built
drawings, related design studies and reports, geotechnical investigations, traffic
data and projections, GIS data, maintenance records, and drawings of
developments planned within the project area.

3. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall keep a log of all documents and information
provided by CITY staff and related stakeholders and forward a copy of the log to
the City upon request.

4. Except as noted herein, the CITY shall provide all field surveys, topographic
mapping, and aerial photography sufficient for use in the study and design of this
project. The DESIGN CONSULTANT understands that the CITY has a
consultant under separate contract to provide these services and the DESIGN
CONSULTANT shall satisfy himself as to the completeness of the product and
shall notify the CITY of any deficiencies in the supplied product. The DESIGN
CONSULTANT may be requested to provide additional, corrective, and/or
supplemental services as directed by the CITY and as describe herein under an
Allowance to the Contract.

5. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall obtain a fire flow test and coordinate test and
provide analysis of fire flow results at one location.

6. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall obtain sewer flow rates of one existing sewer thru
monitoring and shall coordinate and analyze the monitoring and results.

B 3.0 PUBLIC UTILITY COORDINATION

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall coordinate with utility companies, private
development, other agencies, City’s Architect and the CITY to incorporate
existing and proposed utilities into the construction plans, in accordance with the
latest version of the Arizona Utility Coordinating Committee “Public Improvement
Project Guide” (PIPG.) DESIGN CONSULTANT shall show all existing and
proposed utilities on the paving plans, water plans, sewer, grading etc.)

2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall coordinate with each utility company to determine
if the utilities have any need to upgrade their facilities before or during the
project’s construction.
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3. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall work with the CITY’s Project Manager, City’s
Architect and City staff to coordinate the early determination of facilities that may
be abandoned or deactivated.

4. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall be responsible for field verifying (visual plans-in-
hand) the horizontal locations of all utilities within the project limits prior to the
Preliminary (30%) design submittal. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall incorporate
into their base maps all known existing utility data and transmit them to the utility
companies for verification and comment concerning the utility locations. DESIGN
CONSULTANT shall incorporate the utility company comments into the base
maps.

5. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall specifically identify utility conflicts, with input from
utility companies, which might affect alignment or grade and recommend
alignment alternatives. Utility conflicts may include but are not limited to
overhead und subsurface which may affect equipment or materials installation.

6. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall send a letter to each utility company notifying them
of the project and defining the project scope and timeline, and shall also send the
appropriate amount of half-size or full size sets to the utility stakeholders at the
30%, 60%, 95%, and 100% to each utility company for their review along with a
request for written response from each company to determine the disposition of
their utility as it relates to the planned roadway improvements. DESIGN
CONSULTANT shall show the utility company proposed improvements into the
base plans.

7. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall provide the utility companies with electronic base
files or other pertinent information necessary for the utility companies to design
the relocation of their facilities. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall coordinate with the
utilities to facilitate the design to relocate their facilities. DESIGN CONSULTANT
shall request a letter from each utility impacted by the planned roadway
improvement identifying a time line for relocating their facilities. Reference
Section B 22.0 UTILITY LOCATING SERVICES (POTHOLING)

8. For each submittal to the utility companies, DESIGN CONSULTANT shall provide
the CITY’s Project Manager and Utility Coordinator each with a written record of
receipt.

9. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall work with the City’s Project Manager, City’s
Architect and City Staff to facilitate utility coordination meetings upon notice to
proceed and at each submittal (30%, 60%, 95%) and provide a strip map
showing proposed City and private installations.

10. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall review all utility plans for constructability within the
project limits.

11. Prior to submittal of Final (100%) construction documents, DESIGN
CONSULTANT shall be responsible for ensuring all utility relocations have been
designed and coordinated with proposed City and private installations, and that
such relocations will not impact the proposed construction schedule of the CITY’s
project.
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12.

13.

14.

B 4.0

B 5.0

DESIGN CONSULTANT shall obtain ADOT style Utility Clearance letters from
each utility stakeholder for the project.

DESIGN CONSULTANT shall coordinate with nearby projects/stakeholders

UTILITY DESIGN CONSULTANT shall take notes, prepare and distribute
meeting minutes for each Utility Progress Meeting including Action Items and
responsible parties. The minutes are to be reviewed and approved by the City’s
Project Manager prior to distribution and updated at each Utility Progress
Meeting

PROGRESS MEETINGS

DESIGN CONSULTANT shall hold the following progress meetings at the City of
Avondale’s offices or project site.

a. Progress Meetings will take place after the 30%, 60% and the 95%
submittals. Design Consultant will coordinate the progress meetings
once all comments from the City have been evaluated to by the Design
Consultant.

b. Comment Resolution Meetings may be held, in lieu of the schedule Bi-
Weekly Progress Meetings no later than two weeks after redlines are
returned to DESIGN CONSULTANT at each plan submittal.

c. Utility Coordination Meetings shall be held at project kickoff, at each
plan submittal, and as needed.

DESIGN CONSULTANT shall take notes, prepare and distribute meeting
minutes for each Progress Meeting including Action Items and responsible
parties. The minutes are to be reviewed and approved by the City’s Project
Manager prior to distribution and updated at each Progress Meeting.

PUBLIC MEETINGS

DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare for and participate in up to two Public (City
Council) Information Meetings. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare display
boards that feature, but not limited to, the horizontal alignment and depict both
existing and proposed right-of-way from the most recent plan submittal, and also
a display board depicting the proposed improvements. Work may also include
the assistance in the preparation of and participation in a PowerPoint
presentation.

DESIGN CONSULTANT shall be responsible for the following:
a. Develop and setup display boards and/or PowerPoint presentation
b. Give a brief presentation and answer questions as needed

CITY shall be responsible for the following:
a. Secure a location and time for each public meeting
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b. Prepare and distribute mailers/flyers to those residents within and
adjacent to the project corridor, if required. Consultant should
coordinate with City Public Relation, prepare fliers, and distribute
prepared material. Prepare newspaper notice of meeting, if required.

B 6.0 STAKEHOLDER MEETINGS

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare for and participate in two Stakeholder
Meetings for the duration of the project. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare
display boards that feature the horizontal alignment and depict both existing and
proposed right-of-way, and also a display board depicting the proposed typical
roadway section.

2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall be responsible for the following:

a. Develop and setup display boards

b. Prepare a meeting sign-in sheet

c. Give a brief presentation and answer questions as needed

d. Take notes

e. Prepare and distribute meeting minutes, including Action Items
indicating responsible parties to be reviewed and approved by PM
prior to distribution and updated at each Stakeholder Meeting
Prepare Invitations
Coordinate and conduct meetings

«Q

3. CITY shall be responsible for the following:
a. Secure a location and time for each Stakeholder Meeting (if held at the
City)
b. Send invitations to stakeholders

B 7.0 PROJECT MANAGEMENT

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare weekly bi-weekly, progress reports;
perform regular budget and schedule monitoring; coordinate with utilities, CITY
representatives and other project stakeholders; and manage sub-consultants.

a. Project Schedule to be provided in MS Project format at the 30% 60%,
95% design stages and upon significant deviation in accordance to
Section E. PROJECT SCHEDULE.

2. Provide Invoicing statements per City of Avondale requirements
B 8.0 DESIGN SURVEY

1. Design Surveys shall be provided by CITY. The DESIGN CONSULTANT shall
review the topographic survey and aerial survey, as provided by the City and
prepared by CVL. Work shall be checked against title reports. Deficiencies
and/or anomalies discovered shall be reported to the CITY.

2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall re-establish existing CVL horizontal and vertical
controls, only to the extent necessary for SITE infrastructure improvements, for
the purposes of having accessible temporary bench marks (2) and stationing ties.
Re-established controls by DESIGN CONSULTANT are intended for use by
Utility Locating Consultant.
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3. Additional design surveys, if required, shall be completed as directed by the CITY
and paid for under a Contract Allowance.

B 9.0 RIGHT-OF-WAY SURVEY

1. Data: DESIGN CONSULTANT shall obtain pertinent public and private records of
surveys, Subdivision Plats, Right-of-way maps, record deeds and as-builts on
and adjacent to the project from the CITY and/or their surveyor of record. Title
Reports shall be provided by the CITY.

2. Survey: Surveys for the purposes of establishing and acquiring R/W shall be
provided by the CITY and/or their surveyor of record. Additional R\W surveys or
horizontal controls, if required, shall be performed under a change order to this
Contract.

3. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall provide legal descriptions and exhibits for the
acquisition of temporary construction easements, utility easements, drainage
tracts, and drainage easements. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall utilize existing
right-of-way data and surveys to define the boundaries — TDE’s, PUE’s, of
adjacent properties where new easements are anticipated. DESIGN
CONSULTANT shall provide closure data for all written legal descriptions and
exhibits. The scope of work includes, but is not limited to:

a. The preparation of twenty-three (23) written legal descriptions and
exhibits for the acquisition of TCE’s, TDE’s, and PUE’s. Work will be
paid from the allowance included in the Contract Price. If more than 23
legal descriptions are necessary, the cost for such additional work shall
be negotiated and performed under a change to this Contract.

b. Legal descriptions and exhibits shall be accompanied by volumetric
calculations, and shall define that portion of the retention which is
required to be retained by the subject property and that portion which is
retained for adjacent properties.

4. The preparation of written legal descriptions and exhibits, as needed, for utility
easements. The cost for such work will be paid from the allowance included in
the Contract Price.

5. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall field stake right-of-way once, at the direction of the
CITY’s Project Manager.

B 10.0 PRELIMINARY INFRASTRUCTURE ANALYSIS

1. Master Grading Plan - DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare a Master Grading
Plan (3-plan view sheets) at a 60-scale for the STUDY AREA. The Master
Grading Plan shall incorporate survey information showing existing contours and
existing curb, pavement and gutter elevations, adjacent to the site and on
adjacent properties. The master grading plan will include master plan level
horizontal and vertical information for all proposed roadway corridors in the
STUDY AREA to include spot elevations along proposed curb and gutters, grade
breaks, flow arrows, proposed retention basins and storm water facilities and
super pad elevations. Typical cross sections (up to 10) will be shown on the
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master grading plan, as necessary, to convey the intended design concepts.
The master grading design will be based on the anticipated site plan that will be
provided by the CITY, as the basis of the design. The plans will have enough
information to reflect that storm water runoff can be retained and/or detained on
the site, while maintaining historic boundary conditions and site outfall
requirements. The Master Grading Plan will provide earthwork estimates for
mass grading of the Study AREA site with the intent for a site balance of the
earthwork. The Master Grading plan will contain sufficient preliminary grading
information (plan-view horizontal and vertical control) for future development.

2. Master Drainage Report - DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare a Master
Drainage Report and submit it along with the Master Grading Plan. The drainage
report will take into account existing and potential off site drainage for the
STUDY AREA as-shown-in-the- RFR. The offsite hydrology will be heavily based
on the published Durango Area Drainage Master Study (ADMS) HEC-1 model.
Supplemental Rational calculations and minor HEC-1 modifications (subdividing
existing basins in the available HEC-1 model of the ADMS) might be needed to
quantify offsite runoff impacting the site. The upstream area that contributes to
the site and is included in the scope of services is bounded by I-10 to the north
and 107" Avenue to the east. Avondale and Van Buren are the drainage
boundaries to the west and south, respectively. The drainage report will show
proposed drainage areas, new runoff expected as a result of the site
improvements and construction, points of storm water concentration and
retention /detention areas. The report will also demonstrate the street ability to
convey storm water and the adequacy of the retention/detention facilities storage
capacity. Any offsite flows impacting the site will be discussed along with the
appropriate methods to account for them. The analysis will also include
recommendations for the drainage improvements required. The Master Drainage
report for the STUDY AREA shall include but may not be limited to: analysis and
design of storm drainage systems, analysis & design of detention/retention
basins, design, analysis and design of underground retention, analysis and
design of catch basins, intersection split flow analysis, analysis of On-Site
drainage, street capacity calculations for all roadway infrastructure within the
STUDY AREA. All analyses will be commensurate with the level of detail typical
of a master drainage report and will be compatible with and support the master
grading plan intended for use as a guideline for future development.

EXCLUSIONS

¢ HEC-1 Modeling is not included in the scope of services other than modifying
the existing HEC-1 provided by the Durango ADMS.

¢ 404 coordination is not included in this scope of services.

¢ CLOMR/LOMR is not included in this scope of services.

e Submittal to other jurisdictions (Flood Control District of Maricopa County and
ADOT) are not included in this scope of services.

e The Master Drainage Report and the Master Grading Plan are based on the
site plan layout provided by the City at the onset of the Project. Layout
changes after receipt of NTP and beginning of work shall be considered as out
of scope services.
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e Design Consultant shall work closely with City staff to allow for expedited
design/review process. Alternative grading and drainage concepts will be
presented and discussed with the CITY at the onset of the project. Direction by
the CITY to significantly alter the approved concept, or require major design
changes, after approval of the preferred grading and drainage concept shall be
considered out of scope.

3. Water Master Plan - An existing Infrastructure Analysis has been prepared for
the proposed Avondale City Center project. However, the layout and planning
area of the proposed City Center has changed since this initial analysis was
performed. Using a land use plan, or other information provided by the City as a
base, DESIGN CONSULTANT will update the existing water analysis and
prepare a Water Master Plan. The land use plan provided will include the line
work in AutoCAD format. DESIGN CONSULTANT will revise the master plan
based on City comments one time. This revision is not expected to exceed 31
hours of DESIGN CONSULTANT personnel time. Any major revisions and/or
additional submittals that exceed this expectation will be done on a “Time and
Materials” basis.

DESIGN CONSULTANT will produce one master plan document for the project’s
water analysis.

The water analysis will be completed in accordance with published City of
Avondale and ADEQ engineering design standards. Any standards outside
these will be reviewed with City staff before they are applied.

The project’s water infrastructure will be analyzed at Phase 1 (the proposed
improvements to be initially constructed) and at the full build out stages of the
Avondale City Center project (STUDY AREA). Additional phases will not be
considered.

The Plan will include an analysis of the results, exhibits, modeling output, and
spreadsheets. The report will be provided to the City for their review and
comment. Based upon past experience with MCESD, it is assumed that the
Master Plan will not require review by MCESD nor other agencies.

The water analysis will estimate the projected water demands for the
development. Off-site demands from properties outside Avondale City Center will
not be accounted for in the water analysis. The water model will include the
existing waterlines in Avondale Boulevard and Van Buren Street as supply lines.
DESIGN CONSULTANT will perform a water analysis using WaterCAD to
determine the alignment and sizing of the proposed waterlines based on
waterline velocities and pressures. Water demands, pressures, and flow
velocities will be determined for the area during Average Day, Maximum Day,
Maximum Day + Fire Flow, and Peak Day demand scenarios. The supply
pressure for the project’s water model will be based on a fire hydrant test
performed for this analysis.

It is assumed that the City’s existing infrastructure can support the proposed City
Center project and no offsite modeling or improvements will be required.
Regional water supply, storage, and pumping will not be discussed in DESIGN
CONSULTANT’S master plan.
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Only waterlines that are along local, collector and arterial roads shown in the
Avondale City Center master plan will be evaluated. The modeling of water lines
that are within individual commercial complexes/lots is not anticipated.

EXCLUSIONS:

¢ Additional models and/or exhibit phasing will not be performed.

¢ No presentations will be performed.

o No survey work will be performed.

¢ No Hydrogeologic or groundwater work will be performed.

¢ No Right-of-Way or easement verifications will be performed.

¢ No analysis of water line systems, upstream or downstream of the STUDY
AREA will be performed.

* No water supply facility or well site layouts will be provided.

¢ No cost estimates will be performed

¢ Cost breakdowns between developing entities will not be performed.

e Fire hydrant testing - see B2.5

o City of Avondale Review Fees

4. Sewer Master Plan - An existing Infrastructure Analysis has been prepared for the
proposed Avondale City Center project. However, the layout and planning area of
the proposed City Center has changed since this initial analysis was performed.
Using a land use plan provided by the City as a base, DESIGN CONSULTANT will
update the existing wastewater analysis and prepare a wastewater master plan.
The land use plan provided will include the line work in AutoCAD format. DESIGN
CONSULTANT will revise the master plan based on City comments one time. Any
major revisions and/or additional submittals that exceed this expectation will be
done on a “Time and Materials” basis.

DESIGN CONSULTANT will produce one master plan for the project’s
wastewater analysis.

The wastewater analysis will be completed in accordance with published City of
Avondale and ADEQ engineering design standards, except as modified herein.
Any standards outside these will be reviewed with City staff before they are
applied.

The project’s wastewater infrastructure will be analyzed at Phase 1 (the proposed
improvements to be initially constructed) and at the full build out stages of the
Avondale City Center project (STUDY AREA). Additional phases will not be
considered.

The Wastewater Master Plan will include an analysis of results, exhibits,
modeling output, and spreadsheets. The Wastewater Master Plan will be
provided to the City for their review and comment. It is assumed that no
additional agencies will review and comment.

The wastewater analysis will estimate the projected wastewater flows generated
by the development and determine the conceptual horizontal and vertical
alignments of the on-site sewers that convey them. Any offsite flows that flow
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through the project in addition to those discussed in this scope will be calculated
based on the City’s existing master plan that surrounds the project. DESIGN
CONSULTANT will produce a SewerCAD model for the development’s proposed
sewer lines. This table will include the following:

a. The peak projected wastewater flows carried by the proposed
sewers.

b. The inverts and available cover at concentration points along the
sewer lines.

c. The lengths, diameters, slopes, capacities, percent full values,
and flow velocities of the sewer lines between concentration
points.

Only sewer lines that are along local, collector roads, arterial roads (as shown in
the Avondale City Center master plan), and larger than or equal to 8 inches in
diameter, will be evaluated. The modeling of small diameter sewer lines that are
within the individual commercial complexes and/or local streets that front lots is
not anticipated.

It is anticipated that the City’s offsite infrastructure can support the City Center
project and no offsite improvements will be required. DESIGN CONSULTANT
will not analyze any upstream or downstream sewer lines outside of the project
area and will not recommend any improvements to the City’s existing wastewater
treatment facilities. The sewer model will include existing sewer lines in
Avondale Boulevard and Van Buren Street as the receiving system, as
necessary. A sewer flow test will be performed to verify the flows that are
anticipated in one of the City’s downstream sewers are accurate (See B2.6).

It is anticipated that the project’s wastewater system will be a planned system
that is owned and operated by the City.

EXCLUSIONS

» Additional models and/or exhibit phasing will not be performed.

= No Hydrogeologic or groundwater work will be performed.

* No Right-of-Way or easement verifications will be performed.

» No analysis of sewer line systems, upstream or downstream of the STUDY
AREA will be performed.

= No water supply facility or well site layouts will be provided.

» Cost breakdowns between developing entities will not be performed.

= Agency review fees for the Sewer Model are not included.

5. Traffic Impact Analysis - This scope covers the preparation of a traffic impact
analysis as determined necessary for the development of the Avondale City
Center Development (STUDY AREA). The DESIGN CONSULTANT
understands that CITY has contracted other traffic consultants to perform certain
analyses in the STUDY AREA and that the DESIGN CONSULTANT shall
coordinate their efforts and the specific TIA tasks herein with the CITY and their
consultant prior to the start of work. The intent is to further define the
requirements of this TIA. All work will be completed in accordance with the City
of Avondale Traffic Impact Analysis Procedures. The proposed site is located
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east of Avondale Blvd north of Van Buren Street and south of the Roosevelt
Street alignment. This development falls within the following category: Regional
Development expected to generate more than 1500 peak hour trips and is a
Category 4. Therefore, analysis of the “opening year” and 20 years after opening
is required.

Project Initiation and Data Collection - A site visit will be completed to identify current
traffic and land use conditions, sight distances, speed limits, road geometry and lane
configurations at the intersections of Avondale Blvd/Van Buren Street, Avondale
Blvd/Buckeye Road, Avondale Blvd/I-10 Ramps, Van Buren Street/111"™ Avenue and
Van Buren Street/107" Avenue.

Background Traffic - AM and PM peak hour turning movement counts will be
collected at the intersections of:
1. Avondale Blvd/I-10 EB Ramps

Avondale Blvd/I-10 WB Ramps
Avondale Blvd/Van Buren Street
Avondale Blvd/Cold Water Springs Blvd
Avondale Blvd/Buckeye Road

2B

Van Buren Street/111" Avenue
7. Van Buren Street/107™ Avenue

24-hour traffic data for Avondale Blvd to be used in conjunction with the Traffic
Signal Warrant will be provided by the City of Avondale. Additional roadways or
intersections, if determined by City staff, will be subject to additional fees.

Background traffic will be calculated for AM and PM peak hour traffic for the
opening year, as determined by City guidelines. (The opening year of the
development is to be identified by the City prior to initiation of the TIA).

Trip Generation -Trip generation for the project will be calculated using the trip
generation rates and/or equations from Trip Generation, Seventh Edition, by the
Institute of Transportation Engineers, 2003. Trips will be calculated for AM and PM
peak hours and the average daily traffic.

Trip Distribution and Traffic Assignment
Site traffic will be distributed proportionally to population forecasts within 5 miles
of the site. This will be used to calculate a percentage of site traffic for each
roadway approaching the site. The resulting calculations of site traffic for each
turning movement at critical locations will be prepared for the AM and PM peak
hours.

Site traffic will then be added to background traffic to obtain the total year traffic
forecasts.

Traffic Analysis

Based on the total traffic projections, capacity analysis will be completed for the
AM and PM peak hour conditions. The analysis will use Traffix software. The
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capacity analysis will determine the need for future traffic control, average delay,
and turn bay lengths. This will be completed for the following intersections:

¢ Avondale Blvd/I-10 EB Ramps

¢ Avondale Blvd/I-10 WB Ramps

e Avondale Blvd/Van Buren Street

¢ Avondale Blvd/Cold Water Springs Blvd
¢ Avondale Blvd/Buckeye Road

e Van Buren Street/111™ Avenue

e Van Buren Street/107" Avenue

Additionally the need and location for right or left turn deceleration lanes into the
site will be analyzed, along with a site distance analysis for the proposed
driveway locations. The above listed intersections are the assumed study
intersections, any additional required study intersections may be subject to
additional fees.

A traffic signal warrant analysis will also be conducted to determine the need for
traffic signal control at major study area intersections.

Reporting
A traffic study will be prepared documenting the methodology and analysis of this
study. The study will include graphics showing:
o Site plan and vicinity map

e Background, site and total traffic projections for AM and PM peak
hours

e Resulting levels of service, and
¢ Recommendations.

Other concerns that the reviewing agencies may raise will be addressed. A
draft study will be prepared and two (2) copies sent to client for review and
comment. After incorporating comments, five (5) final copies will be prepared
and sent to you for submittal. All telephone and email questions concerning the
report from client and the reviewing agencies will be answered.

6. Traffic Counts — Existing counts available from CITY and their Consultant shall
be utilized.

7. Roundabout Analysis

Iterative analysis/modeling of the roundabout location using the appropriate traffic
analysis/geometry software (AA Sidra and Rodel) will identify the anticipated lane
configurations, lane widths, roundabout size, speed limits, and appropriate
signage for the ultimate condition of the proposed roundabout.

8, Reporting

A traffic study will be prepared documenting the methodology and analysis of this
study. The study will include graphics showing:
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o Site plan and vicinity map

e Background, site and total traffic projections for AM and PM peak
hours

e Resulting levels of service, and

e Recommendations.

Other concerns that the reviewing agencies may raise will be addressed. A
draft study will be prepared and two (2) copies sent to client for review and
comment. After incorporating comments, five (5) final copies will be prepared
and sent to you for submittal. All telephone and email questions concerning the
report from client and the reviewing agencies will be answered.

B 11.0 PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS AND ESTIMATES

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare plans, specifications and estimates for the
project in accordance with CITY standards. The plans shall include, but not be

limited to:
e Cover Sheet
e General Notes Sheets
e Standard Sections Sheet
e Paving Plans/Profiles (1"=20’H/1”=2" V) — See Task 11 for additional

information

Drainage Plans — See Task 12 for additional information

Striping and Signing Plans (1"=40’) — See Task 13 for additional
information

Traffic Signal Plans — See Task 14 for additional information per city
standards.

Lighting Plans — See Task 21 for additional information per city
standards - PL

Utility Relocation Plans (if required, by others)

Landscape and Irrigation Plans — See Task 22 for additional information
per city standards.

Irrigation Relocation Plans (if required) — See Task B20.0

Waterline and Sewer Plans (1”=20" H/1”=2’ V) will be per city standards
except they will be combined, clear and constructable, water/sewer
plans . — See Task 18 for additional information.

Results of Survey and Control diagram (by others)

2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall submit plans at the 30%, 60% 95% and 100%
stages. The plan submittals will follow the checklists provided by the CITY.

3. At the 30%, 60%, 95%, 100% and final plan submittals, DESIGN CONSULTANT
shall submit a CD containing complete improvement base files in AutoCAD
.DWG format, and AutoCAD .DWF (Design Web Format) exports of each plan
sheet or scanned .TIF images of each plan sheet.
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4. Atthe completion of the design, DESIGN CONSULTANT shall submit a CD
containing complete improvement base files in AutoCAD .DWG format and
scanned .TIF images of each plan sheet (signature set.)

5. Specifications will be in accordance with the MAG Standard Specifications and
City of Avondale Standard Specifications. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall supply
special provisions for all items not adequately covered by the standard
specifications.

6. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare cross sections and earthwork quantities
determined, with the intent to provide a balanced earthwork project. The
earthwork balance shall be in accordance with the approved Master Grading
Plan.

7. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare cost estimates (utilizing typical unit costs
as tracked and provided by the CITY) for all pay items per the standard
specifications and special provisions, except that volumetric measurements will
not be used for pay items.

8. Following each review, DESIGN CONSULTANT shall review the CITY’s comments
and complete the comment resolution forms provided by the CITY. DESIGN
CONSULTANT will provide a matrix that summarizes the comments and indicates
whether the comment was incorporated or provides justification for not
implementing the change noted in the plan review comments. DESIGN
CONSULTANT shall provide the comment matrix to the CITY one week prior to the
Comment Resolution Meeting. All comments will be incorporated unless otherwise
authorized by the CITY.

9. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall return redline comments with each plan submittal.

10. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall be responsible for delivering to the CITY a complete
set of constructible plans, and shall be responsible for ensuring constructability of
such plans, including, but not limited to, completion of TCE, and drainage
easement acquisitions, and completion of utility relocation design. Utility relocation
designs, excluding water and sewer, shall be done as a change order to the
contract if these relocation services are required.

B 12.0 PAVING PLAN/PROFILES

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall perform work necessary to show Typical Roadway
Sections, Geometric Layout and Paving Plan & Profile Sheets using design right-
of-way needs for City streets (City of Avondale Standard Details and cross-
sections/alignments agreed to and provided by the CITY.) Plans will be prepared
for the SITE and SITE streets as outlined in I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND
SCOPE OF CONSTRUCTION, above. Designs and plans will be inaccordance
with  AASHTO design criteria and CITY and applicable MAG standards.
Construction documents will include designs for full-street sections along 114",
Corporate Way and City Center Way and '%-street sections along eastside of
Avondale Blvd. (right-turn lanes at Corporate and City Center Ways) and westside
of Park Avenue.
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2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare paving and profile plans at a scale of 1"=20’
horizontal and 1”=2’ vertical, to include base sheet preparation including centerline
stationing, curb and gutter, sidewalk, handicap ramps, driveways, turn lanes,
intersecting streets, utilities, existing right-of-way, proposed right-of-way, existing
utilities, construction notes, etc. Profiles shall show centerline stationing, existing
ground, proposed curb and gutter grades, benchmarks and underground utilities.

B 13.0 SITE GRADING PLANS & SITE DRAINAGE REPORT

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare grading plans and/or details for SITE. The
grading plans/details will be sufficient to grade the SITE to conform with the SITE
infrastructure improvements and the proposed pad elevations per approved
Master Grading Plan. The DESIGN CONSULTANT understands that the CITY
may direct them to provide an interim graded site as opposed to grades shown
on the approved master grading plan. Typical cross sections may be used to
convey the intended design concepts. The grading design will also be
coordinated with the street design to allow for transition between anticipated pad
elevations and proposed street grades. Construction grading plans will be based
on the approved site plan design concept. The plan document will provide
earthwork estimates for grading SITE.

2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall perform drainage (storage) calculations and
incorporate them into a Draft SITE Drainage Report to accompany the 30% plan
submittal. The limits of analysis will be to existing improvements. The Draft SITE
Drainage Report will identify proposed retention basins and any required
drainage easements. This report will document all calculations certifying that the
proposed design meets the design criteria.

3. DESIGN CONSULTANT will incorporate comments received from the Draft SITE
Drainage Report into a Final SITE Drainage Report between the 30% and 60%
plan submittals.

Exclusions:

e No HEC-1 Modeling is included in the scope of services other than modifying
the existing HEC-1 provided by the Durango ADMS.

e 404 coordination is not included in this scope of services.

CLOMR/LOMR is not included in this scope of services.

e Submittal to other jurisdictions (Flood Control District of Maricopa County and
ADOT) are not included in this scope of services.

e The drainage report and the grading plans are based on site plan layout
provided by the City at the onset of the design effort. If the layout changes, it
would be considered out of scope and not included in this scope of services.

e Grading and drainage plans concepts will be presented and discussed with
the CITY prior to the onset of the final designs. Direction by the CITY to
significantly alter the approved concept, or require major design changes,
after approval of the preferred grading and drainage concept shall be
considered out of scope.

B 14.0 TRAFFIC SIGNAL PLANS
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1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall conduct traffic signal warrant analysis and design
traffic signals for one intersection either at Avondale Blvd. & Corporate Way or
Avondale Blvd. & City Center Way in accordance with applicable City of
Avondale Traffic Signal Standards and Specifications. The intersection with the
proposed signal will be laid out at its ultimate configuration for purposes of the
signal design however paving plans will be prepared only for the interim
condition. Signal designs will take into account, not only the ultimate intersection
configuration, but also will address operation during the interim condition of the
designed roadway.

2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall perform a site visit and document to the extent
possible the equipment and conditions related to the existing traffic signals, traffic
control equipment, existing underground conduit, etc.

3. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall coordinate traffic signal design with Salt River
Project (SRP) and Arizona Public Service (APS) to define a power source to
serve the new relocated traffic signal as described above.

4. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall design the layout of the signal pole and controller
locations for the intersection described above at the 30% and 95% plan stage.
The Signal Design Plans shall be produced at a 1” = 20’ scale and include the
following sheets:

Title Sheet

General Signal Layout Sheet w/general notes

Signal Interconnect/Fiber Optic Layout Plan Sheet (if applicable)
Special Documents (if applicable)

Traffic Signal Quantity and Detail Sheet including Phasing Diagram,
Cameras and Wiring Diagram w/construction notes

Signing & marking plan w/construction notes

®Po0T O

—h

B 15.0 STRIPING AND SIGNING PLANS

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall develop preliminary traffic signing and striping
concepts for this project at the 30% stage. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare
the traffic signing and striping plans at the 95% plan stage. The Signing and
Striping Design Plans shall be produced at 1"= 40’ scale and shall include the
following sheets:

a. General Striping Notes: sheet (including a striping quantities) and
legend of both signs & markings. Markings Labels per “MCDOT
Pavement Marking Manual)

b. General Signing Summary and Notes

c. Striping and Signing plan sheets

B 16.0 WATERLINE AND SANITARY SEWER PLANS

1. SITE WATER CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS - DESIGN CONSULTANT will
prepare the required Construction Documents (CD) for the Avondale City Center
Offsite Water Improvements.
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The CITY shall provide AutoCAD format drawings of any proposed
improvements within the PROJECT AREA, that are being designed or built by
others, for use by the DESIGN CONSULTANT in their layouts and designs of all
proposed infrastructure improvements as applicable

The new waterline will serve the first phase (SITE) of the Avondale City Center
project. The proposed waterline will connect to the existing 16-inch waterline in
Avondale Boulevard in two locations to create a loop around the first phase. An
additional waterline will be installed that bisects the City Center’s first phase.
Several new fire and domestic services will be installed as part of this project.
The sizing of the proposed waterline shall be determined by the Water Master
Plan.

The water improvements will be installed along the following alignments:

Corporate Drive between Avondale Boulevard and Park Avenue
Park Avenue between City Center Way and Corporate Drive
City Center Way between Avondale Boulevard and Park Avenue
114" Avenue between City Center Way and Corporate Drive

The project will be designed in conformance with the currently published
guidelines, specifications and details of the Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality Bulletin 10, Maricopa Association of Governments, and the City of
Avondale engineering design standards. Any standards outside these will be
reviewed with City staff before they are applied.

The Offsite Water Improvements discussed in this scope will be combined into
one set of construction documents along with the sewer plans (see B11.1 and
B16.2). Plans will show all existing and proposed utilities in plan and profile view,
as applicable, for the purposes of reducing/eliminating utility conflicts (also see
B3.0 Utility Coordination).

Approval To Construct (ATC) and Approval Of Construction (AOC) services shall
be as enumerated herein. For ATC services, DESIGN CONSULTANT shall
prepare the ATC for CITY signature and submit to MCESD. Fees (review) will be
paid under Allowances. AOC services (certification of the fact that the facilities
were constructed) will be provided by the DESIGN CONSULTANT IF the CITY
provides DESIGN CONSULTANT As-Built drawings, sealed by a responsible
party, and a certification letter from the Project inspector/resident engineer,
and/or CITY, that the facility placements were observed during construction in
reasonable conformance with the approved plans and as shown on the As-Built
plans.

WORK BY OTHERS:
e A geotechnical report including technical recommendations that
encompasses the proposed water alignments.
e Topographical Survey.
e Non-destructive potholing.
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WORK NOT INCLUDED IN THIS SCOPE:

e Presentations

o Post design services including but not limited to construction administration,
inspection, and survey staking. For certain Post Design Services, See D.
POST DESIGN SERVICES

o Archaeological surveys or reports

e Design or redesign of replacement or enhancement improvements to
existing facilities or utilities due to conflicts between the proposed
improvements and the existing facility or utility

e Construction plans will be for one phase of water construction only. Multiple
construction phases are not included in this scope.

e  Environmental studies

2. SITE SEWER CONSTRUCTION PLANS - DESIGN CONSULTANT will prepare
the required Construction Documents (CD) for the Avondale City Center Offsite
Sewer Improvements.

Drawings of any proposed improvements being installed by the City along the
alignments of the proposed sewer lines that will impact the design will be
provided in AutoCAD format drawings at the beginning of the design process.

The new sewer line will serve the first phase of the Avondale City Center project.
Additional sewer line will be installed to support future City Center phases only
when necessary. The proposed sewer line will connect to the existing sewer line
in Avondale Boulevard. Several sewer services will be installed as part of this
project.

The sewer improvements will be installed along the following alignments:

a. Corporate Drive between Avondale Boulevard and Park Avenue
b. Park Avenue between City Center Way and Corporate Drive

c. City Center Way between Avondale Boulevard and Park Avenue
d. 114™ Avenue between City Center Way and Corporate Drive

The project will be designed in conformance with the currently published
guidelines, specifications and details of the Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality Bulletin 10, Maricopa Association of Governments, and the City of
Avondale engineering design standards. Any standards outside these will be
reviewed with City staff before they are applied.

The wastewater improvements discussed in this scope will be defined in one set
of construction documents (see B15.1, combined water and sewer plans). The
documents will include plan and profile sheets that use a 1"=20’ scale.

For ATC and AOC services, see B16.1 above.

WORK BY OTHERS:

= A geotechnical report including technical recommendations that
encompasses the proposed sewer alignments.
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= Topographical Survey.
= Non-destructive potholing.

WORK NOT INCLUDED IN THIS SCOPE:

= Post design services including but not limited to construction
administration, inspection, and survey staking. For certain Post Design
Services, see D. POST DESIGN SERVICES.

= Archaeological surveys or reports

= Design or redesign of replacement or enhancement improvements to
existing facilities or utilities due to conflicts between the proposed
improvements and the existing facility or utility

= Construction plans will be for one phase of sewer construction. Multiple
construction phases are not included in this scope.

= Environmental studies

B 17.0 SITE Demolition Plans — DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare plans
indicating those existing private improvements requiring demolition within the SITE.
Plans shall consist of one site plan consisting of known features to be removed, removal
and quantity callouts, and general disposition notes.

B 18.0 Roundabout Plans - DESIGN CONSULTANT shall Plans, Specifications, and
Estimates for round-a-bout intersections at one or two locations within the SITE and as
determined in the Preliminary Infrastructure Analysis. Plans shall supplement the
Roadway Paving Plans and shall consist of a geometric layout, pavement marking, and
other required details.

B 19.0 Storm Drainage Plans - DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare plans for the
disposition of SITE runoff as determined and accepted in the STUDY AREA Master
Grading and Drainage Plans of the Preliminary Infrastructure Analysis. Plans shall
include, as applicable; retention basins, underground retention facilities, spillways,
and/or roadway storm drainage systems. See Paving Plans, SITE Grading Plans, and
SITE Drainage Report for additional information.

B 20.0 Private Irrigation Relocation Plans - DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare
plans for the relocation of existing private irrigation ditches and culverts as necessary to
construct the Phase 1 (SITE) improvements. Improvements are limited to
undergrounding or demolition of existing irrigation improvements, as agreed to with CITY
and existing property owners and are further described as those improvements lying
within the SITE. Continued operation of all or part of the irrigation system will be
discussed and addressed in the Preliminary Infrastructure Analysis. Any required
surveys or legal/r/w work is either covered in Allowances to this Contract or provided by
others.

B 21.0 STREET LIGHT PLANS

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall design street lighting within the project limits in
accordance with applicable City of Avondale Street Light Standards and
Specifications.
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2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall perform a site visit and document to the extent
possible the equipment and conditions related to the existing street lighting, the
existing lighting control equipment, existing underground conduit and conductor
routes.

3. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall coordinate lighting design with Salt River Project
(SRP) and American Public Service (APS) to define a power source to serve the
lighting system.

4. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall provide a computer generated point-to-point foot-
candle grid for the SITE and streets within the SITE to include certain portions of
Corporate Way, City Center Way, 114" Ave.,Avondale Boulevard and Park Ave.
and submit documents to CITY for approval. This shall include public roadway
lighting and pedestrian lighting.

5. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare complete Public Street Lighting plans for
approximately 3600 If of roads more specifically described as approximately 850If
Corporate Way, approximately 850If City Center Way, approximately 650If 114"
Ave., 600If of the eastside of Avondale Blvd., and approximately 650If Park Ave.
to include new pole locations, service locations, and circuiting, at the 30% plan
stage. The street light design shall be in accordance with Avondale City Center
and CITY design guidelines as applicable. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall include
digital photos of existing streetlights in the photo log.

6. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare complete Private Pedestrian Lighting &
Electrical designs and plans, approximately 7400 If (counting both sides in
approximate measurement), more specifically described as City Center Way
(approximately 1600 linear feet), Corporate Way (approximately 1600 linear feet),
114™ Ave. (approximately 1300 linear feet), Park Ave. (approximately 650 linear
feet), Avondale Blvd. eastside (approximately 600If), and the open space
between City Center Way and Corporate Way (approximately 1600 linear feet).

Pedestrian Lighting & Electrical design to be provided for supplemental
decorative lighting for the enhancement of the pedestrian usage of the area in
this scope. All irrigation controllers will be shown to be powered from the service
pedestals required for pedestrian lighting. Electric Service Pedestal loads and
diagrams supplying power to the Traffic Signal Controllers designed by others at
City Center Way and/or Corporate Way at Avondale Blvd., is also included.

7. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare complete Monument, Landscape, and
Holiday Lighting Power Distribution & Outlet designs and plans.

8. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall provide detail drawings for the following:

a. Pole details (Pole illustration, pole schedule and general notes)

b. Electrical details (Control center, wiring schematic, cable schedule)
c. Foundation details

d. Miscellaneous details (Pole grounding, connectors)

B 22.0 LANDSCAPE & IRRIGATION PLANS
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1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall Inventory STUDY AREA, if applicable, existing
trees, located via GPS survey and catalogue to determine if they are to remain in
place, be salvaged for reuse, or demolished. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall
identify the tree species, record the caliper, ascertain the general health, and
record the viability for transplant. CITY shall provide an existing tree inventory
and salvage plan.

2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall review, if applicable, existing irrigation water
meters, valves, mainline, controllers, and other major irrigation infrastructure
locations to determine potential for salvage. Locations shall be derived from as-
built and design plans provided by the CITY. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall
overlay the existing irrigation location on the paving plan sheets.

3. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall coordinate with the CITY’s Landscape Architect to
determine the desired types of plant material and irrigation equipment.

4. PROGRAM DEFINITION — meet with the project team in a workshop setting to
review the site plan components, functional relationships, and site user
influences for the landscape and hardscape site design. Establish specific
design criteria and a preliminary construction budget for site components for
which the consultant will be responsible.

7. SITE ANALYSIS - study existing site features and influences, define
opportunities and constraints, circulation systems, adjacent landscaping, climatic
influences, encumbrances, easements, and views for use in the design process.
Produce a site analysis board for reference purposes.

8. SITE MASTER PLAN/CONCEPT GRAPHICS — prepare a color rendered site
master plan which addresses the entire site program, including structures,
streets, parking, grading, site features, and planting design.

9. SCHEMATIC GRAPHICS - prepare enlargements, sections, and elevations
through areas required to support the schematic site plan studies.

10. PLANT PALETTE BOARD — prepare a color plant palette board that displays the
proposed plant palette for the project.

11. ILLUSTRATIVE SITE PLAN — prepare a colored illustrative site plan for
presentation purposes.

12. FINE GRADING PLAN — prepare a fine grading plan which describes the
landscape grading concept (berming) for the project.

13. HARDSCAPE PLAN/DETAILS — prepare a hardscape plan and details which
indicates hardscape materials such as walls, paving, site furniture, and includes
detailed information related to colors, finishes, and locations.

14. PLANTING PLAN/DETAILS— prepare a planting plan and details to indicate plant
species, size, quantity, and location.
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15. IRRIGATION COORDINATION PLAN — prepare an Irrigation plan which
indicates irrigation mainline sleeving and connections, for use in coordination
with the project’s electrical, mechanical, and structural engineers.

16. IRRIGATION PLAN — prepare Irrigation plan indicating sprinkler heads, piping,
valves, and controllers with detail call-outs.

17. IRRIGATION DETAILS — prepare Irrigation details that support the irrigation plan.

18. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall develop 30% Landscape plans showing location
and species of proposed new trees, existing trees to remain, and salvaged and
relocated trees. Shrub massing shall be shown. Specific shrub species shall be
shown at the 30% plan submittal. Plant schedule, landscape notes, and CITY of
Avondale standard landscape details shall be shown. Plant quantities shall be
shown at the 30% plan submittal.

19. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall develop 30% Irrigation plans showing locations of
existing infrastructure to remain in place and new locations of water meter(s),
mainline, and valves.

20. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall provide a table of contents identifying the
specifications that shall be used at the 30% plan submittal, and develop an
opinion of probable cost for each plan submittal.

21. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall identify individual shrubs and develop irrigation
laterals for the 95% plan submittal.

22. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall generate Landscape and Irrigation specifications
at the 95% plan stage.

23. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall show the water taps for irrigation equipment on the
utility plans or roadway plans, as appropriate. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall
provide the complete design and all necessary details for these water taps and
power for the irrigation controllers.

24. Bioassay testing, archeology, soil fertility, and other tests to determine plant
viability in existing conditions are not considered part of this scope of work.

B 23.0 STORMWATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLANS

1. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) is not a part of this Scope of
Services and shall be preformed by others. Plans and Specifications shall have
a note and language indicating the requirement that the Contractor provide the
SWPPP and related services during the permit phase of the construction project.

B 24.0 GEOTECHNICAL

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall conduct a visual geologic reconnaissance of the
project area and review available geologic literature and aerial photographs of
the project site and shall conduct a visual pavement reconnaissance along the
east half of Avondale Blvd. at the proposed side-street tie-ins.
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2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall establish test locations in the field and arrange for
the mark-out of underground utilities through Arizona Blue Stake.

3. Conduct a geotechnical exploration to evaluate subsurface soil conditions at the
STUDY AREA. Dirill four exploratory test borings within the SITE portion of the
planned development to depths of about 20 to 25 feet below the existing ground
surface (bgs) or prior auger refusal. Also drill six additional test borings to depths
of about 3 to 5 feet bgs or prior auger refusal in the other areas of the STUDY
AREA to assist in developing grading recommendations and shrink and swell
recommendations across the entire STUDY AREA. Relatively undisturbed soil
samples and/or grab samples will be obtained from the test borings for visual
classification and laboratory analyses.

4. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall perform laboratory testing to evaluate, but not
limited to, plasticity, liquid limit, ATTEBERG LIMITS., compressibility, M & D’s for
subsurface, rice Number, and chemical characteristics of the subsurface soils
encountered.

5. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare a draft geotechnical report, to accompany
the 30% submittal, which will contain the results of the field and laboratory
analyses, with presentations of the engineering parameters for design of the new
pavement and recommendations for construction. In addition, the reports will
contain vicinity maps depicting the project limits, plans showing the boring
locations, narrative descriptions of the surface and subsurface conditions,
laboratory test results and geotechnical recommendations related to excavation
characteristics, bedding material, backfilling guidelines, subgrade support for new
pavements, pavement design recommendations, pavement rehabilitation
recommendations, utility installations, drainage pipe placements, other
infrastructure improvements of this project, grading and earthwork, and the re-
use of on-site soils for engineered fill.

6. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall incorporate comments received on the draft
geotechnical report into a final geotechnical report to accompany the 60%
submittal.

B 25.0 PHASE | ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT (ESA)

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall conduct a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
(ESA) in accordance with ASTM-1527-05 and submit a draft Phase | ESA report
inclusive of each property within the STUDY AREA to the CITY’s project
manager at 30% plan submittal. Phase | ESA reports will document findings and
provide opinions and recommendations regarding possible environmental
impacts at the STUDY AREA. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall provide color
photographs and figures in each report.

2. Following review by the CITY’s Environmental Program Specialist, DESIGN
CONSULTANT shall review the CITY’s comments and address those comments
in a final Phase | ESA.
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3. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall review lease records for the STUDY AREA, to
evaluate probable past STUDY AREA uses and their possible impact on the
current environmental status of the STUDY AREA.

4. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall review readily available maps and reports
pertaining to the STUDY AREA.

5. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall obtain a chain-of-title report for ownership back to
1940 or earlier for each property to be acquired.

6. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall conduct interviews with the property
representatives regarding the environmental status of the STUDY AREA.

7. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall perform a site reconnaissance to visually identify
areas of possibly contaminated surficial soil or surface water, improperly stored
hazardous materials, possible sources of polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and
possible risks of contamination from activities at the STUDY AREA .

8. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall review readily available local regulatory agency
files for the STUDY AREA and shall make requests to the County Environmental
Services Department and the local Fire and Building Departments.

9. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall review available regulatory agency databases
(must be in accordance w/STATE, FED & local requirements) for the STUDY
AREA to evaluate the possible environmental impact to the site. Databases will
identify locations of known hazardous waste sites, landfills, and leaking
underground storage tanks, permitted facilities that utilize underground storage
tanks, and facilities that use, store or dispose of hazardous materials.

10. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall review readily available historical documents,
including aerial photographs (STUDY AREA), Sanborn Insurance Maps (STUDY
AREA), Building Department Records (STUDY AREA), and reverse city
directories (STUDY AREA), as appropriate.

11. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall review Arizona Department of Environmental
Quality databases for deed restrictions such as Declaration of Environmental Use
Restrictions and Voluntary Environmental Mitigation Use Restrictions.

12. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall discuss site observations as they relate to the
possible presence of asbestos-containing materials. DESIGN CONSULTANT is
not required to collect asbestos samples within this scope of work.
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13.

14.

15.

16.

Visual observations made by DESIGN CONSULTANT shall be limited to the
surface area of the STUDY AREA and contiguous sites. The reports will be
based solely on information gained from direct observation, personal interviews,
and examinations of regulatory records.

DESIGN CONSULTANT shall update the Phase | ESA reports if the properties
are not acquired within six months of the date of the assessment. This work, if
required, will be done as a change order to be negotiated at time of required
service.

CITY shall provide copies of all data, surveys, reports, etc. that they may have in
their possession and is pertinent to this task.

The CITY shall complete an ASTM standard User Questionnaire, as supplied by
the DESIGN CONSULTANT, in an attempt to comply with All Appropriate Inquiry
(40 CFR 312).

B 26.0 UTILITY LOCATING SERVICES (POTHOLING)

1.

DESIGN CONSULTANT shall conduct a Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
investigation per ASCE publication CI/ASCE 38-02 “Standard Guideline for the
Collection and Depiction of Existing Subsurface Utility Data” at a “Quality Level C”.

During the 30% design phase, DESIGN CONSULTANT shall develop a
suggested pothole list that identifies stationing and offset. DESIGN
CONSULTANT will provide the list to utility companies affected by the project,
and facilitate coordination of a master pothole list.

Prior to completion of the 60% plans, DESIGN CONSULTANT shall provide
vacuum excavation potholes (testholes) on existing subsurface utilities at
locations identified on the master pothole list. Pertinent pothole data will be
presented in spreadsheet format on a standard “Testhole Data Summary” form
that includes the depth, horizontal and vertical location, size and material
composition of the utility line exposed.

DESIGN CONSULTANT shall be responsible for field survey to initially stake the
pothole location in white paint or white flagging for Blue Stake notification and as
a reference point for the surveyed location of each pothole. DESIGN
CONSULTANT shall identify the pothole number, northing, easting and elevation
of the staked location. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall measure and record
adjustments from the surveyed location to the steel reference pin set above the
centerline of each exposed utility.

Vacuum excavation potholing will include mobilization, set-up, traffic control
(excluding uniformed police officer, special barricading, permit fees or
inspections required by any governmental agencies), pavement cut and removal
(if any), pavement patch as specified in Streetcut Permit (if any), excavation,
backfill and compaction, all information requested, and clean up. DESIGN
CONSULTANT shall apply for and obtain City of Avondale permit for potholing.
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6. For identified water and sewer lines, while the pothole is excavated,
representatives from the CITY’s Water and Sewer Department and DESIGN
CONSULTANT will perform visual inspection of the condition of the lines. Formal
recommendations for potential rehabilitation or replacement will be developed by
the CITY’s Water and Sewer representatives and DESIGN CONSULTANT and
provided to the CITY’s project manager in memorandum form.

7. Twenty (20) potholes and one-day of designation services are included in this
scope of services.

8. Potholing shall be performed during off-peak traffic hours and in the shortest
time-frame reasonably possible and as designated on the permit (if any).

9. Potholing shall be paid as an ALLOWANCE to this CONTRACT.
C. CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS

DESIGN CONSULTANT shall prepare the construction documents for each design
submittal listed in the table below.

Construction Document 0% 60% 5% 100%
Stage Stage Stage Stage

Face Sheet P F F S
Design Sheet/Index NA P F S
Special Detail Drawings NA P F S
Typical Roadway Sections P F F S
Geometric Configuration NA NA NA NA
Paving Plan & Profile Sheets P F F S
Drainage Plans & Details P F F S
Intersection Plans & Details P P F S
Utility Plan/Profile/Details NA NA NA NA
Traffic Signal Plans & Details P P F S
Signing and Pavement Marking Plans & Details | P P F S
Lighting Plans & Details P P F S
Landscape Plans & Details NA P F S
Roadway Cross Sections NA NA NA NA
Quantity & Cost Estimate P P F S
Special Provisions P P F S
Drainage Report P S NA NA
Geotechnical Report P S NA NA
Environmental Site Assessment Report P S NA NA
Right of Way Legal Descriptions NA NA NA NA
Right of Way Strip Map NA NA NA NA
Utility Strip Map NA NA NA NA

P — Denotes Preliminary, F — Denotes Final, S — Denotes Sealed —

C 1.0 PRELIMINARY (30%) PLANS
1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall submit to the CITY eight (8) full size sets of

construction plans, eight (8) half size sets of construction plans, five (5) copies of
the draft drainage report, five (5) copies of the draft geotechnical report, two (2)
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copies of the “Testhole Data Summary Sheet”, ten (10) copies of the outline
technical special provisions, and plan checklists and two Engineer’s estimates.
In addition, DESIGN CONSULTANT shall send two (2) full size sets of
construction plans, along with conflict letters and a copy of the “Testhole Data
Summary Sheet” to each utility company affected by the project.

2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall submit a CD containing complete improvement
base files in AutoCAD .DWG format, and AutoCAD .DWF (Design Web Format)
exports of each plan sheet or scanned .TIF images of each plan sheet.

C 2.0 EASEMENTS SUBMITTAL

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall submit five (5) copies of the final drainage reports,
the final legal descriptions for acquisitions, drainage easements, utility
easements, and TCEs, and one (1) copy of the draft Phase | Environmental
Assessment. (typical) for all submittals - ST

C 3.0 PRELIMINARY (60%) PLANS

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall incorporate any changes, corrections and/or
additions as a result of the preliminary plan review. DESIGN CONSULTANT
shall submit to the CITY 30% redlines, ten (10) copies of 30% plan comments
and annotated comment sheet, eight (8) full size sets of construction plans, eight
(8) half-size sets of construction plans, one (1) copy of the sealed drainage
report, five (5) copies of the final geotechnical report, six (6) copies of the
technical special provisions, plan checklists, three (3) copies of the final Phase |
ESA. and two Engineer’s estimates In addition, DESIGN CONSULTANT shall
send two (2) full size sets of construction plans, along with conflict letters to each
utility company affected by the project.

2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall submit a CD containing complete improvement
base files in AutoCAD .DWG format, and AutoCAD .DWF (Design Web Format)
exports of each plan sheet or scanned .TIF images of each plan sheet.

C 4.0 PRE-FINAL (95%) PLANS

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall incorporate any changes, corrections and/or
additions as a result of the preliminary plan review. DESIGN CONSULTANT
shall submit to the CITY 60% redlines, ten (10) copies of 60% plan comments
and annotated comment sheets, eight (8) full size sets of construction plans,
eight (8) half size sets of construction plans, six (6) copies of the final technical
special provisions, plan checklists, and two Engineer’s estimates. In addition,
DESIGN CONSULTANT shall send two (2) full size sets of construction plans,
along with conflict letters to each utility company affected by the project.

2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall submit a CD containing complete improvement
base files in AutoCAD .DWG format, and AutoCAD .DWF (Design Web Format)
exports of each plan sheet or scanned .TIF images of each plan sheet.

27 of 29

C:\Documents and Settings\caho\My Documents\ACC COMBINED Scope of Work Reformat w addns deletions (3 CWA)w caho addns.doc



C 5.0 FINAL (100%) CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall incorporate any changes, corrections and/or
additions as a result of the pre-final plan review. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall
submit to the CITY 95% redlines, one (1) copy of 95% plan comments and
annotated comment sheets, one (1) sealed set technical special provisions, one
(1) full size set of sealed construction plans on reproducible 4 mil Mylar with
cover sheet signed by ADEQ or Maricopa Environmental Services, if applicable,
and one (1) copy of the final construction cost estimate and bid schedule.

2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall submit a CD containing complete improvement
base files in AutoCAD .DWG format, and AutoCAD .DWF (Design Web Format)
exports of each plan sheet or scanned .TIF images of each plan sheet.

D. POST DESIGN SERVICES

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall attend and actively participate in a pre-bid meeting.
DESIGN CONSULTANT shall give a brief overview of the project and address
questions related to the construction documents. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall
prepare and deliver to CITY to issue any necessary Addenda for clarification or
correction of the construction documents.

2. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall assist the CITY during the bidding period by
answering RFls.

3. Construction management or observation / inspection during the construction
period, or participation in construction meetings are not included in this scope of
work.

E. PROJECT SCHEDULE
The following schedule was developed based on past experience and is indexed to
the notice to proceed date. It has been assumed that all agencies have a three
week review period.

Notice To Proceed 0

Data Collection NTP + 2 Weeks

Submit 30% Plans NTP + 6 Weeks

Public Meeting #1 NTP + 7 Weeks

Submit ROW Acquisition Documents NTP + 10 Weeks

Submit 60% Plans NTP + 12 Weeks

Submit 95% Plans NTP + 14 Weeks

Submit Final Plans NTP + 16 Weeks

Bidding NTP + 28 Weeks

Public Meeting #2 Before construction starts

1. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall adhere to the production schedule established for
the project and such schedule may not be modified or deviated from without written
consent by the CITY. DESIGN CONSULTANT shall revise and submit for review
an updated schedule whenever completion of the project design, or any of the
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partial completion points listed in the schedule are delayed by one week or more.
Such adjusted schedule shall include a written explanation stating the reasons for
the schedule change and a plan for getting back on schedule. DESIGN
CONSULTANT shall take all reasonable action necessary to get the project back
on schedule and CITY shall cooperate to assist DESIGN CONSULTANT.

F. QUALITY CONTROL
DESIGN CONSULTANT shall institute and comply with the Design Quality Control

Plan established for the project.

G. FEE SCHEDULE/MANHOUR BREAKDOWN—see attached exhibit
H. ADDITIONAL EXCLUSIONS AND ASSUMPTIONS

¢ Typical Suveys and Right-of-Way services except as noted herein.

e Structural Engineering and Designs

¢ Services after award of construction except as specifically described
herein.

e Interim or Final designs and plans for any facilities or infrastructure
not specifically described herein.

¢ Phasing or ‘breaking-out’ of PS&E Documents except as specifically

described herein.
¢ Architectural or other professional services not specifically described

herein.
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EXHIBIT D
TO
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT
BETWEEN
THE CITY OF AVONDALE
AND
DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

[Fee Proposal]

See following page.



R~ D S S e & 1
B4.1a - Progress meetings at each of 4 milestones (2hrs ea + | 16 16 2 4,930.00
B4.1b - Comment resolution meetings at each of 4 milestones 16 16 2 4,930.00
B4.2 - Meeting Documentation 6 2 1,090.00
B5.1, B5.2, B6.1 & B6.2 - Public Involvement 60 24 28 22 $16,490.00

Task 130 - Project Mar t (B7.0)

B7.1 - Progress reports, budget/schedule monitoring 1 40 8 $7,140.00
B7.2 - Periodic Schedule update & Invoicing 16 16 $3,600.00

Task 140 - Design Survey/Right-of-Way Survey (B8.0, B9.0)

B8.1 - Review Design Survey (CVL) Data 1 1 2 $510.00
B8.2 - Horz. & Vert. Control 3 2 10 $1,750.00
Task 145 - Preliminary Infrastructure Analysis (B10.0)
B10.1. - Master Grading Plan 1 4 112 40 80 26,140.00
B10.2 - Master Drainage Report 1 4 90 120 40 27,260.00
B10.3 - Water Master Plan 1 17 35 109 18 5 18,050.00
B10.4 - Wasterwater Master Plan 1 17 35 109 18 5 18,050.00
B10.5- Traffic Data Collection, Analysis, & Report 2 34 126 16 16 6 22,600.00
B10.7- Roundabout Analysis & Design 1 12 32 12 4 $6,860.00
Task 150 - Plans, Specifications and Estimates (B11.0 thru B20.0)
30% submittal
Paving Plans 2 60 40 80 36 $23,220.00
Grading Plans 2 8 16 6 3,330.00
Drainage Report 2 28 20 5,740.00
Water Plan/Profiles 2 13 20 40 24 2 9,970.00
Sewer Plan/Profiles 2 13 20 40 24 2 $9,970.00
Estimate of Probable Const Cost 2 2 2 8 $1,550.00
60% submittal
Demolition Plans 4 8 20 $2,980.00
Paving Plans 2 40 60 80 40 $23,020.00
Roundabout Plans 2 8 24 4,200.00
Grading Plans 2 8 12 2,340.00
Drainage Report 2 24 24 40 8,840.00
Water Plan/Profiles 2 13 20 40 24 2 9,970.00
Sewer Plan/Profiles 2 13 20 40 24 2 $9,970.00
Specifications 12 20 4 $4,980.00
Estimate of Probable Const Cost 4 8 $1,360.00
90% submittal
Demolition Plans 2 2 6 16 $2,250.00
Paving Plans 1 2 40 60 60 14 $19,490.00
Roundabout Plans 2 20 48 $8,640.00
Grading Plans 2 2 4 16 $2,160.00
Storm Drainage Plans 1 2 60 80 80 40 $28,340.00
Irrigation Plans 2 24 20 40 8 $10,180.00
Water Plan/Profiles 1 2 14 20 40 24 2 $10,330.00
Sewer Plan/Profiles 1 2 13 20 40 24 2 $10,190.00
Traffic Signal Plans 2 28 36 48 14 $13,750.00
Signage & Striping Plans 2 20 40 $6,720.00
Specifications 4 8 2 $1,890.00
Estimate of Probable Const Cost 2 8 $1,040.00
100% submittal
Demolition Plans 2 2 $430.00
Paving Plans 1 16 32 8 $5,880.00
Roundabout Plans 2 8 8 $2,160.00
Grading Plans 1 2 2 2 $770.00
Storm Drainage Plans 1 8 24 $3,440.00
Irrigation Plans 1 4 8 8 $2,360.00
Water Plan/Profiles 1 4 8 15 16 2 4,320.00
Sewer Plan/Profiles 1 4 8 15 16 2 4,320.00
Traffic Signal Plans 1 10 6 8 2,970.00
Signage & Striping Plans 1 6 24 3,160.00
Specifications 4 2 2 1,050.00
Estimate of Probable Const Cost 4 4 1,000.00
Task 160 - Street Lighting & Electrical (B21.0 - See Subcc Itant Services)
\ \
Task 170 - Landscape & Irrigation Plans (B22.0 - See Sub 1t Services)
\ \
Task 190 - Environmental/Geotechnical (B24.0, B25.0 - See Subconsultant Services)
\ \ \
Task 200 - Utility Locating Services (Potholing) (B26.0 - See Subconsultant Services)
Task 400 - Post Design Services (Section D)
D1.0 - Pre-bid meeting preparation & attendance 3 6 $1,320.00
D2.0 - RFI responses during bidding process 8 24 $4,640.00
Total Estimated Man-hours] 7] 273] 930] 777] 1322] 694] 98] 4] 10] 0f 4115
Percentage on job/per employee classification 0% 7% 23% 19% 32% 17% 2% 0% 0% 0%
Total Contract Design Services Fee $443,915.00
Project Expenses
SubConsultant Services
B3.1 thru B3.3, B3.6 thru B6.8 - Utility Coordination $11,350.00
B3.12 - Utility Clearance Letters $1,200.00
B21.5 - Street Lighting $5,540.00
B21.6 - Pedestrian Lighting & Electrical $7,210.00
B21.7 - Monument/Landscape/Holiday Lighting & Outlets $6,110.00
B22.0 - Landscape & Irrigation $40,000.00
B24.0 - Geotechnical Investigations $9,950.00
B25.0 - Phase 1 Environmental $14,035.00
B2.5 - Fire Flow Test $1,150.00
B2.6 - Sewer Flow Monitor $3,450.00
B26.0 - Utility Locating Services (Potholing, 10ea) $6,000.00
Total SubConsultant Services $105,995.00
Other Direct Expenses
Deliveries (20ea @ $25) $500.00
Binding (16ea@$50) $800.00
Miscellaneous Copying (12800ea @ $0.10) $1,280.00
Miscellaneous Plotting $5,000.00
Milanma (AEENm AN EEY N ~alaNalal
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\ =" CITY COUNCIL REPORT
A

SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
Purchase of 2009 Aerial Lift Vehicle February 2, 2009
TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Janet Stewart, Field Operations Director (623)333-4747
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager
PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting authorization to purchase one 2009 aerial lift vehicle from Time Manufacturing
Company. The vehicle is available through the general services administration contract #GS-30F-
1024H. The total vehicle cost is $79,163.04, which includes use tax of $4,198.04.

BACKGROUND:

Each year the Fleet Services Division coordinates the purchase of replacement and additional
vehicles for each city department. During the fiscal year 2008/2009 budget, City Council authorized
the replacement of an aerial lift vehicle for the Traffic Engineering Division.

DISCUSSION:

Fleet Services staff coordinated with staff from the Engineering Department to determine the type of
equipment options that would best fit their needs. It was determined the unit requested meets the
operational needs of the Traffic Engineering Division.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

City council approved the replacement of an aerial lift vehicle in 2008/2009 budget in the amount of
$75,000. The purchase price of the vehicle is $74,965.00. The payment of use tax is required in the
amount of $4,198.04, for a total purchase price of $79,163.04. Funding is available in the vehicle
replacement fund for this purchase.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council authorize the purchase of one 2009 aerial lift vehicle from
Time Manufacturing Company. The vehicle is available through the general services administration
contract #GS-30F-1024H. The total vehicle cost is $79,163.04, which includes use tax of
$4,198.04.

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

O Quotation G-8147




DATE: January 27, 2009

Pagelofz2
TO: Russell Ellis Q)
City of Avondale
395 E. Lower Buckeye Road
Avondale, Arizona 85323 MANUFACTURING COMPANY
Ph: (623) 333-4714 7601 IMPERIAL DRIVE
P.O BOX 20368 WACO, TX 76702-0368
Fax: (623) 478-3821 TELEPHONE 254-399-2100

SALES FAX 254-389-2651

SUBJECT: QUOTATION G-8147

GSA CONTRACT GS-30F-1024H

Model Description

Contract Price

S$ST-37-EIH Insulated, end mounted 37 ft. (11.3 m) telescopic aerial platform

lift, 42 fi. (12.8m) working height, 350 lb. platform capacity,
including the following standard feature items listed $ 60,423.00

STANDARD GSA FEATURES:
L ]

s & 2 & o @

LN BN BN IR BN I T )

Standard platform capacity of 300 Ibs. (136 kg)
16,000 GVW, 60" cab to axle Ford F450 4x2 chassis with manual transmission and no air conditioning

and 108" steel service body.

Platform mounted full pressure Unitrol single-lever control with safety trigger and emergency stop
control.

Full pressure turret mounted lower controls including override.

Engine start/stop system with controls at platform and lower controls.

Hydraulic pump.

Front and rear torsion bars.

Three gpm (11.4 ipm) open center hydraulic system.

Fiberglass inner boom and patented ELECTROGARD provide 42 in. (1.07 m) insulation gap fully
retracted meeting ANSI A92.2-1990 requirements for Category C, 46 KV and below.
ELECTROGARD and inner boom finished with white urethane paint over white gel coat.

Integral hydraulic oil reservoir with dual sight gauges and 15 gal. (56.8 |) capacity.

End mounted 24 in. x 24 in. x 42 in. (0.61 m x 0.61 m x 1.07 m) closed fiberglass platform with one
curbside step with liner and cover.

Master/slave hydraulic leveling with upper control for clean out and rescue.

Non-iube bearings used at all pivot points,

Multi-link hose carrier system through booms.

PTO power source.

Hydraulic oil.

Boom cradle and ratchet type tie down strap.

Mounting hardware for chassis/cab installation.

Safely belt and lanyard.

Painted standard white,

Two operator's manuals and two service manuals.

ANSI A92.2-1890 data plate.

Lower boom insert,

Continuous rotation.

Triangle reflector kit.

STANDARD GSA OPTIONS: Option prices per GSA contract GS-30F-1024H in addition to above price. Any

options not listed are special options, consult factory for pricing and delivery schedule.

[ ]
[ ]
»

EMERGENCY POWER $406.00
24" X 30" PLATFORM $157.00
LINER WITH STEP AND COVER FOR 24" X 30" PLATFORM $227.00




G-8147
Page2of 2

§-7793 RTG OPTIONS: Option prices in addition to above contract price.
. 2009 Ford F450 4x2 cab and chassis with 84” cab to axle, 17,950 GVWR, 6.4L

V8 diesel engine, 5 speed automatic transmission, air conditioning, AM/FM radio, bench seat,

extra heavy duty 200amp alternator, and tow command with integrated trailer brake controller

in lieu of the above GSA Ford F450 4x2 standard cab and chassis $8,666.00

. Brand FX 132" Service Body with foillowing compartments:
. Street side Compartments:
. 1* Vertical: Two {2} adjustable shelves with dividers.
N 2™ Vertical:  Two (2) adjustable shelves with dividers.
. Horizontal: Divider tray.
. Rear Vertical: Locking swivel hooks 1-3-1.
. Hot stick shelf with rear access door.
. Curbside Compartments:
* 1* Vertical: Two (2) adjustable shelves with dividers
. 2™ vertical: Compartment access steps with grab handle
. Horizomal: Divider tray
. Rear Vertical:  Locking swivel hooks 1-3-1
. Aluminum tread plate tail shelf, stainless steel hardware, hinges and rotary latches, wheel

chock storage in fender, LED lighting package for stop, tail, turn and marker lights, and

standard backup light in lieu of the above steel body $2,410.00
* Install back up alarm $195.00
+ Install two (2) amber strobe lights $770.00
+  Install combo pintle hitch with 2” ball and seven (7) prong trailer plug $629.00
) Install park brake interfock $280.00
e  Furnish hydraulic tool circuit at platform $252.00
s Furnish manual two (2) speed throttle control $459.00
»  Furnish safety harmess in lieu of the safety belt $71.00
s Furnish two {2) rubber whee! chocks $20.00
¢ 350 Ib. platform capacity $ N/C
*  Belt drive system in lieu of the PTO and pump, $ N/C
COMPLETE TOTAL PRICE F.0.B. AVONDALE, ARIZONA: $74,965.00

TERMS: Net 30 days.
VALIDITY: Please check availability as this quote is valid untit units ars sold.

Best regards,

Stan Tomchesson
Sales Coordinator
Phone: {254) 399-2167
E-mail: stant@versalift.com




\ . CITY COUNCIL REPORT
A

SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
Resolution 2804-209 - IGA with the Arizona February 2, 2009

Department of Homeland Security for CERT
Training and Capability Agreement

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Janeen Gaskins, Grants Administrator (623)333-1025
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the City Council adopt a resolution approving an IGA between the City of
Avondale and the State of Arizona Department of Homeland Security for the purpose of executing
Grant 444202-01 which will allow the City of Avondale to spend $13,800 on items associated with
training capability for the Avondale Fire Department’s anti-terrorism efforts.

BACKGROUND:

Over the last three years the City of Avondale’s Fire Department has been an active participant in
State Homeland Security Grant Program. Chief Snapp and Susan Pistoia have made it a point to
attend all of the necessary meetings and have managed to secure funding opportunities that will
assist the city with homeland security equipment, training, and technical assistance.

DISCUSSION:

The Fire Department's active participation in the State Homeland Security Grant Program has
allowed the city to receive $62,080 this fiscal year. The funding will be used for Citizen Corps
Deployment ($14,450), Terrorism Liaison Sustainability ($4,000), Urban Area Volunteer Reception
Center (16,030) and the CERT Training and Capability funding (13,800).

The CERT Training and Capability funding will allow the Fire Department to enable local jurisdictions
to be prepared for natural catastrophes and potential terrorist threats. Avondale will increase the
number of trained volunteers to assist with sheltering, communications, administrative support and
the volunteer reception center.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
There is no match requirement for this grant.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve an IGA between the City of Avondale and State of
Arizona Department of Homeland Security for the purpose of executing grant 444202-01, which will
allow the City of Avondale to spend $13,800 on items, associated with CERT training and capability
for Avondale Fire Department Anti-terrorism efforts.

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

[ Resolution 2804-209




RESOLUTION NO. 2804-209

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE,
ARIZONA, ACCEPTING A HOMELAND SECURITY GRANT AWARD
FROM THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
RELATING TO CITIZEN CORPS TRAINING AND RESPONSE
CAPABILITY.

WHEREAS, the Arizona Department of Homeland Security (“AZDOHS”) has awarded
the City of Avondale (the “City”) a Homeland Security Grant Award (the “Grant”) in the amount
of $11,183.00, for the project entitled “Citizen Corps Training and Response Capability”; and

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Avondale desires to accept the Grant funds.

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

SECTION 1. That the Subgrantee Agreement with the AZDOHS relating to the Grant
(the “Agreement”) is hereby approved in the form attached hereto as Exhibit A.

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 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, February 2, 2009.

Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor
ATTEST:

Carmen Martinez, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Andrew J. McGuire, City Attorney

953196.1



EXHIBIT A
TO
RESOLUTION NO. 2804-209

[Subgrantee Agreement]

See following pages.
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\ . CITY COUNCIL REPORT
A

SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
Ordinance 1344-209 - Accepting Utility Easement February 2, 2009

at Agua Fria River and Lower Buckeye Road

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 adopt an ordinance accepting an easement for the purpose
of constructing and maintaining water pipeline, sewer force main and fiber optic communication
facilities located at the Agua Fria River on the north side of Lower Buckeye Road.

BACKGROUND:

On January 17, 2006 City Council approved the 4" Street Wastewater Lift Station Improvements
and Backup Force Main Project Construction Manager at Risk (CMAR) agreement with Pierson
Construction Company (PCC). On March 6, 2006 City Council approved the award of a construction
contract to Standard Construction which included installation of a 16 inch diameter pipeline along

Lower Buckeye Road from 4 street to El Mirage Road. On August 7, 2006 City Council approved
Amendment No. 1 of the CMAR agreement with PCC which included provisions combining the
parallel pipeline installations into one project. Installation of duct banks for future fiber optic
communication facilities was added during construction. The Flood Control District of Maricopa
County issued permits Number 2004P055 and 2005P16 to Standard Construction and PCC for that
portion of the project crossing District properties in the vicinity of the Agua Fria River. Permit fees
totaling $25,084.00 paid to the District included cost for grant of the subject easement.

DISCUSSION:

These nonexclusive easements provide for the construction, maintenance and operation of a 16”
pressurized wastewater bypass pipeline, a 16 inch diameter water distribution pipeline and duct
banks reserved for future fiber optic communications systems. The easements are in four locations
on the north side of Lower Buckeye Road. Two are situated at Dysart Road alignment near the West

bank of the Agua Fria River and two are located near the East bank at 127" Avenue.

BUDGETARY IMPACT:
There is no impact to the budget from this ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt an Ordinance accepting the dedication of an
easement for the purpose of constructing and maintaining water pipeline, sewer force main and fiber
optic communication facilities located in several parcels in the Agua Fria River on the north side of
Lower Buckeye Road.

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

0 Vicinity Map
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ORDINANCE NO. 1344-209

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE,
ARIZONA, APPROVING THE ACQUISITION OF CERTAIN EASEMENTS
FROM MARICOPA COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT.

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

SECTION 1. That the purchase of easements over + 1.07 acres of real property,
generally located along the Agua Fria River, on the north side of Lower Buckeye Road, as more
particularly described and depicted in the exhibits to Exhibit A of this Ordinance, is hereby
authorized from the Flood Control District of Maricopa County in the form attached hereto as
Exhibit A 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 and to execute all documents necessary to
carry out the purpose and intent of this Ordinance.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Avondale, February 2, 2009.

Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor

ATTEST:

Carmen Martinez, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Andrew J. McGuire, City Attorney

953079.1



EXHIBIT A
TO
ORDINANCE NO. 1344-209

[Non Exclusive Easement]

See following pages.
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\ =" CITY COUNCIL REPORT
A

SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
Resolution 2803-209 - Amendment to the Council February 2, 2009

Rules of Procedure

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Carmen Martinez, City Clerk (623) 333-1214
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting that the City Council approve a resolution amending the Council Rules of
Procedure Section 15 Boards, Commissions and Committees to update the list of scheduled and
unscheduled boards, modify the number of boards an individual may be a member of and reflect
actual procedures for appointment.

DISCUSSION:

Section 15 of the Council Rules and Procedures deals with the City's Boards, Commissions and
Committees. Staff is proposing amending the following sections to more accurately reflect current
practices:

e Section 15.1 defines Boards, Commissions and Committes as "regularly scheduled" and
"unscheduled" boards. Regularly scheduled boards are defined as those that meet on a
regularly scheduled basis or are quasi-judicial; unscheduled boards are those that meet on an
as-called basis. Staff is recommending revising the list to more accurately list boards
according to their meeting patterns.

e Section 15.3 outlines the application, interview and appointment process. Staff is
recommending updating the language to reflect the actual process.

« Section 15.5D limits membership for an individual to two regularly scheduled or unscheduled
boards. Since some of the unscheduled boards meet only once or twice a year, staff believes
that amending this restriction to allow for membership in two regularly scheduled and one
unsheduled board would allow for more involvement by willing residents.

e Section 15.8spells out residency requirement. In their bylaws, some of the boards,
commissions and committees allow for membership by non-residents, provided that the
majority of the members are Avondale residents. Staff is recommending that this section be
amended to clarify this point.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve a resolution amending the Council Rules of
Procedure Section 15 Boards, Commissions and Committees to update the list of scheduled and
unscheduled boards, modify the number of boards an individual may be a member of and reflect
actual procedures for appointment.

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download
[ Resolution 2803-209




RESOLUTION NO. 2803-209
A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE,
ARIZONA, AMENDING THE CITY COUNCIL RULES OF PROCEDURE
RELATING TO BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND COMMITTEES.
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE as follows:

SECTION 1. That the City of Avondale, City Council Rules of Procedure, Section 15,

Boards, Commissions and Committees, Subsection 15.1, Regularly Scheduled or Unscheduled
Boards, Commissions or Committees, paragraphs (B) and (C), are hereby amended as follows:

953106.1

B. Regularly scheduled boards, commissions and committees include:
1. Planning and-Zening Commission
2. Board of Adjustment
3. ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS COMMISSION
4. LIBRARY ADVISORY BOARD
5. MUNICIPAL ARTS COMMITTEE
6. NEIGHBORHOOD AND FAMILY SERVICES COMMISSION
7. PARKS AND RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD
8.  SOCIAL SERVICES ADVISORY BOARD (REs. 2446-04)
9.  YOUTH COMMISSION
C. Unscheduled boards, commissions and committees:

1.  Personnel Board OF APPEALS
3 Ci s LW 1 - .
s Social Servi . Board (Res-2446-04

2. 6- Capital Improvement Plan Citizens Committee

F—Fire Publie Satety Personnel Retirement
o ¢ ]Eg' Distri 1o - . CBDAC

International Property Maintenance Code Board of Appeals (RES. 2446-04)

3. H-
4. +2- Risk Management Trust Fund Board (REs. 2446-04)



5. PUBLIC SAFETY BOARDS

CITIZEN CORPS COUNCIL

CORRECTIONS OFFICER RETIREMENT PENSION BOARD
FIRE PERSONNEL RETIREMENT PENSION BOARD
POLICE PERSONNEL RETIREMENT BOARD
VOLUNTEER FIRE DEPARTMENT PENSION BOARD

® a0 o

SECTION 2. That the City of Avondale, City Council Rules of Procedure, Section 15,
Boards, Commissions and Committees, Subsection 15.3, Selection of Board, Commission or
Committee Members, is hereby amended as follows:

15.3 SELECTION OF BOARD, COMMISSION OR COMMITTEE MEMBERS

B.

Individuals applying for boards, commissions or committees must fill out and

submit the City application form to the City Clerk-by—the—published-deadline.
The Citv Clork will £ L Leati ] . 6 Linison.

appheations—and THE CITY CLERK WILL prepare support materials and
SCHEDULE AN OPEN MEETING DURING WHICH THE SUBCOMMITTEE
ON BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND COMMITTEES APPOINTMENTS MAY
CONDUCT INTERVIEWS IN THE FORMAT SPECIFIED BY THE COUNCIL

After review and consideration, the Council Subcommittee for Board,
Commission and Committee Appointments shall DELIBERATE AND PREPARE
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR APPOINTMENT. THE CITY CLERK SHALL
PREPARE A COUNCIL REPORT ON BEHALF OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE
RECOMMENDING COUNCIL ACTION TO APPOINT MEMBERS. announee

953106.1

The CITY CLERK staff}tatsen shall notify recommended applicants for the open
seat(s) of the recommendation of the Council Subcommittee for Board,



Commission and Committee Appointments that he/she is a candidate for
appointment. The CITY CLERK staffHaisen shall request that recommended
candidates be present when the recommendation is presented to the City Council
as a scheduled Agenda item.

F. & The staff-haison CITY CLERK will notify the appointees #—witing as to their
appointment and the next meeting date of the new member’s board, commission
or committee schedwled—eetings. Included in this notification is any official
literature, agendas, minutes or other materials specific to the committee, board, or
commission appointment.

SECTION 3. That the City of Avondale, City Council Rules of Procedure, Section 15,
Boards, Commissions and Committees, Subsection 15.5, Terms, Vacancies, Removal, paragraph
(D), is hereby amended as follows:

D. No individual may serve as a voting member on more than two regularly
scheduled ex AND ONE unscheduled board, commission and committee at one
time.

SECTION 4. That the City of Avondale, City Council Rules of Procedure, Section 15,
Boards, Commissions and Committees, Subsection 15.8, Residency Requirements, is hereby
amended as follows:

15.8 RESIDENCY REQUIREMENTS

Planning and—Zening Commission, Board of Adjustment, and Personnel Board OF APPEALS
members shall be residents of the City of Avondale. Any other boards, commissions or
committees may have members who are not residents of the City of Avondale at the discretion of
the City Council OR AS SPECIFIED IN THE BYLAWS OF THE BOARD, COMMISSION OR
COMMITTEE; provided, however, that the majority of the members of any such board,
commission or committee shall be residents of the City of Avondale.

SECTION 5. 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.

[SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE]
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Avondale, February 2, 2009.

Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor
ATTEST:

Carmen Martinez, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Andrew J. McGuire, City Attorney

953106.1



\ . CITY COUNCIL REPORT
Avondale

SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
Appointment of Members to the City's Boards, February 2, 2009

Commissions and Committees

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Carmen Martinez, City Clerk (623) 333-1214
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

City Council will consider the Council Subcommittee's recommendations for appointment to the
City's Boards, Commissions and Committees.

DISCUSSION:

The Council Subcommittee hosted a Meet and Greet with candidates for appointment on
Wednesday, January 21, 2009. Their recommendations for appointment are as follows:

Board of Adjustment
Joseph Sindle 2/2/2009 — 12/31/2011
Environmental Affairs Committee
Michael Demlong 2/2/2009 — 12/31/2010
Roy Taniguchi 2/2/2009 — 12/31/2011
IPMC
Angela Cotera 2/2/2009 — 12/31/2011
Nancy Gaspar 2/2/2009 — 12/31/2011
Library Advisory Board
Nancy Gaspar 2/2/2009 — 12/31/2010
Sharron O’'Bannon 2/2/2009 — 12/31/2011
Municipal Arts Committee
Nancy Gaspar 2/2/2009 — 12/31/2011
Neighborhood and Family Services
Joseph Sindle 2/2/2009 - 12/31/2011
Parks and Recreation Advisory Board
Tamara Massey 2/2/2009 —12/31/2011
Personnel Board
Mike Demlong 2/2/2009 —12/31/2011
Tamara Massey 2/2/2009 —12/31/2011
Police Public Safety Retirement Board
Ed Meringer 2/2/2009 —12/31/2011




Social Services Advisory Board
Tamara Massey 2/2/2009 — 12/31/2011
Joseph Sindle 2/2/2009 — 12/31/2011

In addition to the above appointments, the Subcommittee is recommending appointment of members
to the Correction Officers Retirement Pension Board (CORP). The two employee members were
selected by secret ballot of the membership in accordance with CORP rules.

Correctional Officer Retirement Pension Board
Kevin, Artz — Chair Indefinite
James Plymesser, Employee 2/2/2009 —12/31/2010
Alvin Ramirez , Employee 2/2/2009 —12/31/2012
William Gaspar, Citizen 2/2/2009 — 12/31/2012
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approves the Subcommittee's recommendation for
appointment of members to the City's Boards, Commissions and Committees.

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

No Attachments Available
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SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
Public Hearing and Ordinance 1343-209 - Z-08-18  February 2, 2009

La Entrada PAD amendment

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Brian Berndt, Development Services Director 623-333-4011
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

REQUEST: Amend land uses in the La Entrada PAD.

PARCEL 31.93 acres
SIZE:

LOCATION: SWC 99th Ave and Encanto Blvd
APPLICANT: Chad Day, TCON Construction, 602-604-8266
OWNER: Bruce Bodner, Bodner Avondale | LLC, 317-916-5500

BACKGROUND:

The subject property is part of a 60 acre property that was rezoned from R1-6 (Single-Family
Residential) and AG (Agricultural) to PAD (Planned Area Development) on May 21, 2007. The
subject property is designated as Mixed-Use on the General Plan Land Use Map.

SUMMARY OF REQUEST:

The applicant has requested to amend Part |, Section D.1 of the La Entrada PAD, Permitted Uses, to
include the following:

p. Movie studio production and support facilities
g. Indoor live entertainment, outdoor amphitheater, and theater support facilities

PARTICIPATION:

The applicant invited 32 property owners and other interested parties to a neighborhood meeting
held on December 29, 2008 to discuss the proposal. Two nearby property owners attended the
meeting. Items discussed included the proposed PAD amendment and the future development
process for the project.

The Planning Division has received no correspondence opposing the proposed PAD amendment.

A notice was published in the West Valley View and West Valley Business on December 30,
2008. The property was posted on December 30, 2008. Letters were sent to 32 property owners on
December 30, 2008.

A notice was published in the West Valley View and West Valley Business on January 13, 2009. The
property was posted on January 13, 2009. Letters were sent to 32 property owners on January 13,
2009.




PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:

At the January 15, 2009 Planning Commission meeting, the Commission voted 7-0 to forward a
recommendation of APPROVAL subject to the following conditions:

1.

Development shall be in substantial conformance with 1) the La Entrada development plan and
narrative dated April 10, 2007, except as modified by the City Council stipulations listed in the
May 23, 2007, approval letter and 2) the La Entrada PAD amendment narrative dated
December 5, 2008, except as modified by these conditions.

The development shall be done in accordance with the City of Avondale General Engineering
Requirements Manual and City of Avondale Supplement to MAG Uniform Standard
Specifications and Details.

Financial assurance for all work within the public right of way shall be paid prior to the issuance
of the first construction permit.

All common, landscape and open spaces areas to include recreational structures shall be
maintained by the Property Manager and/or Home Owners Association in accordance with the
approved plan.

Prior to or concurrent with the submission of the first master site plan for the southern 32 acres
of the La Entrada PAD, the developer shall submit an amendment to the La Entrada PAD for
any necessary development standard amendments.

ANALYSIS:

The original PAD envisioned an active, mixed-use area with office, retail, restaurant,
residential, and entertainment uses combined in multi-use buildings.

The General Plan describes the Mixed Use designation as providing for “a mix of high intensity
uses with a retail commercial emphasis. This designation may include a maximum of 45%
residential use. Mixed uses may include neighborhood and community retail, residential,
hotel/motel, and employment.” The proposed uses would provide high intensity entertainment
uses. A movie studio would provide a significant employment-generating use. Additionally,
support uses surrounding a movie studio or theater could provide retail commercial uses,
hotels, and restaurants. The combination of these uses in this type of development would be
consistent with the Mixed Use designation.

The proposed amendment includes new uses that are designed to attract entertainment-based
and employment uses. These new uses are consistent with the General Plan designation and
the intent of the original PAD.

If the proposed amendment is approved, the applicant plans to submit a master site plan for
the southern portion of La Entrada. Any necessary amendments to the conceptual site plan or
development standards in the PAD will be reviewed at that time, as well.

Staff anticipates that the inclusion of the proposed uses could result in an amount of traffic
generation equal to or greater than the amount of traffic generated by the PAD as originally
approved. The original traffic study analyzed the highest possible intensity of use, which
includes uses similar to the proposed uses.

At the time of master site plan submittal, the applicant will be required to conduct a full traffic
study to determine the full traffic impact of the proposed uses on the surrounding streets. All
necessary improvements to surrounding streets will be constructed by the applicant as part of
the first phase of development.

FINDINGS:
CONCLUSION

Based on the information provided by the applicant, the public input received and the analysis by

staff,

staff recommends approval of the requested PAD amendment. This request meets the required

criteria and will conform to the conditions of approval.

REASONS FOR APPROVAL:




1. The project meets the General Plan Land Use designation of Mixed Use for this site.
2. The conditions of approval are reasonable to ensure conformance with the provisions of the
Avondale Zoning Ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION:

The City Council should conduct a public hearing and APPROVE application Z-08-18, subject to the
5 conditions recommended by the Planning Commission.

PROPOSED MOTION:

I move that the City Council accept the findings and ADOPT the ordinance approving application Z-
08-18, subject to the 5 conditions recommended by the Planning Commission.

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download
[ Exhibit A - Zoning Map
Exhibit B - Aerial Photo
Exhibit C - General Plan land use map

Exhibit D - Summary of Related Facts

Exhibit E - Project Narrative

Exhibit F - Original PAD approval letter
Exhibit G - 1/15/2009 Draft PC Minutes
[0 Ordinance 1343-209
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PROJECT MANAGER:
Scott Wilken, Senior Planner
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Exhibit D

SUMMARY OF RELATED FACTS

APPLICATION Z-08-18

THE PROPERTY
PARCEL SIZE 31.98 acres
LOCATION West side of 99™ Avenue, south of Encanto Blvd. alignment
PHYSICAL Currently vacant
CHARACTERISTICS
EXISTING LAND USE Vacant
EXISTING ZONING PAD
ZONING HISTORY Zoned R1-6 prior to 1990; rezoned to PAD May 21, 2007
DEVELOPMENT There is a development agreement for this property. There
AGREEMENT are no outstanding items related to this project.

SURROUNDING ZONING AND LAND USE

NORTH County Rural-43- vacant

EAST City of Phoenix - vacant

SOUTH PAD — shopping center

WEST RR-43 and R1-6 — elementary school and movie studio
GENERAL PLAN

The subject property is designated as Mixed-Use on the General Plan Land Use Map.

PUBLIC SCHOOLS
SCHOOL DISTRICT(S) Pendergast Elementary and Tolleson Union High School
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL Rio Vista Elementary School (K-8)
HIGH SCHOOL La Joya Community High School
STREETS

99" Avenue

Classification Arterial

Existing half street ROW 32 feet

Standard half street ROW 65 feet

Existing half street improvements 2 traffic lanes

Standard half street improvements 3.5 traffic lanes, curb, gutter, sidewalk,
landscaping and streetlights.
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Friday December 05, 2008

City of Avondale

Planning Division

Attn: Scott Wilken

11465 W. Civic Center Drive, #110
Avondale, AZ 85323

Telephone: 623 333-4016

Via Email: swilken@avondale.org

Re: La Entrada Village PAD Amendment

Dear Scott:

This letter is written to amend the PAD with the project name La Entrada Village. The location
of the property is on the West side of 99" Avenue, north and south of Encanto Boulevard,

Avondale, Arizona 85323. The property is approximately 60.76 acres.

The property was annexed into the city on Moy 1y . The La Entrada Village PAD

received city council approval with your letter dated May 23, 2007.

We are requesting to add the following use in the Commercial Village, which is located on the
south side of Encanto and includes approximately 32 acres. Within the PAD, Development
Standards & Design Guidelines, PART I — Commercial Village Guidelines, section D. Building
Uses, part 1. Permitted Uses after “o. Retail sales of new merchandise.” we are requesting to

add the following;
“p. Movie studio production and support facilities.
q. Indoor live theater, outdoor amphitheater operation and theater support faciliries.”

This amendment complies with the City of Avondale General Plan land use designation of
Mixed-Use through the mix of the studio and theater high intensity use with the retail commercial
component of the development. Movie studios on the site will bring many more new jobs to the
premises than other approved uses, contributing to more daytime and nighttime demand for food
and services, thereby allowing more retail and restaurant users, and a greater density of buildings.
than under the previously approved PAD. The studio and theater will focus on employment and
once stabilized the facilities should create approximately 1.000 new jobs on site.

Because the traffic generated from movie studio production and support facilities is very similar
to that of office facilities currently approved in the PAD. traffic generated in conjunction with the
proposed uses conforms to the parameters presumed in the traffic impact analysis submutted
during the 2007 zoning. Except for occasional matinees. the trattic generated by the Indoor live
t

ter. outdoor amphitheater operation a 1 theater support factlities will operate in the evenings

thea
and weekends taking the place of the vacant weekday office traftic. Thus. this amendment to the
PAD will have no adverse impact to infrastructure, internal or external strects or facthities,

Suite 203

1661 E. Camelbuck Road.
Phoenix, AZ 85016
Phone: (602) 604-8206 FX: (602) 604-8277



This amendment to the PAD adds a mix of entertainment, production and office use to the
development whereby the 500 to 1,000 new jobs created will require the support amenities
provided by the surrounding commercial properties. Therefore, the surrounding properties shail
positively benefit from the traffic and jobs that are created by this development.

Respectfully,

OWNER:
Bruce A. Bodner Co., Inc.

By: C@
Chad Day <7
It’s: Vice President

1601 E. Camelback Road, Suite 263
Phoenix, AZ 83016
Phone: (6023 604-82606 FX: (602 604-5277




EXHIBITF

May 23, 2007

Dustin Jones

Titffany & Bosco P.A.

Third Floor Cameiback Esplanade 1|
2525 East Camelback Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85016-4237

RE: La Entrada —-Z-05-12
City Council Approval

Mr. Jones:

: aift pleased to inforimn you st on May 21, 2007, the City Councii approved application
Z-05-12 subjeci to the following seventeen stipulations:

1. Development shall be in substantial conformance with the development plan
and narrative dated April 10, 2007.

2. Master site plans shall generally conform to the conceptual site plan
presented in the PAD narrative dated April 10, 2007, except as modified by
the results of the traffic studies and any other stipuiations.

The required development standards shall be as shown in the narrative
request dated April 10, 2007.

oY

4. Final driveway locations, curb cuts, and street cross-sections stall be
finalized at the time of master site plan approval, as determined by the City
Engineer

5. Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the developer shall contribute
towards the cost of the design, purchase, and instaliation of new traffic
signals warranted by this development, as determined by the City Engineer
during the master site plan review and approval process. This contribution
will include no more than 50% of the cost of design, purchase, and
installation of a new traffic signal at the intersection of 99" Avenue and

Encanto Boulevard.

Devefopment services
1465 W Crvic Conter Drive, #110 « Avondale, AZ 85373
Phione: (623] 3334000 » Fax: {623) 3330400 « T2 1623) 3330010
www avondale.org
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To the extent allowed by law, all Type 1 and lrrigation Grandfathered
Groundwater Rights appurtenant to the property shall be properly
extinguished and the resulting Assured Water Supply credits pledged to the
City of Avondale's account at the Arizona Department of Water Resources
prior to recordation of the final plat.

The developer will allocated any SRP surface water rights or any other
surface water rights to the City prior to recordation of the final plat.

The developer will abandon any existing registered or unregistered wells
using ADWR's well abandonment rules prior to recordation of the final plat.

A traffic study shall be submitted for review as a part of each master site plan.
Additional improvements, both on and off site, shaii be incorporated into the
site plan based on the results of the traffic studies, as determined by the City
Engineer.

The developer shall dedicate 65’ of right-of-way for 99" Avénue prior to the
issuance of a building permit. The developer shall dedicate additionai right-
of-way for any required turn lanes to be determined per the traffic study
requirements,

Bus pull-out bay and concrete pad for transit stops and additional necessary
right-of-way will be required as part of the master site plan review and
approval process.

- All drive-thru uses shall be designed to maintain the pedestrian-friendly urban

character of the PAD and development plan, as determined by the Planning
Division during the review and approval process for any conditional use
permits for drive-thru uses.

Raceway mountea w il signs shall be prohibited.

A Comprehensive Sign Package shall be submitted with the first master site
plan, and shall apply to the entire development.

The master site plans shall be designed to provide sufficient buffering
between the development and adjacent residential uses, as determined by
the Planning Division at the time of review and approval of the master site
plans.

All building plans will conform to the current building codes in effect at the

Development Services
11465 W Civic Center Drive, #110 » Avondale, A7 85323
Phane [623] 333-4000 » Fax: [623) 3330400 » TDD: (623} 3330010
WANW AVONdaie org
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time of development.

17. As part of the first phase of development, the developer shall relocate the
existing SRP irrigation ditch along 99" Avenue per SRP requirements. This
shall include, but not be limited to, the construction of the new pipe and the
recording of any necessary easements.

it has been a pleasure working with you on this project. If you should have any
questions or comments, please call me at (623) 333-4016.

Sincerely, .~
L

7 ;;:;,/ 7

/ /,x” e . ,/ L
Z8tott Wilken, AICP
Senior Planner

P
.

Enclosure: ' R
Copy of Approved PAD B : o -

Development Services

Phone [623) 3334000 « Fax {623) 333:0400 » TDD. [673) 3330010
www avondaie.org

.;f?



Exhibit G

Excerpt of the Draft Minutes of the regular Planning Commission meeting held January 15,
2009 at 6:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers.

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT
David Iwanski, Chairman

Michael Demlong, Vice Chair

Al Lageschulte, Commissioner
Angela Cotera, Commissioner

Linda Webster, Commissioner

Lisa Amos, Commissioner

David Scanlon, Commissioner

CITY STAFF PRESENT

Brian Berndt, Development Services Director

Eric Morgan, Planner II, Development Services Department
Scott Wilken, Senior Planner, Development Services Department
Chris Schmaltz, City Attorney

APPLICATION NO. Z-08-18
APPLICANT: Chad Day, TCON Construction
1661 E. Camelback
Phoenix, AZ 85016
PROPERTY OWNER: Bruce Bodner, Bodner Avondale I LLC

One N. Meridian St, Ste 300
Indianapolis, IN 46204

REQUEST: A request to amend Part I, Section D.1 of the La Entrada
Planned Area Development (PAD) Zoning District
permitted use list to allow movie studio production and
support facilities, indoor live entertainment, outdoor
amphitheater, and theater support facilities.

Scott Wilken, Senior Planner, Development Services Department, stated this item is a request to amend the
permitted use list for the La Entrada PAD. The La Entrada PAD was originally approved by City Council
in May 2007 and it is located at the 99" Avenue and Encanto Blvd. alignment. The property is designed as
Mixed Use on the General Plan land use map. This request will affect only the southern half of the PAD.
The property is currently vacant. Adjacent to the south half of the property is a movie studio, with a school
to the west. Gateway Pavilion Shopping Center is to the south, with undeveloped land to the east in the
City of Phoenix.

The applicant is requesting to amend the permitted uses in the PAD to allow movie studios and theaters. If
the request is approved, the applicant will submit a Master Site Plan. Any necessary amendments to the
site plan or development standards in the PAD will be reviewed at that time. At the time of Master Site
Plan submittal, the applicant will be required to conduct a full traffic study.

Mr. Wilken reported that the proposed PAD conforms to the General Plan and will result in compatible
land uses. Staff is recommending approval subject to five conditions.

Chairperson Iwanski invited questions.
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Commissioner Cotera asked if the applicant has an interested party ready to build a project. Mr. Wilken
replied the applicant would like to amend the PAD for a use they would like to pursue.

Commissioner Scanlon asked if someone was lined up to create a movie studio or theater. Mr. Wilken
stated he would let the applicant address Commissioner Scanlon’s question.

Vice Chair Demlong thanked Brian Berndt, Development Services Director, noting that the Staff Reports
are very concise, clear and crisp.

Vice Chair Demlong asked if the Traffic Engineer had any concerns about traffic created by a theater
located on 99™ Avenue. Mr. Wilken replied that the Traffic Engineer looked at the original traffic study,
which analyzed the highest possible intensity of use, which includes uses similar to the proposed uses. The
Engineering Plan Review Division is comfortable with these uses being added. At the time of Master Site
Plan submittal, the applicant will be required to conduct a full traffic study.

Vice Chair Demlong stated a theater would present a unique use because an event might have 1,000 people
leaving the property at the same time, and there will be a concern if Encanto Blvd. runs through. Mr.
Wilken stated that at this time it is undetermined if Encanto Blvd. will be taken through or will lead into the
development. He assured the Commission that Staff is working closely with the applicant and will address
all traffic concerns. At present they are comfortable that the requested use will not cause a traffic problem.

Vice Chair Demlong asked if any landowners had voiced concerns with the noise produced by an outdoor
amphitheater. Mr. Wilken stated that a sound study will be commissioned for any outdoor uses.

Commissioner Webster thought the Commission had been told that Encanto Blvd. would go through and
she is concerned that will cause a traffic problem for the school site. Mr. Wilken replied that is why Staff
will study the traffic issue. At this time Staff cannot ascertain if the City will have the applicant take
Encanto all the way through or not.

Commissioner Scanlon asked if the applicant is considering something along the lines of the Cricket
Pavilion regarding an outdoor amphitheater. Mr. Wilken replied that the size of a potential amphitheater
has not been studied to date and would be considered at the site plan stage. If the applicant were to propose
a 50,000 seat amphitheater that would bring in too much traffic, Staff would have the applicant scale it
down.

Chairperson Iwanski referenced Condition of Approval No. 3 “Financial assurance for all work within the
public right-of-way shall be paid prior to the issuance of the first construction permit.” He asked what type
of financial assurance the City has. Mr. Wilken replied that at this point the City has no financial assurance
and that is why financial assurance is a Condition of Approval.

Chairperson Iwanski invited the applicant to address the Commission.
Chad Day, TCON Construction, stated he was present to answer any questions of the Commission.

Commissioner Cotera asked if the applicant would have 1,000 employees on the property daily. Mr. Day
replied the employees will rotate throughout the day.

Commissioner Cotera asked if the applicant was considering screening rooms, Harkins-sized theaters, and
outdoor rock concerts. Mr. Day replied that they have identified a potential user, but they have not detailed
anything at present.

Commissioner Lageschulte asked if this project has anything to do with CJS Studios. Mr. Day replied this
project has nothing to do with CJS Studios.

Chairperson Iwanski opened the public hearing for Item Z-08-18. There were no requests to speak.
Chairperson Iwanski closed the public hearing.



Exhibit G

Chairperson Iwanski invited further questions from the Commissioners, and hearing none, called for a

motion.

Vice Chair Demlong moved that the Planning Commission accept the findings and recommend approval of
application Z-08-18, a request to amend the La Entrada PAD, subject to the five Staff-recommended
Conditions of Approval. Commissioner Cotera seconded the motion.

1.

Development shall be in substantial conformance with 1) the La Entrada development plan and
narrative dated April 10, 2007, except as modified by the City Council stipulations listed in the
May 23, 2007 approval letter and 2) the La Entrada PAD amendment narrative dated December 5,
2008, except as modified by these conditions.

The development shall be done in accordance with the City of Avondale General Engineering
Requirements Manual and City of Avondale Supplement to MAG Uniform Standard
Specifications and Details.

Financial assurance for all work within the public right-of-way shall be paid prior to the issuance
of the first construction permit.

All common, landscape, and open spaces areas, to include recreational structures, shall be
maintained by the Property Manager and/or Homeowners Association in accordance with the
approved plan.

Prior to or concurrent with the submission of the first Master Site Plan for the southern 32 acres of
the La Entrada PAD, the developer shall submit an amendment to the La Entrada PAD for any
necessary development standard amendments.

Chairperson Iwanski called for a roll call vote.

ROLL CALL VOTE

Chairperson Iwanski Aye
Vice Chair Demlong Aye
Commissioner Lageschulte Aye
Commissioner Scanlon Aye
Commissioner Cotera Aye
Commissioner Webster Aye
Commissioner Amos Aye

The motion passed unanimously.



ORDINANCE NO. 1343-209

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE,
ARIZONA, AMENDING THE GENERAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN AND
PROGRAM FOR THE LA ENTRADA PAD APPROXIMATELY 32 ACRES
OF THE APPROXIMATELY 60.77 ACRES LOCATED WEST OF 99TH
AVENUE, NORTH AND SOUTH OF THE ENCANTO BOULEVARD
ALIGNMENT, AS SHOWN IN FILENAME Z-08-18.

WHEREAS, on May 21, 2007, the Council of the City of Avondale (the “City Council”)
approved the La Entrada PAD rezoning for approximately 60.77 acres of real property located
west of 99th Avenue north and south of the Encanto Boulevard alignment (the ‘“Subject
Property”); and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend the La Entrada PAD Development Plan
and Program, specifically pertaining to the southernmost 32 acres of the Subject Property as
more particularly described and depicted in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein
by reference, to (i) revise the permitted uses to allow “movie studio production and support

facilities,” “indoor live entertainment, outdoor amphitheater, and theater support facilities,” and
to (i1) amend related stipulations; and

WHEREAS, all due and proper notices of public hearings on the intended amendment
held before the City of Avondale Planning and Zoning Commission (the “Commission”) and the
City Council were given in the time, form, substance and manner provided by ARIZ. REV. STAT.
§ 9-462.04; and

WHEREAS, the Commission held a public hearing on Thursday, January 15, 2009, on
this Ordinance pursuant to such notices and as required by ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 9-462.04; and

WHEREAS, the Commission recommended to the City Council that this Ordinance be
approved; and

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing regarding this Ordinance on
February 2, 2009.

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

SECTION 1. That the La Entrada Planned Area Development (PAD) is hereby amended,
as shown in File Z-08-18, subject to the following conditions:

953069.1



1. Development shall be in substantial conformance with (a) the La Entrada development
plan and narrative dated April 10, 2007, except as modified by the City Council
stipulations listed in the May 23, 2007, approval letter and (b) the La Entrada PAD
amendment narrative dated December 5, 2008, except as modified by these conditions.

2. The development shall be completed in accordance with the City of Avondale General
Engineering Requirements Manual and City of Avondale Supplement to MAG Uniform
Standard Specifications and Details.

3. Financial assurances for all work within the public right-of-way, in an amount and form
acceptable to the City, shall be deposited with the City prior to the issuance of the first
construction permit.

4. All common, landscape and open spaces areas to include recreational structures shall be
maintained by the property manager and/or homeowners association in accordance with
the approved plan.

5. Prior to or concurrent with the submission of the first master site plan for the southern 32

acres of the La Entrada PAD, the developer shall submit an amendment to the La Entrada
PAD for any necessary development standard amendments.

SECTION 2. That if any provision of this Ordinance is for any reason held by any court
of competent jurisdiction to be unenforceable, such provision or portion hereof shall be deemed
separate, distinct and independent of all other provisions and such holding shall not affect the
validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Avondale, February 2, 2009.

Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor

ATTEST:

Carmen Martinez, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Andrew J. McGuire, City Attorney

953069.1



EXHIBIT A
TO
ORDINANCE NO. 1343-209
[Map and Legal Description]

See following pages.
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Order No.: 20006165 - A
EXHIBIT "ONE"

The Northeast quarter of the Southeast quarter of Section 32, Township 2 North, Range 1
East of the Gila and Sait River Base and Meridian, Maricopa County, Arizona:

EXCEPT the West 90 feet; and

EXCEPT the South 90 feet; and aiso

EXCEPT the following portion of Northeast quarter of the Southeast quarter of Section 32,
Township 2 North, Range 1 East of the Gila and Salt River Base and Meridian, Maricopa
County, Arizona, more particularly described as:

BEGINNING 90 feet East and 40 feet South of the Northwest corner of said Northeast quarter
of the Southeast quarter;

Thence East 50 feet;
Thence South 65 feet;
Thence West 50 faet;

Thence North 65 feet to the piace of beginning; and aiso

EXCEPT the following described property:

That part of the Northeast quarter of the Southeast guarter of Section 32, Township 2 North,
Range 1 East of the Gila and Salt River Base and Meridian further described as foliows:

COMMENCING at the Southeast corner of said Section 32, said point also being the
intersection of 98th Avenus and McDowell Road;

Thence, North 00 degrees 55 minutes 21 seconds West along the East line of said Section 32,
also being the monument line of 89th Avenue, 2 distance of 1321.22 feet to the Southeast
corner of the Northeast quarter of the Southeast guarter of said Section 32;

Thence, continuing North 00 degrees BB minutes 21 saconds West along said East Section
line a distance of 90.00 feet to the North right-of-way line of the RID canal:

Thence, South 87 degrees 34 minutes 17 seconds Waest, departing said Fast Section line,
along the North right-of-way line of the RID canai and paralie! 1o and 90.00 feet North of the
South line of the Northeast guarter of the Southeast quarter of said Section 32, a distance of
585.00 feat to the POINT OF BEGINNING;

Thence, continuing South 87 degrees 34 minutes 17 seconds Waest along the said North
right-of-way line, a distance of 86.00 fest:

Thence, departing the said North right-of-way iine, North 00 degrees 55 minutes 21 segonds
West, parallel with the East line of said Section 32, a distance of 45.00 fear;



Order No.: 20006165 - A

Thenca, North 87 degrees 34 minutes 17 seconds East, parallel with the South line of the
Northeast quarter of the Southeast quarter of said Section 32, a distance of 50.00 faet;

Thence, South 00 degrees 55 minutes 21 seconds East, paraliel with the East line of said
Section 32, a distance of 45.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING: and also

EXCEFPT ths following described property:

That part of the Northeast quarter of the Southeast quarter of Saction 32, Township 2 North,
Range 1 East of the Gila and Salt River Base and Meridian further described as follows:

COMMENCING at the Southeast corner of said Section 32, said point also being the
intersection of 98th Avenue and McDowsell Road;

Thence, North 00 degrees 55 minutes 21 seconds West along the East line of said Section 32,
also being the monument line of 99th Avenue, a distance of 1321.22 feet to the Southeast
corner of the Northeast quarter of the Southeast quarter of said Section 32;

Thence, continuing North 00 degreas 55 minutes 21 seconds West along said East Section
line a distance of 20.00 feet to the North right-of-way line of the RID canal;

Thence, South 87 degrees 34 minutes 17 seconds West, departing said East Section line,
along the North right-of-way line of the RID canal and parallel to and 90.00 fest North of the
South line of the Northeast quarter of the Southeast quarter of said Saction 32, a distance of
1008.85 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING;

Thence, continuing South 87 degrees 34 minutes 17 seconds West along said North
right-of-way line, a distance of 220.00 feet 1o a North and East corner in the RID canal
right-of-way said point being 90.00 feet East of the West line of the Northeast quarter of the
Southeast quarter of said Section 32;

Thence, North Q0 degrees B9 minutes 31 seconds West along the East right-of-way line of the
RID canat and parallel to and 90.00 fest East of the West line of the Northeast quarter of the

Sautheast quarter of said Saction 32, a distance of 200.00 faet;

Thence, North 87 degrees 34 minutes 17 seconds East, parallel with the South tine of the
Northeast quarter of the Southeast quarter of said Section 32, a distance of 220.00 feet;

Thance, South 00 degrees 59 minutes 37 saconds Fast, parallel with the West line of the
Northeast quarter of the Southeast quarter of said Section 32, a distance of 200.00 feet to

the POINT OF BEGINNING.
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CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY Page
LEGAL DESCRIPTION
Escrow/Title No. 2513791 17
PARCEL 1:

THE SOUTH 730.45 FEET OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION
32, TOWNSHIP 2 NORTH, RANGE 1 EAST OF THE GiLA AND SALT RIVER BASE AND WMERIDIAN,
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA;

EXCEPT THE WEST 90 FEET AND

EXCEPT THE EAST BO FEET THEREOQF.

PARCEL 2:

THE WEST 25 FEET OF THE EAST 80 FEET OF THE SOUTH 730.45 FEEY OF THE SOUTHEAST
QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 2 NORTH, RANGE 1 EAST OF THE
GILA AND SALY RIVER BASE AND MERIDIAN, MAR!ICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA.

PARCEL 3:

THE WEST 22 FEET OF THE EAST 55 FEET QF THE SOUTH 730.45 FEET OF THE SOUTHEAST
QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 2 NORTH, RANGE 1 EAST OF THE
GIiLA AND SALT RIVER BASE AND MERIDIAN, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA.

COMML-7/3/83-MAR



LEGAL DESCRIPTION EXHIBIT “A”

PARCEL NO. I:

THE SOUTH 147.38 FEET OF THE EAST 566,06 FEET OF THE SOUTH 294.77
FEET OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PROPERTY:

THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 32,
TOWNSHIP 2 NORTH RANGE | EAST OF THE GILA AND SALT RIVER BASE
AND MERIDIAN, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA;

EXCEPT THE SOUTH 73045 FEET THEREGF.

PARCEL NO. 2:

THE SOQUTH 294.77 FEET, EXCEPTING THEREFROM THE SOUTH 14738 FEET
OF THE EAST 566.06 FEET OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PROPERTY:

THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 32,
TOWNSHIP 2 NORTH, RANGE 1 EAST OF THE GILA AND SALT RIVER BASE
AND MERIDIAN, MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA,;

EXCEFT THE WEST 90 FEET; AND

EXCEPT THE SOUTH 73045 FEET THEREFROM
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g - DEVELOPMENT
Avondale SERVICES

SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
Public Hearing and Ordinance 1345-209 - Pavoggi  February 2, 2009

Rezoning (Z-08-10)

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Brian Berndt, Development Services Director (623) 333-4011
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

REQUEST: Public Hearing for Pavoggi to rezone from Multi-Family Residential (R-4) to
Commercial Office (C-O) (Z-08-10)

PARCEL 0.47 acres (20,473 square feet)
SIZE:

LOCATION: Northwest corner of Central Avenue and Hill Drive
APPLICANT: Mike Conder, Swan Architects
OWNER: Eugene Pavoggi, Loving Care Day Care Center

BACKGROUND:

The property was annexed into the City on January 25, 1955. The 20,473 square foot property is
zoned Multi-Family Residential (R-4) (Exhibit A), and is identified as Medium Density Residential on
the General Plan Land Use Map (Exhibit D).

SUMMARY OF REQUEST:

The applicant is requesting to rezone the subject property from Multi-Family Residential (R-4) to
Commercial Office (C-O). The applicant owns Loving Care Day Care on the abutting property to the
north (Exhibit B), and intends to construct an extension of the building onto the subject property for
the purposes of expanding the child care center (Exhibit F). Child care centers are not allowed under
the current zoning of R-4. If the requested C-O zoning is granted, a Conditional Use Permit would be
required for a child care center.

The site is currently vacant, with two existing small concrete slabs from previous buildings. A
sidewalk exists along Central Avenue along the property length.

PARTICIPATION:

The applicant invited 59 property owners and other interested parties to a neighborhood meeting
held on November 25, 2008 to discuss the proposal. No property owners or interested parties
attended the meeting other than four persons associated with the application (Exhibit E).

The Planning Division has received no correspondence or telephone calls in support or opposition to
the request.

A notice of the Planning Commission hearing was published in the December 2, 2008 edition of the
West Valley View. The property was posted on November 25, 2008. Letters were sent to 59 property
owners on December 1, 2008.




A notice of the City Council hearing was published in the January 13, 2009 edition of the West Valley
View. The property was posted on January 13, 2009. Letters were sent to 59 property owners on
January 13, 2009.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:

The Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on December 18, 2008, and voted 4-1 to
recommend APPROVAL of this request.

The applicant’s original request was for rezoning to Community Commercial (C-2), with a
recommendation of denial by staff. The applicant subsequently amended the request to one of
rezoning from Multi-Family Residential (R-4) to Commercial Office (C-O).

ANALYSIS:

The subject property is identified as Medium Density Residential on the General Plan Land Use
Map. Services that provide shopping and basic services for the immediate area (i.e., “neighborhood
commercial”) may be allowed in any land use classification based upon the merits of the
development proposal. Generally neighborhood commercial development would not be greater than
five acres, and would require adequate buffering to protect surrounding land uses.

The request for Commercial Office (C-O) complies with the General Plan because the property is
less than 5 acres in area and is intended to serve the immediate area. The purpose of the C-O
Zoning District is to provide an environment desirable for, and conductive to, development of office
and related uses, as well as certain other kinds of uses that assure compatibility with surrounding
residential districts and uses. The C-O District should also:

1. Provide an environment for office park development.

2. Provide an area for high-quality employment uses in a campus setting as presented in the
Employment designation of the General Plan.

3. Allow uses that are compatible with an office park that act as support for the uses within the
office park.

4. Strive to provide a transition from more intensive to less intensive uses, usually between
commercial and residential districts.

5. Encourage development that is consistent with the policies and the guidelines established in
any specific plan and the General Plan.

The subject property is located in a'predominantly residential area, with a mix of retail and non-retalil
uses surrounding. The property is adjacent to Multi-Family Residential (R-3 and R-4) zoned
properties to the west, south and east and Community Commercial (C-2) zoned property to the north
(Exhibit A). The C-O Zoning District would serve as an ideal transition between the residential and
commercial zoning.

The uses allowed in the C-O Zoning District are less intense than the abutting Community
Commercial (C-2) Zoning District. The C-O Zoning District does not provide for automobile service or
sales as does C-2, which would not be compatible with the surrounding neighborhood area. The C-O
Zoning District does provide for child care centers with a Conditional Use Permit (CUP), as intended
for this property as stated by the applicant (Exhibit F).

The proposed C-O zoning would not result in incompatible land use relationships.

FINDINGS:
The proposed rezoning meets the following findings:

1. The proposed zoning complies with the intent of the General Plan.




2. The proposed zoning complies with the intent of the Zoning Ordinance.

3. The proposed zoning would not result in incompatible land use relationships.

RECOMMENDATION:
The City Council should APPROVE application Z-08-10.

PROPOSED MOTION:

I move that the City Council accept the findings and APPROVE application Z-08-10, a request to rezone
approximately one-half acre from Multi-Family Residential (R-4) to Commercial Office (C-O).

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download
01 Exhibit A Zoning Vicinity Map
[ Exhibit B Aerial Photo January 2008
O Exhibit C Summary of Related Facts
[ Exhibit D General Plan Land Use Map
01 Exhibit E Summary of Neighborhood Meeting
|
|
|

Exhibit F Application Narrative

12.18.08 Planning Commission Minutes

Ordinance 1345-209

FULL SIZE COPIES (Council Only):
None

PROJECT MANAGER:
Eric Morgan, Planner Il (623) 333-4017
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Exhibit C

SUMMARY OF RELATED FACTS

APPLICATION Z-08-10

LOCATION NWC of Central Ave. & Hill Dr.

PHYSICAL Rectangular and relatively level surface, with two small and
CHARACTERISTICS flat concrete pads from previous structures.
EXISTING LAND USE Vacant

EXISTING ZONING Multi-Family Residential (R-4)
ZONING HISTORY Annexed 1/25/1955
DEVELOPMENT None

AGREEMENT

NORTH Community Commercial (C-2) — Loving Care Day Care

EAST Multi-Family Residential (R-4) — Single Family Residence
SOUTH Multi-Family Residential (R-4) — United Methodist Church
WEST Multi-Family Residential (R-3) — Single Family Residence

The subject property is designated as Medium Density Residential on the General Plan
Land Use Map.

SCHOOL DISTRICT(S) Avondale Elementary School District
Agua Fria Union High School District

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS | Pioneer Elementary School (K-8)
HIGH SCHOOL Agua Fria High School




Central Avenue

Classification Major Collector
Existing half street ROW 50 feet
Standard half street ROW 50 feet

Existing half street improvements

Two vehicular lanes plus a half turning
land, bike lane, curb and gutter, attached
sidewalk.

Standard half street improvements

Two vehicular lanes plus a half turning
lane, bike lane, curb and gutter, attached
sidewalk, right-of-way landscaping, street
lights.

Hill Drive
Classification Local
Existing half street ROW 25 feet
Standard half street ROW 25 feet

Existing half street improvements

One vehicular lane

Standard half street improvements

One vehicular lane, attached sidewalk,
right-of-way landscaping, street lights.

1" Avenue
Classification Local
Existing half street ROW 25 feet
Standard half street ROW 25 feet

Existing half street improvements

One vehicular lane

Standard half street improvements

One vehicular lane, attached sidewalk,
right-of-way landscaping, street lights.

There are existing 6” water lines in Central Avenue and Hill Drive, and an existing 8”

water line in 1% Street. All water lines extend across the entire frontage of the subject

property.

There is an existing 8” sewer line in Central Avenue and Hill Drive across the entire

frontage of the subject property.
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EXHIBIT E

December 1, 2008 L—
’ swan

architects, inc.
4331 north 12th street

Eric Morgan, Planner If phoenix, arizona 85014
. s tel: 602-264-3083
Planning Division fax: 602-274-7658

Development Services Department
11465 W. Civic Center Drive, Suite 110
Avondale, Arizona 85323

Re: Pavoggi After School Day Care Neighborhood Meeting Summary (Z-08-10):

Eric,

On the evening of Tuesday, November 25, 2008 a neighborhood meeting was held at the Avondale City
Hall. 1 arrived several minutes early and posted a site plan, floor plan and elevations of the building that
we are planning to design on the parcel that we are asking to be rezoned. Handouts were also available.

There were only four people in attendance, myself, the owner of Loving Care Day Care, the director of
the day care center and her son. There were no neighborhood residents in attendance and therefore no
questions from the community about the parcel, process or future use.

The advertised time was 6:30pm. | was there from 6:15pm to 7:45pm.
Thank you,

W

Michael Conder, AlA

Swan Architects



6 1S To 7. 45

Pavoggi After School Day Care Rezoning Neighborhood Meeting (2-08-10})

Sign-In Sheet

Name: Address:

1. Mike Con/dER 4%3! H, /ZTR ST ResT Phoeix Az

2. GENE FAVOGG] /5D N, SovrRaL Avs, ARINDALE 223
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EXHIBIT F

August 4, 2008 -
o swdan

C'tVOfAvondale architects, inc
‘ 4331 north 12th street

phoenix, arizona 85014

tel: 602-264-3083

Re: After-School Day-Care Center e C - fax 602-274-7658

NARRATIVE:

Z 0§70

The proposed project consists of rezoning the northWestw«eerner of Hill Drive and Central
Avenue from R-4 to C-2. The property is bordered on the north by the Loving Care Day Care
Center (zoned C-2), to the east by Central Avenue and Hills Subdivision (zoned R-4 across
the street), to the south, by Hill Drive and Community United Methodist Church (zoned R-4
across the street), and to the west by 1st Avenue and a residential subdivision (zoned R1-6

across the street).

Currently the site is vacant, with only two separate slabs from previous structures remaining.
The .47-acre site slopes downward from east to west. There are no distinguishing features
or unusual formations.

The proposed building shall be oriented in the north-south direction with an appropriate street
frontage along Central Avenue. Onsite parking will be located both south and east of the
building and accessed from Central Avenue or Hill Drive. The building will operate as a day
care center for infants to four year olds under the same management as Loving Day Care
Center. The desired plan is to combine the two lots and connect Loving Day Care Center
with the proposed building. The same design concept with the new building will make a
seamless transition from old to new. The Landscapmg will be low-water use and compatible

with surroundmg properties.

The trip generation compiled by Lee Engineering indicates ‘“little traffic impact on the
surrounding roadway network during the weekday peak hours. The site is estimated to
produce fewer than 500 weekday trips and less than 100 peak hour trips during the AM and
PM peak hours. Due to the low impact on the surrounding area, no improvements are
anticipated to be needed to accommodate additional site traffic.” (Lee Engineering Traffic
Analysis)

All of the site drainage needs will be met with the use of on-site retention basins and on-site
storage.

We believe rezoning this site from R-4 to C-2 is compatible with the City of Avondale General
Plan. We look forward to further discussing this proposal and will anxiously await your

response.

August 4, 2008 (9:17AM)Narrative for Rezoning
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I.

CALL TO ORDER

PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
11465 W. CIVIC CENTER DR.
AVONDALE, AZ 85323

Thursday, December 18, 2008
6:30 P.M.

The Regular Meeting was called to order at approximately 6:30 p.m. by Chairperson Iwanski.

II.

ROLL CALL

The following members and representatives were present:

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT

David Iwanski, Chairman
Al Lageschulte, Commissioner
Edward Meringer, Commissioner
Angela Cotera, Commissioner
Lisa Amos, Commissioner

COMMISSIONERS ABSENT

Michael Demlong, Vice Chair
Linda Webster, Commissioner

CITY STAFF PRESENT

Brian Berndt, Development Services Director

Tracy Stevens, Planning Manager

Mark Langlitz, Gust Rosenfeld, Acting City Attorney
Eric Morgan, Planner II, Development Services
Jennifer Fostino, Zoning Specialist

VIIL

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS

1. Z-08-10:

This is a public hearing before the Planning Commission to review
and solicit public input on application Z-08-10, a request by Mike
Conder, Swan Architects, to rezone property located at the
northwest corner of Central Avenue and Hill Drive from Multi-
Family Residential (R-4) Zoning District to Community-
Commercial (C-2) Zoning District. Staff Contact: Eric Morgan.
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Eric Morgan, Planner II, Development Services Department, stated this is a request to rezone
approximately one-half acre from R-4 (Multi-Family Residential) to C-2 (Community
Commercial). He stated it is Staff’s intention to bring forward a request with a recommendation
for approval after all issues are worked out; however, in this case, a compromise has not been
reached. The applicant is requesting a more intense zoning than Staff can support based on the
General Plan.

The subject property is located at the northwest corner of Central Avenue and Hill Drive. The
land use designation in the General Plan is Medium Density Residential, which allows for a 2.5
to 4 du/ac with a target of 2.5 du/ac. The subject property consists of 20,473 square feet. The
property to the north is zoned C-2 (Community-Commercial), and the existing use is a Loving
Day Care Center, which is owned by the applicant for the subject property in question tonight.
The property to the east is zoned R-4 (Multi-Family Residential) with uses of single family
residential, Sunny’s Gym, and a church. The property to the west is zoned R-3 (Multi-Family
Residential), which is slightly less intense zoning than the subject property and consists of single
family uses. The property to the south is zoned R-4 (Multi-Family Residential) and is a United
Methodist Church.

Staff has found that the request for C-2 (Community-Commercial) zoning would not be in
conformance with the General Plan. The land use designation of Medium Density Residential is
not a Commercial land use designation; however, the General Plan does allow for
Neighborhood-Commercial, which includes shopping and basic services that serve the
immediate area. The C-2 (Community-Commercial) zoning the applicant is requesting is not in
conformance with the General Plan because C-2 is not a Neighborhood-Commercial intensity
zoning district, which is intended to attract and serve patrons from a wider area than the
immediate area. Per the Zoning Ordinance, C-2 (Community-Commercial) zoning is intended to
encourage large, master plan shopping centers up to 200,000 square feet and is typically located
on arterial streets. The small size of the subject property precludes large, master plan shopping
centers and none of the abutting streets are arterial streets. Staff finds that the applicant’s
requested zoning could result in some incompatible land use relationships considering the
surrounding residential uses. Mr. Morgan pointed out that although the applicant states intent to
develop a childcare center on the property, if C-2 zoning is granted, the owner will not be
obligated to proceed with the requested use and the property could be developed with more
intense uses in the future. The property owner would be entitled to any use allowed within the
Zoning Ordinance once the property is rezoned.

Staff recommends denial of application Z-08-10. The applicant’s representative, Mike Conder,
Swan Architects, is present tonight.

Chairperson Iwanski invited questions.
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Commissioner Cotera asked if Staff objected to the planned use of the property or the zoning
change. She asked if the applicant could switch to another type of zoning and still build a
daycare center. Mr. Morgan replied that Staff has found there are other zoning districts other
than C-2 that are less intense and would allow for a childcare center use with a Conditional Use
Permit, such as Commercial-Office (C-O) and Neighborhood-Commercial (C-1).

Commissioner Cotera asked could the applicant then request Neighborhood-Commercial (C-1)
zoning. Mr. Morgan explained that Neighborhood-Commercial zoning is typically located on an
arterial street, and thus would not meet that required finding of the Zoning Ordinance.
Commercial-Office (C-O) zoning is meant to be a transitional zoning between residential and
commercial areas and is aimed more at office uses. Commercial-Office also limits some of the
more intense uses that present a concern for the applicant’s request for C-2 (Community-
Commercial) zoning, such as auto sales and service.

Commissioner Amos asked if the Loving Day Care Center property to the north is also zoned C-
2, which Mr. Morgan confirmed.

Commissioner Amos asked if the Loving Day Care Center is not in conformance with the
General Plan. Mr. Morgan explained that the Loving Day Care Center did receive a Conditional
Use Permit in 2003 and a building permit, which is in conformance with the General Plan
because a Conditional Use Permit is required for a day care in a C-2 district. He is unable to
ascertain when the property became C-2, as old maps show the property as R-4 (Multi-Family
Residential). When a general revision of the zoning map occurred, a line was drawn between the
subject property and the day care to the north. The day care to the north became C-2 and
everything north and south was left R-4. He stated the Loving Day Care Center is in
conformance with the General Plan, and to expand it south, Staff considers the merits of the
subject property. He reiterated that even though the current intent is to have a day care, once the
property is rezoned to C-2, the applicant is not obligated to build a day care. Even if the
applicant builds a day care, in 10 years another property owner could build something else if the
zoning is changed to C-2.

Commissioner Lageschulte stated that as he remembers, the City has been trying to build up
Central Avenue as far as business and asked if that is still correct. Mr. Morgan replied that the
General Plan stops at the street to the north, and below that the General Plan indicates Medium
Density Residential.

Commissioner Lageschulte asked if Staff had a record of how long the subject lot has been
empty. Mr. Morgan replied there was no record reflecting how long the property has been
empty.

Chairperson Iwanski asked if Staff had held a discussion with the applicant in terms of zoning
options other than C-2. Mr. Morgan replied that Staff had approached the applicant early in the
process and stated their objections. The applicant for reasons of consistency would like to have
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the subject property zoned C-2 to match the zoning of their property to the north. He relayed he
had told the applicant that if consistency were the only factor in the decision, Staff would support
that the property to the north could also be rezoned to a lower zoning.

Chairperson Iwanski invited the applicant to address the Commission.

Mike Conder, Swan Architects, stated the main reason they are requesting the C-1 zoning is for
consistency. The lot to the north, which they own, is zoned C-2, and they plan to combine the
Loving Day Care Center lot to the north with the subject property to the south. They intend to
construct an extension of the Loving Day Care building onto the subject property for the purpose
of expanding the child care center. As this would require a lot combination, they are requesting
the subject partial zoned R-4 to be rezoned to C-2.

Chairperson Iwanski invited questions of the applicant.

Commissioner Cotera asked if the applicant would accept a different zoning for both properties
that is more consistent with the General Plan. Mr. Conder replied that the owner of the property
has requested that he continue with the C-2 zoning request.

Chairperson Iwanski asked if the owner of the subject property had spoke with the Planning
Staff. Mr. Conder replied that the owner, Mr. Eugene Pavoggi, is aware of the topics of
discussion.

Commissioner Cotera asked with so many other zoning possibilities that could meet the owner’s
desired expansion of the day care center in conformance with the Zoning Ordinance, was the
owner willing to come to the table. Mr. Conder replied he would have to have further discussion
with the owner.

Chairperson Iwanski invited further questions for the applicant, and hearing none, thanked the
applicant.

Chairperson Iwanski opened the public hearing for application Z-08-10.

Gene Pavoggi, Loving Day Care Center, 150 N. Central Ave., Avondale, AZ, stated that five
years ago they had asked the Planning Commission to develop and combine their two centers on
Central Avenue, and then the subject property became available. After speaking to the
engineers, they recommended combining the two lots. It is his understanding that if they
combine the two lots, they will lose the C-2 zoning for the Loving Day Care Center. They wish
to eliminate the easement between the properties so they can adjoin the subject property building
to the Loving Day Care Center. They would like to proceed with C-2 zoning for the entire
property once they re-plat the property. He would like to bring the children from his day care
center at 300 N. Central over to this property so all the children will be in one location. He
believes this should be possible because they have had their day care centers since 1996, and as
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this subject property is available, they would like to continue with the C-2 zoning for that
property.

Chairperson Iwanski asked Mr. Pavoggi if he had talked to Staff about an alternative zoning.
Mr. Pavoggi replied that his architects had discussed alternative zoning with Staff and they are
aware that the zoning of C-O (Commercial-Office) is available. Their concern is that once they
do a re-plat on the two properties, they will lose the C-2 zoning on the Loving Day Care Center,
which has been present since they purchased the property in 2003. He reiterated it was his belief
that if they combine the two properties, they will be rezoned to C-O or C-2 for the entire 1.5
acres.

Commissioner Cotera asked if the value of the land would change if the property was zoned C-O
as opposed to C-2. She asked what the owner’s motivation for not wanting to change the zoning
on the property to the north is. Mr. Pavoggi replied that most likely the property to the north will
remain a day care center even after he retires, but one never knows what another owner will want
to develop. He shared that he had an offer to build a church on the property, which he would
never do. Their desire for expansion is for day care uses and they are one of the few day care
centers willing to come south of the freeway.

Commissioner Cotera stated she was confused as to why the applicant wants to maintain the C-2
zoning on the property to the north, as his current use of the property will remain the same even
if the zoning is changed to C-O. She asked if the applicant is denied the request to change the
zoning of the southern property from R-4 to C-2, would he be willing to change the zoning on
both properties. Mr. Pavoggi replied he would need to discuss that with the civil engineer and
the architects. He thinks the property value would increase with a C-2 rezoning.

Commissioner Cotera asked if Eric Morgan, Planner I, could address her question. Mr. Morgan
replied he had no opinion on the value of the land. He stated that combining the properties
would not make the zoning on the other property disappear. The zoning of C-2 would stay
whether the lots are combined or not. The property to the north will remain C-2 even if the
property to the south is zoned C-0.

Commissioner Cotera asked if Staff had a recommendation for which zoning would be most
appropriate for the intended use. Mr. Morgan replied that the stated use of day care center is
allowed with a Conditional Use Permit in C-2, C-1, and C-0. Staff’s recommendation would be
C-0O (Commercial-Office).

Martin Howell, 6203 N. 1270 Avenue, Avondale, AZ, stated he is the current owner of the
subject property. He asked if there would be architectural considerations if the two properties
being discussed are not joined. He asked if a building can adjoin another building on two
separate pieces of property.
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Mr. Morgan replied that is not typically a good idea; however, the Zoning Ordinance does make
a specific allowance that if any building is built across a property line, the property line
disappears, eliminating the need for a setback. Staff usually tries to get applicants to combine
their lots together to make the property line legally disappear.

Commissioner Cotera stated even if the lot line disappears, the zoning does not disappear. Mr.
Morgan confirmed the zoning would not disappear and it is the legal description that is rezoned.

Brian Berndt, Development Services Director, interjected that there are other considerations. As
far as the building code is considered, there is a separation in spacing that the applicant would
have to be careful with. A property owner cannot cross a property line based on the building
code, as there is a separation required for that. While the discussion tonight is regarding zoning,
other considerations will come into play with any type of construction. He cautioned the
Commission to be careful not to lead a developer to believe they can build across a property line
and then have the building official state that the building code will not support that. He
recommended the need to tie the properties, and he did not recommend building over the
property line.

Chairperson Iwanski asked Martin Howell, current owner of the subject property, what his plans
were. Mr. Howell replied that there were many costs to consider. If the zoning could be
changed on the southern property, the costs would be less, as there would be a change in the
value of the property from C-2 to C-O. There is a cost associated with changing the zoning, a
cost associated with time spent with City Staff, and a cost associated with trying to take two
properties and build one building, one playground, and one parking lot. He stated he does not
know what the City will lose if the property is rezoned to C-2, but he does know what the future
owner of the property will lose.

Chairperson Iwanski stated that if the applicant could get to a zoning that the City can support,
he would like to talk about that. Mr. Howell replied he is considering the costs, as building and
development is very expensive.

Brian Berndt, Development Services Director, reiterated that regardless of what zoning is
approved, the process stays the same. There is still a building permit issuance, the lot
combination still goes forward, and the use permit still goes forward. He thinks the discussion
should focus on the zoning issue.

Commissioner Cotera asked how a property line is different from a zoning line. Mr. Berndt
explained that a zoning line and a property line typically occupy the same space, but in some
cases, they can be different. There can be multiple zonings on a property and the property not
split with property lines. A building can be built across two zonings. The majority of the time
the building code is based on property lines. In this case that would be eliminated, so the
building can cross into the other zoning without any encumbrance other than meeting the Code.
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Commissioner Cotera stated that the building would be across the property line and not the
zoning line, and if the property owners want to do that, he has to change the property line. Mr.
Berndt confirmed her statement.

Commissioner Amos asked if there is an absolute policy of not voting against the General Plan.
Mr. Berndt explained that the General Plan is the guiding document, by which the majority of
decisions are made on development, and it is in place so that development can follow a course of
action and there is some transitional reasonability of how things are built out. It discourages uses
that are very intense next to uses that are very unassuming and therefore incompatible.
However, the Commission has the option of going against the General Plan.

Chairperson Iwanski encouraged the applicant that if there is a way to get to zoning less intense
than C-2, to talk to the engineer and architect and encourage that dialogue with the City.

Brian Berndt, Development Services Director, asked for a few minutes to confer with the
applicant. Chairperson Iwanski recessed the meeting for a few minutes for conference.

Eric Morgan, Planner II, informed the Commission that the applicant is agreeable to rezone the
property to Commercial Office (C-O) as opposed the Community Commercial (C-2). If the
Commission is willing to recommend approval of that, the motion should read recommend
approval based on the fact that the two findings of fact are met and the approval is for
Commercial-Office zoning.

Chairperson Iwanski asked for the record if the applicant agrees to rezone the property to
Commercial-Office. Mr. Conder confirmed it is their intent to request rezoning to C-O.

Chairperson Iwanski closed the public hearing on Item Z-08-10.

Brian Berndt, Development Services Director, suggested that the Commission support the
recommendation of denial to rezoning to C-2 and then offer a revised motion to change the
zoning from R-4 to C-O.

Chairperson Iwanski invited a motion and second for denial of the C-2 application.
Commissioner Amos moved that the Planning Commission accept Staff’s findings and
recommend denial of application Z-08-10, a request to rezone approximately one-half acre from
Multi-Family Residential (R-4) to Community-Commercial (C-2). Commissioner Cotera

seconded the motion.

Brian Berndt stated that the motion needed to be revised to include the change in the zoning
request.

Commissioner Cotera withdrew her second of the motion.
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Commissioner Amos withdrew her motion.

Mark Langlitz, Acting City Attorney, recommended that the motion be recommend denial of the
rezoning to the C-2, but recommend approval of rezoning to C-O.

Commissioner Cotera moved that the Planning Commission accept the findings and recommend
denial of application Z-08-10, a request to rezone approximately one-half acre from Multi-
Family Residential (R-4) to Community-Commercial (C-2), and further recommend that the
Planning Commission approve application Z-08-10, a request to rezone approximately one-half
acre from Multi-Family Residential (R-4) to Commercial-Office (C-O) per the agreement
reached this evening. Commissioner Amos seconded the motion.

Chairperson Iwanski invited further discussion.

Commissioner Lageschulte stated he is totally in favor of the C-2 zoning for this property. He
reminded the Commission that they have voted against the General Plan several times in the past.
He believes that C-2 zoning on the subject property fits the area on Central Avenue. The City is
trying to build Central Avenue up and has already taken some of the homes on the east side of
Central Avenue and changed the zoning to Office, and has built plazas to the north. He referred
to the Land Use exhibit (Exhibit G) depicting that a permit would be needed for any use allowed
in any case. He stated C-2 gives more leeway as far as the use of the property and he feels C-2
zoning will take less time and would have given the applicant an easier way to get the job done.

Chairperson Iwanski stated it has been moved and accepted that the Planning Commission accept
the findings and recommend denial of application Z-08-10, a request to rezone approximately
one-half acre from Multi-Family Residential (R-4) to Community-Commercial (C-2), and that
the Planning Commission accept the findings and recommendation to approve same property as
Commercial-Office (C-O). He called for a vote.

ROLL CALL VOTE

Chairperson Iwanski Aye
Vice Chair Demlong Excused
Commissioner Lageschulte Nay
Chairperson Meringer Aye
Commissioner Cotera Aye
Commissioner Webster Excused
Commissioner Amos Aye

The motion passed 4-1.



ORDINANCE NO. 1345-209

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE,
ARIZONA, AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING ATLAS OF THE CITY OF
AVONDALE FOR APPROXIMATELY ONE-HALF ACRE LOCATED AT
THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF CENTRAL AVENUE AND HILL DRIVE,
AS SHOWN IN FILENAME Z-08-10, REZONING SUCH PROPERTY FROM
MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (R-4) TO COMMERCIAL OFFICE (C-O).

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Avondale (the “City Council”) desires to amend
the City of Avondale Zoning Atlas (the ‘“Zoning Atlas”) pursuant to ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 9-
462.04; and

WHEREAS, all due and proper notices of public hearings on the intended amendment
held before the City of Avondale Planning and Zoning Commission (the “Commission”) and the
City Council were given in the time, form, substance and manner provided by ARIZ. REV. STAT.
§ 9-462.04; and

WHEREAS, the Commission held a public hearing on Thursday, December 18, 2008, on
the amendment to the Zoning Atlas pursuant to such notices and as required by ARIZ. REV. STAT.
§ 9-462.04; and

WHEREAS, the Commission recommended approval; and

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing regarding the amendment to the
Zoning Atlas on February 2, 2009.

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

SECTION 1. That the + 0.47 acre parcel of real property generally located at the
southwest corner of Central Avenue and Hill Drive, as shown in filename Z-08-10 (the
“Property”), as more particularly described and depicted in Exhibit A, attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference, is hereby rezoned from Multi-Family Residential (R-4) to
Commercial Office (C-O).

SECTION 2. That if any provision of this Ordinance is for any reason held by any court
of competent jurisdiction to be unenforceable, such provision or portion hereof shall be deemed
separate, distinct and independent of all other provisions and such holding shall not affect the
validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance.

953309.1



SECTION 3. 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 Ordinance.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Avondale, February 2, 2009

Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor

ATTEST:

Carmen Martinez, City Clerk

APPROVED:

Andrew J. McGuire, City Attorney

953309.1



EXHIBIT A
TO
ORDINANCE NO. 1345-209

[Map and Legal Description]
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EXHIBIT A

That part of the Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter of Section 10, Township 1
North, Range 1 West of the Gila and Salt River Basin and Meridian, described as
follows:

From the Southeast corner of said Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter run thence
North 00 degrees 02 minutes East, along the East line thereof, a distance of 480.00 feet;
thence West a distance of 40 feet to the Southeast corner of Lot 48, DEL MONTE
HOMES, according to Book 61 of Maps, page 46, records of Maricopa County Arizona,
and the POINT OF BEGINNING of the tract of land herein described;

Thence West, along the South line of Lots 48 and 49 of aforesaid DEL MONTE
HOMES, 188.00 feet to the Southwest corner of said Lot 49;

thence South 00 degrees 02 minutes West, along the East line of 1** Avenue as shown on
aforesaid plat of DEL MONTE HOMES, 90.00 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left
having a tangent of 20 feet;

thence Southeasterly, along said curve to the left to the North line of Hill Drive as shown
on aforesaid plat of DEL MONTE HOMES;

thence East along said North line 148.00 feet to the beginning of a curve to the left
having a tangent of 20 feet;

thence Northeasterly along said curve to the left to a point on the West line of Central
Avenue as shown on aforesaid DEL MONTE HOMES;

thence North 00 degrees 02 minutes East, along said West line, 90.00 feet to the POINT
OF BEGINNING.



\ =" CITY COUNCIL REPORT
Avondale

SUBJECT: MEETING DATE:
EXECUTIVE SESSION February 2, 2009
TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Carmen Martinez, City Clerk (623) 333-1214
THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager
PURPOSE:

The Council may hold an executive session pursuant to Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 38-431.03 (A)(7) for
discussion or consultation with City representatives in order to consider its position and instruct its
representatives regarding negotiations for the purchase, sale or lease of real property.

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

No Attachments Available
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