
 

CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

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

 
REGULAR MEETING 

February 9, 2009 
7:00 PM 

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

 

   

1 ROLL CALL AND STATEMENT OF PARTICIPATION BY THE CITY CLERK

2 UNSCHEDULED PUBLIC APPEARANCES

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

3 CONSENT AGENDA

 

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

 

 

a. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

l Goal and Visioning Session of January 31, 2009  
l Work Session of February 2, 2009  
l Regular Meeting of February 2, 2009  

 

b. FINAL PLAT AMENDMENT - COX COMMUNICATIONS (FP-08-10) 
City Council will consider a request from Vance Marshall of VJ Properties Inc for a Final Plat 
Amendment for Cox Communication for 5.43 acre parcel located at the northeast corner of 
Brinker Drive and Eliseo C Felix Jr. Way. The Council will take appropriate action. 

 

c. MINOR LAND DIVISION FOR 11 WEST VAN BUREN STREET (ML-08-6) 
City Council will consider a request from Mr. Robert Phillips II of GPS Services, LLC on behalf 
of Mr. Sewa S. Dhanjal, property owner, for a minor land division at 11 W Van Buren Street. 
The Council will take appropriate action. 

 

d. PARK CONCESSION FOOD AND VENDING CONTRACT - DOS PRIMAS, LLC AND AZ 
LOBO KETTLE KORN 
City Council will receive information regarding the awarding of concession contract to Dos 
Primas, LLC to operate the food and beverage concession at Friendship Park and AZ Lobo 
Kettle Korn, to operate the food and beverage concession at Festival Fields. For information 
only. 

 

e. PROFESSIONAL SERVICE AGREEMENT – URS CORP – AVONDALE BOULEVARD & I-10 
TI IMPROVEMENTS 
City Council will consider a request to approve a Professional Services Agreement with URS 
Corp. to provide design services for the Avondale Boulevard & I-10 Traffic Interchange (TI) 
Improvement Project in the amount of $690,537 and authorize the Mayor, or City Manager and 
City Clerk to execute the necessary documents.  The Council will take appropriate action. 

 



 
f. ORDINANCE 1346-209 - INDIAN SCHOOL ROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY ANNEXATION 

City Council will consider an ordinance annexing right-of-way along Indian School Road from 
Dysart Road to Old Litchfield Road.  The Council will take appropriate action. 

4 MASTER SITE PLAN AND FINAL SITE PLAN APPROVAL PIAZZA DEL CAMPANAS

 

City Council will consider a request from Christine Morris of Morris &amp; Torok Architects on 
behalf of the property owners, for approval of the Master Site Plan and Final Site Plan for Piazza 
del Campanas, located at southeast corner of Dysart Road and Thomas Road. The Council will 
take appropriate action. 

 

5 ADJOURNMENT  

 Respectfully submitted,   

 

 
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.

 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

MEETING DATE: 
February 9, 2009 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Carmen Martinez, City Clerk (623) 333-1214

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

No Attachments Available 

 



DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES

SUBJECT: 
Final Plat Amendment - Cox Communications (FP-

08-10) 

MEETING DATE: 
February 9, 2009 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

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

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

REQUEST: Final Plat Amendment for Cox Communications 

PARCEL 
SIZE:

5.43 acres

LOCATION: North of the northeast corner of Brinker Drive and Eliseo C Felix Jr Way 

APPLICANT: Vance Marshall, VJ Properties Inc 480-675-8588

OWNER: Vance Marshall, VJ Properties Inc 480-675-8588

BACKGROUND:

The property was annexed into the City on March 21, 1960. The City Council approved the A-1 
(General Industrial District) zoning in October of 1987. The final plat was approved by the City 
Council in December of 1998 dedicating the subject property as a part of Tract C (Exhibit E).  

Tract C was originally 28 acres. In October 2002, a Minor Land Division was approved which divided 
Tract C into 2 lots, a 5-acre north parcel and a 23-acre south parcel (Exhibit F). The subject property 
is located in the 23-acre southern parcel.  

The 23-acre southern parcel was then subdivided into four lots referred to as Rio Estrella Commerce 
Park Unit 2.  The subject property is Lot 4 (Exhibit G). The City Council approved the final plat on 
September 15, 2003. 

A site plan for the subject property was approved on November 8, 2006, with six stipulations (Exhibit 
H). A site plan amendment was approved on July 30, 2008, with three stipulations (Exhibit I).  

There is an existing 17,000 square foot building on the proposed Lot 4A.   A building permit was 
issued on May 30, 2007. Construction was complete on August 18, 2008. There is an 11,000 square 
foot building on proposed Lot 4B. The building permit was issued on June 11, 2007. Construction 
was complete on June 12, 2008. Cox Communications occupies the building on proposed Lot 4B. 

SUMMARY OF REQUEST:

1. The applicant is proposing to split Lot 4 into two separate parcels.  
2. A cross access easement has been previously recorded with Maricopa County and 

documented on the proposed final plat.  
3. 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:

≠        The proposed Final Plat Amendment has been reviewed for accuracy.  

≠        The plat is consistent with the General Plan designation of Employment and the A-1 (General 
Industrial) Zoning District.  

≠        The plat is consistent with the approved site plan.     

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

RECOMMENDATION:

1.      The recorded plat shall be in conformance with the final plat date stamped February 3, 2009. 

PROPOSED MOTION:

I move that the City Council accept the findings and APPROVE application FP-08-10, a request for 
Final Plat Amendment approval for Cox Communications, subject to the one stipulation 
recommended by staff. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

Exhibit A – Zoning Vicinity Map

Exhibit B – Aerial Photograph 2008

Exhibit C – Summary of Related Facts

Exhibit D – Proposed Final Plat Amendment

Exhibit E – Rio Estrella Commerce Park Final Plat

Exhibit F – Minor Land Division Map for Tract ‘C’

Exhibit G – Rio Estrella Commerce park Unit 2 Final Plat

Exhibit H – Site Plan 

Exhibit I – Site Plan Amendment

FULL SIZE COPIES (Council Only):

NONE

PROJECT MANAGER:

Jennifer Fostino







 

 

SUMMARY OF RELATED FACTS 

APPLICATION FP-08-10 

 

 

 

THE PROPERTY 

 

PARCEL SIZE 5.43 Acres 

LOCATION North of the northeast corner of Brinker Drive and Eliseo C 

Felix Jr Way 

PHYSICAL 

CHARACTERISTICS 

The site is developed with two building, parking, and 

landscaping. 

EXISTING LAND USE Professional offices 

EXISTING ZONING A-1 (General Industrial) 

DEVELOPMENT 

AGREEMENT 
None 

 

 

SURROUNDING ZONING AND LAND USE 

 

NORTH Vacant land, zoned A-1 (Rio Estrella Commerce Park) 

EAST Agua Fria River 

SOUTH Vacant land, zoned A-1 (DLC West Landscaping Yard) 

WEST Offices, zoned A-1 (Rio Estrella Commerce Park) 

 

 

GENERAL PLAN 

 

The subject property is designated as Employment on the General Plan Land Use Map. 

 

 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

 

SCHOOL DISTRICT(S) Littleton Elementary and Agua Fria High School 

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL Collier Elementary School (K-8) 

HIGH SCHOOL Agua Fria High School 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

STREETS 

 Eliseo C Felix Jr Way 

Classification  Local 

Existing half street ROW  30 

Standard half street ROW  25 

Existing half street improvements  1 traffic lane, curb, sidewalk, gutter, 

landscaping 

Standard half street improvements  1 traffic lane, curb, sidewalk, gutter, 

landscaping 

 

UTILITIES 

There is an 8” waterline in Eliseo C Felix Jr Way.   

There is an existing 10” sewer line in Eliseo C Felix Jr Way. 

 

 

















DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES

SUBJECT: 
Minor Land Division for 11 West Van Buren Street 

(ML-08-6) 

MEETING DATE: 
February 9, 2009 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Brian Berndt, Development Services Director (623) 333-4017

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager (623) 333-1015

REQUEST: Minor Land Division for 11 W. Van Buren Street 

PARCEL 
SIZE:

1.31 acres

LOCATION: Southwest corner of Van Buren Street and Central Avenue (Exhibits A and B) 

APPLICANT: Mr. Robert Phillips II, GPS Services, LLC (480) 732-1353

OWNER: Mr. Sewa S. Dhanjal (623) 680-2172

BACKGROUND:

The properties were annexed in 1960 by Ordinance No. 117. City records from 1982 indicate that the 
properties were zoned C-2 (Business and Highway Commercial). City records showing this 
property’s zoning prior to 1982 are unavailable; however, it is likely that the C-2 zoning designation 
was applied to the subject properties within a short time of their annexation in 1960. The properties 
remain zoned C-2 (Community Commercial) to this day.   

During the mid 1980’s, a small strip shopping center was built on the south parcel (Parcel 2). During 
that same period, a bank building (formerly Meridian Bank) was constructed on the north parcel 
(Parcel 1). Both structures remain on their respective parcels; the shopping center is occupied and 
the bank building is unoccupied.  

The properties are designated by the General Plan Land Use Map as Commercial.  

SUMMARY OF REQUEST:

1. The applicant is proposing a minor land division to shift the existing lot line between the north 
and south subject parcels by approximately 45 feet to the north. The purpose of the request is 
to enable the property owner to transfer ownership of the covered parking area currently 
associated with the north parcel (bank parcel) to the south parcel (shopping center parcel).   

2. The applicant has concurrently filed a site plan application for the subject properties which will 
reconfigure access to the covered parking area, allowing for direct access to the covered 
parking area from the southern parcel. With approval of the site plan application, the applicant 
will be required to bring each parcel into conformance with current codes and ordinances 
where applicable, including but not limited to the installation of additional landscaping 
throughout the parking fields and on the perimeters of the site, enhanced screening for trash 
enclosures, and installation of a decorative wall between the two separate parcels.  The site 
plan application is currently under review and will be approved administratively when all 
remaining concerns have been addressed.   

3. In addition to adjusting the lot line between the subject parcels, the proposed minor land 

 



division will dedicate a triangular piece of property at the northeast corner of the site to the City 
for use as public right-of-way. The property being dedicated currently contains a City traffic 
signal and was dedicated previously as a roadway easement; approval of the subject 
application will officially transfer ownership of this land to the City. Minor land division 
applications are typically approved administratively, however City Council approval is required 
for any application which accepts or abandons public right-of-way.   

4. The existing topography of the site allows for water run-off from the southern parcel to drain 
into a drywell on the northern parcel. A drainage easement for the benefit of the south parcel is 
dedicated on this minor land division to ensure that the existing drainage patterns are allowed 
to continue.  

PARTICIPATION:

Public notifications and/or public hearings are not required for minor land divisions. 

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:

The Planning Commission does not review minor land divisions. 

ANALYSIS:

≠       The minor land division has been reviewed for accuracy and all legal descriptions are correct.  

≠        The proposed minor land division is consistent with the General Plan designation of 
Commercial and the C-2 (Community Commercial) zoning district.  

≠        The minor land division is in conformance with the City of Avondale Subdivision Regulations. 

≠        The proposed minor land division and resultant shift in parking from the north parcel to the 
south parcel will allow both parcels to meet current City parking requirements for general 
office and other non-retail commercial type uses. As currently situated, the southern parcel 
does not meet standard parking requirements.  

≠        Approval of the proposed minor land division and subsequent site plan will result in 
improvements to the on-site drainage, landscaping, and screening. The applicant will be 
required to supplement the existing landscaping and screening on site with additional 
materials in order to meet current standards.  

≠        Approval of the proposed minor land division will dedicate right-of-way at the northeast corner 
of the site. The property being dedicated is currently a roadway easement dedicated to the 
City for transportation and traffic control purposes. Dedication of this property as right-of-way 
will bring the property in line with current standards and eliminate potential confusion if 
additional and/or new traffic control devices are required at this location.  

≠        The proposed minor land division dedicates a drainage easement to ensure the south parcel 
has adequate drainage capability.  

FINDINGS:

The proposed minor land division meets the following findings: 
l It is in conformance with the General Plan.  
l It is in conformance with the Zoning Ordinance.  
l It is in conformance with the City’s Subdivision Regulations. 

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council APPROVE the proposed minor land division subject to the 
following stipulation: 



1. The recorded minor land division shall be in strict conformance with the minor land division 
date stamped January 15, 2009.  

PROPOSED MOTION:

I move that the City Council accept the findings and APPROVE application ML-08-6, a request for 
approval of a minor land division for 11 West Van Buren Street, subject to the one (1) stipulation 
recommended by staff. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

Exhibit A - Zoning Vicinity Map

Exhibit B - Aerial Photograph 2008

Exhibit C - Summary of Related Facts

Exhibit D – ALTA Survey, showing existing parcel dimensions and site layout

Exhibit E – Proposed Minor Land Division, date stamped January 15, 2009

FULL SIZE COPIES (Council Only):

NONE

PROJECT MANAGER:

Ken Galica, Planner II (623) 333-4019







Exhibit C 

SUMMARY OF RELATED FACTS 

 

APPLICATION ML-08-6 

 

 

THE PROPERTY 

 

PARCEL SIZE 1.31 acres 

LOCATION Southwest Corner of Van Buren Street and Central Avenue 

EXISTING LAND USE Bank Building (Vacant) and Retail Center 

EXISTING ZONING C-2 (Community Commercial) 

ZONING HISTORY The property was annexed in 1960.  Records indicate that 

the property has been zoned C-2 since at least 1982.   

DEVELOPMENT 

AGREEMENT 

None  

 

 

SURROUNDING ZONING AND LAND USE 

 

NORTH City of Goodyear C-2 (General Commercial) – Retail/Office 

EAST C-2 (Community Commercial) – Circle K 

SOUTH C-2 (Community Commercial) – Retail/Office 

WEST C-2 (Community Commercial) – Auto Sales 

R-4 (Multi-Family Residential) – Mountain View Apartments  

  

GENERAL PLAN 

 

The subject property is designated as Commercial on the General Plan Land Use Map. 

 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

 

SCHOOL DISTRICT(S) Avondale Elementary School District 

Agua Fria Union High School District 

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS Lattie Coor Elementary School (K-8) 

HIGH SCHOOL Agua Fria High School 



 

STREETS 

 

Van Buren Street 

 

Classification Arterial 

Existing half street ROW 40 feet  (Fixed amount due to proximity of 

existing development to street) 

Standard half street ROW 65 feet 

Existing half street improvements Two thru-lanes, center turn lane, curb and 

gutter, attached sidewalk, and street lights 

Standard half street improvements Three thru-lanes, bike lane, median, curb 

and gutter, detached sidewalk, street lights, 

landscaping 

Central Avenue 

 

Classification Major Collector 

Existing half street ROW 40 feet  (Fixed amount due to proximity of 

existing development to street) 

Standard half street ROW 50 feet 

Existing half street improvements Two traffic lanes with half center turn lane, 

curb and gutter, attached sidewalk, and 

streetlights 

Standard half street improvements Two traffic lanes with half center turn lane, 

bike lane, curb and gutter, detached 

sidewalk, street lights, and landscaping. 

 

 

UTILITIES 

 

The developed site utilizes an 8” water line in Central Avenue.    

The project utilizes 8” sewer lines in Central Avenue and/or Van Buren Street. 

 



Exhibit D 



Exhibit E 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Park Concession Food and Vending Contract - Dos 

Primas, LLc and AZ Lobo Kettle Korn 

MEETING DATE: 
February 9, 2009 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Christopher Reams, Parks, Recreation and Libraries (623)333-2412

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

To provide information to Council regarding the awarding of a concession contract to Dos Primas, 
LLC to operate the food and beverage concession at Friendship Park and AZ Lobo Kettle Korn, to 
operate the food and beverage concession at Festival Fields. 

BACKGROUND:

On December 2, 2008 staff issued a Request For Qualifications (RFQ) inviting area food and 
beverage concession firms to submit proposals to operate the food and beverage concession at 
Friendship Park and Festival Fields. The RFQ was advertised in the West Valley View and the 
Arizona Business Gazette. The deadline for receipt of the Statement Of Qualifications was 
December 18, 2008. 

DISCUSSION:

Three concessionaires, Dos Primas, LLC; AZ Lobos Kettle Korn; and Kastelco (Big Apple Bagels) 
submitted their plan for performing the requested services. A panel of City staff evaluated the 
concessionaires based upon the content and quality of information provided in their proposals, the 
ability of the concessionaire to successfully perform the requested services, and the quality, content, 
and price of the concessionaire's bid. Dos Primas, LLC and AZ Lobo Kettle Korn were the 
recommended firms.  
 
Grill on the Go, LLC  who has operated the food and beverage concession at Friendship Park for the 
past few years did not submit a proposal. 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

The City of Avondale will provide water and electrical services to the concession stands at 
Friendship Park. However, the usage levels are minimal and do not represent a significant cost to 
the city. There is no concession stand at Festival Fields. The contractor at Festival Fields will 
operate from a portable unit.  Both vendors will pay the city a usage fee of $500 per month for the 
duration of the agreement.      
 
Food vending and concession services must be regulated. Unlicensed food vending and 
concessionaires create a health and financial risk for the City and are difficult to regulate. In addition, 
some local community organizations are not financially capable or administratively organized to 
adhere to health and safety requirements. The City assumes unnecessary risks for unregulated food 
vending and concessionaires allowed to operate on City property. The Friendship Park food and 
beverage concession facility is fully licensed for concession operations. Dos Primas, LLC; and AZ 
Kettle Korn must ensure that their company is fully licensed to operate a mobile concession. Both 
vendors will purchase and maintain insurance with insurance companies duly licensed by the State 

 



of Arizona with an AM Best, Inc. rating of A- or above with policies and forms satisfactory to the City. 
In addition, both vendors must establish and maintain all licensing with the Arizona Department of 
Health and be fully licensed and certified before the concession contract can become effective. 

RECOMMENDATION:

For information purposes only. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

No Attachments Available 



CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Professional Service Agreement – URS Corp – 

Avondale Boulevard & I-10 TI Improvements 

MEETING DATE: 
February 9, 2009 

  

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 Service Agreement with URS Corp. 
to provide design services for the Avondale Boulevard & I-10 Traffic Interchange (TI) Improvement 
Project in the amount of $690,537 and authorize the Mayor, or City Manager and City Clerk to 
execute the necessary documents.

BACKGROUND:

Avondale Boulevard is a gateway into the City of Avondale. Currently the Interstate 10 (I-10) 
underpass allows two (2) travel lanes of traffic in each direction with single left turn lanes. There is 
also a dedicated right turn onto eastbound I-10. As the City has grown, so has the traffic demand on 
Avondale Boulevard. In the morning peak hour, the right turn lane can be backed up for several 
hundred feet. This configuration does not meet the traffic demands.  The purpose of this project is to 
widen the underpass to three (3) travel lanes in each direction with dual lefts and dual right turns 
onto eastbound I-10 (see attached vicinity map). As a part of this, the bridge over the ADOT canal 
will be widened and retaining walls installed in the underpass. There is an opportunity for the City to 
enhance the retaining walls by adding aesthetics. This project will take the previously approved 
aesthetic renderings and incorporate them into the final retaining wall design. Avondale 
Boulevardwill also have dual right turn lanes onto eastbound I-10 installed. This should help reduce 
traffic congestion during peak hour traffic. 

DISCUSSION:

The scope of work for this project will include, but not be limited to: 
l Design Survey  
l Geotechnical Investigation / Pavement Analysis  
l Geometric Analysis and Design  
l Drainage Design  
l Retaining Wall Design (Incorporation of Aesthetics)  
l Bridge Design  
l Right-of-Way Documents  
l Construction Plans, Specifications, and Estimates 

SELECTION PROCESS: 

The City of Avondale published a Request for Qualifications on October 24, 2008 for professional 
services to design street and bridge improvements. Staff received thirteen (13) Statements of 
Qualifications which were categorized and scored. A short list of five (5) firms was 
created. Presentations were held on December 3, 2008. URS Corp. was selected as the most 
qualified firm for this project. Staff has contacted references and found that URS Corp. is considered 

 



to be a competent, knowledgeable, and highly recommended consultant based on similar projects.  
Staff requested, received, and negotiated a proposal from URS Corp. for engineering services for 
the delivery of plans, specifications, and an engineer’s estimate for the Avondale Boulevard & I-10 TI 
Improvements.  Staff reviewed the proposal and negotiated the scope of services and contract price 
in the amount of $690,537 (see attached). 

SCHEDULE: 

Listed below is the tentative schedule for design and construction: 

Design: 
Design Concept Report (30% Plans) – June 2009 
60% Plans – August 2009 
90% Plans – October 2009 
Final Plans – December 2009 

Construction: 
Bid Award – January 2010 
Begin Construction – February 2010 
End Construction - February 2011 

BUDGETARY IMPACT:

Funding for this project is available in the FY 08-09 Street Fund Line Item No. 304-1152-00-8001, 
Avondale Boulevard Bridge Widening in the amount of $430,000 and FY 09-10 Street Fund Line 
item 304-1152-00-8420, Avondale Boulevard Bridge Widening in the amount of $260,537.  Funding 
for construction of the project is included in the proposed FY09-10 CIP includes a cost sharing 
agreement with ADOT. 

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the City Council approve a Professional Service Agreement with URS Corp. 
to provide design services for the Avondale Boulevard & I-10 Traffic Interchange (TI) Improvement 
Project in the amount of $690,537 and authorize the Mayor, or City Manager and City Clerk to 
execute the necessary documents.

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

Vicinity Map

PSA - part 1

PSA - part 2

PSA - part 3
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF AVONDALE 

AND 

URS CORPORATION 

 
THIS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is made as of 

February 9, 2009, between the City of Avondale, an Arizona municipal corporation (the “City”) 
and URS Corporation, a Nevada corporation (the “Consultant”). 

 
RECITALS 

 
A. The City issued a Request for Qualifications, EN 09-034 (ST 1261) “Design 

Services for the Avondale City Center Improvements,” as amended by that certain Addendum 
No. 1 dated October 27, 2008 (collectively the “RFQ”), attached hereto as Exhibit A, and 
incorporated herein by reference, seeking statements of qualifications from qualified engineering 
design firms 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 as Exhibit C. 

 
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 in Avondale, 
Arizona (the “Project”) (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 August 9, 2010. 
 
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 $690,537.00 

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. 
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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.  The Consultant will perform the Services using that 

degree of care and skill ordinarily exercised under similar conditions by professional consultants 
practicing in the same field at the same time in the same or similar locality. 

 
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, with the exception of Professional Liability and Workers’ Compensation 
insurance. 

 
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 
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any agreements with its subcontractors and obtaining certificates of insurance verifying the 
insurance requirements. 

 
i. 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. 
 
(c) 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, 
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representatives, officers, officials and employees for any claims arising out of work or 
services performed by Consultant under this Agreement. 

 
(4) A 30-day advance notice cancellation provision.  If 

Consultant’s insurance provider specifies a 10 day limit exception to the 30-day advance 
notice cancellation provision for nonpayment of insurance on the certificate of insurance, 
the Consultant shall provide the City with 30-days advance notice of cancellation 
regardless of the reason for cancellation.  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 
II) 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 
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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. 

 
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 
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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 
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. 

 
13.6 Agreement Subject to Appropriation.  The provisions of this Agreement 

for payment of funds by the City shall be effective when funds are appropriated for purposes of 
this Agreement and are actually available for payment.  The City shall be the sole judge and 
authority in determining the availability of funds under this Agreement and the City shall keep 
the Consultant fully informed as to the availability of funds for the Agreement.  The obligation 
of the City to make any payment pursuant to this Agreement is a current expense of the City, 
payable exclusively from such annual appropriations, and is not a general obligation or 
indebtedness of the City.  If the City Council fails to appropriate money sufficient to pay the 
amounts as set forth in this Agreement during any immediately succeeding fiscal year, this 
Agreement shall terminate at the end of then-current fiscal year and the City and the Consultant 
shall relieved of any subsequent obligation under this Agreement. 

 
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. 
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14.3 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 
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 
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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. 
 
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, (c) 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. 
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If to Consultant: URS Corporation 
7720 North 16th Street 
Phoenix, Arizona  85020 
Facsimile:  (602) 371-1615 
Attn:  Randy Simpson, PE, Vice President 

 
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. 

 
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 or as 
required by law.  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 
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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 
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   URS CORPORATION, a Nevada 
municipal corporation     corporation 
 
 
       By:       
Charles P. McClendon, City Manager 
 
ATTEST:      Name:       
 
 
       Its:       
Carmen Martinez, City Clerk 
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(ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS) 
 
 
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 URS CORPORATION, a 
Nevada corporation, on behalf of the corporation. 
 
 
              
       Notary Public in and for the State of    
My Commission Expires: 
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EXHIBIT A 
TO 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF AVONDALE 
AND 

URS CORPORATION 
 

[RFQ] 
 

See following pages. 



CITY OF AVONDALE 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 

 
REQUEST FOR 

STATEMENTS OF QUALIFICATIONS 

FOR 

DESIGN SERVICES FOR 

AVONDALE BLVD. AND I-10 TRAFFIC 

INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS 

City of Avondale 
11465 West Civic Center Drive 

Avondale, Arizona  85323 

SOLICITATION INFORMATION AND SELECTION SCHEDULE 

Solicitation Number: EN 09-033 

Solicitation Title: Design Services for Avondale Blvd. and I-10 

Traffic Interchange Improvements 

Release Date: October 23, 2008 

Final Date for Inquiries November 7, 2008 

5:00 p.m. (local time, Phoenix Arizona) 
NON-MANDATORY 

Pre-Submittal Conference: 
 

 
November 5, 2008 

9:00 a.m. (local time, Phoenix, Arizona) 
Avondale Civic Center 
Sonoran Conference Room 
11465 West Civic Center Drive 
Avondale, Arizona  85323 

SOQ Deadline: 
 

November 13, 2008 

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

Letters to Final Listed Firms: November 20, 2008 

Oral Discussions: December 1, 2008 

Target City Council Award Date: December 15, 2008 

City Representatives: Chris Hamilton chamilton@avondale.org 

623-333-4218 

Frank Graham fgraham@avondale.org 

623-333-2029 
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I. 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 teams (“Vendors”) interested in 
providing professional services for the design of Avondale Boulevard and Interstate I-10 Traffic 
Interchange street and sidewalk improvements on Avondale Boulevard, Avondale Arizona 
starting at Roosevelt Street, Avondale, Arizona proceeding north approximately 1,400 feet north 
under Interstate I-10, across the Arizona Department of Transportation (“ADOT”) drainage 
channel and tying into the existing roadway north of the ADOT drainage channel right-of-way 
(the “Project”), as more particularly described in the Scope of Work and the Final Project 
Assessment attached to the sample Professional Services Agreement as Exhibit C.  The City 
desires to widen Avondale Boulevard from four lanes to six lanes, install dual left turn lanes 
from southbound Avondale Boulevard to the Interstate I-10 eastbound onramp, dual left turn 
lanes from the northbound Avondale Boulevard to the Interstate I-10 westbound onramp, dual 
right turn lanes from the northbound Avondale Boulevard to the Interstate I-10 eastbound 
onramp, widen the Interstate I-10 underpass and widen the existing ADOT bridge structure.  

 
The City anticipates that the plans, specifications and engineer’s estimate will be 

completed by September 2009 and the construction work will begin by November 2009 and 
construction complete in Fiscal Year 2009-2010.  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 
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 

five (5) copies (six (6) 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 six (6) 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, 
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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 11” x 17” sheet of paper, 
folded to 8 1/2” x 11”, 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 size shall result in the SOQ being considered non-
responsive.  Telegraphic (facsimile), electronic (email) 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 title and number, Design Services for Avondale Blvd. and I-10 Interchange 

Improvements (EN 09-033), 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 
the authorized person signing the SOQ.  Facsimile, electronic (email) 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 the City Representative whose name appears on the cover page of this RFQ.  
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Questions shall be submitted in writing by the final date for inquiries indicated on the cover page 
of this RFQ or submitted verbally (a) at the Non-Mandatory Pre-Submittal Conference on the 
date indicated on the cover page of this RFQ or (b) after the Non-Mandatory Pre-Submittal 
Conference but before the final date for inquiries 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 leave the question on the City Representative’s voicemail or e-mail.  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 

Non-Mandatory Pre-Submittal Conference on the date indicated on the cover page of this RFQ.  
Verbal or telephone inquiries directed to City staff prior to the Non-Mandatory Pre-Submittal 
Conference will not be answered.  Within two (2) business days following the Non-Mandatory 
Pre-Submittal Conference, answers to all questions received in writing or verbally at the Non-
Mandatory 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 
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 



CITY OF AVONDALE 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 

SECTION A EN 09-033 

 

911638.1 

A-4 

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. 

 
9. 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 to 
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. 
 

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 
(i) 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 
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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, 
(ii) 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.  
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, 
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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 a 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 has been terminated within the last five (5) years.  Briefly describe the circumstances and 
outcome. 
 
 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 outcome. 
 
Section 2: Experience and Qualifications of the Vendor    25 pts 

 
a. Provide a description of projects in which the Vendor has served as 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: 

 
(i) Project description.  Include details about how your project is similar to 

the one described in this SOQ. 
 
Name of the company or organization. 

 
Role of the firm. 
 
Organization name. 
 
Contact name. 
 
Contact address, telephone number, and e-mail address. 

 
b. Provide a list of the projects the Vendor has worked on for the City. 
 
c. The above information must be current, as this will be used to verify references.  

Inability of the City to verify references shall result in the disqualification of the Vendor’s SOQ. 
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Section 3: Key Personnel Experience       30 pts 

 
a. Provide an organizational chart showing key personnel to be involved in this 

Project and company affiliation. 
 

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

 
c. Provide the current capacity of key personnel’s ability to maintain the schedule 

and budget described in the Final Project Assessment in the Professional Services Agreement in 
Exhibit C for this Project. 
 
Section 4: Project Understanding and Approach     30 pts 

 
a. Discuss your understanding of this Project as more particularly described in the 

Scope of Work and the Final Project Assessment described in the Professional Services 
Agreement in Exhibit C.  Include major issues you have identified and how you intend to address 
those issues.   

 
b. Discuss your proposed schedule for meeting the requirements of this Project.  

 
Section 5: Overall Evaluation of Capability to Provide Required Services  10 pts 

 
a. No response to this section is required.  The Selection Committee may consider 

current capacity of the key personnel’s ability to maintain the schedule and budget for this 
Project, the Vendor’s experience including the complexity of similar projects and the Vendor’s 
previous work for the City. 
 
Total Possible Points for SOQ Submittal:       100 

 
III. 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. 
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Oral Interview 

  5 General Information 
25 Experience and Qualifications of the Vendor 
20 Key Personnel Experience 
25 Project Understanding and Approach 
15 Questions and Answers 

 10 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. VENDOR 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 you 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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A. INTRODUCTION

The City of Avondale is proposing Traffic Interchange (TI) improvements along
Interstate 10 (I-10) at Avondale Boulevard.  The Avondale Boulevard TI improvements
project (City of Avondale Project No. ST1152, ADOT TRACS No. 010 MA 131 H 7472
01D) shall widen Avondale Boulevard to three travel lanes with bike lanes, curb, gutter
and sidewalk in both directions.  The improvements shall include the addition of
northbound to eastbound dual right turn lanes and dual left-turn lanes from Avondale
Boulevard to the I-10 eastbound and westbound on-ramps.  Finally the improvements
shall include widening of the westbound off-ramp and reconstructing the eastbound on-
ramp.

The project is located within the City of Avondale, in Maricopa County, within the ADOT
Phoenix District (See Appendix A: Figure 1).  The project starts at Roosevelt Street,
proceeds north under I-10, across the ADOT drainage channel, and ties into the existing
roadway approximately 250’ north of the ADOT drainage channel R/W.  It is anticipated
that southbound Avondale Boulevard will be widened from McDowell Road to the ADOT
drainage channel by a future private development project (See Appendix C: Figure 5).

The estimated construction cost for the Avondale Blvd TI improvement project is
$6,177,000.

The Avondale Blvd TI improvement project is scheduled for design in fiscal year 2008,
and construction in fiscal year 2009.  The project will be constructed with both ADOT
and City of Avondale funds.

B. BACKGROUND

The Avondale Boulevard Traffic Interchange (TI) is located on I-10 at MP 131.  The TI is
a diamond interchange with traffic signals at both the eastbound and westbound ramp
intersections with Avondale Boulevard.

Avondale Boulevard is identified as an Arterial Street in the Avondale Transportation
Plan (October 2006).  The Level of Service (LOS) is shown in the table below.  The LOS
is for the existing roadway conditions without improvements.  The 2005 LOS is from the
Avondale Transportation Plan and the 2007 and 2030 LOS is from the Avondale
Boulevard/I-10 Traffic Interchange Traffic Report prepared to accompany this Project
Assessment.  Both reports recommend widening Avondale Boulevard as proposed by
this Project Assessment.  The development along Avondale Boulevard, both planned
and existing has accelerated the need for the proposed improvements.
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Level of Service Summary

2005 2007 2030
Intersection

AM PM AM PM AM PM

Avondale Blvd and
EB I-10 Ramps

B B F C F F

Avondale Blvd and
WB I-10 Ramps

C E C C F F

The following projects were previously constructed within or adjacent to the project
limits.

Project As-Built Date Project Description

I-10-2(75) 1984 I-10 Grading and Drainage
I-10-2(70) 1986 I-10 Grading and Drainage
I-10-2(78) 1982 I-10 Bridge Construction
I-10-2(84) 1990 I-10 Reconstruct Roadway
ST0027 2004 Avondale Road Widening

2316.003 1981 Water Systems Improvements

Avondale Boulevard between Roosevelt Street and the eastbound ramps consists of
three 12’ travel lanes and 5.5’ bike lanes (to face of curb) in each direction.  The 16’
median consists of a 4’ raised median and a 12’ left-turn lane from southbound
Avondale Boulevard to eastbound Roosevelt Street.  In the northbound direction the
outside travel lane becomes a right-turn only lane onto the eastbound on-ramp and an
outside travel lane is added in the southbound direction at the eastbound off-ramp.

Under the I-10 bridge, Avondale Boulevard consists of one 12’ left-turn lane, one 12’
travel lane and one 14’ outside travel lane in each direction.  The left-turn lanes are
separated by a 4’ raised median.

North of the ADOT drainage channel, Avondale Boulevard consists of three 12’ travel
lanes and a 6’ bike lane with curb, gutter and sidewalk in the northbound direction.  The
southbound roadway consists of two 12’ travel lanes and a 2’ shoulder. The pavement
has a thickened edge without curb, gutter or sidewalk.  There is a 16’ raised concrete
median with curb and gutter.  The roadway improvements will tie into the existing
northbound roadway 250’ north of the ADOT R/W.
There is an ADOT concrete lined drainage channel on the north side of I-10 that runs
parallel to I-10.  Avondale Boulevard crosses the channel with a concrete three span
bridge.  West of the Avondale Boulevard bridge, there is a utility bridge to carry the SRP
irrigation water across the drainage channel.

There are catch basins located along Avondale Boulevard within the ADOT R/W that
drain into the drainage channel.
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The 2007 ADT for Avondale Boulevard north of I-10 is 9,452 vpd and the 2026 ADT is
28,200 vpd.  The 2007 ADT south of I-10 is 16,124 vpd and the 2026 ADT is 55,800
vpd. The traffic factors are K=8% and D= 75% north of I-10 and 55% south of I-10.

The existing ADT was based on traffic counts conducted in February 2007.  The 2026
traffic projections were taken from the Avondale Transportation Plan, October 2006.

The posted speed limit for Avondale Boulevard within the project limits is 45 mph.

A detailed analysis of the existing and future traffic conditions is provided in the
Avondale Boulevard I-10 Traffic Study prepared to accompany this Project Assessment.

Three-year accident history was obtained from ADOT for the Avondale Blvd/I-10 TI.
The accident data summarizes the three years starting January 2003 through
December 2005.  There were 12 intersection related accidents in the study area:  three
accidents in 2003; eight accidents in 2004; and one accident in 2005.  The predominant
accident types were rear-end collisions and angle collisions, which is typical of a
signalized intersection.  A detailed accident analysis is provided in Traffic Study.

There are several utilities located within the project limits including City of Avondale
water and sewer, SPR irrigation, SRP power, Qwest, Cox and Southwest Gas.

ADOT has 55’ of existing right-of-way on both sides of the centerline throughout the
project limits.  This right-of-way starts at Roosevelt Street and ends 1160.35’ north of
the I-10 centerline.  South of I-10 the City of Avondale has an additional 10’ of right-of-
way southbound and 20’ northbound outside of the ADOT right-of-way making a total of
65’ and 75’ respectively on each side the Avondale Boulevard centerline.  North of I-10,
the City of Avondale has an additional 10’ northbound and 22’ southbound of right-of
way making a total of 65’ and 77’ of right-of-way, respectively, on each side of the
Avondale Boulevard centerline.

C. SCOPE

This project will widen Avondale Boulevard to three lanes in each direction with curb,
gutter and sidewalk.

The existing pavement on Avondale Boulevard will be sawcut 4’ from the existing edge
of pavement to allow for the roadway widening.  During final design, the pavement will
be evaluated to determine if any pavement preservation is required.  The profile of the
roadway will follow the existing profile in order to tie into the existing development and
the development that will occur before this project is constructed.  Maintaining the
existing profile will also maintain the 16’4” vertical clearance under the Avondale
Boulevard TI Bridge.

The drainage will match the existing drainage patterns, and will require the relocation of
existing catch basins and extending existing drainage pipes as required.
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During design the lighting on Avondale Boulevard will be evaluated to determine if the
existing median lighting is adequate for the revised typical section.

The existing street lights, existing traffic signals, and existing signs will be relocated as
required.

New signs and pavement markings will be provided as required.

The contractor shall take care to minimize impacts to the traveling public and local
businesses.  Traffic control will conform to the MUTCD and the Special Provisions.
Traffic control plans will be included in the design plans.

As part of the IGA for this project, ADOT will turn back to the City of Avondale, the R/W
on Avondale Boulevard from Roosevelt Street to 100’ south of the ramp radius returns,
and from 100’ north of the drainage channel R/W to the end of the ADOT R/W near
McDowell Road.

Concrete curb and gutter will be installed along Avondale Boulevard.  Curb and gutter
per ADOT standard detail C-05.10, type D in the ADOT R/W and per MAG standard
detail 220 type A in the Avondale R/W (R/W ownership following turn back described
above).

1. Improvements Under The I-10 Bridge:

The improvements for this project will widen Avondale Boulevard under I-10 to include
three 11’ travel lanes with 4’ bike lanes, ADOT curb and gutter, 6’ sidewalks and a 2’
median.  The roadway will also include two 11’ left-turn lanes from southbound
Avondale Boulevard to the I-10 eastbound on-ramp and two 11’ left-turn lanes from
northbound Avondale Boulevard to the I-10 westbound on-ramp.  The City of Avondale
has received written approval from ADOT to use 11’ lanes (See Appendix D).  The
widening will require retaining walls along the bridge abutments to provide the additional
width under the I-10 bridge (see Appendix C: Figures 2 and 4).

HDR prepared two Design Concept Reports (DCR): Interstate 10 (Papago) Median
Widening, SR 85 to SR303L, SR303L to SR 101L (March 2006) and Interstate 10
(Papago) Outside Widening, Sarival Avenue to SR 101L (November 2006).  A memo
prepared by HDR (August 15, 2006) during the preparation of these DCRs, proposed
using soil nail walls on Avondale Boulevard which would allow for an approximate
maximum width of 135’ between the two retaining walls (See Appendix D).  The
maximum width will be determined during final design and may require the typical
section to be modified.  ADOT Structures Group has expressed concerns over using
permanent soil nail walls in roadway embankment even though it has been used on
other projects.  ADOT Structures Group has recommended using a 2.0 factor of safety
instead of a 1.5.  The cost estimate is based on using soil nail walls as described above.
The design of the retaining wall will be determined during final design.
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The existing catch basins along Avondale Boulevard and the area catch basins between
the ramps and the structure will be removed and relocated for the wider roadway.  The
catch basins will be connected to the existing drainage pipes.

2. Improvements South of I-10:

South of the I-10, southbound Avondale Boulevard will include a 4’ bike lanes, MAG
curb and gutter, and 6’ sidewalks.  The three travel lanes will continue and will tie into
the three existing travel lanes.  The existing southbound left-turn lane onto Roosevelt
Street will remain (see Appendix C: Figures 2 and 3).

ADOT C-05.10 type D curb and gutter will be used in the ADOT R/W and MAG Std 220
type A curb and gutter will be used in the Avondale R/W.

Northbound Avondale Boulevard will be widened to provide three travel lanes, dual
right-turn lanes, a 4’ bike lane, MAG curb and gutter, and a 6’ sidewalk.  The widening
will provide 300’ of external storage for each of the northbound left-turn lanes (See
Appendix C: Figure 3).

The dual right-turn lane will extend south of Hilton Drive, so that the outside right-turn
lane will serve both for Hilton Drive and the eastbound on-ramp.

The profile of the existing eastbound on-ramp will be reconstructed for approximately
600’.  The ramp will continue east at the existing Avondale Boulevard cross slope and
then will tie back into the existing ramp using 200 ft vertical curves.

The revised profile will move the low point of the ramp from the existing valley gutter,
approximately 150’ east.  A new area catch basin will be constructed on the south side
of the on-ramp at the new low point.  This catch basin will connect to the existing area
catch basin on the north side of the ramp near Avondale Boulevard.  The north side of
the ramp will maintain the existing grading to direct runoff to the area catch basin.

The existing scuppers located along the east side of Avondale Boulevard will be
removed and new scuppers will be constructed in the new curb and gutter to drain the
storm water into the existing retention basins.

The existing traffic signal and lighting on the southeast corner of the I-10 eastbound on-
ramp intersection will be relocated to accommodate the new roadway.  The existing
traffic signal controller, meter pedestals and pull boxes located in this corner will also be
relocated.

The three existing electrical boxes located on the southeast corner of the intersection
with the eastbound on-ramp will be relocated and will require the acquisition of a 20’ x
10’ R/W easement.

The existing SRP Irrigation structure will be relocated.  Additional R/W or easement will
be required for the relocation.  New irrigation pipe will be installed to connect the new
box to the existing system.
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The northbound overhead sign structure will be removed and replaced with a new
overhead sign structure designed to accommodate the new roadway width and will
require the additional acquisition of a 6’ x 6’ notch of R/W.

3. Improvements North of I-10:

North of I-10, northbound Avondale Boulevard will include curb and gutter, a 4’ bike lane
and a 6’ sidewalk.  The three 11’ travel lanes will continue and match into the existing
three 12’ travel lanes (See Appendix C: Figures 2A and 5).

Southbound Avondale Boulevard will be widened to include three through lanes, two
left-turn lanes, curb and gutter, a 4’ bike lane and 6’ sidewalk.  The widening will provide
300’ of external storage for each of the southbound left-turn lanes.  This project will
Construct a third lane to the ADOT R/W, just north of the drainage channel, and tie into
the existing roadway approximately 250’ north of the ADOT R/W (See Appendix C:
Figure 5).  It is anticipated a future private development project will construct a third
southbound lane from McDowell Road to the ADOT R/W.

The area catch basins located north of the drainage canal will be removed and new
basins installed along the roadway.  These basins will be connected to the existing
drainage pipes.

ADOT C-05.10 type D curb and gutter will be used in the ADOT R/W and MAG Std 220
type A curb and gutter will be used in the Avondale R/W.

The southbound overhead sign structure will be removed and replaced with a new
overhead sign structure designed to accommodate the new roadway width.

The existing bridge over the ADOT drainage channel is a three-span reinforced
concrete slab deck on H-pile foundations. The existing structure out to out width is 96.8’.
In order to accommodate the proposed Avondale Blvd improvements, the bridge will
need to be widened by 40.2’ to a total width of 137’. The new lane configuration dictates
widening the existing bridge 20.1’ on both sides. The cost estimate is based on a cast-
in-place reinforced concrete slab similar to the existing structure with 36” diameter
drilled shafts and concrete cap beams.  The design of the bridge widening will be
determined during final design.

There is an existing SRP Irrigation utility bridge across the drainage channel west of
Avondale Boulevard Bridge.  The utility bridge is within 2’ of the proposed widening and
it is anticipated that this structure will need to be relocated.  SRP will design and
construct this structure.  Based on the assumption that SRP has prior rights, the cost to
design, remove and reconstruct the SRP Bridge has been included in the cost estimate.
The determination of prior rights will be made during final design.
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D. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT CONSIDERATIONS

Avondale Boulevard is an Urban Arterial in a developing area.  The properties along the
project site are agricultural fields that are being developed or are in the planning stages
for development.

The ADOT I-10 (Papago) Inside Widening Sarival Avenue to SR 101L Project, TRACS
No. 010 MA 125 H7096 01C, will add one high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane and one
travel lane in the median.  This project has an advertisement date of July 2007.

The ADOT I-10 (Papago) Outside Widening Sarival Avenue to SR 101L Project, TRACS
No. 010 MA 125 H6878 01C, will widen I-10 to add one travel lane and one auxiliary
lane.  The ADOT I-10 (Papago) Outside Widening project is scheduled for fiscal year
2009.

The Avondale Gateway Development is located on the southeast corner of the TI.  This
development includes a Hilton Hotel which has been constructed and other businesses
that are in the design phase. Coordination is required to reduce future conflicts.  During
a project meeting the ADOT Phoenix Maintenance District Engineer gave permission for
the developers to remove the existing R/W fences and replace them with integral
wrought iron and block wall fencing.

The Agua Fria Market Place Development is in the planning stage for the southwest
corner of Avondale Boulevard and McDowell Road.  Coordination is required to reduce
future conflicts.

During design, coordination with local utility companies will be required.  During the
development of the Avondale Gateway Development, utilities including telephone and
power were relocated into a utility easement located along the east side of Avondale
Boulevard south of I-10.  This easement will be under the proposed sidewalk.  The final
design will need to coordinate with the City and the utility companies to determine and
resolve any conflicts.  The SRP irrigation structure located on the southwest corner of
the TI will also need to be relocated along with the associated piping.

An AASHTO Controlling Design Criteria Report has been prepared for this project.  No
design exceptions are required.

The contractor shall be required to submit Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans
(SWPPP) for review. The final design will not prepare SWPPP plans.

The City of Avondale will obtain new right-of-way along the east of Avondale Boulevard
that varies between 13’ and 10’ wide from I-10 to Roosevelt Street and a strip of right-
of-way on west side of Avondale Boulevard from I-10 to Hilton Drive that varies from
0 to 2’. Additional R/W will be required to relocate the utilities and sign structures.  The
City of Avondale will determine if these areas will be right-of-way or easements and the
City will obtain them.
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The design plans will be submitted to ADOT for their review and comment during the
final design process.

E. OTHER REQUIREMENTS

The improvement project will be constructed with City of Avondale and ADOT funds.

An IGA will be required between ADOT and the City of Avondale to allow for
construction, cost sharing and R/W.  The ADOT Traffic Interchange Funds will fund
$2,000,000 for this project.  The remaining funding will come from the City of Avondale’s
Streets Capital Improvement Fund.

F. ESTIMATED COSTS

The estimated construction cost for this project is $6,177,000.

These costs are based upon a pavement section of 5” of AC on 12” of AB for the
roadway and 12” of concrete with 1” of AR-ACFC for the ramps.   The cost basis for the
retaining walls and the bridge widening are described in the Project Scope Section of
this report.  The unit costs are based on recent ADOT bid tabulations.  The construction
costs do not include right-of-way or easement acquisition. See Appendix B for the
detailed cost estimate.
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APPENDIX A

Project Location Map
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Figure 1 – Project Location Map
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Cost Estimate
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Project Location: Avondale Boulevard TI

Project No.: ST1157

ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

REMOVAL OF CONCRETE CURB L.FT. 2,990 $12.00 $36,000

REMOVAL OF CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER L.FT. 5,401 $12.00 $65,000

REMOVAL OF CONCRETE SIDEWALKS, DRIVEWAYS AND SLABS SQ. FT. 2,699 $4.00 $11,000

REMOVAL OF ASPHALTIC CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQ.YD. 3,792 $35.00 $133,000

REMOVAL OF PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQ.YD. 2,459 $15.00 $37,000

REMOVE (CATCH BASIN) EACH 6 $2,000.00 $12,000

REMOVE (SIDEWALK RAMP) EACH 12 $100.00 $2,000

REMOVE (MEDIAN PAVING) SQ.YD. 1,510 $10.00 $16,000

ROADWAY EXCAVATION L. SUM 1 $7,500.00 $8,000

AGGREGATE BASE, CLASS 2 CU.YD. 3,085 $80.00 $247,000

BITUMINOUS TACK COAT TON 7 $750.00 $6,000

ASPHALTIC CONCRETE (2") (12.5 mm) TON 1,014 $90.00 $92,000

ASPHALTIC CONCRETE (3") (19.0 mm) TON 1,521 $90.00 $137,000

PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE PAVEMENT (12") SQ.YD. 2,898 $50.00 $145,000

ASPHALTIC CONCRETE FRICTION COURSE (ASPHALT RUBBER) TON 57 $50.00 $3,000

RELOCATE SCUPPER EACH 2 $2,500.00 $5,000

CONCRETE CATCH BASIN EACH 7 $5,000.00 $35,000

STORM DRAIN PIPE, 18" L.FT. 450 $100.00 $45,000

BRIDGE DECK WIDENING SQ. FT. 3,150 $125.00 $394,000

POLE (TYPE A)(RELOCATE) EACH 2 $200.00 $1,000

POLE (TYPE R)(RELOCATE) EACH 6 $1,500.00 $9,000

POLE FOUNDATION (TYPE A) EACH 2 $1,000.00 $2,000

POLE FOUNDATION (TYPE R) EACH 7 $3,000.00 $21,000

NO. 7 PULL BOX W/EXT. EACH 9 $800.00 $8,000

ELECTRICAL CONDUIT (3") (PVC) L.FT. 400 $20.00 $8,000

ELECTRICAL CONDUIT (4") (PVC) L.FT. 20 $30.00 $1,000

CONDUCTORS L. SUM 1 $10,000.00 $10,000

CONTROL CABINET (TYPE V) (RELOCATE) EACH 1 $2,000.00 $2,000

CONTROL CABINET FOUNDATION EACH 1 $600.00 $1,000

LOAD CENTER CABINET (RELOCATE) EACH 1 $3,000.00 $3,000

TRAFFIC SIGNAL FACE (TYPE R) EACH 4 $800.00 $4,000

VIDEO DETECTION EACH 1 $40,000.00 $40,000

PAVEMENT MARKINGS L. SUM 1 $5,000.00 $5,000

SIGN STRUCTURE EACH 2 $18,000.00 $36,000

SIGN STRUCTURE FOUNDATION EACH 4 $3,500.00 $14,000

RELOCATE SIGNS L. SUM 1 $5,000.00 $5,000

MISCELLANEOUS SIGNS L. SUM 1 $2,000.00 $2,000

UTILITY RELOCATION WORK L.SUM 1 $30,000.00 $30,000

ADOT STD C-05.10 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER L.FT. 3,536 $16.00 $57,000

MAG STD 220 CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER L.FT. 1,675 $16.00 $27,000

CONCRETE SINGLE CURB L.FT. 2,997 $15.00 $45,000

CONCRETE SIDEWALK SQ. FT. 18,682 $6.00 $113,000

CONCRETE SIDEWALK RAMP EACH 14 $2,500.00 $35,000

MEDIAN PAVING SQ.YD. 2,059 $100.00 $206,000

RETAINING WALL SQ. FT. 6,590 $140.00 $923,000

RELOCATE SRP UTILITY BRIDGE L.SUM 1 $300,000.00 $300,000

Subtotal 1 $3,337,000

COST ESTIMATE AVONDALE IMPROVEMENTS
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Contingencies (20%) $668,000

Subtotal 2 $4,005,000

Water Supply/Dust Pallative (2%) $81,000

Maintenance and Protection of Traffic (15%) $601,000

Erosion Control (1%) $41,000

Contractor Quality Control (2%) $81,000

Construction Surveying Layout (4%) $161,000

Subtotal 3 $4,970,000

Mobilization (10%) $401,000

Construction Subtotal $5,371,000

Construction Engineering (10%) $806,000

TOTAL AVONDALE BOULEVARD TI IMPROVEMENTS COST: $6,177,000
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Roadway Figures
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Supporting Data
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URS Corporation
7720 North 16th Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, AZ 85020
Tel: 602.371.1100
Fax: 602.371.1615

November 13, 2008

Ms. Carmen Martinez

City Clerk

City of Avondale

11465 West Civic Center Drive, Suite 200

Avondale, AZ 85323

Re: Design Services for Avondale Boulevard and I-10 Interchange Improvements (EN 09-033)

Dear Ms. Martinez:

URS Corporation appreciates this opportunity to submit our Statement of Qualifi cations for Design 

Services for Avondale Boulevard and I-10 Interchange Improvements (EN 09-033). Together with 

our subconsultants Ninyo & Moore and Southwest Traffi c Engineering, LLC, we offer the City a very 

experienced and capable team with immediate availability to work on this project.

URS is uniquely qualifi ed for this project having recently completed design of I-10 median widening 

from Sarival Avenue to SR 101L, currently under construction. Through the I-10 project we already have 

detailed familiarity with the project area and excellent established relationships with the ADOT staff likely 

to be involved with this project. We look forward to using this prior knowledge and experience to assist the 

City in achieving the goals of the Avondale Boulevard project as quickly and effi ciently as possible.

In addition to our recent I-10 experience, we have the experience of numerous other projects similar to the 

Avondale Boulevard project, including two that are discussed in this SOQ. Our prior experience will allow 

us to identify critical issues early in the project design, develop solutions effi ciently and ensure timely 

completion of the project in a cost effective manner. 

Our project team will be led by George Ferraro, PE, as Project Manager, and Randy Simpson, PE as 

Principal-in-Charge. George has over 32 years of arterial street and municipal engineering experience and 

Randy was responsible for the design of the I-10 bridge widening over Avondale Boulevard.

Should you have any questions regarding our submittal or require additional information, feel free to 

contact George at (602) 648.2347 or on his cell at (602) 568.2102.

Sincerely,

Randy Simpson, PE                                           George Ferraro, PE

Vice President, Principal-in-Charge                    Project Manager
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1 . General I nform at ion

FI RM I NFORMATI ON

URS Corporation (URS) is a nationally recognized engineering firm offering comprehensive design services for fed-
eral, state and local clients. The strength of the firm lies in over 300 local offices focused on delivering high-quality 
services to clients with a personal level of responsiveness and attention to detail. The URS Phoenix office has a staff 
of 205 with the expertise and experience to provide the majority of the design services required by the Avondale 
Boulevard widening project in-house. Our ability to deliver the resources of a large national firm through local staff 
with comprehensive experience in Arizona (and this project area in particular) offers the City of Avondale a uniquely 
qualified team for the design of this project.

LEGAL ORGANI ZATI ON  OF FI RM

Corporate Legal Organization Nevada Corporation, No. C748-1970

Corporate Address 600 Montgomery Street, 25th Floor, San Francisco, California 94111

Local Address 7720 North 16th Street, Suite 100, Phoenix, Arizona 85020

Arizona Corporation Commission No. F00187885

KEY STAFF LI CENSI NG

Arizona registered professional engineer licenses for key staff are noted in resumes contained in the resume Appen-
dix.

VENDOR I NFORMATI ON  FORM

The Vendor Information Form is located in Appendix B at the end of this Statement of Qualifications (SOQ).

TERMI NATED CONTRACTS

URS was under contract with the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) to prepare a Resource Management Plan for 
the Sonoran Desert National Monument. In March of 2007, BLM terminated the contract for convenience. In ac-
cordance with Federal Acquisition Regulations (FAR), URS has filed a claim for significant amounts owed under this 
contract. The claim letter included a request for settlement negotiations through mediation. The outcome is pending. 

CLAI MS RESULTI NG I N  LI TI GATI ON

None

Page 1
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2 . Experience and Qualifi cat ions of Firm

RELEVANT MANAGEMENT CONSULTANT EXPERI ENCE

URS recently completed several projects that demonstrate our understanding of the work required in this project:

PROJECT CLIENT/CONTACT

ADOT
Mike Bruder, PE

ADOT Valley Project Management
1611 West Jackson Street, MD EM01
 Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3212

(602) 712.6836
mbruder@azdot.gov

City of Peoria
Geoff Zinnecker, PE

City of Peoria Engineering Department
9875 North 85th Avenue
Peoria, Arizona  85345

(623) 773.7293
geoffrey.zinnecker@peoriaaz.gov

Page 2

I-10 Median Widening, Sarival to SR 101L

URS was responsible 
for designing the me-
dian widening of ap-
proximately eight miles 
of I-10 through the 
cities of Avondale and 
Goodyear. The work 
included the widening 
of eight bridges and 
the replacement of 
two bridges; roadway 
design, drainage design, traffic control plans, lighting design, and exten-
sive utility coordination. During design of the project URS coordinated 
with City staff to establish the roadway configuration and opening width 
beneath the new I-10/107th Avenue Overpass, and during construc-
tion URS assisted the City with removal of the existing retaining walls to 
expose the enhanced architectural treatments at the bridge abutments. 
This project also included designing the widening of the I-10/Avondale 
Boulevard Overpass.

Thunderbird Road Widening, SR 101L to 94th Avenue

URS was responsible 
for preparing a Design 
Concept Report (DCR) 
and final design of 
the widening of ap-
proximately one mile 
of Thunderbird Road 
between SR 101L and 
94th Avenue in Peoria. 
The work included 
roadway design, 
drainage design, signal and lighting design, signing and marking design, 
landscape design, identifying right-of-way requirements, preparing legal 
descriptions and exhibits, extensive utility coordination, and widening 
of the Thunderbird Road/New River Bridge. The channel beneath the 
bridge was also widened using soil nail walls at each abutment similar to 
the concepts proposed for widening Avondale Boulevard beneath the 
I-10 overpass. This project is currently under construction with construc-
tion management being provided by URS.
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PROJECT CLIENT/CONTACT

City of Scottsdale
Vivek Galav, PE   

City of Scottsdale
Capital Project Management  
7447 East Indian School Road, Suite 
205 Scottsdale, Arizona 85251

(480) 312.7250
vgalaz@scottsdaleaz.gov

RELEVANT CI TY OF AVONDALE PROJECTS LI ST

The following is a partial list of projects completed for the City within the past five years:

Avondale Boulevard Widening I-10 to McDowell (adjoins this project) ª
Intersection Improvements at 99th Avenue and McDowell Road ª
I-10 Reliever Corridor Location Analysis ª
Well Evaluation and Abandonment Studies (eight locations) ª
Avondale Mountain View Booster Station ª
Development of Inlet/Outlet Retrofit Options for Crystal Gardens ª

3 . Experience of Key Personnel

The organization chart below shows our proposed team, including subconsultants. The team members are URS staff 
unless otherwise noted. Following the organization chart on page 4 are brief summaries of the qualifications of our key 
personnel. Two-page resumes of key personnel are presented in the appendix.

RANDY SI MPSON , PE, PROJECT PRI NCI PAL

Randy is a vice president of URS and has over 20 years of engineering experience, including 18 years in Arizona. His 
responsibilities within the URS Phoenix office include administrative oversight of the Municipal Engineering, Drain-
age and Structure teams, including most of the personnel assigned to this project. His relevant experience includes 
responsibility for all structure design for the ADOT I-10 Median Widening project now under construction, including 
the Avondale Boulevard Bridge. Randy will ensure that adequate staff are available at all times for the Avondale Boulevard 
widening project and will support George Ferraro as necessary to ensure effective and responsive project management.

GEORGE FERRARO, PE, PROJECT MANAGER

George has over 32 years of experience in Roadway and Municipal Design and Construction Engineering. His proj-
ect experience includes roadway widening, resurfacing, rehabilitation and reconstruction; water and sewer main 
extensions, rehabilitations, and replacements; storm drainage system design, capital improvement master planning, 
and cost estimating. He has served as both project manager and project engineer on urban arterial widening and re-
construction projects with design issues and complexities very similar to those anticipated with the Avondale Boule-
vard project. These have included improvements within corridors with heavy traffic volumes and adjacent commer-
cial development; utility coordination and relocation; right-of-way needs identification and acquisition; and multiple 
agency coordination.
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Indian Bend Road Widening, Scottsdale Road to Hayden Road

URS prepared a DCR and final design of the 
widening of approximately one mile of Indian 
Bend Road between Scottsdale and Hayden 
Roads in Scottsdale. The work included road-
way design, drainage design, signal and lighting 
design, signing and marking design, landscape 
design, identifying right-of-way requirements, 
preparing legal descriptions and exhibits, exten-
sive utility coordination, and replacement of the 
existing dip crossing of Indian Bend Wash with 
a 6-span Con-Arch bridge. The project required 
extensive coordination with Flood Control Dis-
trict of Maricopa County (FCDMC) and United 
States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for modification of the existing 
drop structure. This project is currently under construction.
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DENNI S ECKER, PE, PROJECT ENGI NEER

Dennis has more than 24 years of experience with the design of  major arterial street and related infrastructure 
projects. He has “hands-on” experience on over 20 arterial street projects for Phoenix-area municipalities as well as 
ADOT, MCDOT, and federal agency projects. His relevant local experience includes intersection improvements at 
99th Avenue and McDowell Road (Avondale); Central Avenue waterline and roadway improvements - Lower Buck-
eye Road to Western Avenue (Avondale); US 60 Grand Avenue improvements – SR 303L to 99th Avenue (ADOT); 
and Pebble Creek Parkway widening (Goodyear). 

4 . Project  Understanding and Approach

OVERVI EW

The City of Avondale is proposing improvements to approximately 0.3 miles of Avondale Boulevard between 
Roosevelt Street on the south side of I-10 to approximately 250 feet north of the ADOT drainage channel on the 
north side of I-10. The project area is experiencing heavy congestion-related traffic delays during the morning and 
evening rush hours and during special events such as NASCAR races at the Phoenix International Raceway, the World 
Fest, Billy Moore Heritage Days and the Pre-Bowl Blues Bash.

The proposed improvements include:
Widening of Avondale Boulevard to major arterial street standards including sidewalks, a raised median, four-foot  ª
bike lanes, and three through lanes in each direction

Dual left turn lanes from Avondale Boulevard to EB and WB I-10 ª

Dual right turn lanes from NB Avondale Boulevard to EB I-10 ª

Widening the roadway opening beneath the I-10 overpass from 92 feet to 138 feet ª

Widening the existing bridge over the I-10 drainage channel from 97 feet to 138 feet ª

Widening of the WB I-10 off ramp ª

Reconstruction of the EB I-10 on ramp ª

The proposed project improvements are presented in the Avondale Boulevard /I-10 Traffic Interchange Final Proj-
ect Assessment (DMJM Harris, 2008). As appropriate, the details presented in the Final Project Assessment will be 
refined during the final design.
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4 P j t U d t di d A h

Chris Hamilton, PE

Randy Simpson, PE, Vice President

(5%)

Principal-In-Charge

George Ferraro, PE

(50%)

Drainage
Dennis Jermeland, PE (50%)

Utility Coordination/
Relocation

Richard Randall, PE (20%)

Structures
Russ Stuart, PE (50%)

Landscape Design
Robert Pankonin, RLA (20%)

Environmental
Clearances

Kim Bidle (10%)

Roadway
Dennis Ecker, PE (50%)

Mike Frederick (75%)

Survey/Row/
Legal Descriptions

Rob Pecha, RLS (10%)

Charles Mihelich, RLS (15%)

Traffi c Engineering
Andrew Smigielski, PE

SWTE

Utility Locating
David Huscher, RLS

TBE

Geotechnical
Engineering

Steven D. Nowaczyk, PE

N&M

Project Manager

TBE - TBE Subsurface Utility Engineering

SWTE - Southwest Traffi c Engineering, LLC

N&M - Ninyo & Moore Geotechnical and Environ-
mental Sciences Consultants

(%) - Percentage of time committed to Avondale 
Boulevard

Table 1. Organizational Chart
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KEY I SSUES

Close coordination with ADOT will be required for the widening of the WB I-10 exit ramp, reconstruction of the 1. 
EB I-10 entrance ramp, widening beneath the I-10 overpass bridge, and widening of the existing drainage chan-
nel bridge. 

URS designed the improvements to I-10 that are currently under construction, including the overpass widening. 
We have a thorough understanding of ADOT’s requirements in addition to excellent established relationships 
with the ADOT staff that will be responsible for reviewing the portions of this project’s improvements that affect 
ADOT’s facilities. 

There are numerous utilities that are potentially in conflict with the work. It will be essential to initiate early coor-2. 
dination with each of the affected utility companies to ensure the design is completed on schedule. 

URS has the utility mapping prepared for the I-10 Median Widening Project and has been coordinating with the 
utility companies affected by that project for the past 2 years. This project will benefit from our current under-
standing and established relationships.

The roadway widening will require the acquisition of approximately one third acre of new right-of-way from four 3. 
property owners.

In addition to our very experienced right-of-way plans staff, URS offers complete right-of-way acquisition services if 
needed by the City. We understand the importance of identifying right-of-way needs early in the design process to 
ensure the construction is able to proceed on schedule.

Addressing these challenges while keeping to the September 2009 due date for final plans, specifications and cost 
estimate motivates the URS Team’s approach to the project as described in the following sections.

ROADW AY DESI GN

We propose to maximize the width of the opening beneath the I-10 bridges through the use of soil nail retaining 
walls at each abutment. Based on the as-built bridge plans and our recent design of the widening of the bridges 
toward the median, we have determined that a 138’ clear width can be achieved.

We contacted George Chin, ADOT’s Regional Traffic Engineer, to discuss the lane widths and curb and gutter sec-
tions beneath the I-10 overpass and within ADOT right-of-way. Mr. Chin will approve the use of Avondale’s 2’ curb 
and gutter section (MAG Standard Detail 220 type ‘A’) in conjunction with a 12’ outside lane as shown in Figure 1.

Northbound Avondale Boulevard south of I-10 will be widened with dual right-turn lanes and the eastbound on-
ramp to I-10 will be reconstructed for approximately 600’ to accommodate the resulting grade change. The Proj-
ect Assessment recommends 200’ vertical curves to minimize the amount of reconstruction, whereas the ADOT 
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Roadway Design Guidelines recommend minimum vertical curve lengths of 400’. We have discussed this issue with 
ADOT’s Roadway Design Review team and will coordinate with them early in final design to gain their approval of 
the 200’ vertical curve length based on the design speed and computed stopping sight distance.

The westbound off-ramp will be widened with an additional right turn lane. This additional lane will move the 
existing curb line 12’ toward the north and would affect the drainage channel bridge geometry if a typical 75’ curb 
return were constructed. URS will design this curb return with AutoTurnTM software to decrease the size of the paving 
footprint and avoid extending the curb return onto the bridge deck. The Project Assessment does not state the limits 
of widening along the westbound off-ramp. URS will study the traffic data already gathered to determine the logical 
limits of ramp widening.

STRUCTURE DESI GN

Widening Beneath I-10 Overpass:

New soil nail-type retaining walls will be constructed at each of the existing I-10 bridge abutments. These will be 
constructed in stages starting from the top of the existing embankments in vertical lifts of approximately 5 feet with 
nail horizontal spacing to clear the existing drilled shaft and H-pile foundations. The design and construction will 
be very similar to the soil nail walls recently completed beneath the I-10 Bullard Avenue Overpass. For that project 
URS facilitated the addition of concrete patterning to enhance the appearance of the walls and designed early bridge 
foundations in advance of the wall construction. URS also designed similar soil nail walls for the Thunderbird Road/
New River Bridge that are now under construction.

The Final Project Assessment estimates the cost of the retaining walls to be approximately $923,000 based on a unit 
cost of $140 per square foot. We believe that a unit cost of $75 per square foot would be a more reasonable esti-
mate based on the $67 per square foot average bid for the I-10/Bullard Avenue walls. This results in a decrease in 
the construction cost estimate of approximately $490,000.

Drainage Channel Bridge:

The existing 3-span slab bridge over the ADOT drainage channel will be widened approximately 20 feet on each 
side. This structure has a current Sufficiency Rating of 97.75 (out of 100) and is a good candidate for widening “in 
kind” with cast-in-place reinforced concrete. The existing H-pile foundations will likely be widened with drilled shaft 
foundations for economy and to utilize current construction practices. We will coordinate immediately after Notice 
to Proceed with ADOT Bridge Group to gain consensus on widening concepts and identify any issues of concern 
prior to proceeding with final design. We will also coordinate with ADOT and the Flood Control District of Maricopa 
County to determine permitting requirements for construction in the channel and to develop the appropriate Special 
Provisions.

UTI LI TI ES

There are multiple wet and dry utilities within the project corridor which include a 20-inch high pressure gas line, 
54” SRP irrigation line, 42” and 24” sewers, 12kV underground SRP electric, 16” water main, electrical service me-
ters, and landscape electrical and irrigation. 

The locations of the major utilities in the project area are shown in Figures 2 and 3. The major issues associated with 
Salt River Project (SRP) Irrigation and El Paso Natural Gas (El Paso) are discussed below. 

SRP Irrigation:

Widening of the drainage channel bridge will likely require relocating the existing SRP utility bridge immediately to 
the west per SRP’s requirement for a 4’ minimum separation between their structure and the roadway bridge. Since 
the construction of this relocation will need to be completed before Avondale’s contractor can begin work on the 
roadway bridge widening, it will be important to finalize the geometric requirements and execute a utility agreement 
for this work with SRP as soon as possible in the final design. The City may also want to consider asking SRP to move 
the bridge an additional distance to the west to accommodate an additional right turn lane in the future.

A 54” SRP irrigation pipe extends from the south side of the drainage channel along the existing west side of Avon-
dale Boulevard. Per SRP guidelines this line would have to be relocated behind the new curb and gutter, but this 
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would put it in conflict with the existing bridge foundations. A 
viable alternative will be to protect the pipe in place with slurry 
encasement.

There are two above-ground SRP irrigation control structures, one 
in the southwest corner of the traffic interchange and a second in 
the southwest corner of the Roosevelt Street intersection. Both of 
these structures will be relocated to the west due to roadway wid-
ening and lane tapers.

El Paso Natural Gas:

The existing 20” El Paso natural gas line appears to be in conflict 
with the widened channel bridge footprint. URS met with Ed Ke-
merer of El Paso to discuss this project and its potential impacts on 
their facilities. El Paso recognizes the need to relocate the existing 
gas line in advance of the roadway construction and is prepared to 
proceed with design in the near term in order to meet their avail-
able construction window.

Utility coordination and relocation of conflicting utilities will require 
special attention at the start of this project. URS will be in contact 
early and often with impacted utilities to facilitate new placement 
areas for relocation, schedules for relocation work, and determina-
tion of any costs to the City. Our team has excellent established rela-
tionships with most of the affected utility companies through design 
of the I-10 Median Widening Project.

DRAI NAGE

The existing pavement drainage systems will be revised to accommodate the proposed improvements as follows: 

Within ADOT Right-of-Way:

An existing ADOT drainage system collects flows within the ADOT right-of-way and conveys them to the drainage 
channel on the north side of I-10. Roadway pavement drainage is collected by curb inlets and unpaved areas are 
drained with grated inlets with aprons. The existing catch basins will be removed, the connecting pipes will be ex-
tended and new catch basins and curb inlets will be constructed.

Southeast Quadrant:

The temporary storage basin at Avondale Gateway will be impacted by roadway widening and will likely need to be 
reshaped to maintain adequate storage volume within its fenced area. There will be similar impacts to the permanent 
storage basin at the Ruby Tuesday restaurant that may require construction of underground storage facilities. An alter-
native to underground storage is a deepened storage basin with a retaining wall and safety rail next to the sidewalk.

Southwest Quadrant:

Per the City’s development standards, commercial developers are required to collect and detain storm water run-
off from the half-street adjacent to their property. Therefore, drainage improvements on the west half of Avondale 
Boulevard south of I-10 will be the primary responsibility of the future developer of the adjacent property. South of 
the I-10 interchange, the runoff from additional southbound lane will be intercepted with a new scupper inlet that 
discharges into a new temporary storage basins on the west side of Avondale Boulevard.

The additional runoff from the northbound lanes will be intercepted with a new scuppers that discharge into the 
proposed reconstructed storage basins for Avondale Gateway.

SI GNALS, LI GHTI NG, AND TRAFFI C CONTROL PLANS

Existing traffic signals will be relocated at the intersections of Avondale Boulevard with Roosevelt Street and the I-10 

Page 7



DESIGN  SERVICES FOR AVONDALE BOULEVARD AND I-10 TRAFFIC INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS

NO. EN09-033

Statement of Qualifi cations 

eastbound and westbound ramp intersections. Relocation of these facilities will require new signal poles and mast 
arms; new pull boxes; new conductors; new vehicle detection; and reuse or replacement of signal controllers, power 
supplies, and signal heads. 

Traffic signal interconnects and video detection will be coordinated to provide an integrated signal system acceptable 
to both the City and ADOT. Per Nicolaas Swart of Maricopa County Department of Transportation, the County will 
not be involved with traffic signal design on this project.

We understand that the existing street lighting will be relocated to behind the new sidewalks unless it is determined 
that additional street lighting is necessary to meet current standards.

As roadway plans are prepared, the sequencing of construction will be evaluated and traffic control plans will be de-
veloped. Given rush hour volumes, the TI and adjacent commercial development, minimizing delay and congestion 
will require close coordination of temporary traffic signals and other traffic control devices.

R I GHT- OF- W AY

New right-of-way will be acquired to accommodate roadway widening south of I-10. On the west side, Avondale 
Boulevard, LLC will be asked to provide the necessary right-of-way for improvements to the I-10 eastbound exit 
ramp and to install a bus bay and shelter pad (Avondale Standard Detail A1260-1). On the east side, additional right-
of-way will be acquired from Avondale Gateway, LLC and RT Southwest Franchise, LLC to accommodate the north-
bound dual right turn lanes to the eastbound I-10 entrance ramp. 

Right-of-way needs will be established as soon as possible so that legal descriptions and exhibits for new right-of-way 
and easements can be provided to the City for acquisition in a timely manner. URS also has in-house right-of-way 
acquisition staff and can assist the City with the acquisition if desired.

We will keep the adjacent property owners informed as design progresses to facilitate the acquisition of needed 
right-of-way and easements and with the aim of minimizing construction impacts to the existing businesses.

ENVI RONMENTAL

Categorical Exclusion:

This project will be funded by a combination of City and ADOT funds, which may include a Federal component. In 
accordance with Federal requirements, we will develop an environmental clearance document in the form of a Cat-
egorical Exclusion (CE). A CE checklist will be prepared to identify all required documentation and technical reports; 
letters will be sent to the Arizona Game and Fish Department (AZGFD) and the Arizona State Historical Preservation 
Office to determine if there are any Biological or Cultural Resource concerns; and a database search will be con-
ducted to determine if any hazardous waste sites have been identified within the project limits. The completed CE 
checklist and supporting documentation will be submitted to ADOT’s Environmental Planning Group for review and 
clearance of the project with respect to environmental permitting requirements.

404 Permit:

We recommend using a two-pronged approach to address the possible need for a 404 permit for construction activi-
ties within the I-10 drainage channel. A Preliminary Jurisdictional Delineation will be prepared and submitted to the 
US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for a Jurisdictional Determination. Concurrently a 404 Nationwide permit will 
be prepared assuming that the Corps will determine the channel is within their jurisdiction. Since the area of bridge 
reconstruction disturbance within the channel is less than one half acre, a Nationwide Permit is applicable and a 
Preconstruction Notice (PCN) will not be required. If it is determined that the project is not within the Corps juris-
diction, the permit will not be included in the project Special Provisions. If it is determined that a permit is needed, 
the permit will already be prepared and reviewed along with the remainder of the Categorical Exclusion documents, 
thus expediting the environmental clearance process.

PROJECT I SSUES MAP

We’ve included a project issues map on Page 9, which illustrates the proposed improvements and their impact on 
Avondale Boulevard, I-10, and other existing conditions within the project area.
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PROJECT SCHEDULE

The following project schedule is based on design completion in September 2009 as stated in the RFQ. In the event 
the Notice-to-Proceed is issued at a later date, it will be refined to reflect the final scope of work and revised date.
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Kim Bidle 
Senior Environmental Planner/Project Manager 

Overview 

Ms. Bidle is an Environmental Planner in URS’ environmental planning 
and NEPA compliance division. Kim has 8.5 years of experience with 
environmental laws and resource studies to support NEPA documents.  
She has prepared technical sections and coordinated environmental 
impact statements, environmental assessments, agency resource 
management plans, and managed categorical exclusion documents, Clean 
Water Act Section 404 permit projects. Ms. Bidle has effectively 
coordinated private and public project efforts with municipal, county, 
state, and federal agencies to facilitate successful completion of 
environmental projects.  

Project Specific Experience 

Project Manger, Categorical Exclusions/Environmental 
Determinations - Local Governments, Arizona:  Responsible for 
coordinating with local governments and ADOT for obtaining environmental 

clearances on city projects. Duties include coordinating with resource 
specialists for the biological review documents, hazardous materials site 
assessments, and a cultural resources survey reports. Additional 
responsibilities include development of public scoping efforts, water 
resources, air and noise quality, utilities, and socioeconomics issues in 
accordance with ADOT guidelines and requirements.   

Environmental Lead, I-10 Bypass Study, ADOT: Responsible for 
conducting an environmental scan to identify and describe 
environmentally designated or sensitive areas that might constitute fatal 
flaws for potential corridors for the I-10 Phoenix-Tucson Bypass Study. 
The environmental scan supported the study’s objective of determining if 
there are one or more new, feasible high-capacity transportation corridors 
to accommodate travel across southern and central Arizona while 
avoiding environmental problematic areas.  Responsibilities included 
identification of highly sensitive areas as avoidance areas via research of 
topography, land ownership, jurisdictions, and land uses (e.g., national 
monuments, conservations areas, etc.), sensitive species, wildlife corridors, 
and general ecological connectivity issues. Environmental constraints for a 
new bypass were evaluated and summarized via GIS.  

Project Coordinator, Northern Parkway Environmental Assessment 
- City of Glendale and ADOT: URS is working with ADOT and City of 
Glendale to develop an EA for the proposed new Northern Parkway in 
Glendale. Tasks include managing resource inventories and impact 
assessments, preparing the draft and final EA, and responding to 
comments received during the public review period. 

 

Areas of Expertise 

National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) 

Environmental Clearances for 
Transportation Projects 

Jurisdictional Delineations  

Clean Water Act 404 Permits 

Transportation and Recreation 
Resources 

Biological Resources 

Years of Experience 

With URS: 5 Years  

With Other Firms: 3.5 Years 

Education 
BS/ Environmental Resources/ 
2001/ Arizona State University/ 
Tempe 
 

Office Location 

Phoenix, Arizona 
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Environmental Lead, Beaver Dam Wash Bridge Replacement 
Categorical Exclusion and Section 404 Permit, Littlefield, Arizona: 
URS prepared a Categorical Exclusion document and Clean Water Act 
Section 404 Permit and Mitigation Plan for approval by ADOT, Federal 
Highway Administration, and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 
Responsibilities included coordinating with federal and state agencies, 
drafting the categorical exclusion document, creating the cultural 
resources survey report, and drafting the Preconstruction Notification and 
Mitigation Plan, which included a wetland function and value assessment 
for the 404 permit.  

Project Coordinator, Jurisdictional Delineations- 404 Permits, 
Arizona State Land Department, Arizona: Responsibilities include 
coordinating field crews, conducting fieldwork, and drafting reports. 
Fieldwork involves taking measurements of individual washes and 
associated tributaries, taking photographs of washes and associated 
vegetation, and development of naming conventions of washes to 
incorporate into a geographic information system for mapping. Fieldwork 
encompasses a range of acreage from 640 acres to 7,000 acres.  
Jurisdictional delineation reports were drafted and sent to the Arizona 
State Land Department for submittal to the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers. 

Project Coordinator, On-Call Environmental Services, ADOT, 
Arizona: Responsibilities included management of schedules, budgets, 
scopes of work, cost estimates, and coordination with sub-consultants. 
Additional responsibilities included assessment of impacts to land use, 
socioeconomic, environmental justice, water resources and waters of the 
United States, cultural resources, biological resources, visual resources, 
and hazardous materials for drafting and reviewing environmental 
documents. Participated in training to maintain compliance with the 
ADOT Environmental and Enhancement Group standards. 

Project Coordinator, Desert Rock Energy Project Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS), U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs, Four 
Corners, New Mexico: Responsibilities include coordinating with the 
Navajo Nation, U.S. office of Surface Mining, U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 9, and 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and management staff, preparing a 
scoping report and draft EIS, compiling and organizing comments 
received during the public comment period, conducting resource 
inventories and impact assessments for land use, and assisting with project 
management activities. 

Project Coordinator, Hueco Mountain Wind Ranch Power 
Development Expansion Project, El Paso Electric Company, 
Hudspeth County, Texas:  Duties included the coordination with 
federal and state agencies, reviewing resource inventories, and drafting 
and producing the environmental investigation report that requested the 
addition of a 100-foot tall wind turbine (660kW). 

 

 



 

 

Dennis R. Ecker, PE 
Senior Project Manager 

Overview 

Mr. Ecker has more than 24 years of experience on major arterial street and 
related infrastructure projects. He has been actively engaged in program 
management for over 12 years and has been involved in over 20 arterial 
street projects for Phoenix area municipalities, numerous ADOT and 
MCDOT roadway, and federal agency projects. 

Dennis’ project experience includes project assessments (design concept, 
candidate assessment and scoping reports); infrastructure improvements 
(water, sewer, storm drain, and irrigation); subdivision development 
(hydrology, hydraulics, lot grading, and golf course development) and; 
traffic engineering (traffic control, signing and marking, signals, and 
studies). He also has worked closely with public, government and tribal 
agencies, utility firms, developers, and the public. 

Project Specific Experience 

Project Manager, 99th Avenue and McDowell Road Intersection 
Improvements, Avondale, Arizona, City of Avondale: Addition of a 
second northbound left turn lane included intersection widening, grading 
plans, signing and marking, and modifications to the existing signals. 
Stakeholder coordination was necessary with the Cities of Avondale, 
Tolleson, and Phoenix; MCDOT, and ADOT.  

Project Manager, Central Avenue Waterline and Roadway 
Improvements, City of Avondale, Arizona, Brooks Engineers: A 2- 
mile project that included existing watermain replacement in a residential 
area and total pavement reconstruction, with water meters, services lines, 
curb gutter, sidewalk, and a watermain extension on the south half and 
pavement mill and overlay on the north half of the project. 

Project Manager, US 60 Grand Avenue Improvements – State Route 
(SR) 303L to 99th Avenue, Arizona, ADOT: Subconsultant responsible 
for more than roadway improvements including more than 2-miles of 
pavement widening and reconstruction, storm drain, noise walls; and 17 
signal modifications over the project’s 10-mile length.

Project Manager, City of Surprise Engineering Support Services, 
Surprise, Arizona, 2005-2008: Review of plans, reports, and plats for the 
City of Surprise Engineering Department.  Review consists of residential 
and commercial site development and construction documents. 

Project Manager, Long Range Major Street Plan, Surprise, Arizona, 
City of Surprise: Transportation planning of over 85-sq. mi. in Special 
Planning Areas 2 and 3 and over 125-sq. mi. in Areas 4 and 5 in the City 
of Surprise. These roadway plan exhibits will aid in coordination between 
City departments, the public, and private developers. 

Project Manager, Riggs Road Intersection Improvements, Phoenix, 
Arizona, MCDOT: Two MCDOT intersection improvement projects 
that included intersection widening for striped left turns, guard rail, cross-
culverts, signing and marking, and new signal plans at the Sossaman Road 

Areas of Expertise 

Arterial Roadways 

Municipal Infrastructure 

ADOT Rural Highways 

Maricopa County Department of 
Transportation (MCDOT) 
Engineering 

Transportation Planning 

Project Management 

Infrastructure Plans 

Plan Report Plat Review 

Years of Experience 

With URS: > 3 Years 

With Other Firms: > 21 Years 

Education 

BS / 1984 / Civil Engineering Tech 
Northern Arizona University 

Registration/ Certification 

1994 / Professional Civil Engineer / 
/ Arizona / #28157 

Professional Societies 

American Public Works Association 

American Society of Civil Engineers 

Specialized Training 

ISO 9001 

ADOT Project Management 
Certification 

MicroSoft Project College Level 
Course 

Office Location  

Phoenix, Arizona 
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and Power Road intersections with Riggs Road near Queen Creek, 
Arizona. Adherence to MAG, and MCDOT standards. 

Project Engineer, Glendale Onboard Transportation Program, 
Glendale, Arizona, City of Glendale: Right-of-way acquisition, design 
concepts, preliminary site development, intersection layout,  roadway 
corridor development, street widening, safety improvements, bus bays, 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities; and landscaping at various locations. 

Project Manager, Parcel 4E Paradise Ridge Development, Phoenix, 
Arizona, Gray Development: Private development plans (civil) and 
master plan documents for on-and off-site development  including 
apartments, on-site grading and drainage, water, sewer, stormwater 
detention, and drainage reports.  Off-site water and waste water reports, 
sewer sizing, street widening, and channel improvements. 

Additional Projects: 

Pebble Creek Parkway Widening, City of Goodyear, 2005  

Development Services Review, City of Phoenix, 1997-2004  

Valley Metro Rail - Segment Two, Phoenix, 2002-2004  

Riggs Road - Ellsworth Road to Meridian Road – DCR, MCDOT, 2003  

McDowell Road Improvements – 75th to 67th Avenue, Phoenix 2001-02  

SR66 - Airway Avenue, Kingman, Arizona, ADOT, 2001-2002  

US 95 Wickenburg - Prescott/Jerome Turnoff, ADOT, 2000-01 

US 191 Signing & Marking, Safford, Arizona, ADOT, 2000-01 

SR95 Parker Southbound Lane Drop, ADOT, 01:  

American Express East Campus - Traffic Study, 2001 

US 89 I-40B - Fanning Dr. to Winona Turnoff - Signing and Marking, and 
Construction Phasing, Flagstaff, ADOT, 2001  

US 191 Safford, Safford, Arizona, ADOT, 2001  

Three Candidate Assessment Reports, MCDOT, 1997-99  

20th Street Multi-Use Path – DCR and Environ. Clearance, Yuma, 1997-99 

Scoping Report for Tucumcari, New Mexico DOT, 1997-99  

Arizona Avenue Improvements, Yuma, 1997-99 

40th Street and Dunlap Parking Lot, Phoenix Parks Department, 1998-99 

Greenway Road 48" Waterline, Phoenix, Water Services Dept., 1998-99 

Cottonwood Lane/Arizola Road Improvements, Casa Grande, 1998-99  

Westside Community Center (Escalante Multi-Generational Center) Tempe 1999  

Mayo Boulevard Improvements, City of Phoenix, 1997  

State Route US80, Douglas, and I-40 West, Lake Havasu, ADOT, 1997  

Sun City West Expansion, Sun City Grand, Anthem, Sun City, Arizona, 1992-96 

Fountain Hills Improvement Plans, Town of Fountain Hills, 1996 

Holbrook Levees - Los Angles Army Corps of Engineers, 1991-93  

Washington Street Improvements, City of Phoenix, 1990-92 

Arizona Canal Diversion Channel - Phoenix, Los Angeles District Army Corps of 
Engineers, 1988-89 

Yuma International, Deer Valley, and Marana Northwest Regional Airports -1989 

Hayden Road - Via De Ventura to the Arizona Canal, Scottsdale, 1986-88  



 

 

Areas of Expertise 

Municipal and Roadway 
Engineering 

Years of Experience 

With URS: < 1 Year 

With Other Firms: 32 Years 

Education 

M.S. / Traffic and Transportation 
Engineering / 1980 / Wayne State 
University, Detroit, Michigan 

B.S. / Civil Engineering / 1976 / 
University of Detroit, Detroit, 
Michigan 

Registration/ Certification 

2007/ Professional Engineer / AZ 
/ 47132 

1980/ Professional Engineer / MI / 
/27531 

1993 / Professional Engineer / FL 
/ 46501  

Office Location  

Phoenix, Arizona 

 

George Ferraro, PE 
Municipal Engineering Manager 

Overview 

Mr. Ferraro has extensive experience in the areas of Roadway and 
Municipal Design and Construction Engineering. His project experience 
includes roadway widening, resurfacing, rehabilitation and reconstruction; 
water and sewer main extensions, rehabilitations, and replacements; storm 
drain and storm system design; capital improvement master planning, and 
cost estimating.  

Project Specific Experience 

Project Manager - Design Engineering, Adams Road Relocation,                
Rochester Hills, Michigan, City of Rochester Hills: Design of a 1 
mile relocation of Adams Road from the intersection of Adams and 
Auburn Roads to the proposed M-59/Adams Road Interchange. Specific 
project tasks included alternative route location; preparation of 
documentation for the environmental assessment; public participation 
program; typical cross-sections; preparation of final horizontal and 
vertical alignment; storm drainage design; extension of sanitary sewer and 
water main; utility relocation coordination; preparation of right-of-way 
descriptions; supervisions of right-of-way acquisition; permanent 
pavement marking and signing; stage construction/maintenance of traffic; 
traffic signal design; and preparation of final plans, specifications, and bid 
documents. 

Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) Manager, GO 
Glendale Improvements, Glendale, Arizona, City of Glendale: 
Responsible for developing project specific quality control plans and 
verifying implementation for a multi task project that includes planning 
and coordination; financial analysis; design concept reports involving 
Northern Parkway and Grand Avenue Improvements; design and 
construction administration; right-of-way acquisition; environmental 
services; and structure demolition.  

Task Manager, Plan Review Services, Phoenix, Arizona, Phoenix 
Sky Harbor Airport (PHX): Review of landside improvements for the 
current airport expansion project. 

Project Manager, Development Review Services, Marana, Arizona, 
Town of Marana: Review of residential and commercial development 
plans and infrastructure improvements as submitted by developers for 
compliance with Town standards and requirements. 

Project Manager - Design and Construction Engineering, 12 Mile 
Road Reconstruction (SAD 155) & I-96 Ramp Improvements, Novi, 
Michigan, City of Novi: Several road improvements were designed to 
support a new 80-acre shopping center in the City of Novi and included 
the following: lane widening of the westbound I-96 exit ramp to Novi 
Road; reconstruction of 1.2 miles of 12 Mile Road from a two-lane 
roadway into a four-lane divided roadway; right turn lane widening for 
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Novi Road and West Oaks Drive; reconstruction of 900’ of Donnellson 
Drive; and, construction of 0.7 miles of a new 2-lane and 3-lane roadway 
around the perimeter of the development. Design involved typical cross-
sections, horizontal and vertical alignment, establishment of intersection 
and median cross-over geometrics, storm drainage; utility coordination 
and relocation; stage construction; permanent pavement marking and 
signing; traffic signals; permit applications; and, right-of-way plans. Road 
agencies for this project included MDOT, Road Commission for Oakland 
County and the City of Novi. 

Project Manager, Easy Street Pavement and Drainage Evaluation, 
Warren Michigan, City of Warren: This existing concrete roadway thru 
an industrial area was experiencing several pavement distresses as well as 
surface flooding after minor storm events. The existing pavement was 
examined and storm drain was inspected in order to develop rehabilitation 
or replacement alternatives. Several options were proposed and cost 
estimates developed. 

Project Manager - Design and Construction Engineering, Taft 
Road Reconstruction, 10 Mile to Grand River, Novi, Michigan, City 
of Novi: Preparation of plans and specifications for the reconstruction of 
1.2 miles of roadway including minor geometric improvements. The 
design for this project included typical cross-sections, vertical alignment, 
storm drainage improvements, maintenance of traffic/detour plan and 
permanent pavement marking. 

Project Manager - Design and Construction Engineering, 
Neighborhood Roadway Rehabilitation Program, Novi, Michigan, 
City of Novi: Preparation of plans and specifications for the 
reconstruction of 11,200 ft. of asphalt and 9,700 ft of concrete 
subdivision roads. 

Project Manager - Design Engineering, I-94/Haggerty Road 
Interchange Reconstruction, Van Buren Township, Michigan, Van 
Buren Township, Arcadis FPS: This project required the reconstruction 
of two freeway ramps including improvements to geometrics and 
guardrail.  

Project Manager - Design Engineering, Traffic Signal 
Modernization, Ann Arbor, Michigan, City of Ann Arbor, Arcadis 
FPS: Replacement/rehabilitation of traffic signals at nine intersections 
along a state designated business route, US-23 BR. The project consisted 
of upgrading existing traffic signal equipment including controllers, traffic 
and pedestrian signal heads, illuminated case signs, span wire, and 
supporting structures as necessary. Design of a traffic signal interconnect 
was also included as part of this project. 
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Areas of Expertise 

Roadway Design, Utilities 

Coordination, Signing and Marking 

Right-of-Way Acquisition, Signal  

Years of Experience 

With URS: 6 Years 

With Other Firms: 12 Years 

Education 

BA / 1986 / Graphic Design / 
Bethany College, Kansas 

Registration/ Certification 

N/A 

Office Location 

Phoenix, Arizona 

 

 
 

Michael Frederick 
Roadway Designer 

Overview 

Mr. Frederick has 18 years of experience in the field of engineering. Of the 
18 years, he has worked eight years as a CADD manager and ten years as a 
civil designer. He also has an additional two years of graphic presentation and 
marketing. His diverse experience in the engineering field of surface 
transportation, site development, survey, utilities, and environmental and 
graphic presentation allows him to coordinate between the different disciplines 
to meet agency requirements. Mr. Frederick is extremely competent in the use 
of numerous software packages including AutoCAD, Land Development, 
Micro Station, CorelDraw, PowerPoint, and Microsoft Office Suite. 

Project Specific Experience 

Lead Designer, 99th Avenue and McDowell Road Intersection  
Improvements, Avondale, Arizona, City of Avondale: Project included 
north bound left turn lane, intersection widening, grading plans, signing and 
marking, and modifications to the existing signal. Design improvements 
included a reconstructed median on the south leg and a new median on the 
north leg of the intersection and modifications to sidewalk ramps to better 
align the intersection to accessible standards. Stakeholder coordination was 
necessary with the City of Avondale, City of Tolleson, Maricopa County 
Department of Transportation (MCDOT), and ADOT.  

Lead Designer, Avondale Boulevard, I-10 to McDowell Road, City of 
Avondale, Avondale, Arizona: Responsible for redesign of medians for left 
new left turn bays and the removal of existing medians island to facilitate the 
flow of peak traffic flow.  Signal relocation was require for both pedestrian and 
vehicle traffic.  The signal design with detection was coordinated into the 
current phasing for both intersections.  Signing and marking was established to 
improve traffic flow and create better ingress and egress for local business 
along the 0.5 mile project. URS was responsible for the reconstruction and 
widening of Avondale Boulevard from I-10 to north of McDowell Road. 
Project included street reconstruction, drainage, utility relocation and 
coordination, private irrigation relocation, R/W acquisition support, pavement 
design, and median landscape design. 

Lead Designer, MCDOT On-Call Traffic Engineering Services, Riggs 
and Sossaman and Riggs and Power Intersections Design 
Improvements, Maricopa Department of Transportation (MCDOT), 
Mesa/Tempe, Arizona: Responsible for Roadway widening and 
improvements to both intersections. Signal design was incorporated into 
intersection improvements.  Striping and Marking  was require with the new 
roadway design…URS is providing professional engineering services for 
design improvements at the Riggs Road intersection and the Power Road 
intersection of Sossaman Road. These improvements include traffic 
signalization and pavement widening with left-turn lanes on all approaches 
within the limits of the project. Services include: roadway design (60, 90, and 
100 percent PS&E), drainage, utilities, agency coordination, and bid/award 
phase assistance. 
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Roadway Design, 40th Street Bridge, City of Phoenix, Phoenix, Arizona: 
Responsible for the roadway design and the bike/ pedestrian path under the 
bridge and along Indian Bend Wash. URS provided professional engineering 
services for the 40th Street Bridge project consisting of survey, analysis and 
design to replace the existing low-flow crossing of the Indian Bend Wash at 
40th Street just north of Cactus Road.  Services include survey, analysis and 
design to replace the existing low-flow crossing of the Indian Bend Wash at 
40th Street.  The work included the preparation of a structure selection report, 
drainage study and detailed hydraulic analysis. The improvements consisted of 
a new roadway, storm drain, bridge, channel protection, water and sewer 
relocations, bike path and landscape improvements.   

Lead Designer-CADD Management, GO Glendale Transportation 
Program, Glendale, Arizona, City of Glendale, Arizona: Responsible for 
utilities/prior rights investigation and identification of utilities for relocation, 
identify potential conflicts and work with utility providers to develop solutions. 
Right-of-way documentation and property ownership identification for 
property acquisition when required, CADD management and the development 
of CADD standards for the coordination of the Design Concept Reports for 
the programs 55-projects which involves the preparation of a Design Concept 
Reports. The 55 projects includes safety improvements, street scallop 
elimination, bus pullouts, improvements of 30 intersections with the 
combination of turning lanes through lanes and left-turn lanes for the street 
and intersection safety improvements, bicycle and pedestrian facility and other 
transit improvements. 

Utilities Coordinator, US 160 Feasibility Study and Environmental 
Overview, Northeastern Arizona, Arizona Department of Transportation 
(ADOT): Responsible for utilities/prior rights coordination for project 
involving the preparation of a feasibility study of 160 miles of rural highway 
from US 89 to Four Corners in northeastern Arizona that crosses over Navajo 
and Hopi tribal lands. Work included an in-depth feasibility study to develop a 
long-range plan to increase the capacity and provide operational improvements 
to the highway. The study included development of interim improvement 
projects to address existing problem areas and evaluate alternatives to 
ultimately improve the existing two-lane road to a four-lane divided roadway. 
A comprehensive public involvement program was developed to work with 
the Navajo Nation, Hopi Tribe, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Federal Highway 
Administration and various state agencies. 

Utility Coordination, Invergordon, Northern & Mockingbird Roadway 
Improvements, Paradise Valley, Arizona, Town of Paradise Valley:  
Responsible for utility coordination for project involving the development and 
design of appropriate measures to improve Invergordon, Northern & 
Mockingbird Roadway safety and capacity needs. The project involves working 
closely with the town’s committees, planning commission, town council and 
affected neighborhoods to incorporate the community’s vision into the design, 
including developing design features that satisfy safety and traffic calming 
needs while enhancing aesthetics and neighborhood identity. 

Utility Coordination, Indian Bend Road Improvements – Scottsdale 
Road to Hayden Road, Arizona, City of Scottsdale: Responsible for utility 
coordination for project involving one mile of arterial roadway improvements 
to widen and reconstruct Indian Bend Road. The scope of services included 
preparation of a traffic study, drainage study and design concept report to 
identify alignment and structure alternatives.  coordination with the United 
States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the Flood Control District of 
Maricopa County (FCDMC). 



 

 

Areas of Expertise 

Highway Drainage 

Drainage Master Plans 

Storm Drain Design 

Years of Experience 

With URS: 3 Years 

With Other Firms: 22 Years 

Education 

MS / 1986 / Water Resources / Iowa 
State University, Ames 

BS / 1979 / Civil Engineering / Iowa 
State University, Ames 

Registration/ Certification 

1990 / Professional Engineer / 
Arizona #23993 

Office Location  

Phoenix, Arizona 

 

Dennis Jermeland, PE 

Senior Drainage Engineer 

Overview 

Mr. Jermeland is a Drainage Engineer with over 22 years of experience in 
water resources, drainage engineering and civil engineering. Experience 
includes urban drainage master planning, highway and urban storm sewer 
design and design of detention facilities. 

Project Specific Experience 

Drainage Engineering 

Drainage Engineer, Indian Bend Road Improvements, Scottsdale, 
Arizona, City of Scottsdale: The project included roadway 
improvements for the section of Indian Bend Road from Scottsdale Road 
eastward to Hayden Road.  Involvement included the design of the onsite 
collection and conveyance drainage systems, a final drainage report and 
final cost estimate for proposed drainage improvements.  

Drainage Engineer, Deer Valley Road (7th Street to Cave Creek 
Road), Phoenix, Arizona, City of Phoenix: Prepared the on-site 
drainage systems for the realigned roadway. The project included the 
design of a new collection and conveyance drainage system and the 
implementation of two drop structures on Cave Creek Wash to maintain a 
stable flow regime at the new bridge crossing.  The project also included 
the preparation of final drainage report and a final cost estimate. 

Drainage Engineer, East Flagstaff Traffic Interchange, Flagstaff, 
Arizona, City of Flagstaff: Responsible for the on-site drainage for the 
new traffic interchange at US89 and B-40. Involvement included the 30 
percent level design of a new on-site drainage system and implementation 
of on-site detention basins to control off-site drainage entering onto the 
project. 

Drainage Engineer, I-10 (Papago) Outside Widening, Sarival 
Avenue to Dysart Road, Arizona Department of Transportation 
(ADOT): Project addressed the outside widening which adds general-
purpose land and auxiliary lanes to this segment of I-10.  Involvement 
included the design of the onsite drainage systems along I-10 and 
interchanges and the design of retention basins and roadside ditches.  
Tasks included the preparation of the final drainage report and the cost 
estimate for the proposed drainage improvements. 

Drainage Engineer, I-10 (Papago) Widening, Verrado Way to 
Sarival Avenue, ADOT:  Project included inside widening of I-10 to 
accommodate High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes in the east and 
westbound lanes.  Provided final design for the onsite highway drainage 
system, final drainage report and cost estimate for proposed drainage 
improvements.  
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Drainage Engineer, I-10 (Papago) Median Widening Sarival Avenue 
to State Route (SR) 101, ADOT:  Project included inside widening of I-
10 to accommodate HOV lanes in the east and westbound lanes.  
Provided final design for the onsite highway drainage system, final 
drainage report and cost estimate proposed drainage improvements.  

Drainage Engineer, Loop 202/US60, Santan/Red Mountain 
Freeways Traffic Interchange, Mesa, Arizona, ADOT: This project 
involved the final design of this mule-level, multi-directional traffic 
interchange connection Loop 2002 (Santan/Red Mountain Freeways) 
with US60 (Superstition Freeway). The on-site drainage improvements 
were integrated with the existing drainage conveyance system along the 
two miles of US 60 from Power Road east to Sossamon Road and from 
the proposed L202/US60 interchange east to Crismon Road. The project 
also included the design of new collection and conveyance drainage 
systems for the segment of Loop 202 from Southern Avenue south to 
Baseline Road and associated directional and service ramps. The key 
design feature of this project was to utilize the majority of the existing 
conveyance system along US60 as possible to reduce costs. This required 
extending the collection and conveyance systems to the new widened 
roadway along US60. The collection system was designed using a 
combination of grate and slotted drains within the roadway and a series of 
off-site grate inlets for the infield areas and right-of-way. The conveyance 
system was sized and evaluated using the StormCad program based on the 
25-year storm event. 



 

 

Areas of Expertise 

Right-of-Way 

ALTA Surveys 

Aerial Mapping Surveys 

Preparing of Legal Descriptions and 
Calculations 

Years of Experience 

With URS: 21 Years 

With Other Firms: 2 Years 

Education 

Math Courses / 1985 / Phoenix 
College 

Registration/ Certification 

2000 / Registered Land Surveyor / 
Arizona #35364 

Office Location  

Phoenix, Arizona 

 

Charles Mihelich I I I , RLS 
Survey Tech II  

Overview 

Mr. Mihelich is experienced in survey with survey Technician II. 
responsibilities. His experience includes right-of-way  (ROW) plans, legal 
descriptions and calculations, precise control surveys, aerial mapping 
control, boundary surveys, section break-outs, ALTA surveys, pre-design 
(location and topographic) surveys, lay-out for houses, commercial 
buildings, bridges and other major structures, and staking for 
subdivisions, and major and minor highways 

 

Project Specific Experience 

 

Survey Tech II, 99th Avenue and McDowell Road Intersection 
Improvements, Avondale, Arizona, City of Avondale: Addition of a 
second northbound left turn lane included intersection widening, grading 
plans, signing and marking, and modifications to the existing signals. 
Survey services included topographic survey, basemapping, right of way 
and property calculations, and preparation of legal descriptions and 
exhibits.  

Survey Tech II, Central Avenue Waterline and Roadway 
Improvements, City of Avondale, Arizona: A 2- mile project that 
included existing watermain replacement in a residential area and total 
pavement reconstruction, with water meters, services lines, curb gutter, 
sidewalk, and a watermain extension on the south half and pavement mill 
and overlay on the north half of the project. Survey services included 
topographic survey, basemapping, right of way and property calculations, 
and preparation of legal descriptions and exhibits.  

Survey Tech II, US 60 Grand Avenue Improvements – State Route 
(SR) 303L to 99th Avenue, Arizona, ADOT: Roadway improvement 
project that included more than 2-miles of pavement widening and 
reconstruction, storm drain, noise walls; and 17 signal modifications over 
the project’s 10-mile length. Survey services included topographic survey, 
basemapping, right of way and property calculations, and preparation of 
legal descriptions and exhibits. 

Survey Tech II, Glendale Onboard Transportation Program, 
Glendale, Arizona, City of Glendale: Right-of-way acquisition, design 
concepts, preliminary site development, intersection layout, roadway 
corridor development, street widening, safety improvements, bus bays, 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities; and landscaping at various locations. 
Survey services included topographic survey, basemapping, right of way 
and property calculations, and preparation of legal descriptions and 
exhibits. 



 

 

Areas of Expertise 

Landscape Architecture 

Site Planning 

Conceptual Design 

Years of Experience 

With URS: 5 Year 

With Other Firms: 9 Years 

Education 

MBA / Business Administration / 2002 
/ University of Phoenix, Arizona 

BS / Landscape Architecture / 1994 / 
California Polytechnic State University, 
San Luis Obispo, California 

 

Registration/ Certification 

2001 / Registered Landscape Architect 
/ Arizona #37030 

2004 / Registered Landscape Architect / 
California #4906 

2007 / Licensed Landscape Architect / 
Utah #6671184 

2008 / Registered Landscape Architect 
/ Nevada #776 

 

Office Location 

Phoenix, Arizona 

 

Robert J. Pankonin, RLA 
Landscape Architect 

Overview 

Mr. Pankonin is a registered landscape architect with 14 years of 
landscape architectural experience.  His project skills include site planning, 
conceptual development and graphics, grading, design, native plant 
materials, native plant inventory, planting design, irrigation design, cost 
estimation, specifications and project management and coordination.  Mr. 
Pankonin has taken projects from the conceptual phase through to 
construction.  His recent experience has included landscape architecture 
design for three large park projects including Anthem Community Park, 
Goodyear Community Park, and Thomas Jay Regional Park.  Additionally, 
Mr. Pankonin has worked on numerous city street improvements 
including Indian Bend Road (Scottsdale, Az.), Invergordon Road – 
Mockingbird Lane – Northern Avenue (Paradise Valley, Az.), 
Thunderbird Road (Peoria, Az.) and 1300 East Road (Sandy City, Ut.). 

Project Specific Experience 

Project Manager, Thomas Jay-Littletown Park Phase II, Arizona: 
Project manager for design and construction administration on Phase II 
improvements to the existing 35-acre regional park. The improvements 
included full size baseball field, parking lot, restroom, and a 90-foot 
vehicular bridge that spans the Julian Wash and connects phase I to phase 
II improvements.  Responsibilities included: 

• Coordination of electrical engineer, structural engineer, geotech, 
and hydrologist. 

• Coordination with Pima County’s project manager 

• Completion of landscape, irrigation, hardscape, and 
grading/drainage plans, cost estimates, and special provisions of 
the specifications. 

Landscape Architect, Goodyear Community Park at Estrella 
Mountain Ranch, Arizona: Assisted in the public involvement design 
charrette. This public involvement was a critical aspect of the project 
master plan phase.  The design charrette was a three-day event that 
defined the parks features which included outdoor sports fields, including 
soccer fields, lighted basketball courts, tennis courts, lighted volleyball 
courts, a skate park, an aquatic center with a competition pool and play 
pool, open space, ramadas, a regional maintenance facility, and parking.  
Also responsible for the completion of landscape, irrigation and 
hardscape layout plans. 

Landscape Architect, Anthem Little League Ball Fields, Anthem, 
Arizona: Landscape Architect for the 63-acre park that included three 
field Little League complex, two soccer fields, and softball field.  The 
project was built as Phase 10, 11, and 12 of Anthem Community Park.  
The Little League complex will feature two 200’ fields with 60’ base lines, 
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one 300’ field with 90’ base lines, restroom/concession building, and a 
dedication of a millennium grove for the community. 

Landscape Architect, Indian Bend Road, Scottsdale, Arizona, City 
of Scottsdale: Landscape Architect project manager responsible for 
planting and irrigation design and construction documents on a one-mile 
stretch of roadway from Scottsdale Road to Hayden Road. As a part of 
the city approval process, a development review board (DRB) plan set 
was completed and submitted. The DRB submittal included coordination 
with the City of Scottsdale project manager, civil engineers, and 
artist/bridge aesthetics personnel. Project involved management of DRB 
process including interdisciplinary graphic presentation to DRB with work 
of artist team and bridge aesthetics subconsultants. 

Landscape Architect, Invergordon, Northern & Mockingbird 
Roadway Improvements, Paradise Valley, Arizona, Town of 
Paradise Valley: Responsible for aesthetics for the project involving the 
development and design of appropriate measures to improve 
Invergordon, Northern & Mockingbird Roadway safety and capacity 
needs. Project involves working closely with the town’s committees, 
planning commission, town council and affected neighborhoods to 
incorporate the community’s vision into the design, including developing 
design features that satisfy safety and traffic calming needs while 
enhancing aesthetics and neighborhood identity. 

Landscape Architect, Thunderbird Road, Peoria, Arizona:  Task 
manager responsible for planting and irrigation design construction 
documents on a one-mile stretch of roadway from Loop 101 to 93rd 
Avenue. Input from the City of Peoria’s maintenance staff assisted in the 
selection of irrigation components and manufacturers. As the projects 
primary objective was street widening, the planting was provided as a 
support role to civil engineering. 

Landscape Architect, 1300 East Road, Sandy City, Utah: Task 
manager on this 6-mile stretch of roadway for planting and irrigation 
design construction documents. Responsible for the Sandy City Parks and 
Recreation coordination of the planting and irrigation design meeting 
local requirements.  
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Areas of Expertise 

Aerial Mapping 

Topographic Surveys 

ROW Plans 

Legal Descriptions 

Global Positioning Systems 

Years of Experience 

With URS: 25 Years 

With Other Firms: 9 Years 

Education 

Math and Survey 
Classes/1978/Phoenix College 

Registration/ Certification 

1987/RLS/AZ #21080 

1991/RLS/NV #9501 

Office Location  

Phoenix, Arizona 

 

Robert J. Pecha, RLS 
Survey Manager 

Overview 

Mr. Pecha is an experienced Survey Manager, responsible for survey work 
and personnel on all projects completed in Arizona and Nevada. His 
background includes Project Manager responsibilities, precise control 
surveys, aerial mapping control, boundary surveys, section break-outs, 
ALTA surveys, predesign (location and topographic) surveys and plans, 
ROW surveys and plans and construction staking. 

 

Project Specific Experience 

Survey Manager, 99th Avenue and McDowell Road Intersection 
Improvements, Avondale, Arizona, City of Avondale: Addition of a 
second northbound left turn lane included intersection widening, grading 
plans, signing and marking, and modifications to the existing signals. 
Survey services included topographic survey, basemapping, right of way 
and property calculations, and preparation of legal descriptions and 
exhibits.  

Survey Manager, Central Avenue Waterline and Roadway 
Improvements, City of Avondale, Arizona: A 2- mile project that 
included existing watermain replacement in a residential area and total 
pavement reconstruction, with water meters, services lines, curb gutter, 
sidewalk, and a watermain extension on the south half and pavement mill 
and overlay on the north half of the project. Survey services included 
topographic survey, basemapping, right of way and property calculations, 
and preparation of legal descriptions and exhibits.  

Survey Manager, US 60 Grand Avenue Improvements – State Route 
(SR) 303L to 99th Avenue, Arizona, ADOT: Roadway improvement 
project that included more than 2-miles of pavement widening and 
reconstruction, storm drain, noise walls; and 17 signal modifications over 
the project’s 10-mile length. Survey services included topographic survey, 
basemapping, right of way and property calculations, and preparation of 
legal descriptions and exhibits. 

Project Engineer, Glendale Onboard Transportation Program, 
Glendale, Arizona, City of Glendale: Right-of-way acquisition, design 
concepts, preliminary site development, intersection layout, roadway 
corridor development, street widening, safety improvements, bus bays, 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities; and landscaping at various locations. 
Survey services included topographic survey, basemapping, right of way 
and property calculations, and preparation of legal descriptions and 
exhibits. 



 

 

Areas of Expertise 

Water/Wastewater/Irrigation  

Wastewater Reclamation & Reuse 

Treatment Wetlands 

Groundwater Recharge & ASR 

Groundwater Investigations & 
Contaminant Remediation 

Civil/Commercial Development 

Environmental Permitting 

Years of Experience 

With URS: <1 Year 

With Other Firms: 30 Years 

Education 

Graduate Studies / 
Hydrogeology/Environmental 
Engineering / 1985-1986 / 
University of Arizona, Tucson 

BS / Agricultural Engineering / 
1978 / California Polytechnic State 
University, San Luis Obispo 

Registration/ Certification 

1984 /Professional Engineer / AZ 
/ 16248 

Office Location  

Phoenix, Arizona 

 

Richard A. Randall, PE 
Principal Engineer  

Overview 

Mr. Randall is a principal engineer in the URS Phoenix office and is an 
Arizona registered professional engineer with a broad base of 
water/wastewater, general civil and groundwater experience. He is a 
seasoned project manager, experienced in leading projects ranging from 
permitting and regulatory compliance to planning, design and 
construction of water/wastewater facilities and utilities infrastructure. His 
specialty expertise includes the planning and design of treatment, storage, 
pumping and conveyance facilities for wastewater reclamation/reuse 
systems and groundwater remediation programs; and in-depth experience 
in the design and operation of groundwater recharge and wetland 
treatment systems.  

Project Specific Experience 

Civil Engineering and Commercial Development 

Project Manager, McDowell Road Widening Project – 75th Avenue 
to 83rd Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona, City of Phoenix, Tri-Core: 
Responsible for 1.1 miles of roadway widening, reconstruction of three 
intersections, 3,700 feet of new storm sewer. Design included topographic 
survey, right-of-way strip maps, drainage report, environmental clearance, 
geotechnical investigations, landscaping, extensive utilities relocations, 
signage and stripping coordination, plans, specifications and cost 
estimates. 

Project Manager, 20th Street Improvement District at Circle 
Mountain Road, Phoenix, Arizona, Maricopa County Department 
of Transportation (MCDOT), Tri-Core: Designed 1,400 feet of 
roadway improvements for MCDOT. Design included topographic 
survey, utility relocations, drainage improvements, plans, specifications, 
and cost estimates. 

Project Engineer, Lake Pleasant Parkway - Phase 1b, 83rd Avenue 
& Beardsley Road to 95th Avenue, Peoria, Arizona, Tri-Core:  
Assisted with 2.2 miles of new parkway design and services during 
construction. Hired to perform Quality Assurance/Quality Control 
(QA/QC) and constructability review of current contract documents by 
another firm that resulted in redesign of parkway and connecting streets, 
preparation of technical design memorandum, drainage analysis and 
report for the ultimate condition, redesign of storm drain system and box 
culverts.  

Project Manager, Cashion Neighborhood Sidewalk Improvements, 
Avondale, Arizona, City of Avondale, Tri-Core: Responsible for 
planning, design, construction document preparation, and post design 
services for eight miles of sidewalk improvements in the Cashion 
neighborhood for City of Avondale. Included full topographic survey, 
coordination with utility companies and outside agencies, phased 
construction, and presentations at public meetings. This renovation 
project in an older neighborhood required encroachment negotiations and 
resolution, resolution of utilities conflicts, driveway reconstruction, 
drainage pattern maintenance, and developing an ADA compliant design 
in challenging conditions 
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Project Manager, New Store Design & Construction Services, 
Bentonville, Arkansas, Wal-Mart Stores, Tri-Core: Responsible for 
feasibility studies, site investigations, conceptual design, final design and 
preparation of contract documents, coordination with architectural 
design, agency entitlements, utilities coordination, off-site improvements, 
and permitting for new Wal-Mart Supercenters and Sam’s Club stores in 
Prescott, Kingman, Douglas, Chandler, Laveen, and Winslow.

Water/ Wastewater/ I rrigation & Drainage 

Project Manager, 91st Avenue Relief Storm Drain Design – Indian 
School Rd. to Meadowbrook Ave., Phoenix, Arizona, City of 
Phoenix, Tri-Core: Project included a topographic survey and a drainage 
investigation to determine that high stormwater flows from older 
neighborhoods without detention facilities combined with poor drainage 
characteristics of existing roadways and facilities created the drainage 
problems. A computer based hydrologic/hydraulic analysis of the system 
revealed the need for 2,300 feet of 48- to 42-inch piping, seven lateral 
connections, and five new catch basins. Plan-profile design drawings were 
prepared with the necessary detail sheets to allow construction with High 
Density Polyethylene (HDPE) sewer pipe for the first time on a project of 
this magnitude for City of Phoenix.  

Project Engineer, 54-Inch Water Transmission Main, 33rd Street & 
Roeser to 38th Street & Superior, Phoenix, Arizona, City of Phoenix, 
Tri-Core: Design of 9,500 feet of a 54-inch water transmission main for 
the City of Phoenix. The preparation of construction documents included 
topographic survey; field investigations; right-of-way acquisition; sheeting 
and trench box details; tunneling and jacking details, and other design 
considerations inherent to constructing a large diameter pipeline in a 
mature neighborhood. 

Project Engineer, Water Main Replacements, Quarter Sections 12-
27 & 11-25, Phoenix, Arizona, Phoenix, Arizona, Tri-Core: Design of 
replacement water mains, new fire hydrants, abandonment of existing 
water mains, and water service relocations for various City streets. 
Construction documents were prepared for 15,725 feet of replacement 6-
inch to 12-inch water mains. 

Design Manager, Distribution System and Turnouts for RIX, San 
Bernadino, California, Santa Anna Watershed Project Authority, 
CH2M HILL: Responsible for the design drawings and specifications to 
construct on-site piping for a 50 mgd RIX project. Facilities included 
2,000 feet of 66-inch diameter pipeline and ten turnoutstructures with 
adjustable weirs and flow measurement.  

Project Engineer, Reclaimed Water Delivery System, Tucson, 
Arizona, City of Tucson, CH2M HILL:  Assisted with the feasibility 
studies, master planning, and preliminary design leading up to the first 
phase implementation of a reclaimed water system for City of Tucson. 
Designed 13,000 feet of 24-inch diameter reclaimed water transmission 
pipeline. Provided coordination of pre-purchase materials and oversight 
during construction of reclaimed water treatment facilities, 10 miles of 24- 
and 36-inch diameter pipelines, two multi-million gallon storage 
reservoirs, and a booster pump station. Later performed pipeline routing 
studies and preliminary design of pipelines and pump stations for several 
expansion phases of the Tucson reclaimed water distribution system. 



 

 

Areas of Expertise 

Water/Wastewater/Irrigation  

Wastewater Reclamation & Reuse 

Treatment Wetlands 

Groundwater Recharge & ASR 

Groundwater Investigations & 
Contaminant Remediation 

Civil/Commercial Development 

Environmental Permitting 

Years of Experience 

With URS: <1 Year 

With Other Firms: 30 Years 

Education 

Graduate Studies / 
Hydrogeology/Environmental 
Engineering / 1985-1986 / 
University of Arizona, Tucson 

BS / Agricultural Engineering / 
1978 / California Polytechnic State 
University, San Luis Obispo 

Registration/ Certification 

1984 /Professional Engineer / AZ 
/ 16248 

Office Location  

Phoenix, Arizona 

 

Richard A. Randall, PE 
Principal Engineer  

Overview 

Mr. Randall is a principal engineer in the URS Phoenix office and is an 
Arizona registered professional engineer with a broad base of 
water/wastewater, general civil and groundwater experience. He is a 
seasoned project manager, experienced in leading projects ranging from 
permitting and regulatory compliance to planning, design and 
construction of water/wastewater facilities and utilities infrastructure. His 
specialty expertise includes the planning and design of treatment, storage, 
pumping and conveyance facilities for wastewater reclamation/reuse 
systems and groundwater remediation programs; and in-depth experience 
in the design and operation of groundwater recharge and wetland 
treatment systems.  

Project Specific Experience 

Civil Engineering and Commercial Development 

Project Manager, McDowell Road Widening Project – 75th Avenue 
to 83rd Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona, City of Phoenix, Tri-Core: 
Responsible for 1.1 miles of roadway widening, reconstruction of three 
intersections, 3,700 feet of new storm sewer. Design included topographic 
survey, right-of-way strip maps, drainage report, environmental clearance, 
geotechnical investigations, landscaping, extensive utilities relocations, 
signage and stripping coordination, plans, specifications and cost 
estimates. 

Project Manager, 20th Street Improvement District at Circle 
Mountain Road, Phoenix, Arizona, Maricopa County Department 
of Transportation (MCDOT), Tri-Core: Designed 1,400 feet of 
roadway improvements for MCDOT. Design included topographic 
survey, utility relocations, drainage improvements, plans, specifications, 
and cost estimates. 

Project Engineer, Lake Pleasant Parkway - Phase 1b, 83rd Avenue 
& Beardsley Road to 95th Avenue, Peoria, Arizona, Tri-Core:  
Assisted with 2.2 miles of new parkway design and services during 
construction. Hired to perform Quality Assurance/Quality Control 
(QA/QC) and constructability review of current contract documents by 
another firm that resulted in redesign of parkway and connecting streets, 
preparation of technical design memorandum, drainage analysis and 
report for the ultimate condition, redesign of storm drain system and box 
culverts.  

Project Manager, Cashion Neighborhood Sidewalk Improvements, 
Avondale, Arizona, City of Avondale, Tri-Core: Responsible for 
planning, design, construction document preparation, and post design 
services for eight miles of sidewalk improvements in the Cashion 
neighborhood for City of Avondale. Included full topographic survey, 
coordination with utility companies and outside agencies, phased 
construction, and presentations at public meetings. This renovation 
project in an older neighborhood required encroachment negotiations and 
resolution, resolution of utilities conflicts, driveway reconstruction, 
drainage pattern maintenance, and developing an ADA compliant design 
in challenging conditions 

 



 

 2

Project Manager, New Store Design & Construction Services, 
Bentonville, Arkansas, Wal-Mart Stores, Tri-Core: Responsible for 
feasibility studies, site investigations, conceptual design, final design and 
preparation of contract documents, coordination with architectural 
design, agency entitlements, utilities coordination, off-site improvements, 
and permitting for new Wal-Mart Supercenters and Sam’s Club stores in 
Prescott, Kingman, Douglas, Chandler, Laveen, and Winslow.

Water/ Wastewater/ I rrigation & Drainage 

Project Manager, 91st Avenue Relief Storm Drain Design – Indian 
School Rd. to Meadowbrook Ave., Phoenix, Arizona, City of 
Phoenix, Tri-Core: Project included a topographic survey and a drainage 
investigation to determine that high stormwater flows from older 
neighborhoods without detention facilities combined with poor drainage 
characteristics of existing roadways and facilities created the drainage 
problems. A computer based hydrologic/hydraulic analysis of the system 
revealed the need for 2,300 feet of 48- to 42-inch piping, seven lateral 
connections, and five new catch basins. Plan-profile design drawings were 
prepared with the necessary detail sheets to allow construction with High 
Density Polyethylene (HDPE) sewer pipe for the first time on a project of 
this magnitude for City of Phoenix.  

Project Engineer, 54-Inch Water Transmission Main, 33rd Street & 
Roeser to 38th Street & Superior, Phoenix, Arizona, City of Phoenix, 
Tri-Core: Design of 9,500 feet of a 54-inch water transmission main for 
the City of Phoenix. The preparation of construction documents included 
topographic survey; field investigations; right-of-way acquisition; sheeting 
and trench box details; tunneling and jacking details, and other design 
considerations inherent to constructing a large diameter pipeline in a 
mature neighborhood. 

Project Engineer, Water Main Replacements, Quarter Sections 12-
27 & 11-25, Phoenix, Arizona, Phoenix, Arizona, Tri-Core: Design of 
replacement water mains, new fire hydrants, abandonment of existing 
water mains, and water service relocations for various City streets. 
Construction documents were prepared for 15,725 feet of replacement 6-
inch to 12-inch water mains. 

Design Manager, Distribution System and Turnouts for RIX, San 
Bernadino, California, Santa Anna Watershed Project Authority, 
CH2M HILL: Responsible for the design drawings and specifications to 
construct on-site piping for a 50 mgd RIX project. Facilities included 
2,000 feet of 66-inch diameter pipeline and ten turnoutstructures with 
adjustable weirs and flow measurement.  

Project Engineer, Reclaimed Water Delivery System, Tucson, 
Arizona, City of Tucson, CH2M HILL:  Assisted with the feasibility 
studies, master planning, and preliminary design leading up to the first 
phase implementation of a reclaimed water system for City of Tucson. 
Designed 13,000 feet of 24-inch diameter reclaimed water transmission 
pipeline. Provided coordination of pre-purchase materials and oversight 
during construction of reclaimed water treatment facilities, 10 miles of 24- 
and 36-inch diameter pipelines, two multi-million gallon storage 
reservoirs, and a booster pump station. Later performed pipeline routing 
studies and preliminary design of pipelines and pump stations for several 
expansion phases of the Tucson reclaimed water distribution system. 



 

 

Randall Simpson, PE 
Senior Structural Engineer 

Overview 

Mr. Simpson is a vice president of URS and is the manager of URS’ 
structural engineering services in Arizona. He has 20 years of bridge 
engineering experience, including 18 years in Arizona. His relevant project 
experience includes design of numerous grade separation bridges and river 
crossings within Maricopa County including final design of over 27 new 
bridges and bridge widenings on the Maricopa Association of 
Governments (MAG) urban freeway system within the past 15 years. His 
experience also includes design management for major multi-discipline 
projects with significant structural elements. 

Project Specific Experience 

Project Structures Engineer, I-10 Median Widening Sarival to SR 
101L, ADOT: Responsible for the design of 8 mainline bridge widenings 
and two bridge replacements. Six of the widenings were designed in-house 
and the remainder of the work was performed through subconsultants. 
Structure types included cast-in-place and post-tensioned box girders, 
precast-prestressed I-girders and continuous slab. 

Project Manager, US 60 Intermediate TI Improvements, Arizona 
Department of Transportation: Managed the design of improvements 
to 5 traffic interchanges on US 60 Superstition Freeway including 
widening of the arterial streets, 6 new precast/spliced pedestrian bridges 
over the mainline freeway and 1 widened underpass bridge.  The project 
included signal modifications, street lighting and numerous utility 
relocations at each intersection. 

Project Manager, US 60 Traffic Interchange Improvements at 
Stapley, Gilbert & Val Vista, Arizona Department of Transportation: 
Project included widening of the existing crossroads, widening of two 
cast-in-place and post-tensioned box girder bridges, and construction of 
two new stand-alone pedestrian bridges over the freeway mainline.  

Project Manager, Grand Avenue 59th/Glendale Avenue Underpass, 
Arizona Department of Transportation:   Responsible for the design of 
a unique precast-prestressed I-girder bridge supporting the intersection of 
59th Avenue and Glendale Avenue over Grand Avenue in Glendale, 
Arizona. The bridge project replaces an existing 6-way intersection 
adjacent to Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) railroad tracks and 
features a unique top-down construction approach utilizing braced cast-
in-place drilled soldier piles to resist lateral soil pressures due to railroad 
loading. The 284-foot width of the bridge allows for irrigated landscaping 
in pedestrian plaza areas on the bridge deck. 

Project Structures Engineer, US 60 Design-Build, Arizona 
Department of Transportation: Responsible for the design of widening  
of four mainline overpass bridges, narrowing of one simple-span cast-in-
place box girder bridge and over 10 miles of sound barrier walls. 

Areas of Expertise 

Structural Engineering 

Bridge Design 

Noise & Retaining Walls 

Drainage Structures 

Years of Experience 

With URS: 12 Years 

With Other Firms: 8 Years 

Education 

MS / 1987 / Civil Engineering/   
Oregon State University 

Registration/ Certification 

1991 Professional Engineer / 
Arizona / 25336 

1997 Professional Engineer /  

Utah / 336151-2202 

2003 Professional Engineer / 
Oregon / 45282PE 

2006 Professional Engineer / 

New Mexico / 17652 

Office Location  

Phoenix, Arizona 
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Project Structures Engineer, SR 202L Santan Freeway Pecos Road 
Connector, Arizona Department of Transportation: Responsible for 
design of a 2-span cast-in-place and post-tensioned box girder bridge 
carrying 48th Street over the SR 202L Pecos Road Connector. The 
structure comprises the first half of a future dual-structure crossing. 

Project Structures Engineer, SR 202L Santan Freeway Kyrene to 
McClintock, Arizona Department of Transportation: Responsible for 
structure design including a 2-span cast-in-place and post-tensioned 
concrete underpass at the McClintock Drive TI, a “Manhattan-Type” 
pump station and several thousand feet of masonry sound barrier walls. 

Project Structures Engineer, SR 101L Price Freeway Warner to Frye, 
Arizona Department of Transportation: Responsible for structure 
design including one two-span post-tensioned box girder underpass, one 
two-span precast-prestressed I-girder overpass and a major sewer lift 
station.  

Project Structures Engineer, SR 51 Squaw Peak Highway Shea to 
Thunderbird, Arizona Department of Transportation: Responsible 
for design of two cast-in-place and post-tensioned box girder bridges, 
over 12,000 LF of retaining and noise walls, and a major pump station. 
The retaining wall types included flood walls, cantilever, Mechanically 
Stabilized Earth (MSE), soil-nail and tangent pile. 

Project Structures Engineer, US 60 Grand Avenue Design Concept 
Report (DCR), Arizona Department of Transportation: Responsible 
for preliminary design and structure selection reports for new bridges at 
five existing 6-legged intersections on Grand Avenue. Superstructure 
types for grade separation structures included precast-prestressed I-girders 
(conventional and spliced), cast-in-place and post-tensioned box girders, 
portal frames, and steel plate girders. Several retaining wall types were also 
evaluated, including MSE, soil nail, tieback, soldier pile, and mini-pile. 

Project Structures Engineer, 40th Street Bridge over Indian Bend 
Wash, City of Phoenix, Arizona: Responsible for the design of a 6-span 
bridge over Indian Bend Wash utilizing precast voided slabs. Structural 
aesthetic features included concrete patterning with inset icons and 
architectural pedestrian railings.   

Project Structures Engineer, Indian Bend Road Improvements – 
Scottsdale Road to Hayden Road, City of Scottsdale, Arizona: 
Responsible for developing the bridge and box culvert alternatives to 
replace an existing dip crossing of Indian Bend Wash. The project 
includes public involvement and agency coordination with the United 
States Army Corp of Engineers (USACE) and the Flood Control District 
of Maricopa County (FCDMC). 

Lead Design Engineer, State Route 153 Structures, Arizona, Arizona 
Department of Transportation: Responsible for preparing type studies 
for 12 bridges and designing 10 bridges and 1,100 LF of retaining walls. 
Bridge types included precast-prestressed I-girders and continuous cast-
in-place post-tensioned box girders. The project included a 9-span curved 
bridge over the Salt River, using precast-prestressed I-girders. 



 

 

Areas of Expertise 

Bridge/Structures Design 

Cost Estimates 

Years of Experience 

With URS: 10 Years 

With Other Firms: 4 Years 

Education 

MS / Civil Engineering (Structural) / 
1994 / Iowa State University, Ames 

BS / Civil Engineering / 1992 / Arizona 
State University, Tempe 

Registration/ Certification 

1998 / Civil Engineer / AZ / #32342 

2002 / Civil Engineer / CA/ #62884 

2002 / Civil Engineer / OR/ #72289 

2004 / Civil Engineer / WA / #41219 

Office Location  

Phoenix, Arizona 

Russell Stuart, PE 
Structures Engineering Manager 

Overview 

Mr. Stuart has 14 years of experience as a design engineer for highway and 
pedestrian bridges, retaining walls, drainage structures and other 
miscellaneous structures. He has contributed to or been responsible for 
preliminary and final designs of numerous urban and rural structures, 
including highway and pedestrian bridges, retaining and noise barrier 
walls, various types of drainage structures and other miscellaneous 
structures. His current responsibility as the Structures Engineering 
Manager is to oversee the Structures Team which consists of four 
engineers and one CADD technician. Typical tasks of the Structures 
Team are to prepare structural design calculations, perform quality control 
checks, develop construction plans, prepare cost estimates, and review 
shop drawings. 

Relevant Project Experience 

Structures Engineer, I-10 (Papago Freeway) Median Widening, 
Sarival Ave to SR 101L, Phoenix, Arizona, Arizona Department of 
Transportation (ADOT): URS was the prime consultant for this 8 mile 
segment of freeway widening. The URS Structures Team was responsible 
for widening six existing post-tensioned box girder bridges toward the 
median. Mr. Stuart’s role was to oversee the design calculations and the 
production of structural drawings and to coordinate with other project 
disciplines. ADOT also awarded URS a change order to widen I-10 
toward the outside from Sarival Road to Dysart Road. The Structures 
Team designed widenings for five bridges as part of this change order.  

Structures Engineer, Indian Bend Road Improvements, Scottsdale, 
Arizona, City of Scottsdale: A one mile segment of Indian Bend Road, 
which crossed Indian Bend Wash at-grade, was raised to make it 
functional during flood events. Major features of the project included a 
drop structure, arched culverts under the raised roadway, and channel 
lining. Mr. Stuart was responsible for: layout and design of the drop 
structure; layout and design of retaining walls adjacent to the elevated 
roadway; coordination with the arched culvert supplier; and coordination 
with artisic elements added to the drop structure. The drop structure is an 
expansive reinforced concrete pavement that functions as a broad-crested 
weir (approximately 1500 feet wide) and as an erosion protection slab.  

Structures Engineer, Thunderbird Road Improvements, Peoria, 
Arizona, City of Peoria: A one mile segment of Thunderbird Road was 
widened. The URS Structures Team was responsible for widening the 
existing 4-span concrete I-girder bridge over New River. Mr. Stuart’s role 
was to oversee the design calculations and the production of structural 
drawings and to coordinate with other project disciplines.  
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Structures Engineer, SR 22 (Garden Grove Freeway) Highway 
Reconstruction Design-Build, Orange County, California, Granite-
Myers-Rados (Joint Venture)/Orange County Transportation 
Authority: The project was for a  $400 million urban freeway 
reconstruction design-build project in which URS served as the lead 
designer for the joint venture team of Granite Construction Company, 
C.C. Meyers, Inc., and Steve P. Rados, Inc. (Granite-Myers-Rados) under 
a contract with the Orange County Transportation Authority. Services 
provided include: overall design management, highway design, traffic 
design, geotechnical investigations, soundwall design, utilities relocations, 
drainage and water quality design for the project. Mr. Stuart’s role was to 
oversee the design of more than 80 retaining walls. 

Structures Engineer, Grand Avenue Underpass At 59th 
Avenue/Glendale Avenue, Glendale, Arizona, ADOT: Mr. Stuart was 
responsible for structural design calculations and construction drawings 
for a single span bridge over Grand Avenue that supports the downtown 
intersection of 59th and Glendale Avenues. Design considerations 
included a “top-down” construction approach that accommodates the 
depression of Grand Ave; a surcharge load from railroad tracks adjacent 
to one abutment; a 54”-diameter SRP irrigation pipe supported by the 
bridge; an existing corner pole for 230-kV power lines immediately behind 
one abutment; and additional loads due to aesthetic enhancements in two 
pedestrian plazas supported by the bridge.  

Structures Engineer, Rural Road Pedestrian Bridge over US 60, 
Tempe, Arizona, ADOT: Mr. Stuart as responsible for structural design 
calculations for a two-span segmental concrete pedestrian bridge over US 
60 (Superstition Freeway). Design considerations included a similar 
appearance to the adjacent roadway bridge; minimal disruption to freeway 
traffic during construction; keeping the weight of the precast segments 
within hauling and lifting limitations of local precasters; and coordinating 
with a concurrent design-build project that widened US 60. 

Task Leader, US 60 Widening, I-10 to Val Vista, Tempe and Mesa, 
Arizona, ADOT: Mr. Stuart was the task leader for the structural design 
work on Segment 2 of this design-build project. Primary responsibilities 
were overseeing the preparation of design calculations and construction 
drawings for four bridge widenings on mainline US60 and one bridge 
narrowing on an entry ramp. Additional tasks included design and 
drawings for non-standard masonry sound walls, barrier transitions, and 
foundations for luminaire poles and sign structures. During construction, 
reviewed shop drawings and contributed to the resolution of field 
problems. 
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EXHIBIT C 
TO 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF AVONDALE 
AND 

URS CORPORATION 
 

[Scope of Work] 
 

See following pages. 
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EXHIBIT D 
TO 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF AVONDALE 
AND 

URS CORPORATION 
 

[Fee Proposal] 
 

See following pages. 
 
 

















CITY COUNCIL REPORT

SUBJECT: 
Ordinance 1346-209 - Indian School Road Right-of-

Way Annexation 

MEETING DATE: 
February 9, 2009 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: Carmen Martinez, City Clerk (623) 333-1214

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

PURPOSE:

Staff is requesting Council adoption of an ordinance annexing the County right-of way along Indian 
School Road from Dysart Road to old Litchfield Road. 

DISCUSSION:

As part of the Intergovernmental Agreement with Maricopa County for roadway improvements to 
Indian School Road approved by Council on March 5, 2007, the City of Avondale agreed to annex 
the right of way upon completion of the improvements.      
 
The improvements have been completed and it is now time to proceed with the annexation of the 
right of way.  In addition to complying with the terms of the IGA, adoption of the annexation 
ordinance will eliminate confusion when police or fire are called to respond to the area and would 
allow the city to ensure that the right of way is maintained to city standards. 

RECOMMENDATION:

City Staff recommends that Council adopt the attached ordinance annexing existing right of way 
along Indian School Road from Dysart to Old Litchfield Road. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

Ordinance 1346-209
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ORDINANCE NO. 1346-209 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVONDALE, 
ARIZONA, EXTENDING THE CORPORATE BOUNDARIES OF THE CITY 
OF AVONDALE BY ANNEXING THERETO COUNTY RIGHT-OF-WAY 
AND ROADWAY, GENERALLY LOCATED ALONG INDIAN SCHOOL 
ROAD BETWEEN DYSART ROAD AND OLD LITCHFIELD ROAD. 

 
WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Avondale (the “City Council”) desires to extend 

the corporate boundaries of the City of Avondale (the “City”); and 
 
WHEREAS, ARIZ. REV. STAT. § 9-471(N) allows for the annexation of county right-of-

way and roadway containing no taxable real property into an adjacent city if the property to be 
annexed is adjacent to the city for the entire length of the annexation and if the city and the 
county each approve the proposed annexation as a published agenda item at a regular public 
meeting of their governing bodies; and 

 
WHEREAS, the property proposed for annexation (i) consists entirely of Maricopa 

County right-of-way and roadway containing no taxable real property and (ii) is adjacent to the 
City for its entire length; and 

 

WHEREAS, this Ordinance has been duly posted as an agenda item at a regular meeting 
of the City Council. 

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

AVONDALE as follows: 
 
SECTION 1. That a parcel of land in Maricopa County, Arizona, generally located 

along Indian School Road between Dysart Road and Old Litchfield Road, as more particularly 
described in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, is hereby annexed 
into the corporate boundaries of the City of Avondale. 

 
SECTION 2. That (i) the City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to file, in the 

Maricopa County Recorder’s Office, a fully executed copy of this Ordinance, together with an 
accurate map of the Annexation Area and (ii) 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. 
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SECTION 3. If any provision of this Ordinance is for any reason held by any court of 
competent jurisdiction to be unenforceable, such provision of 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 9, 2009 

 
 
 

       
Marie Lopez Rogers, Mayor  

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
       
Carmen Martinez, City Clerk 
 
APPROVED: 
 
 
 
       
Andrew J. McGuire, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT A 
TO 

ORDINANCE NO. 1346-209 
 

(Map and Legal Description of Annexation Area) 
 

See following pages. 



DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES

SUBJECT: 
Master Site Plan and Final Site Plan approval 

Piazza Del Campanas 

MEETING DATE: 
February 9, 2009 

  

TO: Mayor and Council

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

THROUGH: Charlie McClendon, City Manager

REQUEST: Master Site Plan approval for Piazza Del Campanas, future pads, and Parkway Bank 
and retail buildings; Final Site Plan approval for Piazza Del Campanas (DR-08-9) 

PARCEL 
SIZE:

Approximately 14 acres

LOCATION: Southeast corner of Dysart Road and Thomas Road 

APPLICANT: Christine Morris, Morris & Torok Architects

OWNER: Jeff Tiller, Centrepointe Development & Robert Lusser, Parkway Bank & Trust Co.

BACKGROUND:

The subject property was annexed on January 16, 1978, as a part of a larger annexation. On June 
29, 1992, City Council approved the North Avondale Specific Plan, which assigned a land use 
designation to the property as Commercial/Employment. On August 2, 1993, City Council approved 
a Development Agreement between the City of Avondale and SunCor Development Company 
regarding the future Palm Valley-Avondale Planned Area Development (PAD), which includes the 
subject property. On September 6, 1994, City Council approved case Z94-284 Palm Valley-Avondale 
PAD, which rezoned the subject property to PAD as part of a larger area. The approved PAD 
designates the uses for the subject property as Neighborhood Retail but does not define the 
term. On January 7, 2002, the City Council approved a third amendment to the Development 
Agreement that established that Neighborhood Retail shall mean Neighborhood Commercial (C-1) 
uses. On June 17, 2002, Council approved the General Plan, which assigns a land use designation 
of Commercial to the subject property.  
 
On December 22, 2008, staff administratively approved a minor amendment of the PAD to allow a 
reduced parking setback along Dysart and Thomas Roads from 30 feet to 20 feet. 

SUMMARY OF REQUEST:

The applicant is requesting approval of a Master Site Plan for the entire property of approximately 14 
acres. Master Site Plan approval includes a project narrative, site plan, conceptual landscape plan, 
preliminary grading & drainage, and preliminary utilities plan, and building elevations, building 
materials and colors. 

The applicant is requesting Site Plan approval of 129,200 square feet of office and retail buildings 
labeled as buildings A through F, as shown on the site plan. Future site plan approvals for the pad 
sites and the corner bank-retail portion of the site will be an administrative approval by staff, provided 
the site plans are in conformance with the approved Master Site Plan. 

 



The site is relatively flat and vacant, with a municipal water well facility on the northwest corner. An 
unused concrete irrigation canal exists along Thomas and Dysart Roads. This approval would result 
in removal of the irrigation canals. The streets, curb and gutter for both Thomas and Dysart Roads 
are installed, but this approval would necessitate rebuilding off-site improvements along Thomas 
Road, the intersection of Thomas and Dysart Roads, and at driveway and deceleration lanes along 
Dysart Road. An eight-foot block wall exists along the east and south property line buffering the site 
from the Rancho Santa Fe neighborhood. There are no proposals to modify the wall except to put 
necessary utility lines through in one small section. A ten-foot wide landscape buffer is provided 
along the perimeter walls interior to the site comprised primarily of Acacia and Sissoo trees. 

PARTICIPATION:

Upon receipt of the application, letters were mailed to adjacent property owners within 500 feet 
notifying them of a site plan application on the subject property. 

Because this request does not require a public hearing, neither a neighborhood meeting nor public 
notice advertisement was required. 

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:

The Planning Commission heard this item January 15, 2009 (Exhibit H). No members of the public 
spoke on this item. The Planning Commission requested that additional architectural elements, such 
as wall relief or faux windows, be added to the upper portions of the rear of the buildings that face 
adjacent residential. The applicant agreed. The Planning Commission recommended approval of 
DR-08-9 subject to the following conditions: 

1.      Development shall be in conformance with the Site Plan, Building Elevations, Landscape 
Plan, and project narrative date stamped 12/24/2008, except as modified by the conditions of 
approval given below. 

2.      The plan approval expires one year from date of approval unless the building permit has 
been issued. 

3.      All development shall be done in accordance with the City of Avondale General Engineering 
Requirements Manual and the City of Avondale Supplement to MAG Uniform Specifications 
and Details. 

4.      All common, landscape and open space areas shall be maintained by a property owner in 
accordance with the approved plan date stamped December 24, 2008. 

5.      No exterior equipment, including but not limited to mechanical equipment and roof ladders, 
shall be allowed where they are visible to the public or from an off-site location. 

6.      Landscape material adjacent to the property line shall not impede the pedestrian or fire lane 
access routes. 

7.      All undeveloped pads, portions of the development or center shall be treated with 
decomposed granite for dust control until such time of development of those areas. 

8.      Site plan approval of the pad sites and the bank-retail corner shall be administrative by staff, 
provided the site plan is in conformance with the approved master site plan. 

9.      All development shall be done in accordance with the City’s Design Manuals. 

10. Prior to approval of construction documents, a plat or minor land division is required to be 
approved by the City. According to the Maricopa County Property Assessor’s Records, the 



subject property is comprised of three tax parcels, 501-75-008M, 501-75-008N and 501-75-008P. 
The plat or minor land division shall: (a) reconfigure the three parcels into the appropriate 
number of parcels as shown on the approved site plan; and (b) dedicate right-of-way for turn 
lanes as required by the approved traffic study, the Avondale Transportation Plan, and the 
City Engineer.  

11. Right-of-way improvements shall be per the approved traffic study and the City Engineer, and 
shall include transit stops, deceleration lanes, pork chop medians, a Thomas Road median.  

Right-of-way dedication shall conform to the following, as shown on the site plan: 

≠        Thomas Road 65 feet width half-street. 

≠        Dysart Road 65 feet width half-street. 

≠        An additional 10 feet width to accommodate driveway turn and deceleration lanes as 
shown. 

≠        An additional 15 feet width to accommodate intersection turn lanes. 

12. Provide executed and recorded cross-access easements on the connecting drive aisles 
between the bank-retail property and the office-retail property, and provide cross-access 
easements between the office-retail and the five future pad sites, prior to approval of the plat 
or minor land division for the property. 

13. Medical office use shall be allowed only in Buildings A and B. 

14. All non-handicapped parking stalls shall be a minimum of 9 feet by 18 feet, and all 
handicapped parking stalls shall meet the current Building Code requirements at the time of 
permitting. 

15. All parking area light poles shall be located within landscape planter islands. 

16. A comprehensive sign plan shall be approved by staff prior to issuance of a building permit. 

17. Shopping cart corrals in the parking area shall be required prior to approval of any business 
utilizing shopping carts. The cart corrals shall be architecturally compatible with the theme of 
the property as a whole, shall not contain signage for the purpose of advertising, and shall be 
in conformance to with the Design Manuals. 

ANALYSIS:

The subject property was subdivided (without City approval) approximately 3 years ago, and is 
currently under two separate ownerships. Parkway Bank and Trust Company owns the 2 acre parcel 
at the corner of Thomas and Dysart Roads, and Centrepointe Development owns the remaining 12 
acres comprised of two parcels. Staff is proposing a stipulation (# 10) that requires the land be 
subdivided in accordance with the approved site plan and dedicate right-of-way as required by the 
traffic study, the City’s Transportation Plan, and the City Engineer. Staff is also proposing a 
stipulation (# 12) that requires cross-access easements between the bank corner, the office-retail 
shopping center and the future pads be recorded prior to approval of the plat or minor land division. 

Site Design 

The applicant is proposing a one-story 4,000 square foot bank with a drive-thru, two one-story multi-
tenant retail buildings of 9,500 square feet and 3,200 square feet, a 27,000 square foot two-story 



multi-tenant retail and office building attached to a one-story 65,500 square foot multi-tenant retail 
shopping center, and five future pad sites. The General Plan Land Use Map identifies the property 
as Commercial, and the zoning is Planned Area Development (PAD) with Neighborhood Commercial 
(C-1) uses and development standards. Office and retail uses are permitted uses, and the bank is 
permitted with conditions regarding window placement, canopy design, and distance from 
residential. The proposed bank site complies with these conditions. Staff is proposing a stipulation (# 
13) that excludes medical office uses from the site because it was not calculated into the provision of 
parking. The medical office parking ratio is 1 space per 200 square feet of building, and the non-
medical office ratio is 1 space per 250 square feet. The applicants have not identified buildings 
where medical office use is proposed and have used the non-medical office parking ratio for all 
office. 

The site plan shows an area for shopping carts in front of Building D. Shopping cart corrals are 
necessary to preserve the aesthetic appeal of the area, and to reduce potential damage to vehicles 
using the parking field. Staff is proposing a stipulation (# 17) to address this. 

Circulation & Parking Area 

Access to the site is via five proposed driveways, three on Thomas Road and two on Dysart 
Road. The proposed site plan shows the approximate location of the driveways, but does not reflect 
the final level of access for the three driveways on Thomas Road. The City is working with the 
applicant to provide a full access for the center driveway to align with the drive aisle going under and 
through the arch of Buildings A and B. This full access would also align with a break in the required 
median along Thomas Road to be installed by the applicant. The driveway re-alignment might 
require a slight shift west of the western right-in/right-out driveway, and would require that the full-
access eastern driveway become a left-in/right-out drive posted for truck deliveries only. The final 
location and level of access for the Thomas Road driveways will be determined prior to construction 
document submittal, and will be in accordance with an approved traffic study. 

The main vehicular and pedestrian access to the site would be via the center driveway on Thomas 
Road, and the northern driveway on Dysart Road. These drive aisles meet in front of Building D, and 
there are several other drive aisles providing access to parking fields and buildings on the site. The 
main drive aisles have three circular paving patterns at intervals, with a fountain feature in the center 
of two of the circular areas. One fountain is located north of Buildings A and B and the other is 
located at the crossing area of the main north-south pedestrian pathway connecting Buildings A and 
F. All drive aisles meet requirements for fire access and turning radii and traffic improvements.. 

Pedestrian access from Dysart Road is via a sidewalk that runs along the main vehicular drive 
aisle. A north-south sidewalk provides access for pedestrians to portions of the site north and south 
of the main parking area. Shaded pedestrian walkways exist in front of the retail portions of the 
site. The main pedestrian access from Thomas Road is via one sidewalk that runs along the center 
drive aisle, connecting to Buildings A and B, through the covered breezeway, and to the rest of the 
buildings in the retail area, and two other sidewalks connecting to the bank and its associated retail 
buildings. 

The proposed site requires 467 parking spaces total, excepting the future pad sites, as calculated by 
the building square footages and uses proposed. The bank-retail portion requires 69 spaces, 3 of 
which must be handicapped accessible, and provides 81, including 3 handicapped accessible 
spaces. The office-retail portion of the site requires 398 spaces, 8 of which must be handicapped 
accessible, and provides 471 spaces, including 14 handicapped accessible. Total provided spaces 
552 spaces, 17 of which are handicapped accessible. No covered parking is proposed. 

Staff is proposing a stipulation (# 14) that requires non-handicapped parking spaces be revised to be 
18 feet in length. The applicant has provided 16 feet length parking spaces adjacent to all buildings, 
with an additional 2 feet of sidewalk for overhang. The Zoning Ordinance does not provide for 



reductions in parking space length below 18 feet. The additional 2 feet will be removed from the 
sidewalks, which will still meet building requirements for accessibility. 

All parking lot lighting fixtures are located more than 35 feet from residential properties. Parking lot 
lighting shall be 25 feet high, and be located within landscaped areas in the parking lot, per the City’s 
Design Manual. All lighting sources shall be directed downward to protect adjacent residential areas 
from unnecessary lighting. 

Perimeter and Interior Landscaping 

Approximately 13% of the total site area is landscaped, which exceeds the minimum requirement of 
10% landscaping. A 20-foot landscaped buffer is provided along Thomas and Dysart Roads, plus 
additional landscaping in the right-of-way. Trees are planted at an interval of one per twenty feet, 
arranged in a non-static linear pattern. Tree types include Date Palm trees at the driveways along 
Dysart, Acacia, Sissoo, Chitalpa, Bird of Paradise, Pistachio, Palo Verde, Swan Hill Olive, and 
Evergreen Elm. Arrangements of shrubs, palms, and groundcovers are also provided. 

A 10-foot landscape buffer is provided along the east and south property line along the 8-foot height 
masonry wall to buffer the site from abutting residential. The buffer is planted with Acacia and Sissoo 
trees, one every twenty feet, plus accompanying shrubs. 

Parking area landscaping is composed of trees in landscape islands along the drive aisles and in 
landscape planters in front of the buildings. These trees provide aesthetic appeal and will provide 
shade to pedestrians and vehicles. 

All trees are low water usage plantings and are listed on the Arizona Department of Water 
Resources Phoenix Area approved plantings list. 

Open Space Amenities 

Shaded plazas are provided at the northeast corner of Building A, northwest corner of Building B, 
and near the bell tower of Building E, per the Design Manuals. Areas shaded by building overhangs 
are provided at the southwest corner of Building A and along the front of retail buildings C, D, E and 
F. At various points along these frontages, and around all buildings, are landscape planters and 
landscape areas providing an opportunity for seating or standing. Internal landscaping is evenly 
distributed through the whole site, and each building has a proportional share. 

Building Architecture 

Building architecture is a harmonious blend of Old World Mediterranean with accent materials and 
colors. The two-story office-retail Building A and B are 30 feet in height, with 5 feet for architectural 
parapets and roof slope, and two bell towers 60 feet in height. The upper story is office, the lower 
story is a combination of office and retail. The bell towers’ upper levels are non-habitable, and the 
lower portions acts as stair wells. Colors are bold to offer an appropriate contrast compared to 
Dysart Commons retail center to the north and Estrella Mountain Community College to the 
northeast. Materials are stucco in tones of yellows and pinks, with a stone wainscot at ground level 
and on columns, split face block on the rear elevations, weather resistant canvas canopies over tall 
windows at intermittent sections, and weathered bronze for the bell tower domes. 

The bank and retail architecture complements the office retail buildings. Faux second stories are 
provided with windows accented by shutters, as well as cornices along the roofline. Colors are 
comparatively warmer, using desert beiges and tans, with stone use on upper levels, as end 
columns on buildings, and as wainscoting. Differences include windows that are uniformly 
rectangular instead of arched and the absence of bell towers. The architecture, color and materials 



of the bank-retail corner property serves as a desirable transition from Dysart Commons and Estrella 
Mountain Community College to the north and the architecture on the rest of the site to the south. 

Signage 

The site plan shows two free standing monument signs, one on Thomas Road and one on Dysart 
Road, in compliance with the Zoning Ordinance. The proposed comprehensive sign plan shows too 
many free standing signs and exceeds maximum heights for some of them allowed by the Zoning 
Ordinance. The comprehensive sign plan is not recommended for approval with this request, and will 
require resubmittal prior to issuance of a building permit. Staff is recommending a stipulation to this 
effect (# 16). Free standing sign design, color and materials will be compatible with the architecture 
of the property. Wall signs for the offices will be uniform in color, font and lighting. Wall signs for the 
retail will be within an aligned sign field shown in the sign plan, but will be allowed colors in 
accordance with business logos. No raceways for signs will be permitted. 

Conclusion: 

Based on the information provided by the applicants and the analysis by staff, staff recommends 
approval of the requested site plan. This request meets the required criteria and will conform to the 
conditions of approval. 

FINDINGS:

1.      The project meets the General Plan Land Use of Commercial for this site. 

2.      The development will conform to the Palm Valley-Avondale PAD and the Zoning Ordinance. 

3.      The project meets the Avondale Design Manual for commercial development. 

4.      The conditions of approval are reasonable to ensure conformance with the provisions of the 
Avondale Zoning Ordinance.  

RECOMMENDATION:

The City Council should APPROVE application DR-08-9. 

PROPOSED MOTION:

I move that the City Council accept the findings and APPROVE application DR-08-9, a request for 
Master Site Plan approval for Piazza Del Campanas, future pads, and Parkway Bank and retail 
buildings, and Final Site Plan approval of Piazza Del Campanas..   

ATTACHMENTS: 

Click to download

Exhibit A - Zoning Map

Exnibit B - 2008 Aerial Photograph

Exhibit C - Summary of Related Facts

Exhibit D - Project Narratives

Exhibit E - Site Plans

Exhibit F - Building Elevations

Exhibit G - Comprehensive Sign Plan

Exhibit H - Draft Minutes Planning Commission 1.15.2009

FULL SIZE COPIES (Council Only):

None



PROJECT MANAGER:

Eric Morgan, Planner II (623) 333-4017
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SUMMARY OF RELATED FACTS 

 

APPLICATION DR-08-9 

 

 

THE PROPERTY 

 

PARCEL SIZE 13.934 acres 

LOCATION SEC Dysart and Thomas Roads 

PHYSICAL 

CHARACTERISTICS 

Rectangular and relatively level surface, vacant, with an 

existing well and abandoned concrete irrigation canals along 

Dysart and Thomas Roads. 

EXISTING LAND USE Vacant 

EXISTING ZONING Planned Area Development (PAD) 

ZONING HISTORY Annexed 1/16/1978 

DEVELOPMENT 

AGREEMENT 

With SunCor Development (8/2/1993) 

 

 

SURROUNDING ZONING AND LAND USE 

 

NORTH Planned Area Development (PAD) – Dysart Commons (retail) 

EAST Planned Area Development (PAD) – Rancho Santa Fe (SFR detached) 

SOUTH Planned Area Development (PAD) – Rancho Santa Fe (SFR detached) 

WEST City of Goodyear - SFR detached, golf course, offices 

  

GENERAL PLAN 

 

The subject property is designated as Commercial on the General Plan Land Use Map. 

 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

 

SCHOOL DISTRICT(S) Litchfield Elementary School District 

Agua Fria Union High School District 

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS Rancho Santa Fe Elementary School (K-8) 

HIGH SCHOOL Agua Fria High School 

Exhibit C 



 

STREETS 

 

Dysart Road 

 

Classification Arterial 

Existing half street ROW 65 feet   

Standard half street ROW 65 feet 

Existing half street improvements 3 vehicular lanes, ½ median,  bike lane, 

curb and gutter, attached sidewalk, street 

lights 

Standard half street improvements 3 vehicular lanes, ½ median,  bike lane, 

curb and gutter, attached sidewalk, street 

lights, plus deceleration lanes 

 

 

STREETS 

 

Thomas Road 

 

Classification Arterial 

Existing half street ROW 65 feet 

Standard half street ROW 65 feet (why?) 

Existing half street improvements 2 vehicular lanes, ½ turning lane, curb & 

gutter 

Standard half street improvements 2 vehicular lanes, full median,  bike lane, 

curb and gutter, attached sidewalk, street 

lights, plus deceleration lanes 

 

 

UTILITIES 

 

There is an existing 12” water line in Dysart Road.  There is an existing 16” water line in 

Thomas Road with a tap at the NW corner of the property.  There is also an existing 10” 

water line along the south property line with the Rancho Santa Fe subdivision, with a tap 

at the SW corner of the property. 

 

There is an existing 8” sewer line in W. Windsor Avenue in the Rancho Santa Fe 

subdivision south of the property, with a tap at the SE corner of the property.  There is 

also an existing 8” sewer line in W. Roanoke Avenue in the Rancho Santa Fe subdivision 

east of the property, with a tap at the E-SE corner of the property. 

 

























































EXHIBIT H 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

REGULAR MEETING 

 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

11465 W. CIVIC CENTER DR. 

AVONDALE, AZ 85323 

 

Thursday, January 15, 2009 

6:30 P.M. 

 

 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
 

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 

  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 

 

 

VIII. OTHER BUSINESS 
 

3.  DR-08-9: Christine Morris of Morris & Torok Architects is requesting 

Master Site Plan approval for Piazza Del Companas commercial 

center.  The property is located at the southeast corner of Dysart 

and Thomas Roads.  Staff Contact:  Eric Morgan. 

 

Eric Morgan, Planner II, Development Services Department, stated this item is a request for 

approval of a Master Site Plan for the entire subject property and a Final Site Plan for a portion 

of the subject property.  The subject property consists of a vacant parcel approximately 14 acres 

in area.  It is composed of three separate parcels under two separate ownerships.  North of the 
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property is Dysart Commons zoned PAD (Planned Area Development), and to the northwest is 

Estrella Mountain Community College zoned PAD.  To the west is the City of Goodyear and the 

property is surrounded on the other sides by Single Family Residential.   

 

Mr. Morgan noted a slight adjustment in the access points contrary to the site plan before the 

Commission.  There will be three access points with the center driveway as the full access point.  

The applicant will build a median on Thomas Road.  The other two access points will be right-

in/right-out.  The easternmost driveway will be marked for delivery vehicles.  The applicant will 

rebuild off-site improvements along Thomas Road, the intersection of Thomas and Dysart 

Roads, and at driveway and declaration lanes along Dysart Road.  All off-site perimeter 

improvements will be completed in first phase.  The vehicular circulation through the site can be 

accessed from Thomas and Dysart Roads.  There will be pedestrian connections from off-site 

sidewalks into the site and to the buildings. 

 

The applicant is requesting Master Site Plan approval for the entire property of 14 acres and 

Final Site Plan approval for Buildings A through F.  This approval will allow the applicant to 

proceed with construction drawings and pull building permits for Buildings A through F.  Staff 

has stipulated that Site Plan approval of the pad sites and the bank-retail corner shall be 

administratively by Staff provided the Site Plan is in conformance with the approved Master Site 

Plan.   

 

Approximately 13 percent of the total site area is landscaped.  A 10-foot landscape buffer is 

provided along the east and south property line along an existing 8-foot height masonry wall to 

buffer the site from abutting residential.  The buffer will be planted with trees every 20 feet on 

center.  Landscape planters and landscape areas will be provided for seating or standing.  Shaded 

plazas are provided under walkways throughout the site.  There are three fountains on the site.  

Buildings A and B are two-story office-retail with two bell towers at a height of 60 feet.  The 

upper story is office, with the lower story a combination of office and retail and an allowance for 

medical use.  The exterior materials are stucco, stone veneer, and split face block.  The 

architecture is Mediterranean with stone accents.  The bank and retail architecture compliments 

the office-retail buildings; however, the colors will be muted.  Faux second stories are provided 

with a variation in roof line and a bell tower feature.  Mr. Morgan noted the bells are not real 

bells that ring.   

 

The proposed sign plan shows too many freestanding signs and exceeds maximum heights, 

which will require re-submittal prior to issuance of a building permit.  What will be allowed is 

one freestanding sign on Dysart Road and one freestanding sign on Thomas Road for the entire 

project, including the bank. 

 

Staff finds that the applicant’s proposal meets the four findings for approval.  Staff recommends 

approval with 17 stipulations.  Mr. Morgan noted that Stipulation No. 13 reads “No medical 

office use is permitted anywhere on the site.”  He now understands that the applicant does want 

medical office.  The site is currently 20 percent over-parked.  Staff proposes to change that 



Planning Commission Regular Meeting Minutes 

January 15, 2009 

Page 3 of 7 

 

 

 

stipulation to state “Medical office may be permitted only in Buildings A and/or B.”  Staff has 

considered the parking requirements for that use and the site is still over-parked.  Staff will make 

that change to the Site Plan at the time of construction documents.   

 

Chairperson Iwanski asked Mr. Morgan to repeat Stipulation No. 13.  Mr. Morgan stated 

Stipulation No. 13 should read “Medical office may be permitted only in Buildings A and/or B.” 

 

Chairperson Iwanski asked if a bus bay would be provided.  Mr. Morgan stated there is a 

combination deceleration lane/bus bay on Thomas Road just past the intersection.   

 

Commissioner Cotera stated the backs of Buildings E and F do not appear very attractive and she 

is concerned that some residential neighbors will be able to see into the back of the site until the 

trees are fully grown.  Mr. Morgan explained the residential houses are set back a good 50 feet 

and the wall is 8 feet in height.  Staff attempted to include a lot of decoration on areas that will 

be in the line of sight.  The remaining architecture is split face block with banding, which Staff 

believes is an adequate elevation.  They are open to the Commission’s suggestions for approving 

the appearance.  Commissioner Cotera suggested the elevation could include more decorative 

elements, such as more faux windows.  Mr. Morgan stated that Staff would work with the 

applicant to address that concern. 

 

Vice Chair Demlong stated he too would like to see four-sided architecture, especially as the 

building is over 30 feet high and on the south side is within 30 feet of the wall, and the trees 

selected will not likely exceed 15 to 20 feet.  He stated on the drainage plan there is three feet of 

difference between where the bank sits back to Building E.  He suggested checking the drainage 

calculations to make sure a large water flow will not flood the buildings.  He pointed out that on 

page C-2, City of Goodyear requirements are referenced.  As the City of Avondale requirements 

are much better, he would encourage the engineer to use the City of Avondale drainage 

regulations.  Mr. Morgan stated that was just a comment by the fire department.  Vice Chair 

Demlong asked if a water right stipulation would come later, as one has not been included in the 

stipulations.  Mr. Morgan informed the Commission that Staff has a new policy to pursue water 

rights in the minor land division, platting stage, and are pursuing water rights outside of the site 

process now.   

 

Chairperson Iwanski stated that Avondale obviously has quality water resource professionals.  

Vice Chair Demlong thanked Chairperson Iwanski for his comment. 

 

Vice Chair Demlong asked Mr. Morgan to point out the trash enclosure areas on the site.  Mr. 

Morgan pointed out the trash enclosures.  Vice Chair Demlong asked if there was a regulation 

that trash enclosures need to be a certain number of feet from a residential area.  Mr. Morgan 

replied that the Design Manual calls for 40 feet and these trash enclosures meet the requirement 

of being 40 feet from the residential area.  Staff would like to see the trash enclosures somewhere 

else, but there is no other available location.  Vice Chair Demlong stated he too would like to see 

the trash enclosures somewhere else on the property.   
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Vice Chair Demlong asked if there would be another sign review, as the entry signs appear huge.  

Mr. Morgan explained that the maximum height is 10 feet, plus an additional 2 feet for an 

architectural embellishment at the top.  The sign package will be approved administratively and 

will comply with the Zoning Ordinance. 

 

Vice Chair Demlong referenced Stipulation 10 and asked if there are two different property 

owners.  Mr. Morgan stated the property is currently owned by two property owners.  Vice Chair 

Demlong asked what will happen if the two property owners cannot come to an agreement.  Mr. 

Morgan explained in that case the Site Plan would not be viable, and the Site Plan will not go 

forward until the property issue is resolved.  Currently recorded by Maricopa County and by 

deed, the property on the corner was sliced off, and that is the first step.  As well, there is a small 

parcel that Staff wants combined with the rest of the site.  While one property owner can hold up 

another, in this case the bank has been working with the applicant and the City the entire time 

and they have paid part of the fees, signed the application, provided the elevations, and done site 

work along with the applicant.  The bank is interested in having a legally recognized piece of 

property.  Vice Chair Demlong asked was it an oversight that the property was split in this 

manner.  Mr. Morgan explained that when somebody goes to the County, the County will record 

anything and the City only finds out after it shows up on the GIS maps.   

 

Vice Chair Demlong noted an error in the Staff Report regarding the landscaping. 

  

Vice Chair Demlong asked about the spacing between the handicapped parking spaces.  Mr. 

Morgan stated each handicap space requires a five foot access ramp by federal law, which is 

detailed on a detail sheet on the construction documents.  Vice Chair Demlong asked if 9 X 18 

feet for handicapped spaces meets ADA standards.  Mr. Morgan stated 9 X 18 is for regular 

parking spaces and handicap spaces are 11 X 18, plus 5 feet.   

 

Vice Chair Demlong asked for clarification on the deceleration turn lanes.  Mr. Morgan stated 

the applicant is dedicating 75 feet along Thomas Road on the eastern portion and 80 feet at the 

corner.  

 

Vice Chair Demlong asked if the property owner or developer had agreed to pay for all perimeter 

infrastructure at phase one.  Mr. Morgan stated the applicant has agreed to pay for all perimeter 

infrastructure at phase one. 

 

Commissioner Cotera noted the signs would be lighted with LED lights and she would like to see 

lighting that is more dark-sky friendly.  She shared that the white LED lights on signs in Phoenix 

have a cumulative effect, which is impacting the astronomy industry in Arizona.  She noted this 

is a 250 million dollar a year industry.  The lights in Phoenix are even affecting observatories in 

Flagstaff.  She hopes the parking lot lights will be fully contained and down-lit.    
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Chairperson Iwanski asked if Avondale has a dark sky ordinance.  Mr. Morgan stated that 

Avondale does not have such an ordinance.   

 

Chairperson Iwanski asked if anybody had thought about one.    Scott Wilken, Senior Planner, 

Development Services Department, explained that the Zoning Ordinance requires fully-shielded, 

down-lit parking lot lights and that meets the intent of a dark sky ordinance.   

 

Commissioner Cotera suggested that as this is the International Year of Astronomy, perhaps the 

City should consider a dark sky ordinance.  Mr. Morgan added there is a photometric plan, but he 

did not think to include it.  He will make sure to include the photometric plan every time.  He 

stated Commissioner Cotera’s concerns would be addressed and noted that Staff will be revising 

the signage section of the Zoning Ordinance.   

 

Commissioner Scanlon asked if there is an existing 8 foot wall along the south side of the 

property.  Mr. Morgan stated there is an 8 foot wall along the south and east sides of the 

property.  Commissioner Scanlon asked who built the wall.  Mr. Morgan stated the existing wall 

was built to six feet by the Rancho Santa Fe subdivision.  Then at some point the height of the 

wall was brought up to 8 feet.   

 

Commissioner Scanlon asked if the median on Thomas Road would be installed by the 

developer, which Mr. Morgan confirmed.  Commissioner Scanlon asked if there was only one 

median break.  Mr. Morgan pointed out the one median break on Thomas Road. Commissioner 

Scanlon asked if there were any traffic control devices.  Mr. Morgan replied that no additional 

lights are required.  He again noted the signage encouraging delivery trucks to use one entrance. 

 

Vice Chair Demlong asked if pads 1 through 5 along the street will get their deliveries in the 

parking lot, as he is concerned delivery trucks will use the bus lanes to unload their supplies.  

Mr. Morgan stated that Staff would never condone any stopping in the right-of-way for 

deliveries.   

 

Chairperson Iwanski invited further questions, and hearing none, invited the applicant to address 

the Commission.  The applicant declined.   

 

Chairperson Iwanski invited further questions, and hearing none, called for a motion. 

 

Vice Chair Demlong moved that the Planning Commission accept the findings and recommend 

approval of application DR-08-9, a request for Master Site Plan approval, subject to the 17 Staff-

recommended conditions of approval, with modifications to Stipulation No. 13 “Medical offices 

shall be permitted only in Buildings A and/or B.”  Chairperson Lageschulte seconded the motion. 

 

1. Development shall be in conformance with the Site Plan, Building Elevations, Landscape 

Plan, and project narrative date stamped 12/24/2008, except as modified by the 

conditions of approval given below. 
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2. The plan approval expires one year from date of approval unless the building permit has 

been issued. 

 

3. All development shall be done in accordance with the City of Avondale General 

Engineering Requirements Manual and the City of Avondale Supplement to MAG 

Uniform Specifications and Details. 

 

4. All common, landscape, and open space areas shall be maintained by a property owner in 

accordance with the approved plan date stamped December 24, 2008. 

 

5. No exterior equipment, including but not limited to mechanical equipment and roof 

ladders, shall be allowed where they are visible to the public or from an off-site location. 

 

6. Landscape material adjacent to the property line shall not impede the pedestrian or fire 

lane access routes. 

 

7. All undeveloped pads, portions of the development or center shall be treated with 

decomposed granite for dust control until such time of development of those areas. 

 

8. Site plan approval of the pad sites and the bank-retail corner shall be administrative by 

Staff, provided the Site Plan is in conformance with the approved Master Site Plan. 

 

9. All development shall be done in accordance with the City’s Design Manuals. 

 

10. Prior to approval of construction documents, a plat or minor land division is required to 

be approved by the City.  According to the Maricopa County Property Assessor’s 

Records, the subject property is comprised of three tax parcels, 501-75-008M, 501-75-

008N and 501-75-008P.  The plan or minor land division shall:  (a) Reconfigure the three 

parcels into the appropriate number of parcels as shown on the approved Site Plan; and 

(b) dedicate right-of-way for turn lanes as required by the approved traffic study, the 

Avondale Transportation Plan, and the City Engineer. 

 

11. Right-of-way improvements shall be per the approved traffic study and the City 

Engineer, and shall include transit stops, deceleration lanes, pork chop medians, and a 

Thomas Road median. 

 

 Right-of-way dedication shall conform to the following, as shown on the Site Plan: 

 

  • Thomas Road 65 feet width half-street. 

  • Dysart Road 65 feet width half-street. 

• An additional 10 feet width to accommodate driveway turn and 

deceleration lanes as shown. 
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 • An additional 15 feet width to accommodate intersection turn lanes. 

 

12. Provide executed and recorded cross-access easements on the connecting drive aisles 

between the bank-retail property and the office-retail property, and provide cross-access 

easements between the office-retail and the five future pad sites, prior to approval of the 

plat or minor land division for the property. 

 

13. Medical office shall be permitted only in Buildings A and B. 

 

14. All non-handicapped parking stalls shall be a minimum of 9 feet by 18 feet, and all 

handicapped parking stalls shall meet the current Building Code requirements at the time 

of permitting. 

 

15. All parking area light poles shall be located within landscape planter islands. 

 

16. A comprehensive sign plan shall be approved by Staff prior to issuance of a building 

permit. 

 

17. Shopping cart corrals in the parking area shall be required prior to approval of any 

business utilizing shopping carts.  The cart corrals shall be architecturally compatible 

with the theme of the property as a whole, shall not contain signage for the purpose of 

advertising, and shall be in conformance with the Design Manuals. 

 

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 Amos  Excused 

Commissioner Webster Aye 

 

The motion passed unanimously. 

 

Chairperson Iwanski entertained a motion to excuse Commissioner Amos, who had to leave.  

Commissioner Scanlon moved to excuse Commissioner Amos.  Commissioner Webster 

seconded the motion.  The motion passed unanimously. 
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