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  Yuma Mall Maintenance Fund 157,145 168,787 125,504 141,266
  Riverfront Redevelopment - - - -
  Radio Communication Fund - 191,440 191,440 -
  Debt Service Fund 2,901,200 2,894,667 2,894,667 2,887,049
  Capital Project Fund 447,553 - - -
  City Road Tax Fund 10,056  
  Highway User Revenue Fund - - - -
   Total Transfers Out 5,455,519 5,182,049 4,680,685 4,538,509
Total Uses 64,391,059 69,391,611 61,948,335 62,892,691
Undesignated fund balance June 30 15,224,662 12,656,825 12,887,876 8,433,436
 (2,336,786) (4,454,440)
 20% revenues 11,687,650
 Balance (3,254,214)
  14.43% 
 
Briefing continued: 
 The above table does now show finalized figures; these are projections only. 
 Departmental revisions have been included; others may follow.      
 Fiscal Year 2007-2008 began with a $17 million fund balance and 2010 is estimated to begin with 

only $8.4 million.   
 Reductions have been made by:  
▫ Withholding approx 50 positions = $2 million in savings  
▫ No annual 2.5% merit increase for employees 
▫ No Labor Market Survey adjustments 
▫ No incentive awards 
▫ No internal transfers into Equipment Replacement Fund since November, 2008 = $2 million in 

savings   
 The targeted fund balance of 20% would be $11.6 million; however, staff estimates that will be 

unreachable by approximately $3.2 million.   
▫ The 20% level is the level staff has identified as necessary to keep the City in a healthy 

financial condition.  
▫ It is a self-imposed standard. 

▪ A beginning fiscal year fund balance is necessary to keep the payroll flowing from July 1 to 
November 1, when the first half of annual property taxes is due.   

▫ Given this, the City would be in trouble the second year, from a cash flow basis, irregardless of 
pay increases or the undertaking of new capital projects/programs. 

 The above figures do not include 2% Hospitality Tax revenues   
 
Discussion Highlights 
 Undesignated fund balances can’t be cannibalized because it is the unused capital needed to 

maintain the City’s “business” cash flow; it constitutes the City’s line of credit. 
▫ The City works on a cash basis only.   
▫ It’s taken 20+ years for the City’s General Fund balance to go from $1.2 million to $17 million; 

if the economy does not turn around, it will take two years to go from $17 million to $8.4 
million. 

▫ The money is not savings, per se, it is operating funds. 
 Personnel actions taken: 
▫ Currently, the City has 66 open positions, with no plans to fill 51.   
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▫ These positions are from every department.   
▪ Staff is now beginning to redistribute personnel, especially employees in vulnerable 

positions, such as those funded by the 2% Hospitality Tax. 
▪ Such individuals will be offered training and a transfer when and where possible.    

 Budget cuts are at the point where remaining cuts need to be considered from personnel.    
▫ Possibly create a committee of staffmembers to identify revenues that are being lost.   
▫ Don’t want layoffs, but must live within means.   
▫ Everything in budget is subject to review. 
▫ Travel has been dramatically curtailed; it’s allowed only for training or revenue enhancement. 
▫ All consulting contracts have ceased. 
▫ Staff continues to pursue grants, using City Riverfront grant writers for all departments’ efforts.   
▫ City services, such as plan reviews, have been offered to other local cities.   

 
Discussion  
 Will the equipment replacement (ER) funding be reinstated – if so, when?  Does that include all 

equipment? 
▫ Includes all of the equipment covered by the fund, which is most, but not all, the equipment 

used by the City: 
▪ Computers, but not radios,  
▪ Fire trucks, police cars and parks vehicles.   

▫ The City is suspending any expenditures out of the ER fund and any rental payments, which are 
internal payments from City departments that use the fund.   

▫ Should a piece of equipment fail, it will be reviewed on an item-by-item basis and replaced, if 
necessary.   

▫ The fund does have a balance remaining at this time.  
▪ Each dollar in the fund is set aside for a specific piece of equipment and the funding 

received up to November 2008 remains intact.    
▫ The City can’t go very long without regenerating funds because equipment eventually fails. 
▫ The suspension is temporary, but it isn’t clear when it will be reinstated.   

 Can employees move up as well as laterally in any restructuring?   
▫ Employees who are offered training and a transfer move into the pay grade of the offered 

position.  The job they are leaving will be reviewed to see if a replacement is necessary. 
▫ The first priority is to preserve the currently existing jobs. 
▫ A number of creative ideas are being considered. 

 The City should collect the appropriate fee for its services; this is not being done for solid waste 
collection, which is subsidized by the General Fund by approximately $1.5 million.   
▫ Some recreational fees could be adjusted, specially the golf courses; the City is not charging 

enough to build up a capital reserve for future improvements.   
▪ Perhaps the management of Desert Hills Golf Course (DHGC) could be put out to bid to the 

private sector.   
▪ DHGC is expensive to operate because the City is paying City wages and benefits for work 

that is in direct competition with local businesses.   
▪ DHGC is a huge subsidy on the backs of all taxpayers when only 15% of the community 

actually uses the facility. 
▪ Those who use the services should pay for the services. 
▪ DHGC is actually self-sustaining, but could operate more efficiently.   
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▪ Play at Arroyo Dunes Golf Course (ADGC) is cheap, but hasn’t been improved for 25 
years.  People know what to expect at ADGC; they are paying for what they get.   

▪ Golf course rates have been raised, but the community is very sensitive to increases.   
⋅ Rates are increased incrementally every year so the customer base will not be lost.   
⋅ The Department is considering raising them higher than the usual $2 per year, but it 

must consider what the market will bear.  Other areas of revenue generation are also 
being explored.   

 Equipment maintenance is not tied to the Equipment Replacement Fund.   
▫ Ultimately, maintenance costs will increase, but Equipment Maintenance is a separate fund.   
▫ If the Equipment Replacement Fund is suspended for five years, maintenance costs will rise 

dramatically.   
▫ The Yuma Police Department has historically had the highest turnover of vehicles; staff is not 

starting to idle some vehicles, slowing down their usage and related wear and tear.   
▫ The fund was originally begun to provide for equipment needs on an ongoing basis.   

 All outside agency support should be reviewed to reduce any duplication of services and to decide 
whether the services can be done in-house.   
▫ The agencies are cognizant of this situation.  

 Staff is anticipating that this downturn will continue for 24 months; staff began cutting 
expenditures at the first signs of distress.         

 
IV. 2% HOSPITALITY TAX 
 
Chavez presented the following information: 
 
What has the 2% Hospitality Tax funded since its inception in 1971? 
 Debt service on newly constructed facilities and their operations and maintenance 
▫ Yuma Civic Center 
▫ Ray Kroc Baseball Complex 
▫ Desert Hills Golf Course (DHGC) 

 What do the 2% Hospitality Taxes currently fund? 
▫ Yuma Civic Center operations and maintenance 
▫ Ray Kroc Baseball Complex operations and maintenance 
▫ Final debt service payment on the DHGC Clubhouse – bond to be paid off in 2009 
▫ Capital improvements in Deyo Complex  

 What projects could an extended 2% Hospitality Tax fund in the future? 
▫ Completion the West Wetlands Park Revised Master Plan 
▫ Completion of an AWC and Yuma Union High School District partnership-sponsored athletic 

facilities and park, including 5 regulation-size soccer fields 
▫ Yuma Valley Area Park – City owns property at Avenue B½ and 24th Street 
▫ New Yuma East Regional Park – at Avenue 6E near Desert Dunes Water Recycling Facility  
▫ Completion of Smucker Park Master Plan 

 What will happen if the 2% Hospitality Tax is not renewed? 
▫ Closure of Yuma Civic Center – significant community impact; highly used unmatched space 

facility – savings:  $705,630 
▫ Closure of Ray Kroc Baseball Complex – savings:  $656,820 

▪ Renegotiate contracts with Golden Baseball League and Caballeros de Yuma (the only two 
entities under current contract to use the facility)  
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▫ Closure of Caballero Park – savings:  $23,912 
▫ Closure of Friendship Park – savings:  $43,992 

▪ Closure of water feature at Friendship Park 
▫ Figures do not include sales tax revenues from sales that occur to vendors servicing the various 

events that are held in the complex as well as revenues to the community from those staying 
and eating here while participating, nor the money raised by nonprofits that are donated to 
people and groups in the community.   

 
Discussion 
 The proposal is to extend the tax for another 15 years. 
 Is the reuse of the Ray Kroc Complex and rebuilding of the tennis courts included in these 

projects?   
▫ The Arizona Western College/Yuma Union High School District/City of Yuma 

(AWC/YUHSD/City of Yuma) park project would address most of the needs targeted in the 
Deyo Complex reuse plan. 
▪ The project calls for four lighted tennis courts at Gila Ridge High School.    

▫ Currently, the City shares the Cibola High School courts, which will continue.   
 There are yet six $440,000 incentive payments to be paid for Riverfront development.  Would this 

be taken from 2% Hospitality Tax revenues?   
▫ A portion would come from those revenues, if an extension of the tax is approved; some would 

come from the General Fund, which is not uncommon.   
▫ The obligations is for six more years.   

 The completion of Smucker Park is now 2½ years away.   
 Will the Ray Kroc tennis courts be renovated?   
▫ The Ray Kroc courts, with the possible exception of the exhibition court, would be demolished.   
▫ Joint use of Cibola courts seems to be working. 

▪ Cibola’s courts are not well-maintained.   
▪ This seems to be a departure from what the City has said in the past. 
▪ Rebuilding the tennis courts at Ray Kroc would require complete demolition of the current 

structures and rebuilding from the ground up.  A pair of tennis courts costs $300,000 to 
build, which would make the price tag for this six-plex close to $1 million.  That’s 
extremely expensive for a limited population of users.  Usage has already shifted elsewhere.   

▪ Tennis courts at Ray Kroc also need restrooms, which alone cost $300,000 to $400,000.  
Using tennis courts close to a sports stadium fills that need.    

▪ Would Kofa High School be interested in using rebuilt Ray Kroc courts? 
⋅ Staff has not approached Kofa in that regard; the school chose to demolish its courts in 

recent campus renovations. 
▪ Comparing the cost of a tennis court with a soccer field yields an obvious choice; the City 

wants to put its money where it will benefit the greatest volume of users.   
 Does the AWC/YUHSD/City of Yuma project bring the City to the required number of parks for 

its population based on the standard criteria?   
▫ The City has another tennis court at Carver Park 
▫ The current number of parks brings the City into compliance with park standards.   

 It takes six to eight soccer fields in close proximity to accommodate tournament play; if regulation 
sized soccer fields are going to be built, they should be built to accommodate tournaments.     
▫ The AWC/YUHSD/City of Yuma park includes a lighted four-plex, with another single field 

located in close proximity.  The green space between Gila Ridge High School and the National 
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Guard Readiness Center could provide additional space for the layout of soccer fields, when 
needed.   

 Staff is not proposing these closures lightly – they are being proposed after a thorough analysis of 
the situation.   
▫ The facilities slated for closure if the tax fails, are an all or nothing proposal.  It does not save 

any money to run the facility partway.   
▫ City facility rates are having to compete with the new Quechan Indian Tribe facilities.   

 Will the Yuma Civic Center still be available as an emergency shelter?   
▫ How the facility will be mothballed is yet to be decided.   
▫ The City has been approached concerning an alternate use; however, any use will have to 

comply with federal restrictions on the land.   
 The City’s subsidy of the Ray Kroc Complex is more than that of the Yuma Civic Center.   
▫ Over the history of the Midnight at the Oasis event, the Caballeros de Yuma has raised $1.3 

million at the Ray Kroc and Yuma Civic Center, money it has donated to the community.     
▫ Could fees be increased?   

▪ The City could never charge enough to cover operating costs completely.   
▪ Golden Baseball would not be able to operate; the City spends a considerable amount of 

money to make professional baseball available in Yuma.    
▫ The savings are direct costs and they don’t take into consideration the impact of the loss of 

events held at these facilities on the local economy.   
▫ Could the fields be maintained at a lower level?   

▪ The Ray Kroc fields are better maintained than the spring training fields used by the 
professional teams for spring training in Peoria.    

▪ $1.5 million in 2% Hospitality Tax revenues are used to maintain the Ray Kroc complex; a 
one-to-nine ratio is a poor return on the City’s investment. 
⋅ That’s why the facility has never been outsourced.  

▫ Closure of the Ray Kroc complex will also affect youth programs. 
 
Flynn outlined the following:   
 Uses of 2% Hospitality Tax in connection with the Heritage Area   
▫ Funds used to work with Arizona State Parks to pursue grants to complete the West Wetlands.  
▫ Funds used to develop the East Wetlands  

 Future use of 2% Hospitality Tax revenues 
▫ Would be used to leverage other funds to provide for long term management for the East 

Wetlands 
▫ Would provide for the creation of a better pedestrian access to the Quartermaster Depot (QMD) 

park 
▫ Would give staff the ability to negotiate its contract renewal with Arizona State Parks for the 

QMD operations to include more and varied events.   
▫ QMD State Park would become a free admission community park 

 Activities that will cease with non-renewal of 2% Hospitality Tax 
▫ Possible closure of QMD State Park 
▫ Cessation of Heritage Festivals 
▫ Inability to seek or match Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21) federal 

grants 
  
Mayor Nelson recessed the meeting for lunch at 12:15 p.m.; the meeting was reconvened at 1:05 p.m.  
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Flynn continued: 
 The Riverfront’s $90,000 2% Hospitality Tax allocation has been used as stimulus money to 

generate $250,000 in revenues.   
 Loss of the tax will affect the Yuma Visitors Bureau (YVB) 
▫ Possible closure or skeletal operating staff 
▫ YVB prepares the Yuma Visitor’s Guide – a high quality promotional tool 
▫ Local hotels are very concerned because YVB allows them to reduce their advertising dollars.   
▫ Any YVB costs would have to be born by the General Fund.   

 
Discussion 
 The City should find out what the community wants.  Perhaps the community wants to retain some 

of the targeted items versus others.   
 Items to be cut should only come from those facilities/programs that the 2% Hospitality Tax funds.   
 Based on the election calendar, the decision on which items to cut can’t wait for budget discussions 

on revisions. 
 The lists presented today are firm.   
 Would it be wise to adopt a resolution stating what facilities/programs would be cut or maintained, 

depending on failure or passage?   
▫ A formal resolution in advance of the ballot would not be wise; based on the economy, the City 

may not be able to perform everything it could promise.     
 
V. CITY STAFF RETREAT OUTCOMES  
 
Watson:  Staff’s retreat was held yesterday.  He presented the following information: 
 
 Anticipated departmental impacts of economic downturn 
▫ Yuma Police Department (YPD)  

▪ Return of School Resource Offers from schools to City’s police force because of lack of 
funding by schools 

▪ Impacts on criminal activity 
▪ Possible in-house training of fire fighters 
▪ Impacts of annexation  

▫ Communications 
▪ How to get information out quickly, especially accurate information 
▪ New employee newsletter, The Source, has been initiated  
▪ Perhaps a community newsletter could be started 

⋅ Currently, the City e-mails & press releases area available en masse to anyone wishing 
to be subscribe   

▪ Focus on large and/or diverse groups 
⋅ Find out what people really want to hear about – “grocery store” conversations are 

important indicators.   
▪ Mondays with the Mayor didn’t work because people don’t have time to attend.   
▪ Concerning the upcoming election, City Councilmembers can advocate as much as they 

want; however, they cannot use City funds to do so.  City staff can give out factual 
information only.   
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▫ Yuma Fire Department (YFD) 
▪ When Certificates of Necessity for ambulance services were originally established, they 

were intended to benefit rural areas.   
▪ If Rural Metro cannot meet urban standards, the City is prepared to do so.   
▪ A majority of YFD personnel have paramedic certification, which requires annual 

recertification.  The City should reconsider getting its personnel certified if the skills are not 
being reimbursed.  

▫ Streets/Solid Waste 
▪ Highway User Revenue Funds are declining  
▪ Solid Waste collection costs remain problematic 
▪ Is now a good time to begin recycling and charge for it?  How could it be integrated into the 

existing system?  Should it be an Enterprise Fund?    
▫ Information Technology Services 

▪ Departmental goal:  to make desktop GIS decision-making capabilities available to City 
personnel  

▫ Strategic Communications/Public Affairs  
▪ Levels of service considerations; are two television channels still needed?   

▫ Heritage Area/Engineering  
▪ With fewer CIP projects, CIP managers are being given new functions.  

▫ City Clerk’s Office now has the tools for a paperless agenda process.   
▫ Municipal Court is concentrating on the reduction in overtime. 
▫ Human Resources is playing a critical role in assisting with reviewing and redefining positions. 

▪ The LMS (employee) Committee did an excellent job; however, their recommendations 
cannot be implemented based on the economy.   

▪ Transitioning of employees – cross training and repositioning     
▫ Community Development 

▪ Neighborhood Services may receive additional funding to provide for more projects. 
▪ Neighborhood Services personnel have contracted their services out.   

 
Upon the arrival of City Engineering, Brooberg, the discussion returned to the Avenue 3E road project:   
 Approximately four years ago, the City entered into an Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) with 

ADOT for the return of Avenue 3E (State Route 280) to the City’s jurisdiction.  ADOT agreed to 
fund the bulk of the design costs for improving the roadway from Gila Ridge Road to 32nd Street 
and to provide the City with $6 million in funding when the project went to bid.   

 Two years ago, ADOT came back to the City, saying that if they did not give us the money now, it 
might not be there in the future.  So, the City and ADOT amended the IGA wherein the City took 
ownership and full responsibility for the maintenance of Avenue 3E at that time and ADOT gave 
the City approximately $6.1 million.   

 Approximately a year ago, the possibility of breaking the project into two phases was discussed.   
 The current year CIP allocations reflect the intent to put all the City’s marbles into one basket – the 

16th Street reconstruction project – a City lead project from Arizona Avenue to Yuma Palms 
Parkway.   

 The 24th Street project is virtually complete.   
 Staff anticipated that left over monies from the 16th Street project and the 24th Street project, as 

well as budgeted funds, could make up the funds needed for Avenue 3E.  If that does not amount to 
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enough money for the entire project, the portion from 24th Street to 32nd Street could be 
undertaken; this is the surface that needs the most attention.      

 Total estimated cost of the Avenue 3E project:  $12-13 million, with virtually half those costs 
associated with the bridge and its ramps.  The plan calls for widening the bridge to its ultimate 
fullest extent – 3 lanes in each direction. 
▫ The State only budgeted for five lanes total, not 7 lanes in the area from 24th Street to Gila 

Ridge Road.     
 This estimate does not include design costs.  The project’s design is almost complete.  The State 

paid $450,000 for the design, along with approximately $300,000 in City funds, with the bulk of 
the design being the bridge and its embankments. 

 Completing just the southern portion will result in community criticism.  Could the City start the 
bridge project first?   
▫ The bridge reconstruction can begin as soon as Level 3 has moved their fiber optic line.   

▪ Only three right-of-way issues were involved:  the relocation of Quest’s stormwater basin, 
Level 3 fiber optic cable and a private residence.   

 ADOT is refusing to repair their streets that lie within the City limits because they know they are 
soon to be turned over to the City.  ADOT has never serviced their roads in Yuma well.  The City’s 
possible recourse can be discussed in another forum.     

 To put the Avenue 3E in perspective, the City’s Road Tax revenues this year were estimated at 
$11.4 million.  Avenue 3E would take up all the CIP money from Road Taxes for more than a year.  
Those road projects now underway are being done with bond proceeds.  Impact fees can only 
provide for additional capacity, not renovations, and with the downturn, there are no impact fees 
being collected.     

 Roadway projects need to be reprioritized based on need.  Many roads are carrying an over 
capacity of traffic, yet the City is spending money on residential resurfacing for streets that carry 
little traffic.  The priority ought to be where the congestion is.  

 It cost $3 million to bring the Casa del Oro Subdivision streets up to standard.  Perhaps the 
community needs to contribute more to their streets or let them make the decision whether to 
improve them.  Maintaining City streets is a challenge and the community needs to understand this.  
It is an urban myth that the City will fix a subdivision’s streets once it annexes.   

 Is now the time to consider a regional approach to water using the desalting plant? 
▫ Somerton and San Luis have water issues, but they are the least able to pay for any facilities. 
▫ Without a large enough customer base and base rate that can raise capital, a community cannot 

accumulate enough money to pay for the construction of expensive water plants.  
▫ The desalting plan can run at a maximum of only 2/3rds capacity and there’s no guarantee that 

Yuma’s plant actually work at that level; a plant exercise is planned to see if the system is 
working.   

▫ If the desalting plant is viable, opportunities for regionalization would exist.   
▫ Fifteen years ago, Somerton wanted to pipe Yuma water to its community rather than build a 

water treatment plant because it would be cheaper; this could bring in revenues, while 
unburdening others.      

▫ The creation of a regional water authority should be considered in terms of total community 
planning; Yuma County needs to be involved.   
▪ A regional water authority would operate like YMPO, where every member gets a vote and 

the possibility of the City losing discretion over its water allocation is possible.  The City’s 
policy is that no one gets City water without annexing.  A regional water authority would 
require this policy to be changed.   
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▪ Reschedule this item for a more focused discussion.    
 
Mayor Nelson called a break at 2:05 p.m.; the meeting reconvened at 2:15 p.m.   
 
VI. OTHER 2009 ISSUES, PRIORITIES AND INFORMATION 
 
Watson:  The City’s revised Request for Qualifications (RFQ) form for selecting engineering firms is 
being reviewed tomorrow.  Staff reviewed processes followed by other Arizona cities and revised the 
form to be more flexible in the questions asked, while tightening up the ranking/selection process.  
Local engineers were helpful in assisting staff with their perspective and have expressed appreciation 
for the City’s consideration.   
 
Watson and Baer presented the following information on the B&C Colonia:   
 City officials found out that Yuma County was moving forward with the B&C Colonia sewer 

installation project through an article in the newspaper.  Watson has written the Yuma County 
Board of Supervisors to object to their commitment of City resources prior to hearing from the 
City.   

 B&C Colonia will impact the Figueroa Water Treatment Plant (Figueroa WTP) and projected 
growth to the southwest of the community.   

 Figueroa WTP 
▫ Rated at 12 million gallons per day (mgd) capacity  
▫ Holds a Class B Effluent Discharge Permit issued by the State of Arizona 
▫ Compliance achieved through mixing zone 

▪ Permit renewal needed in four years 
▫ Currently, averages 7mgd, with a 1 mgd capacity assurance 
▫ Estimated 1.2 mgd maximum from B&C Colonia, bringing treated water to 11 mgd  
▫ With or without the B&C Colonia, the City will face the need to expand the Figueroa WTP in 

the near future.   
▪ Facility needs expansion, but needs upgrading more 

 The Figueroa WTP could handle the Colonia and the increased flow from other developments 
already platted, but doing so pushes the plant to its limit and it would be unable to service anything 
more.    

 The City provided water to the B&C Colonia approximately ten years ago, in some cases through a 
Preannexation Development Agreement.  This creates a situation where an area is getting water 
and will be getting sewer, while none of the property lies within the City limits.  

 YPD has expressed caution about annexing the B&C Colonia because it presents a significant 
patrol and enforcement challenge. 

 The City needs to find out what Yuma County’s long term plan for the Colonia area is; does Yuma 
County expect the area to annex at some point?   

 If City growth reaches to Avenue D, it would surround a pocket of unincorporated land.   
 Staff suggestions:   
▫ Master plan roadways 
▫ Establish fixed right-of-way  
▫ Make arrangements for credits 

▪ This is an extremely expensive project and many of these residents will have difficulty 
paying their water and sewer bills.   

▪ Most residents are in support of project.    
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▫ The area is comprised of 2,700 structures, 1,700 of which were occupied and the remaining 
1,000 were not.   

▫ Code enforcement should play a role. 
 The project is moving forward, but it will not be a regional approach, which is what the area needs.   

 
Discussion 
▪ A WTP cannot operate at 100% capacity.   

▫ Staff is exploring expansion options.   
 Only the residential properties in the B&C Colonia are required to use the City’s sewer service 

when the infrastructure is built.  The commercial properties, i.e. the trailer parks, do not have to 
connect.   

 This is estimated to be a $60 million project, with the grant paying for some but not all.  The 
residents will have to pay the difference.   

 Grant money will also help pay for the actual connection of the homes to the system, including 
capacity fees, which have not been waived.    

 Difficult situation: 
▫ A majority of the residents want the service. 
▫ Yuma County will bond the improvements and undertake the project to install the 

infrastructure. 
▫ The City has no guarantee that residents in the neighborhood will be able to afford the service.   
▫ Taking flows from this area pushes the City’s facilities to their maximum capacity, but capacity 

fees paid by the Colonia to hook up to the system will not be enough to pay for the plant’s 
expansion and the City has no money for it either.  

▫ Serving the area will add to operating costs.   
▫ The City will have to be the one to turn off the water if residents can’t pay. 
▫ The area has, at the most, a 20-foot right-of-way for streets. 
▫ The roads are in poor condition and cannot accommodate emergency vehicles.   
▫ The project and all its unintended consequences and unanticipated obligations are being forced 

on the City.    
 Installing sewer infrastructure in streets that are too small will mean that when the streets are 

widened, the sewer lines will have to be relocated – creating another difficult situation.   
 The area has a number of landlords who tend to pay the water and sewer for their lessees; however, 

nonpays will undoubtedly increase.  There are a number of wildcat trailer parks where there has 
been no formal subdivision of the land or building permits obtained.     

 The City should not enter into any new Preannexation Development Agreements with B&C 
Colonia residents.   

 Annexation would require the City to provide police, fire and trash collection service in an area 
where the water lines are too small to accommodate fire hydrants, there are no street lights and 
emergency vehicles cannot enter.     
▫ Staff has indicated there is no way the City can assume the burden of the annexation of the 

whole Colonia; the situation would take 25-30 years to address.  The question is whether to 
annex some properties to create a continuous boundary rather than leaving a jagged edge.   

 Planning for the future has identified the Colorado River’s edge as Industrial, which, when 
developed will pull the infrastructure out to that area.   

 The City Council took action on this area authorizing certain terms.  
▫ This could be the topic of another discussion.  

 The B&C Colonia is a source of criminal activity.   
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▫ This area is no worse than others in the community; these are good people.  The difficulty is the 
density of homes in a small area.   

▫ The area has a lot of drug drop houses and methamphetamine labs.  Although it has a 
comparable number of calls for service as other areas, there is a whole category of calls that 
aren’t called in because the Sheriff’s Office does not actively patrol the area.   

▫  
 Watson summarized that he will contact Supervisors Stuart and Ferguson as well as Yuma County 

Administrator Pickels to discuss the issue further.  The Preannexation Development Agreements 
and annexation will have to be addressed by an exemption to the City’s water policy.   

 
Shoop, the City’s representative on YMPO, stated that the City is the largest supporter of YMPO.  
YMPO needs guidance from the City in setting its priorities in light of tonight’s discussion.    
 
VII. CITY BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS 
 
Eldridge facilitated a brainstorming session on how to improve public participation on City Boards 
and Commissions:   
 Challenges 
▫ Growth in community hasn’t translated into growth in boards 
▫ Reasons for not serving 

▪ Seen as confrontational situation with the public; boards have to make unpopular decisions 
▪ Time 

⋅ Takes too much time to prepare for and attend.  
⋅ The lack of a quorum wastes others time. 
⋅ Meetings held at inconvenient times.   

▪ Lack of background in the specific field   
⋅ Creates lack of interest  

▫ Some would be interested in serving on an ad hoc committee because it is temporary in nature.   
▫ No one who has participated has found the experience a waste of time.   
▫ What recognition do members receive for their service?  

▪ A board and commission appreciation dinner is held every other year, but few attend.   
▫ Staff difficulty:  Getting new members up to speed on the things they must know to make 

decisions – laws, case law, theory, practice, community background, long range planning 
concepts, et cetera – takes a lot of time and sometimes individuals leave prematurely.   

▫ Requiring the submission of a resume resulted in people not applying for boards they did not 
have any background in; they knew their resume would show their lack of experience even 
though they might have been interested in serving.   

▫ The Water and Sewer Commission meetings have been changed to accommodate members’ 
schedules.  The meeting is limited to one hour at the most.  The commission acts as a sounding 
board for staff’s ideas and is a valuable asset to the Utilities Department.    

▫ The public process is frustrating to members of the business community.   
▪ They feel it takes too long to get anything done and governmental processes are 

burdensome.   
▪ This is in contrast to members of the public asking why the City is moving so fast.   

▫ New members are surprised by the amount of government regulations they must comply with. 
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▫ Some do not want to run the risk of personal liability in questions arising from conflict of 
interest.   

▫ It is frustrating for boards to work so hard on an issue or case, just to have the City Council 
reject their recommendations. 

▫ People are hesitant to speak in public, not only because it is public but also because comments 
can be taken out of context.   

▫ There is no ready pool of applicants.  
▪ The City Charter prohibits a non-City resident from serving on a City Board or 

Commission.    
 
Solutions 
▫ Review all City Boards and Commissions to determine which are really needed and relevant to 

today’s need.   
▫ Allow for more members so a quorum will be reached more often.     
▫ Meet less frequently and/or at alternate times; limit meeting times 
▫ Offer liability insurance 
▫ Avoid a meeting if there is no meaningful agenda  
▫ Inform the community that a background in the field is unnecessary, where applicable.   
▫ Communicate to Boards and Commissions those issues the City Council will be considering in 

its review of the issue or case, especially in terms of legal restrictions.   
▫ Change the meeting formats to allow for webinars at lunch 

▪ Tailor to youth with online communications where all can attend.   
▪ Public will need access for listening.   

▫ Assist members with training to make them more comfortable speaking in public.   
▫ Provide a meal if the meeting is held at lunch or dinner time.       

   
VIII. WRAP-UP/NEXT STEPS  
 
Watson asked City Councilmembers whether any other goals need to be addressed at another meeting.  
None was suggested.   
 
IX. ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further discussions, Mayor Nelson adjourned the meeting at 3:25 p.m.   
 
 
_________________________________ 
Brigitta M. Kuiper, City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED: 
 
_________________________________ 
Lawrence K. Nelson, Mayor 
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MINUTES 
SPECIAL WORKSESSION/ROUNDTABLE 

CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUMA, ARIZONA 
CONFERENCE ROOM 190, YUMA CITY HALL 

ONE CITY PLAZA, YUMA, ARIZONA 
November 17, 2009 

3:00 p.m. 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
 Mayor Nelson called the City Council meeting to order. 
 
 Councilmembers Present: Shoop, Mendoza, Beeson (arrived at 3:02 p.m.), McClendon, 

Nicholls, Johnson and Mayor Nelson  
 Councilmembers Absent:   none 
 Staffmembers Present:   City Administrator, Mark S. Watson 
  Director of Engineering, Paul Brooberg 
        Director of Community Development, Laurie Lineberry 
  Traffic Engineer, Dan Sanders 
  Executive Director of the Yuma Crossing National Heritage   

Area, Charles Flynn 
CIP Project Manager, Kevin Eatherly 
Director of Parks & Recreation, Becky Chavez 

  Various Department Heads or their representative 
  City Clerk, Brigitta M. Kuiper    
 
I. MAJOR ROADWAYS PLAN   
 
Watson:  Tonight’s discussion is part of an ongoing review of the widths of City roadways in 
terms of the Major Roadway Plan (MRP) designations.   
 
Lineberry and Brooberg presented the following information: 
 
5th Avenue from 6th Street to 16th Street 
▪ The City Council was given a preview of this section at a previous Special Worksession; 

tonight staff is interested in receiving Council direction.   
▪ 5th Avenue from 6th Street to 8th Street is designated as a Collector.  There is enough right-of-

way already dedicated to accommodate a Collector width, so there is no harm in leaving it as 
is in the MRP.    

▪ 5th Avenue – 8th Street to 16th Street  
▫ Currently, the roadway is designated as a Collector and has an 80-foot wide right-of-way. 
▫ The intersections at 10th Street, 12th Street and 14th Street should remain as they are until 

they are undergoing design. 
▫ Currently, there is no pressing need to expand them.   
▫ Once 12th Street is constructed over the East Main Canal, it will become more of a 

Collector than it is now and the intersection of 5th Avenue with 12th Street will need 
expansion.  
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⋅ The 12th Street intersection is the most likely to impact all four corner properties 
when improved.    

▫ Staff is recommending that the Collector designation end from 14th to 16th Streets and 5th 
Avenue revert back to a Local street.   
⋅ Traffic on 5th Avenue would feed into 14th Street to reach the expanded 16th Street 

and 4th Avenue intersection.   
⋅ Redevelopment of this area will undoubtedly force the City to close 5th Avenue at 16th 

Street, making the Collector designation unnecessary.   
⋅ Traffic on 5th Avenue could also move toward 7th Avenue at 14th Street since 7th 

Avenue will cross 16th Street with a signal and connect to 8th Avenue south of 16th 
Street.   

 
Avenue B from 8th Street to Interstate 8 
▪ Currently, this section is designated as a Principal Arterial Constrained and has 112-foot 

right-of-way.   
▪ Connecting Avenue B to Interstate 8 would make use of an existing highway interchange at 

this point. 
▪ A canal is buried near the eastern boundary of the road.   

▫ If the City builds over a pipeline canal, it thereby owns the pipeline and must be 
responsible for its maintenance. This canal is the Thacker Canal.      

▫ Moving the roadway to the west and working with the Yuma County Water Users 
Association to relocate their canal would allow the City to avoid building over a canal.   

▪ Current designs call for seven lanes, three lanes north, three lanes south, one center turn lane 
and no median. 

 
Discussion  
▪ Connecting Avenue B will bring much more traffic to Avenue B.  The intersection of Avenue 

B and 16th Street, even after improvements, will be a problem, per the 16th Street and 4th 
Avenue Corridor studies.  In addition, it would create another bridge over the Colorado River 
and require the City to buy up significant private properties.  It would be better to connect 
Avenue D, where an intersection would be unrestrained by development. 

▪ Everyone in the Yuma Valley has to cross town to get to Interstate 8.  An interchange costs 
from $8-10 million.  A bridge would be needed to reach the interchange.  The bridge would 
have to begin south of the levee, crossing the levee, the MODE and the Colorado River. 

▪ Staff has not approached Shaw Industries in regard to this connection. 
▫ Shaw has indicated a concern to keep their internal roadways open for their use, 

especially when people use the Shaw fields for soccer and park where they obstruct 
Shaw’s trucking entrance/lane.    

▪ A review of Avenue D and the Yuma Loop versus Avenue B connecting to Interstate 8 needs 
to be made prior to moving forward.  
▫ The Yuma Loop has been included in Yuma Metropolitan Planning Organization’s 

roadway plan.   
▫ Creating the Yuma Loop could solve internal problems on other streets in the City.  
▫ The Yuma Loop could become a delineation between rural/agriculture and urban. 
▫ The location of a bridge across the river would involve the Quechan and the Cocopah 

Indian Tribes as they both have land in this area.  
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⋅ Perhaps a joint meeting of the City Council and the Quechan and Cocopah Indian 
tribes could be arranged to discuss the issue.       

▫ The Quechan Indian Nation has indicated interest in Avenue D connecting to Interstate 8.  
▫ Staff has considered the area next to the river, north of 1st Street, as a place where 

industry should go in the future, because of easy access to water and Interstate 8; there 
have been discussions with the Cocopah concerning extending the West Wetlands into 
their territory.   

 
II. TRAFFIC TIMING ON 16TH STREET   
 
Sanders briefed the City Council on the 16th Street traffic issues, as follows:   
 
16th Street Reconstruction Project:   
▪ Overview Summary 

▫ Scope:  16th Street from Arizona Avenue to Yuma Palms Parkway 
▫ Administered by Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT)  
▫ Commenced September 14, 2009; scheduled duration 12 months, negotiated down from 

18th months.   
▫ Widening:  from five lanes to six lanes divided by a raised median to restrict left hand 

turns. 
▫ Includes a complete Interstate 8 bridge reconstruction, with three new signals 
▫ Current average daily vehicle traffic:  36,000 vehicles per day 

▪ Construction 
▫ To reduce the project duration from the original 18 months to 12 months, a joint decision 

was reached between ADOT and the City of Yuma to allow the contractor to reduce the 
roadway cross-section during the construction process from 4 lanes to 2 lanes, with the 
exception of Yuma’s peak winter visitor season, from December 20, 2009 through March 
31, 2010. 

▫ No left turns are allowed through the construction zone, including at the intersections. 
▪ Arizona Avenue Intersection Improvements 

▫ Originally within the scope of the 16th Street Project 
⋅ A split project administered solely, by the City of Yuma. 

▫ Commenced mid-July 2009 
▫ Originally scheduled for completion in May 2010; revised completion date:  December 

2009 
▫ Intersection improvements:  widened to six lanes, dual left turn lanes, right turn bays and 

a new traffic signal. 
▪ Business Access During Construction 

▫ Both projects include a special signage to guide the public to the places of business. 
▫ No left turns are permitted at the intersections east of Maple Avenue, including Arizona 

Avenue. 
▫ There are no left turns at the interstate ramps; eastbound and westbound restrictions 

apply; traffic can access Interstate 8 through detours and u-turns. 
▪ Why no left turns permitted at Arizona Avenue even after project is complete? 

▫ Storm sewer construction will require a large hole in the middle of 16th Street, 120 feet 
east of Arizona Avenue. 
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▫ There is not enough distance between the storm sewer construction to have a left turn 
lane for westbound traffic to turn south at Arizona Avenue.    
⋅ The left turn volumes on Arizona Avenue would require a minimum 250-foot turn 

bay; there is only 120 feet available and only one lane of traffic going west.  
Allowing left turns at Arizona Avenue from 16th Street would effectively block all 
westbound traffic.     

▪ Traffic Signal Timing 
▫ Traffic signal timing is the allocation of a traffic signal’s cycle to each of the traffic 

movements possible at an intersection.   
▫ The time is divvied up by assigning a percentage of an hour to each movement; giving 

more time to one movement takes it away from another.   
▫ The flow of traffic on 16th Street would best be accommodated if there were no signal at 

Arizona Avenue.   
⋅ Activating the Arizona Avenue signal for cross traffic will decrease the amount of 

time allocated to 16th Street flow. 
⋅ Allowing left turns from 16th Street south to Arizona Avenue would likewise restrict 

16th Avenue flow by adding another movement at the signal.   
▫ Split phasing involves moving one direction of traffic on a street, including left turns, and 

then moving the other direction of traffic, including left turns; it is typically done when 
separate left-turn lanes are not present.  This, however, would reduce the flow of traffic 
on 16th Street even further.  Split phasing is very inefficient because opposing traffic must 
wait for each other.   

▪ Traffic Signals – 16th Street Application   
▫ Aerials of traffic queuing were displayed. 
▫ The backing up of traffic at the Interstate 8 off-ramps must be kept to a minimum to 

avoid the blocking of high speed through traffic.   
 
Sanders ran a traffic simulation showing how the intersections would work using split phasing; 
the simulation resulted in a reduction in the service level.  A eastbound traffic would be at a 
standstill while waiting for westbound traffic and vice versa.  Traffic delays would double.   
     
▪ Through an agreement with ADOT, the City of Yuma is now providing traffic signal timing 

for the 16th Street corridor. 
▪ Staff is constantly monitoring the situation and will continue working with ADOT, to make 

improvements to the 16th Street Corridor when appropriate. 
 

Discussion  
▪ The timing signal for the westbound on/off ramps for car stacking is 35 seconds for green. 
▪  Stacking becomes a problem with left turns from 16th Street to Arizona Avenue, a concern 

for business access. 
▪ The fifty new traffic signals that will come into the City’s system once the turnbacks are 

complete will be run on several sub-timing systems specific to their area’s traffic patterns.   
▪ Traffic can access businesses on the south side of 16th Street via 1st Avenue with detours 

taking them to 18th Street, Arizona Avenue, Maple Avenue and Riley Avenue.  Maple 
Avenue further west would accomplish the same thing for westbound traffic.  The City paved 
18th Street from Arizona Avenue to Riley Avenue and has installed numerous signs.     
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▪ City staff will continue to work closely with ADOT so that as the situation changes, traffic 
advantages can be taken, where possible.  The City controls the signal timing in conjunction 
with ADOT.   

▪ The viability of local businesses is at stake.  Are smaller left turn lanes feasible? 
▫ Staff will keep working with ADOT. 
▫ In roughly one month, there will be two lanes open in each direction.   

▪ It is unreasonable not to allow a left turn lane at Arizona Avenue from 16th Street, given the 
width of the newly-constructed 16th Street at this point, which is 72 feet.  The businesses on 
the south side of 16th Street are losing traffic from Interstate 8.  Chretin’s and the cigar shop 
accesses are completely blocked and there is no mention of Chretin’s on the signs until 
farther into the detour.  The only left turn that is needed is south for westbound traffic; 
there’s no demand for a left-turn going north onto Arizona Avenue for eastbound 16th Street 
traffic.      
▫ Staff has installed blue signs to specifically state Chretin’s. 

⋅ These signs need to be more descriptive of the turns a driver needs to take.   
▫ The street is not 72 feet wide at the choke point, but the difficulty is that there is not the 

length needed to handle the volume of stacking.   
⋅ The curb and gutter can be removed and a temporary lane built to accommodate this 

turn – something ADOT does on a regular basis in its projects.   
– This may not be as easy as it appears.  Eliminating a left turn northbound to 

Arizona Avenue would not eliminate split phasing.   
▫ A parallel situation exists for those businesses to the north.  

▪ Once two lanes are open in each direction, it may be possible to have one lane be a left-turn 
lane; however, 16th Street will be carrying much more traffic by then and that must be taken 
into consideration.   

▪ The businesses affected are unique in nature.  If they don’t make their money in the winter 
visitor season they will go bankrupt and no longer exist.  They cannot have tall pole signs; 
they must be allowed adequate signage and left-turn access from 16th Street.       

▪ Perhaps the use of larger, lighted sign could be used temporarily, but the cost would be of 
$250 each per month. 

▪ City staff will work creatively with ADOT to implement City Council’s directions.     
 
III. GANDOLFO ANNEX BUILDING   
 
Flynn and Eatherly briefed the City Council on the status of the Gandolfo Annex in light of a 
recent report and the recommendations staff will be making to the Historic District Review 
(HDRC).  HDRC will be making the final decision on the building’s future.       
 
▪ The City purchased the Gandolfo Annex in the 1970’s; prior to that time, it was used as 

artists studios, shops and offices.   
▪ Though the Request for Proposals (RFP) process, the building was sold to a local developer 

in 1996; after a structural analysis, the developer determined the project was cost prohibitive.   
▪ The property was returned to the City in 2001 and used for miscellaneous storage.   
▪ On October 4, 2006, the City Council authorized a second RFP for the property in an attempt 

to create a public/private partnership to determine ways to incentivize the project and restore 
the building.    
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▪ John Sternitzke was the only bidder out of 16 individuals who attended the pre-bidder’s 
conference. 

▪ Sternitzke and City staff agreed that additional information was needed prior to making a 
recommendation to the City Council, specifically:    
▫ An updated structural analysis noted “severe deterioration to the foundation on the west 

side of the building, with walls 4-6 inches out of plumb.” 
▫ A soils condition report reported poor percolation and drainage conditions 
▫ An environmental inspection report was prepared.   

▪ In the Spring of 2008, an earthquake and aftershocks caused further damage to the building 
▫ The City immediately engaged Slaysman Engineering, a structure engineering firm, to 

develop a shoring plan.   
▫ Slaysman Engineering concluded that two-thirds to three-quarters of the building needed 

to be demolished.  The adobe walls are sitting on no foundation and the portion of the 
building that is more historic is the most unstable.  The more stable portion of the 
building was rebuilt in brick after the 1916 flood.   

▫ HDRC has approved the demolition of the north and west walls of the building; however, 
partial demolition could further de-stabilize the building and the project could end up 
being minus any of the original adobe structure.  New walls would have to be constructed 
to brace the walls that would be left.     

▫ The City consulted with Nielsen-Fackler Planning Development, Inc. and all – Sternitzke, 
Nielsen-Fackler and City staff – agreed the project is not financially feasible. 

▪ Staff will recommend to HDRC the following: 
▫ All efforts to save the building have been exhausted. 
▫ Demolition of the building should proceed with the following conditions: 

⋅ Any redevelopment of the site must “reflect similar style and scale in new 
construction and architecture sympathetic to the Gandolfo Annex.” 

⋅ In the interim, the property should not be used for parking, but be landscaped. 
⋅ HDRC must be involved in any new design preparations. 

▪ Demolition will cost the City $500,000.   
▪ The Yuma Crossing National Heritage Area Corporation Board of Directors have been taken 

aback by this situation and are now trying to determine what other buildings might be able to 
be saved if efforts are undertaken now.     

 
Discussion  
▪ The planned landscaping will consist of minimal desert landscaping.  The block wall behind 

the building will remain.  The site will be below grade after demolition.   
▪ Would it be feasible to have the land appraised and put out on the market?   

▫ Moving this property in the current economic situation may not be possible. 
▫ The cost differential between new construction versus lease rates in the area is 

significant, making new construction virtually infeasible.  
▫ Staff will follow City Council direction; the intent is to preserve the site and ultimately 

have this site redeveloped to fit into the streetscape in a style reflective of the nature of 
the Downtown area.   

▫ The intent of past City Councils is for the City not to own any Downtown property.   
▫  Staff is pursuing grant money to refurbish the Downtown buildings that may help 

increase their value and their lease rates; at that time, redevelopment of this property will 
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be possible. 
▫ Could the exterior bricks be saved for future reuse; that has been discussed with HDRC 

and is a distinct possibility.     
 
IV. YUMA ART CENTER EXPANSION 
 
Watson asked to delay this item, in deference to the need for an Executive Session, noting that 
staff will brief the City Council more fully prior to its decision on the acquisition of property for 
the Yuma Art Center.  The funding for this acquisition would be impact fees collected for arts 
and cultural activities.  The expansion is part of the current Yuma Art Center master plan.   
 
V. FINANCIAL UPDATE   
 
Watson asked whether City Councilmembers had any questions or comments regarding the 
information they were provided about the actions he has taken with regards cost saving measures 
associated with City staff.  Each City employee, with the exception of public safety personnel, 
will need to take 24 hours of unpaid furlough by March 1, 2010.  In addition, the City will 
strictly manage overtime hours for those in the public safety arena.  This should bring the current 
budget into balance, assuming revenues do not drastically drop.  Updates will be continuous.       
 
VI. UPDATES 
 
Watson advised City Councilmembers that he has forwarded them an e-mail from the Yuma 
Little League concerning their request for additional baseball fields.  The Parks and Recreation 
Commission has been apprised of the request.  Unfortunately, the City does not have enough 
fields to accommodate all its programs and this request.  Staff would like to keep the issue at the 
commission level.     
 
By way of information, Chavez presented the following: 
▪ The City could not accommodate Yuma Little League when they first asked to be a part of 

the City’s system; this year, Yuma Little League has been a co-sponsoring organization.   
▫ As a co-sponsoring organization they will no longer pay field rentals and it will cost $2 

per child to participate, just as any other co-sponsored participant.    
▪ Yuma Little League currently uses the Centennial Middle School baseball field; staff has also 

offered Yuma Little League another facility, Sanguinetti Field, for their use, which will 
expand their schedule by 18 games per week.   They use Joe Henry Park and Shaw Industries 
field on weekends.    

▪ Scheduling all of the City’s facilities among the various organizations and activities is no 
small task; the fields are constantly in use by one group or another.    

▪ The Yuma Little League would like a single facility to call their own – a wish many of the 
other co-sponsoring organizations share. 
▫ They would like the Kennedy baseball fields; however, these fields are the only ones in 

the community with 300-foot fields – the only fields that can accommodate the men’s 
softball leagues, which has over 400 participants.       

▪ The Parks and Recreation Commission has directed staff not to displace the existing, 
successful program to allow another entity to come in.  
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▪ Yuma Little League is taking registrations earlier than the other co-sponsoring organizations, 
so the number of participants is not available yet.  Their season starts in March and ends in 
May.  Last year, participation grew slightly.  

▪ The issue is one of balancing facility use.   
 
Watson stated that Senator John McCain toured the Wetlands and the Riverfront areas.  
Quechan Indian Tribe President Jackson was also present.  The group also viewed the location of 
the proposed Federal Courthouse; a decision on courthouse funding is soon to be made.   
 
Representatives from the City of Mexicali have been in attendance tonight.     
 
VII. ADJOURNMENT/EXECUTIVE SESSION 

 
Motion (Beeson/Mendoza):  To adjourn to Executive Session.  Voice vote:  adopted 7-0.  The 
meeting adjourned at 4:46 p.m.   
 
 
____________________________________ 
Brigitta M. Kuiper, City Clerk  
 
 
APPROVED:   
 
________________________________ 
Lawrence K. Nelson, Mayor  
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009    
 
City Administration    
 
City Clerk    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Special Event Liquor License:  Fort Yuma Rotary Club  

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Approve a Special Event Liquor License application submitted by Jack Alan Frost, on behalf of the Fort 
Yuma Rotary Club, for the Mardi Gras Block Party. The event will be held in the 200-300 blocks of S. 
Main Street, on February 5, 2010, from 7:00 a.m. to 11:30 p.m. (SP09-16) 

REPORT:     
Jack Alan Frost, on behalf of the Fort Yuma Rotary Club, has applied for a Special Event Liquor 
License Application for the Mardi Gras Block Party. The event will be held in the 200-300 blocks of S. 
Main Street, on February 5, 2010 from 7:00 a.m. to 11:30 p.m. 
 
The application has been sent to Community Development, Police Department, Fire Department, Risk 
Management and Parks & Recreation Department for their review. No objections have been received. 
 
Upon City Council recommendation of approval, this application will be forwarded to the Arizona 
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control for final processing. 
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CITY FUNDS: $0.00 BUDGETED: $0.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

       
 
TOTAL:  $0.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
Application fee revenue: $20.00 

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1. Special Event Liquor License application 
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Brigitta M. Kuiper    

DATE: 
11/25/2009 S

IG
N

A
TU

R
E

S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Martha Villaneda    

DATE: 
11/17/2009 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009    
 
City Administration    
 
City Clerk    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Special Event Liquor License: Yuma Jaycees Silver Spur Rodeo   

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Approve a Special Event Liquor License application submitted by Terry Lee Matzner, on behalf of the 
Yuma Jaycees, for the Silver Spur Rodeo. The event will be held at 2520 E. 32nd Street, Yuma County 
Fairgrounds, on February 12, 2010, from 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.; February 13, 2010, from 10:00 a.m. 
to 10:00 p.m.; and February 14, 2010, from 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. (SP09-17) 

REPORT:     
Terry Lee Matzner, on behalf of the Yuma Jaycees, has applied for a Special Event Liquor License for 
the Silver Spur Rodeo. The event will be held at 2520 E. 32nd Street, Yuma County Fairgrounds, on 
February 12, 2010, from 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.; February 13, 2010, from 10:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.; 
and February 14, 2010, from 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
 
As per State Liquor License requirements, the Yuma County Fair has agreed to suspend a portion of 
their liquor license that covers the fairground facility on the dates and times listed above. 
 
The application has been sent to Community Development, Police Department, Fire Department and 
Risk Management for their department review. No objections have been received. 
 
Upon City Council recommendation of approval, this application will be forwarded to the Arizona 
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control for final processing. 
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CITY FUNDS: $0.00 BUDGETED: $0.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
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$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

       
 
TOTAL:  $0.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
Application fee revenue: $20.00 

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1. Special Event Liquor License application 
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Brigitta M. Kuiper    

DATE: 
11/25/2009 S
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S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Martha Villaneda    

DATE: 
11/18/2009 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009    
 
City Administration    
 
City Clerk    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Liquor License: Ninja Sushi    

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Approve a #12 Restaurant (New License) Liquor License application submitted by Hong Sik Moon, 
agent for Ninja Sushi, 1400 E. 16th Street, Yuma, Arizona.  (LL09-23) 

REPORT:     
Hong Sik Moon, agent for Ninja Sushi, located at 1400 E. 16th Street, Yuma, Arizona, has applied for a 
#12, Restaurant, (New License) Liquor License.   
 
The subject property has been posted for the required 20-day period and no arguments in favor of or 
opposed to the issuance of this license have been received. 

 
The application has been reviewed by Community Development, Police Department, Fire Department, 
and Business Licensing; no objections have been received. 
 
Upon City Council recommendation of approval, this application will be forwarded to the Arizona 
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control for final processing. 
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CITY FUNDS: $0.00 BUDGETED: $0.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

       
 
TOTAL:  $0.00

      
      

FI
S

C
A

L 
R

E
Q

U
IR

E
M

E
N

TS
 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
Application Fee $250.00 

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1. #12 Restaurant (New) Liquor License Application 
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Brigitta M. Kuiper    

DATE: 
12/3/2009 S
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S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Flora L. Hatch    

DATE: 
12/3/2009 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009    
 
Finance    
 
Purchasing    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Request for Proposal (RFP) Rejection:  Classification Study and Pay Plan Development    

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Reject all proposals for the Classification Study and Pay Plan Development.   
 
 
(Human Resources/RFP #2010000079) 

REPORT:     
Request for Proposals were received by seven firms for the Classification Study and Pay Plan 
Development.  During the negotiations, it was determined that due to the current economic conditions, 
it was not in the best interest of the City to hire a firm to examine the current classification and pay 
plans and conduct the classification study of all full time employees. 
 
This recommendation has the concurrence of the Human Resources Director. 
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CITY FUNDS: $0.00 BUDGETED: $0.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

       
 
TOTAL:  $0.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
      

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Pat Wicks    

DATE: 
11/30/2009 S
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N

A
TU

R
E

S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Robin R. Wilson / Bill Pfannenstiel   

DATE: 
11/30/2009 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009    
 
Finance    
 
Purchasing    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Sole Source Contract:  Design and Construction of the B 1.7 Yuma Mesa Irrigation and Drainage 
District Siphon Extension  

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Award of a Sole Source contract for the Design and Construction of the Extension of the B 1.7 Lateral 
Canal Siphon at 32nd Street and Avenue 6E in accordance with Yuma City Code, Section 36-39, Sole 
Source Procurement, at an estimated cost of $420,000.00 to: 
 
Yuma Mesa Irrigation and Drainage District (YMIDD)    Yuma, Arizona 
 
(City Engineering - Bid #2010000265) 
REPORT:     
City of Yuma (City) Capital Improvement Program Project No. 5.0890 addresses signalization of the 
32nd Street and Avenue 6E intersection.  The project impacts the ability of YMIDD to maintain and 
operate its B1.7 Canal Lateral and the 32nd Street Siphon.  The siphon needs to be extended to 
accommodate the new traffic lights and interchange modifications that the City is proposing at the 
intersection. 
 
To allow the City to begin construction in Fiscal Year 2010, the YMIDD needs to complete its siphon 
modification in the next two months. 
 
The scope of the YMIDD work consists of extending both ends of the existing siphon at Avenue 6E and 
32nd Street.   The design and construction of this work will be performed by the YMIDD or its contractor, 
as all the work is on the irrigation system.  As the work is necessitated by the City signalization project, 
the City will pay YMIDD for its design, construction and inspection costs. 
 
For the reasons addressed above, staff requests that City Council approve a Sole Source contract with 
YMIDD at an estimated value of $420,000.00 for the siphon extension.        
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CITY FUNDS: $420,000.00 BUDGETED: $425,000.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

FY 2010 CIP 5.0890  
 
TOTAL:  $420,000.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
Funds are included in the FY 2010 Capital Improvement Budget for this project under C.I.P. 
#5.0890 - Traffic Signal Install  - 32nd Street and Avenue 6E. 

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Pat Wicks    

DATE: 
11/24/2009 S
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S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Bill Pfannenstiel    

DATE: 
11/24/2009 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009 
 
Community Development    
 
Community Planning    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Amendment: 1st Avenue Alignment Modification (North) - 2005 Major Roadways Plan   

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Modify the 1st Avenue alignment between 1st Street and 18th Street in the 2005 Major Roadways Plan. 

REPORT:     
On March 17, March 31 and April 14, 2009, the City Council had discussions on the function, alignment 
and width of 1st Avenue for the segment from 1st Street to 18th Street.  Alternative rights-of-way and 
roadway configurations were discussed in relation to traffic counts, future development, and the 2005 
Major Roadways Plan. 
 
As a result of those City Council discussion, City staff recommends the following: 

1. Amend the 2005 Major Roadways Plan to change the designation for 1st Avenue from 1st Street 
to 12th Street from Minor Arterial Constrained to Collector at 80 feet, and change the 
designation for 1st Avenue from 16th Street to 18th Street from Minor Arterial Constrained to 
Constrained Collector at a maximum of 64 feet, as a part of the next amendment of the Plan. 

2. Design future improvements of 1st Avenue from 12th Street to 16th Street with the following 
requirements: 
 Maximum right-of-way width shall be 76 feet. 
 Roadway shall include: 2 travel lanes (1 in each direction), 1 center turn lane and parking 

shall be allowed on the roadway. 
3. Design future improvements of 1st Avenue from 16th Street to 18th Street with the following 

requirements: 
 Maximum right-of-way width shall be a maximum of 64 feet. 
 Roadway shall include: 2 travel lanes (1 in each direction), 1 center turn lane, bicycle lanes, 

and no parking shall be allowed on the roadway. 
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CITY FUNDS: $0.00 BUDGETED: $0.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

       
 
TOTAL:  $0.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
      

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Laurie Lineberry    

DATE: 
12/1/2009 S

IG
N

A
TU

R
E

S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Jennifer L. Albers    

DATE: 
10/21/2009 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009 
 
Community Development    
 
Community Planning    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Amendment: 5th Avenue Alignment Modification - 2005 Major Roadways Plan  

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Modify the 5th Avenue alignment between 14th Street and 16th Street and the 14th Street alignment from 
4th Avenue to 7th Avenue in the 2005 Major Roadways Plan. 

REPORT:     
On October 20, 2009, and November 17, 2009, the City Council had discussions on the function, 
alignment and width of 5th Avenue for the segment from 6th Street to 16th Street.  Alternative rights-of-
way and roadway configurations were discussed in relation to traffic counts, future development and 
anticipated roadway improvements, traffic patterns and the 2005 Major Roadways Plan. 
 
As a result of the City Council discussion, City staff recommends the following: 

1. Amend the 2005 Major Roadways Plan by revising the roadway classification for 5th Avenue 
from 14th Street to 16th Street from Collector street to Local street, and for 14th Street from 4th 
Avenue to 7th Avenue from Local street to Collector street, as a part of the next amendment of 
the Plan.  

2. Affirm the designation of 5th Avenue from 6th Street to 14th Street as a Collector roadway. 
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CITY FUNDS: $0.00 BUDGETED: $0.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

       
 
TOTAL:  $0.00

      
      

FI
S

C
A

L 
R

E
Q

U
IR

E
M

E
N

TS
 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
      

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Laurie Lineberry    

DATE: 
12/1/2009 S

IG
N

A
TU

R
E

S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Jennifer L. Albers    

DATE: 
11/30/2009 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009    
 
Community Development    
 
Community Planning    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Amendment: 5th Street Alignment Modification - 2005 Major Roadways Plan    

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Modify the 5th Street alignment between Magnolia Avenue and 4th Avenue in the 2005 Major 
Roadways Plan. 

REPORT:     
On December 1, 2009, the City Council had discussions on the function, alignment and width of 5th 
Street for the segment from Magnolia Avenue to 4th Avenue.  Alternative rights-of-way and roadway 
configurations were discussed in relation to traffic counts, existing uses, future development and the 
2005 Major Roadways Plan. 
 
As a result of the City Council discussion, City staff recommends the following: 
 

1. Amend the 2005 Major Roadways Plan by revising the roadway classification to a Constrained 
Collector street for 5th Street from Magnolia Avenue to 4th Avenue, as a part of the next 
amendment of the Plan. 

2. Design future improvements of 5th Street with the following requirements - full right-of-way width 
shall be 64 feet. 
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CITY FUNDS: $0.00 BUDGETED: $0.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

       
 
TOTAL:  $0.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
      

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Laurie Lineberry    

DATE: 
12/2/2009 S

IG
N

A
TU

R
E

S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Jennifer L. Albers    

DATE: 
12/1/2009 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009    
 
Community Development    
 
Community Planning    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Amendment: 8th Street Alignment Modification - 2005 Major Roadways Plan    

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Modify the 8th Street alignment between 1st Avenue and Avenue E ½ in the 2005 Major Roadways 
Plan. 

REPORT:     
On August 18, September 15 and October 6, 2009, the City Council had discussions on the function, 
alignment and width of 8th Street for the segment from 1st Avenue to Avenue E ½.  Alternative rights-of-
way and roadway configurations were discussed in relation to traffic counts, traffic patterns, future 
development, anticipated roadway improvements, and the 2005 Major Roadways Plan.    
 
As a result of the City Council discussion, City staff recommends the following: 

1. Amend the 2005 Major Roadways Plan to change the designation for 8th Street from 1st Avenue 
to Avenue C, from a Principal Arterial to Minor Arterial Constrained (Minimum) at 76 feet, and 
change the designation for 8th Street from Avenue C to Avenue E½, from Principal Arterial to 
Minor Arterial 100 feet, as a part of the next amendment of the Plan.   

2. Design future improvements of 8th Street from Avenue C to 1st Avenue with the following 
requirements: 
• 8th Street at Avenue C:  Minor Arterial Constrained to Arterial with 75’ sight triangles, no 

acceleration lanes. 
• 8th Street at Avenue B:  Minor Arterial Constrained to Arterial with 75’ sight triangles, no 

acceleration lanes. 
• 8th Street at Magnolia Avenue – north side:  Minor Arterial Constrained to Constrained 

Collector with right turn lane onto Magnolia, no acceleration lane and 40’ sight triangles. 
• 8th Street at Magnolia Avenue – south side – Minor Arterial Constrained to Local with no turn 

lanes and 25’ sight triangles, no acceleration lanes. 
• 8th Street and 15th Avenue: Minor Arterial Constrained to Constrained Collector with no turn 

lanes and 25’ sight triangles, no acceleration lanes. 
• 8th Street and 14th Avenue: Minor Arterial Constrained to Constrained Collector with right 

turn lane south and 40’ sight triangles, no acceleration lanes.  
• 8th Street and Avenue A:  Minor Arterial Constrained to Minor Arterial Constrained with 75’ 

54



sight triangles, no acceleration lanes. 
• 8th Street and 7th Avenue – south side:  Minor Arterial Constrained to Collector with turn lane 

and 40’ sight triangles on 7th Avenue south of 8th Street and 25’ sight triangles on 7th Avenue 
north of 8th Street, no acceleration lanes. 

• 8th Street and 5th Avenue:  Minor Arterial Constrained to Collector with 25’ sight triangles to 
the north and 40’ sight triangles to the south, no acceleration lanes. 

• 8th Street and 4th Avenue:  Minor Arterial Constrained to Principal Arterial with 75’ sight 
triangles, no acceleration lanes. 

• 8th Street and 1st Avenue:  Minor Arterial Constrained to Collector with 40’ sight triangles and 
right turn lane south on 1st Avenue, no acceleration lanes. 
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CITY FUNDS: $0.00 BUDGETED: $0.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

       
 
TOTAL:  $0.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
      

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       

A
D

D
IT

IO
N

A
L 

IN
FO

R
M

A
TI

O
N

 

IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Laurie Lineberry    

DATE: 
12/1/2009 S

IG
N
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TU

R
E

S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Jennifer L. Albers    

DATE: 
10/21/2009 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009 
 
Community Development    
 
Community Planning    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Amendment: 2005 Major Roadways Plan    

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Modify the 8th Street alignment from 1st Avenue to Castle Dome Avenue, affirm various roadway 
designations as identified in the 2005 Major Roadways Plan and identify specific rights-of-way width 
and roadway alignments. 

REPORT:     
From September 16, 2008, thru December 1, 2009, the City Council had discussions on the function, 
alignment and width of various major roadways identified in the City of Yuma 2005 Major Roadways 
Plan.  Alternative rights-of-way and roadway configurations were discussed in relation to traffic counts, 
future development, anticipated roadway improvements and traffic patterns. 
 
To date, the City Council has acted to provide specific direction on the following roadway alignments: 
 

 December 17, 2008: 1st Avenue – 18th Street to 26th Street and the intersection with 24th Street  
 January 21, 2009: 12th Street – Avenue A to Avenue B 
 January 21, 2009: 3rd Street – Avenue B to 4th Avenue 
 March 4, 2009: 15th Avenue – 3rd Street to 8th Street 
 April 15, 2009: 1st Street – Penitentiary Avenue to Avenue D 
 April 15, 2009: Magnolia Avenue – 1st Street to 12th Street 
 November 18, 2009: 10th Street – Avenue A to 14th Avenue 
 On this current agenda, December 16, 2009: 5th Avenue from 6th Street to 16th Street, 8th Street 

from 1st Avenue to Avenue E½, 5th Street from 4th Avenue to Magnolia Avenue and 1st Avenue 
from 1st Street to 18th Street  

 
On March 31, May 5 and June 16, 2009, the City Council had discussions on the function, alignment 
and width of 8th Street for the segment from 1st Avenue to Castle Dome Avenue.  As a result of those 
City Council discussion, City staff recommends the following:  

 Amend the 2005 Major Roadways Plan by including 8th Street from Arizona Avenue to Castle 
Dome Avenue as a Minor Arterial. 
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As a result of City Council discussion from September 2008 thru November 2009, City staff 
recommends affirmation of the following roadway designations, rights-of-way, and alignments:   
 

1. 12th Street – Avenue C to Arizona Avenue 
a. Designation: Minor Arterial Constrained 
b. Right-of-way: 60 feet 
 

2. 32nd Street – Avenue A to Avenue B 
a. Designation: Principal Arterial 
b. Right-of-way: Shift right-of-way north 24 feet  
 

3. 32nd Street – Avenue B to Avenue C 
a. Designation: Principal Arterial 
b. Right-of-way: Shift right-of-way 24 feet north at Avenue B to 45 feet north at Avenue C 
 

4. 32nd Street – Avenue C to Avenue D 
a. Designation: Principal Arterial 
b. Right-of-way: Shift intersection of 32nd Street and Avenue C to 45 feet north and east of 

the centerline 
 

5. Arizona Avenue – Giss Parkway to 16th Street 
a. Designation: Minor Arterial 
b. Right-of-way: Alignment to transition from Arizona Avenue to Gila Street between 13th 

Street and 6th Street 
 

6. Giss Parkway – 4th Avenue to Interstate 8 
a. Designation: Principal Arterial 
b. Right-of-way: No additional right-of-way to be required north of Giss Parkway excluding 

25 foot corner triangles 
 

7. Giss Parkway – Interstate 8 to 8th Street 
a. Designation: Minor Arterial 

 
8. Winsor Avenue – Palo Verde Street to 32nd Street 

a.   Designation: Collector - constrained 
b. Right-of-way: No additional right-of-way to be required 
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CITY FUNDS: $0.00 BUDGETED: $0.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

       
 
TOTAL:  $0.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
      

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Laurie Lineberry    

DATE: 
12/2/2009 S
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S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Jennifer L. Albers    

DATE: 
12/1/2009 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009    
 
City Administration    
 
Economic Development    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Preannexation Development Agreement: Humane Society of Yuma, Inc.    

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Authorize a Preannexation Development Agreement with Humane Society of Yuma, Inc. for 4.73 acres 
of property located at the southwest corner of Avenue 4 1/2 E and 40th Street. 

REPORT:     
The Humane Society of Yuma, Inc., (HSOY) has acquired 4.73 acres of undeveloped property at the 
southwest corner of Avenue 4½ E and County 40th Street.  The HSOY plans to relocate their existing 
operations from 285 Figueroa Avenue to the new site no later than 2011.  The HSOY, a non-profit 
Arizona Corporation serving the needs of the residents of Yuma County, Arizona, has asked that they 
be allowed to transfer their water and sewer capacity fees from their existing site to their new site and 
for annexation into the City limits as provided for in the attached Preannexation Development 
Agreement. 
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CITY FUNDS: $0.00 BUDGETED: $0.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

       
 
TOTAL:  $0.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
      

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       

A
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Robert L. Stull    

DATE: 
12/2/2009 S
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S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
   

DATE: 
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RESOLUTION NO.  R2009-91 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUMA, 
ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING THE EXECUTION OF 
A PREANNEXATION DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT WITH  THE 
HUMANE SOCIETY OF YUMA, INC., FOR 4.37 ACRES OF PROPERTY 
LOCATED AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF AVENUE 4½ E AND 
40TH STREET 

 
WHEREAS, the City adopted its General Plan in 2002, and the use and development of the property is 
consistent with the goals and objectives of the City of Yuma General Plan, as amended; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the City is authorized under Arizona Revised Statutes Section 9-500.05 to enter into 
development agreements with owners of real property situated in unincorporated lands; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Humane Society of Yuma (“Humane Society”) is a non-profit Arizona Corporation serving 
the needs of the residents of Yuma County, Arizona; and,  
 
WHEREAS, the Humane Society possesses one acre of real property located at a physical address of 285 
Figueroa Avenue (“Existing Site”) and currently operates the Yuma County Humane Society thereon; and, 
 
WHEREAS,  the Humane Society possesses another 4.73 acres of real property located at the southwest 
corner of Avenue 4½ E and 40th Street  and more particularly described in Exhibit 1 of the agreement (“New 
Site”), and desires to transfer the operations of the Humane Society to the New Site; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Yuma desires to support the relocation and expansion of the Humane Society to the 
New Site to better serve the needs of the residents of Yuma County, Arizona; and,  
  
WHEREAS, the parties hereto wish to enter into the attached Preannexation Development Agreement to 
provide for the relocation of the Humane Society to the New Site upon certain terms and conditions, 
including the annexation of the New Site into the municipal boundaries of the City of Yuma and the transfer 
of water and sewer capacity fees to the New Site. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Yuma, Arizona that the City 
Administrator is authorized and directed to execute the Preannexation Development Agreement attached as 
Exhibit A and by this reference made a part hereof. 
 
Adopted this __________day of ___________________ 2009. 
 

APPROVED:  
 

___________________________________  
Lawrence K. Nelson 
Mayor         

ATTESTED: 
 
___________________________________                                        
Brigitta M. Kuiper 
City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
___________________________________  
Steven W. Moore 
City Attorney 
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RESOLUTION NO. R2009-91 
 

EXHIBIT A   
PREANNEXATION DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT   

 
THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into, pursuant to the Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S.) § 9-
500.05 is by and between Humane Society of Yuma, Inc., an Arizona Non-Profit Corporation, 
(“Owner”) and the City of Yuma (“City”), a municipal corporation of the State of Arizona. 
  

RECITALS 
 
WHEREAS, the City adopted its General Plan in 2002, and the use and development of the property 
is consistent with and in conformance to the goals and objectives of the City of Yuma General Plan, 
as amended; and, 
 
WHEREAS, Owner possesses one acre of real property located at a physical address of 285 Figueroa 
Avenue (the “Existing Site”) and currently operates the Humane Society of Yuma, Inc. thereon; and  
 
WHEREAS, Owner possesses another 4.73 acres of real property located at the southwest corner of 
Avenue 4½ E and 40th Street and more particularly described in Exhibit 1 (the “New Site”), and 
desires to transfer the operations of the Humane Society of Yuma, Inc thereto; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Humane Society of Yuma, Inc. is a non-profit Arizona Corporation serving the 
needs of the residents of Yuma County, Arizona; and,  
 
WHEREAS, the City of Yuma desires to support the relocation and expansion of the Humane 
Society of Yuma, Inc. to the New Site to better serve the needs of the residents of Yuma County, 
Arizona; and,  
  
WHEREAS, the parties hereto wish to enter into this Agreement to provide for the relocation of the 
Humane Society of Yuma, Inc to the New Site upon certain terms and conditions. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the above recitals, the parties agree as follows: 
 
1. Development Agreement.   This Agreement is a Development Agreement within the 

meaning of Arizona Revised Statutes § 9-500.05.  This document and all attached exhibits, 
addenda, or amendment, constitute the Agreement. 

 
2. Term.  This Agreement will commence upon the date of its execution, and will terminate 

when the obligations of the parties with respect to the improvements and use of the New Site 
contained in this Agreement are fully complied with or the parties mutually provide for 
termination in writing, whichever first occurs.   

 
3. Annexation.  Owner agrees to petition for annexation of the New Site into the City of Yuma 

pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 9-471.   
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4. Development Standards.  The development and use of the New Site shall be subject to all 
applicable City, County, State and Federal laws, regulations or rules, and fees in effect at the 
time of such development. 

 
5.   Transfer of Water and Sewer Capacity Fees.   Upon annexation the City agrees to allow 

Owner to transfer water and sewer capacity fees from the Existing Site of the Humane 
Society of Yuma, Inc. at 285 Figueroa Avenue to the New Site at the southwest corner of 
Avenue 4½ E and 40th Street, more particularly described in Exhibit 1. 

 
 The water and sewer capacity fees to be transferred, per Exhibit 2, are based on the 

preexistence of two 1-inch water meters at the Existing Site, and the Owner’s Utilities 
Management Evaluation indicating an average daily sewer discharge of 1,635 GPD.   Should 
future audits of the sewer discharge at the New Site indicate a greater capacity than indicated 
on the Owner’s Utility Management Evaluation, Owner acknowledges responsibility to pay 
City additional sewer capacity fees, at the then current rate, as determined by the audit. 

 
 In order for the water and sewer capacity fees to transfer, Owner agrees to record a notice on 

the existing site (Exhibit 3) acknowledging the transfer of water and sewer capacity fees and 
that any future reuse of the Existing Site requires payment to the City of all water and sewer 
capacity fees, connection charges, sanitary sewer interceptor charges, water system 
development charges, meter charges, taxes, and all other associated water and sewer fees or 
charges in effect at the time of application for water or sewer reconnection. 

 
6. Dimunition in Value.  By signing this Agreement, Owner agrees to waive any claim for 

diminution in value under the Private Property Rights Development Act in connection with 
the annexation of the Property as well as for any claim of diminution in value as a result of 
the rezoning of the Property. 
 

7.  Notice.  All notices, demands or other communications must be in writing and are deemed to 
be duly delivered upon personal delivery, or as of the second business day after mailing by 
United States mail, postage prepaid, registered or certified, return receipt requested, 
addressed as follows: 

 
To City:        To Owner: 
City Administrator          Humane Society of Yuma, Inc. 
One City Plaza                285 Figueroa Avenue 
P.O. Box 13014     Yuma, Arizona 85364 
Yuma, Arizona  85366-3014  

                            
If either party changes address they must give written notice to the other party.  Notice of 
change of address is deemed effective five (5) days after mailing by the party changing 
address. 

 
8. Default Remedies.  If either party defaults (the “Defaulting Party”) with respect to any of 

such party’s obligations, then the other party (the “Non-Defaulting Party”) shall give 
written notice in the manner prescribed in Section VII to the Defaulting Party.  The notice 
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shall state the nature of the default claimed and make demand that such default be 
corrected.  The Defaulting Party shall then have:  

 
(i) twenty (20) days from the date of receipt of such notice within which to correct such 

default if it can be reasonably corrected by the payment of  money, or  
(ii) sixty (60) days from the date of receipt of such notice to cure such default if action 

other than payment of money is reasonably required, or  
(iii) if any such non-monetary default cannot reasonably be cured within sixty (60) days 

for reasons beyond its control (financial inability, construction delays and market 
conditions excepted), then such longer period as may be reasonably required, 
provided and so long as such cure is promptly commenced within such period and 
diligently prosecuted to completion.   
 

This Section shall not limit any other rights, remedies, or causes of action, whether at law or 
in equity, that either party may have. 

 
9.  Successors and Assigns.  This Agreement is binding upon the heirs, executors, 

administrators, successors and assigns of both parties and it is the express intent of the 
parties that the benefits and burdens of this Agreement shall run with the land.  

     
10.  Waiver.  If either party fails to require the other party to perform any provision of this 

Agreement, that failure does not prevent the other party from later enforcing that provision.  
Neither party is released from any responsibilities or obligations imposed by law or this 
Agreement if the other party fails to exercise a right or remedy.  No waiver of any provision 
of this Agreement shall be binding upon either party unless in writing signed by both Parties. 

 
11.  Governing law and Venue.  The laws of the State of Arizona govern this Agreement as to 

validity, interpretation, and performance.  The parties must institute and maintain any legal 
actions or other judicial proceeding arising from this Agreement in Yuma County Superior 
Court. 
 

12.  Severability.  If any terms, parts, or provisions of this Agreement are for any reason invalid 
or unenforceable, the remaining terms, parts, or provision is nevertheless valid and 
enforceable if the intent of the parties can otherwise be given effect. 
 

13.  Attorney Fees and Costs.  If either party brings an action or proceeding for failure to observe 
any of the terms or provisions of this Agreement, the prevailing party shall recover, as part 
of such action or proceeding, all reasonable costs, expenses, and attorney fees as determined 
by the Court and not by a jury. 
 

14.  Integration.  This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the parties, and no oral 
or written statements, promises, or inducements made by either party or its agents not 
contained or specifically referred to in this Agreement is valid or binding.  All modifications 
to this Agreement must be in writing, signed by the parties. 
 

15.  Recordation.  The City shall record a copy of this Agreement no later than ten (10) days 
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from date of entering into this Agreement pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes § 9-500.05. 
 

16. Estoppel Certificate.  The parties agree that upon written request from a party to this 
Agreement, within twenty-one (21) business days a requested party shall execute, 
acknowledge and deliver to the party making such request a written statement certifying to 
the current status of the Agreement, including whether or not, a party is in default of any 
obligation or duty set forth within the Agreement.  Any such certificate may be relied on by 
a prospective purchaser of any part of the Property, or any prospective lender. 

 
17. No Partnership.  Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed as creating a partnership 

between Owner and the City. 
 
18. Good Standing:  Authority.  Each of the parties represents and warrants to the other that it is 

duly formed and validly existing under the laws of Arizona and that the individual(s) 
executing this Agreement on behalf of their respective party is authorized and empowered to 
bind the party on whose behalf each such individual is signing. 

 
IN WITNESS WHEROF, the parties executed this Agreement through their authorized 
representatives. 
 
Dated this _______ day of ________________, 2009. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
CITY OF YUMA                                                      HUMANE SOCIETY OF YUMA, INC.  
 
By___________________________                         By_______________________________   
Mark S. Watson       Gregory Bussell 
City Administrator                                                         President 
       
                   
ATTEST:                                           APPROVED AS TO FORM:        

 
By____________________________                       By______________________________ 
Brigitta M. Kuiper                                           Steven W. Moore                    
City Clerk                                            City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT 1 
Property Legal Description 

 
The East half of the Northeast Quarter of the Northeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of Section 18, Township 9 
South, Range 22 West, of the Gila and Salt River Base and Meridian, Yuma County, Arizona. 
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EXHIBIT 2 
Water and Sewer Capacity  
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EXHIBIT 3 
 
 
WHEN RECORDED MAIL 
TO: 
 
Yuma City Attorney 
One City Plaza 
P.O.Box 13014 
Yuma, AZ  85366-3014 
 

________________________________________________________________________ 
 

NOTICE REGARDING CITY WATER 
AND SEWER CAPACITY FEES 

 
 Pursuant to the terms of the Preannexation Development Agreement between the City of Yuma, a municipal 
corporation and the Humane Society of Yuma, Inc., an Arizona corporation, notice is hereby given that certain rights and 
privileges related to the use of municipal water and sewer will be transferred to the Humane Society of Yuma, Inc.'s new 
animal shelter. 
 
 Any future use of municipal water or sewer for the real property described in Exhibit "A" attached hereto will 
require payment to the City of Yuma of all water and sewer capacity fees, connection charges, sanitary sewer interceptor 
charges, water system development charges, meter charges, taxes, and all other associated water and sewer fees or 
charges in effect at the time of application for water or sewer reconnection. 
 
      Humane Society of Yuma, Inc. 
 
      By_________________________________ 
       Gregory Bussell 
       President 
 
STATE OF ARIZONA ) 
   ) 
COUNTY OF YUMA ) 
 
 This instrument was acknowledged before me this ___ day of December, 2009, by Gregory Bussell, 
President of the Humane Society of Yuma, Inc. 
 
      ____________________________________ 
      Notary Public 
 
My commission expires_________________. 
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EXHIBIT "A" TO NOTICE REGARDING CITY WATER 
AND SEWER CAPACITY FEES 

(Legal Description) 
 

THE LAND REFERRED TO HEREIN BELOW IS SITUATED IN THE COUNTY OF YUMA, STATE 
OF ARIZONA AND IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
 
A PARCEL OF LAND IN THE NORTH HALF OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 33, 
TOWNSHIP 16 SOUTH, RANGE 22 EAST, OF THE SAN BERNARDINO MERIDIAN, YUMA 
COUNTY, ARIZONA, MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 
 
BEGINNING AT A POINT ON THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 33, SAID POINT BEING 38 
FEET EAST OF THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 33; 
 
THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 33, A DISTANCE OF 217.8 
FEET TO A POINT; 
 
THENCE SOUTHERLY AND PARALLEL TO THE WEST LINE OF SAID SECTION 33, A 
DISTANCE OF 200 FEET TO A POINT; 
 
THENCE WESTERLY AND PARALLEL TO THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 33, A 
DISTANCE OF 217.8 FEET TO A POINT; 
 
THENCE NORTHERLY AND PARALLEL TO THE WEST LINE OF SAID SECTION 33, A 
DISTANCE OF 200 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009    
 
City Engineering    
 
Administration    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Exchange and Acquisition of Real Property: Yuma Art Center Expansion   

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Authorize staff to exchange and acquire property for expansion of the Yuma Art Center (CIP No. 
2.0702) 

REPORT:     
CIP No. 2.0702 was initiated to acquire additional storage and programming space for the Yuma Art 
Center.  
 
Classroom space in the United Building portion of the Yuma Art Center has been diminished, because 
of the need to share floor space with activities at the Historic Yuma Theatre (Theatre).  Increased event 
usage at and by the Theatre has caused Yuma Art Center events to be reduced, because of lack of 
floor space and storage space. 
 
A purchase agreement has been negotiated with the current owners of property located at 270 South 
Main Street, shown on the attached Location Map A.  That property is valued at $303,000.  
 
To pay for the property to be acquired, it is proposed that the City of Yuma (City) will: 

1. Exchange with the current owner of the property to be acquired a vacant parcel of City-  
      owned property, which is located at the southeastern corner of 5th Street and Madison 

Avenue and valued at $63,000; and, 
2. Pay the balance of $240,000.00 to the current owner of the property to be acquired. 

 
For the reasons addressed above, it is requested that City Council adopt the attached ordinance,  
declaring the City site to be surplus and available for disposal and authorizing exchange of that site and 
acquisition of property for expansion of the Yuma Art Center.  
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CITY FUNDS: $240,000.00 BUDGETED: $280,000.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

FY 2010 CIP No. 2.0702  
 
TOTAL:  $240,000.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
 Development Fees - Arts & Culture 

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Robert L. Stull for Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 11/24/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
11/24/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Paul Brooberg    

DATE: 
11/2/2009 S
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N
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TU
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S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Teresa Blackburn    

DATE: 
11/02/09 
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ORDINANCE NO. O2009-69  

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUMA, ARIZONA,  
DECLARING A CERTAIN PARCEL OF REAL PROPERTY, HEREINAFTER 
DESCRIBED, SURPLUS FOR USE BY THE CITY AND AUTHORIZING AND 
DIRECTING THAT A CERTAIN PARCEL OF REAL PROPERTY, 
HEREINAFTER DESCRIBED, BE ACQUIRED BY GIFT, EXCHANGE, 
PURCHASE OR BY EMINENT DOMAIN, FOR THE REASON THAT SUCH 
PROPERTY IS REQUIRED TO ENHANCE AND EXPAND PUBLIC ARTS AND 
CULTURE FACILITIES AND OTHER PUBLIC PURPOSES AS MAY BE 
RELATED THERETO, AND AUTHORIZING PAYMENT OF ALL COSTS 
NECESSARY FOR THE EXCHANGE AND ACQUISITION OF SAID PARCEL OF 
REAL PROPERTY 

     
 

 WHEREAS, the City of Yuma (City) is authorized, pursuant to the City Charter, Article III, Section 
 2, to acquire and dispose of real property; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City has identified the acquisition of that property jointly owned by Kristen and Murray K. 
Wilson (Owners), located at 270 South Main Street, Yuma, Arizona and described in Exhibit A, attached 
hereto and by this reference made a part hereof, as necessary for enhancement and expansion of public arts 
and culture facilities; and,  
 
WHEREAS, the City is the owner of a vacant parcel of property located at the southeastern quadrant of the 5th 
Street and Madison Avenue intersection, as described in Exhibit B, attached hereto and by this reference 
made a part hereof, and that such property is of no use to the City and can be reasonably returned to private 
ownership and placed on the public property tax roll; and, 
 
WHEREAS,  that property described in said Exhibit B, valued at $63,000.00, is available for exchange as 
partial payment for that property described in said Exhibit A, valued at $303,000.00; and  

 
WHEREAS, subsequent to the conveyance of the above City property described in Exhibit B and the payment 
of $240,000.00 by the City to the Owner, the City shall acquire full ownership of that property described in 
Exhibit A.     

  
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Yuma as follows: 
 

SECTION 1: That the City declares that a certain parcel of real property as described in said Exhibit B, 
attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof, has become surplus for use by the City and that the 
disposition of said property serves the public interest of the City and would be of public benefit.  
 
SECTION 2: That it is deemed necessary and essential, as a matter of public necessity and public welfare, 
that a certain parcel of real property described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and by this reference made a part 
hereof, be acquired, in part, by the City through exchange for that City-owned parcel of real property 
described in Exhibit B, attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof,  as the former property is 
required to enhance and expand public arts and culture facilities for the public interest of the City and would 
be of public benefit.  

 
SECTION 3:  That the City staff is authorized to acquire the remaining interest in that parcel described in 
Exhibit A from the Owners, at the value of $240,000.00.      
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SECTION 4: That the duly authorized disbursing officers of the City of Yuma are hereby authorized and 
directed to pay all sums necessary to acquire the property, as shown in Exhibit A, and to convey that property 
shown in Exhibit B, in the manner as described in SECTION 2 AND SECTION 3 above, together with 
recording fees, escrow, title insurance, closing and all other costs necessary in the acquisition, exchange and 
sale of the properties. 

 
 
 Adopted this __________ day of ____________________, 2009. 
 
  APPROVED: 
 
       _________________________ 
       Lawrence K. Nelson 

     Mayor 
     
 ATTESTED: 
 
 _________________________ 
 Brigitta M. Kuiper    
 City Clerk 
 
 
 APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
       
 _________________________ 
 Steven W. Moore 
 City Attorney 

77



 
 
     Exhibit A 
 
That part of Tract “C” of Lot 8, Block 14 according to the plat of record in Book 1 of 
Plats, Page 82, in the office of the County Recorder, Yuma County, Arizona, more 
particularly described as follows: 
 
Beginning at the Northeast Corner of said Tract “C”; thence South 85˚ 10’ West along 
the North Line of Tract “C” a distance of 148.42 feet to a point; thence South 85˚ 15’ 
West along the North Line of Tract “C” a distance of 47.975 feet to a point; thence South 
2˚ 45’ East a distance of 25.01 feet to a point on the South Line of Tract “C”; thence 
North 85˚ 15 ‘ East to a point which is South 85˚ 10 West a distance of 148.2 feet from 
the Southeast Corner of Tract “C”; thence continuing North 85˚ 10’East along the South 
Line of Tract “C” a distance of 148.42 feet to the Southeast Corner of Tract “C”; thence 
North 4˚ 54’ West 25 feet along the East Line of Tract “C” to the point of beginning.   
 
EXCEPT that portion thereof lying within that certain tract of land taken by the City of 
Yuma under Final Order and Decree of Condemnation in Civil Action No. 26344 in the 
Superior Court of the State of Arizona County of Yuma, recorded October 31, 1969 in 
Docket 597, Page 296, records of Yuma County, Arizona, described as follows: 
  
Beginning at the Northwest Corner of Lot 8, Block 14, CITY OF YUMA, according to 
White’s Official Survey filed April 4, 1894, in the Office of the County Recorder, Yuma 
County, Arizona; thence North 85˚ 05’ East 210.0 feet; thence South 2˚ 24’ East to the 
North Line of Tract “C”, Lot 8, Block 14, CITY OF YUMA, according to Book 1 of 
Plats, Page 82, records of Yuma County, Arizona, said point being the point of beginning 
of the parcel of land herein described; thence continuing South 2˚ 45’ East to the South 
Line of said Tract “C”; thence South 85˚ 15’ West along the South Line of Tract “C” to 
the Southwest Corner of that certain parcel of land described I Docket 380, Page 445; 
thence North 2˚ 45’ West along the West Line of said parcel to the North Line of said 
Tract “C”, said point being the Northwest Corner of said parcel; thence North 85˚ 15’ 
East along the North Line of Tract “C” to the point of beginning. 
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     Exhibit B 
 
That part of Block 137, Yuma Townsite (commonly known as City of Yuma), according 
to White’s Official Survey as recorded on April 4, 1894, in the office of the County 
Recorder, Yuma County, Arizona, more particularly described as follows: 
 
Commencing at the Southwest Corner of Lot 12 of said Block 137, being the TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING; thence northerly along the West Line of said Lot 12 a distance 
of 100.0 feet, more or less, to the Northwest Corner thereof; thence easterly along the 
North Line of said Lot 12 a distance of 130.0 feet, more or less, to the Northeast Corner 
thereof; thence continuing easterly along a straight line between the Northeast Corner of 
said Lot 12 and the Northwest Corner of Lot 1, Block 137 a distance of 10.0 feet to a 
point; thence southerly along a line lying 10.0 feet East of and parallel with the East Line 
of said Lot 12 a distance of 100.0 feet, more or less, to its intersection with a straight line 
projected between the Southeast Corner of said Lot 12 and the Southwest Corner of said 
Lot 1; thence westerly along said projected line a distance of 10.0 feet to the Southeast 
Corner of said Lot 12; thence westerly along the South Line of said Lot 12 a distance of 
130.0 feet, more or less, to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009    
 
Community Development    
 
Community Planning    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Rezoning of Property:  3861 & 3885 South Pico Avenue 

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Rezone property from the Light Industrial (LI) District to the Heavy Industrial (H-I) District.  The 
applicant is the City of Yuma on behalf of Yuma County Airport Authority. (Z2009-016). 

REPORT:     
Planning and Zoning Commission Recommendation: 
On November 23, 2009, the Planning and Zoning Commission voted to recommend approval (5-0, with 
Brockington and Carter absent) of the request to rezone property located at  3861 & 3885 S. Pico 
Avenue from the Light Industrial (L-I) District  to the Heavy Industrial (H-I) District subject to the 
following conditions: 

1. The conditions listed below are in addition to City codes, rules, fees and regulations that are 
applicable to this action. 

 
2. The Owner shall submit to the City of Yuma, for recordation, a signed and notarized “Waiver 

of Claims under the Private Property Rights Protection Act.”  The Waiver shall be submitted 
within thirty (30) calendar days of the effective date of approval of this zoning action and 
prior to the issuance of any building permit.  In the event that this condition is not completed 
within this time frame, the zoning action is null and void. 

 
3. The owner shall record an Avigation Easement on the property acknowledging potential 

noise and overflight of aircraft from both daily and special operations of the Marine Corps Air 
Station and the Yuma International Airport. 

 
4. Each of the conditions listed above shall be completed within two (2) years of the 

effective date of the rezoning ordinance or prior to the issuance of a building 
permit or business license for this site, whichever occurs first.  If the conditions of 
approval are not completed within the above timeframe then the rezone shall be 
subject to ARS 9-462.01. 

 
PUBLIC COMMENTS - EXCERPT FROM PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES:  
No one spoke in favor of or against the rezoning.
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CITY FUNDS: $0.00 BUDGETED: $0.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

       
 
TOTAL:  $0.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
      

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       

A
D
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R
M

A
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O
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Laurie Lineberry    

DATE: 
11/30/2009 S

IG
N

A
TU

R
E

S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Bobette Bauermann    

DATE: 
11/24/2009 
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Z2009-016 

November 23, 2009 
Page 1 of 5 

  
STAFF REPORT TO THE PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
COMMUNITY PLANNING DIVISION 

CASE TYPE - REZONE 
 
  
Hearing Date:  November 23, 2009 Case Number:  Z2009-016 

 
Project Description/Location: Rezone two (2) adjacent parcels totaling approximately 1.6 

acres from the Light Industrial (L-I) District to the Heavy 
Industrial (H-I) District. The properties are located at 3861 
& 3885 S. Pico Avenue, Yuma, AZ.  

 

 
 
   Location Map 

  
 

 Existing Zoning Existing Land Use Land Use Designation 
Site Light Industrial (L-I) Undeveloped Industrial 

North Light Industrial (L-I) Control Tower Industrial 
South Light Industrial (L-I) US Customs Industrial 
East Heavy Industrial (H-I) Airplane Storage Public/Quasi Public 
West Light Industrial (L-I) Undeveloped Industrial 
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Z2009-016 

November 23, 2009 
Page 2 of 5 

Prior site actions: Annexation 1979, Z80-11, Z80-23, S81-10, C94-15 Waste Facility at 3861 Pico 
Ave – Withdrawn by applicant, LS2009-012. 
 
Staff recommendation:  Staff recommends APPROVAL of the rezoning from the Light Industrial (L-I) 
District to the Heavy Industrial (H-I) District, subject to the conditions shown in Attachment A. 
 
 
Suggested Motion: Motion to APPROVE the rezoning from the Light Industrial (L-I) District to the 

Heavy Industrial (H-I) District, subject to the conditions shown in Attachment A, 
because the request is in compliance with the General Plan and is compatible 
with surrounding land uses. 

 
Staff Analysis:  The subject properties were initially zoned Light Industrial in the County and when 

they were annexed into the City in 1979, the parcels reverted to Agriculture. The 
properties were rezoned to Light Industrial in 1980 and subdivided to create the Triple 
S Industrial Park.  
 
The properties are located in the 75+ noise contours and are surrounded by Industrial 
uses. The Yuma International Airport and Marine Corp Air Station are adjacent to the 
Triple S Industrial Park boundaries. The intent is to rezone these two parcels from 
Light Industrial to Heavy Industrial for a General Aviation Terminal. 
 
A neighborhood meeting was determined not applicable, because the proposed 
rezone is to Heavy Industrial (H-I) from Light Industrial (L-I). The properties are also 
adjacent to the airport and are currently surrounded by industrial uses. 
 

 
1. Does the proposed zoning district conform to the Land Use Element?          

Yes  
 

2. Are there any dedications or property easements identified by the Transportation Element?     
No  

 
3. Does the proposed rezoning of the property conform to the remaining elements of the 
general plan?  

Yes  
 

4. Does the proposed rezoning conform to the adopted facilities plan? 
Yes  

 
5. Does the proposed rezoning conform to Council’s prior approval of rezonings, development 
agreements or subdivisions for this site?     

Yes  
 
Public Comments Received: None Received 

 
External Agency Comments: None Received. 
Neighborhood Meeting Comments: No Meeting Required.  

 
Proposed conditions delivered to applicant on:  October 20, 2009 

 
Final staff report delivered to applicant on:  October 29, 2009 
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Z2009-016 

November 23, 2009 
Page 3 of 5 

X Applicant agreed with all of the conditions of approval on: October 20, 2009 
 Applicant did not agree with the following conditions of approval: (list #’s) 
 If the Planner is unable to make contact with the applicant – describe the situation and attempts 

to contact. 
 
Attachments 

 A  B 
Staff Conditions of Approval Aerial Photo 

 
 
Project Planner: Bobette Bauermann, 

Principal Planner 
373 -5000 #3038    Bobette.Bauermann@yumaaz.gov   

 
Prepared By:   Date:  
Bobette Bauermann, Principal Planner   

 
 
Reviewed By:   Date:  
Bruce Heckman, Planning Manager 

 
 
Approved By:  Date:  
Laurie L. Lineberry, AICP,  
Community Development Director 
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Z2009-016 

November 23, 2009 
Page 4 of 5 

ATTACHMENT A 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

 
 
The following conditions have been found to have a reasonable nexus and are roughly proportionate 
to the impact of the proposed rezone for the site: 
 
Department Of Community Development Comments: Laurie Lineberry, Community 
Development Director (928) 373-5175: 
 

1. The conditions listed below are in addition to City codes, rules, fees and regulations that 
are applicable to this action. 

 
2. The Owner shall submit to the City of Yuma, for recordation, a signed and notarized 

“Waiver of Claims under the Private Property Rights Protection Act.”  The Waiver shall be 
submitted within thirty (30) calendar days of the effective date of approval of this zoning 
action and prior to the issuance of any building permit.  In the event this condition is not 
completed within this time frame, the zoning action is null and void. 

 
3. The owner shall record an Avigation Easement on the property acknowledging potential 

noise and overflight of aircraft from both daily and special operations of the Marine Corps 
Air Station and the Yuma International Airport. 

 
Community Planning, Bobette Bauermann, Principal Planner, (928) 373-5000 x3038 
 

4. With the exception of Condition 2, each of the conditions listed above shall be completed 
within two (2) years of the effective date of the rezoning ordinance or prior to the issuance 
of a building permit or business license for this site, whichever occurs first.  If the 
conditions of approval are not completed within the above timeframe then the rezone shall 
be subject to ARS 9-462.01. 

 
Any questions or comments regarding the Conditions of Approval as stated above should be 
directed to the staff member who provided the comment. Name and phone numbers are 
provided. 
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Z2009-016 
November 23, 2009 

Page 5 of 5 

 

ATTACHMENT B 
AERIAL PHOTO 
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ORDINANCE NO.  O2010-01      
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUMA, 
ARIZONA, AMENDING CHAPTER 154 OF THE YUMA CITY CODE, AS 
AMENDED, REZONING CERTAIN PROPERTIES HEREINBEFORE 
LOCATED IN THE LIGHT INDUSTRIAL (L-I) DISTRICT TO THE HEAVY 
INDUSTRIAL (H-I) DISTRICT AND AMENDING THE ZONING MAP TO 
CONFORM THERETO 

 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Yuma Planning and Zoning Commission held a public hearing on 
November 23, 2009 in Zoning Case No: Z2009-016 in the manner prescribed by law for the purpose 
of rezoning  properties hereinafter described to the Heavy Industrial (H-I) District as provided for in 
Chapter 154 of the City of Yuma Code; and, 
 
 
WHEREAS, due and proper notice of such public hearing was given in the time, form, substance 
and manner as provided by law, including publication of such notice in the Yuma Sun on October 
30, 2009; and, 
 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the recommendation of the Planning and Zoning 
Commission regarding Case No: Z2009-016 and finds that the recommendation complies with and 
conforms to the goals and objectives of the Yuma General Plan, as amended. 
 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Yuma as follows: 

 
 

SECTION 1.  That the following described properties, to wit: 
 
 

Lots 25 and 26 of the Triple 'S' Industrial Park Unit 1 as recorded under Book 9 of Plats, Page 90 at the Office 
of the County Recorder, Yuma County, Arizona and located in the West half of the Southwest quarter of Section 
10, Township 9 South, Range 23 West, Gila and Salt River Base and Meridian, Yuma County, Arizona, more 
particularly described as follows: 
 
 

Beginning at the Southwest corner of said Section 10; 

 

Thence South 89º 36’ 07” East along the South line of said West half of the Southwest quarter of 

Section 10 a distance of 1,328.22 feet to the Southeast corner of said West half of the Southwest quarter 

of Section 10; 

 

Thence North 00º 10’ 12” West along the East line of said West half of the Southwest quarter of Section 

10 a distance of 688.01 feet to the Southeast corner of said lot 25 of the Triple 'S' Industrial Park Unit 

1, point also being the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; 

 

Thence North 89º 36’ 07” West along the South line of said lot 25 a distance of 200.0 feet to the 
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Southwest corner of said lot 25; 

 

Thence North 00º 10' 12" West a distance of 350.0 feet to the Northwest corner of said lot 26 of the 

Triple 'S' Industrial Park Unit 1; 

 

Thence South 89º 36’ 07” East along the North line of said lot 26 a distance of 200.0 feet to the 

Northeast corner of said lot 26; 

 

Thence South 00º 10' 12" East a distance of 350.0 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

 

Containing 1.61 acres, more or less. 
 
 

be placed in the Heavy Industrial (H-I) District, as defined by Chapter 154 of the Yuma City Code, 
as amended; that upon this Ordinance becoming final, said properties shall be subject to all rules, 
regulations and requirements of Chapter 154 of the Yuma City Code, as amended, pertaining to the 
Heavy Industrial (H-I) District, and that the zoning map adopted under Chapter 154 of the Yuma 
City Code, as amended, is hereby ordered to be changed and amended so as to show that said 
properties described in this Ordinance will be located within the District herein provided, and; 
 
 
 
SECTION 2.  That the following condition(s) must be met and/or completed in order for the zoning 
amendment to be final: 
 
 

1. The conditions listed below are in addition to City codes, rules, fees and regulations 
that are applicable to this action. 

 
2. The Owner shall submit to the City of Yuma, for recordation, a signed and notarized 

“Waiver of Claims under the Private Property Rights Protection Act.”  The Waiver 
shall be submitted within thirty (30) calendar days of the effective date of approval of 
this zoning action and prior to the issuance of any building permit.  In the event that 
this condition is not completed within this time frame, the zoning action is null and 
void. 

 
3. The owner shall record an Avigation Easement on the property acknowledging potential 

noise and overflight of aircraft from both daily and special operations of the Marine 
Corps Air Station and the Yuma International Airport. 

 
 
SECTION 3.  Each of the conditions listed above with the exception of Condition #2, shall be 
completed within two (2) years of the effective date of the rezoning ordinance or prior to the 
issuance of a building permit or business license for this site, whichever occurs first.  If the 
conditions of approval are not completed within the above timeframe, then the rezone shall be 
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subject to ARS 9-462.01. 
 
 
Adopted this ________ day of ___________________, 2010. 
 

APPROVED: 
 
 
________________________ 
Alan L. Krieger  
Mayor 

ATTESTED: 
 
__________________________ 
Brigitta M. Kuiper 
City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
__________________________ 
Steven W. Moore 
City Attorney 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009    
 
City Engineering    
 
Administration    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
 Stormwater Drainage Access Easement  

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Authorize acquisition of drainage access easement from Kohl's Department Stores, Inc. 

REPORT:     
Development of the Kohl’s Department Store (Kohl’s) included construction of a private stormwater 
basin, to collect and hold stormwater generated at the site of the store.  
 
The City of Yuma (City) Drainage Policy allows private basins to be drained into the City collection 
system for disposal, if there is capacity in the City system.  In this instance, capacity is available. 
 
The Kohl’s basin construction included a valve at the basin and a pipeline to the City collection system.  
When the City’s system has drained sufficiently to accept flows from the Kohl’s basin, a City employee 
will open the valve, drain the Kohl’s basin and close the valve, which requires that an access easement 
be provided by Kohl’s. 
 
Kohl’s has executed an easement to convey access rights to its stormwater facilities to the City of 
Yuma. 
  
For the reasons noted above, it is requested that City Council adopt the attached ordinance authorizing 
acquisition of the access easement from Kohl’s Department Stores, Inc.  The costs associated with the 
easement acquisition are for recording fees. 
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CITY FUNDS: $10.00 BUDGETED: $46,500.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

FY 2010 CIP No. 5.9512  
 
TOTAL:  $10.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
Funds shown are for recording fees only. 

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       

A
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Paul Brooberg    

DATE: 
11/25/2009 S

IG
N

A
TU

R
E

S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Teresa Blackburn    

DATE: 
11/24/2009 
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ORDINANCE NO. O2010-02 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUMA, 
ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THAT A CERTAIN PARCEL OF 
REAL PROPERTY, HEREINAFTER DESCRIBED, BE ACQUIRED BY THE 
CITY OF YUMA, AS AN ACCESS EASEMENT FOR THE REASON THAT 
SUCH PROPERTY IS REQUIRED TO IMPROVE THE PUBLIC ROADWAY 
AND STORMWATER UTILITY INFRASTRUCTURE AND OTHER PUBLIC 
PURPOSES AS MAY BE RELATED THERETO, AND AUTHORIZING 
PAYMENT THEREFOR, TOGETHER WITH COSTS NECESSARY FOR THE 
ACQUISITION OF AN ACCESS EASEMENT FOR SAID PARCEL OF REAL 
PROPERTY.  
 

WHEREAS, the City of Yuma (City) is authorized, pursuant to the City Charter, Article III, Section 
2, to acquire real property; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Yuma has identified the acquisition of an access easement across certain 
real property as necessary for roadway and stormwater utility infrastructure improvements.   

  
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Yuma as follows: 
 

SECTION 1: That it is deemed necessary and essential, as a matter of public necessity and public 
welfare, that a certain parcel of real property, described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and by this 
reference made a part hereof, be acquired as an access easement by the City of Yuma, as such 
acquisition is necessary to extend and improve public roadway and stormwater utility infrastructure 
capacity for the public interest of the City and would be of public benefit.     
 
SECTION 2: That City staff is authorized and directed to acquire said parcels of real property by 
easement for the City of Yuma.        

 
SECTION 3: That the duly authorized disbursing officers of the City are hereby authorized and 
directed to pay all sums necessary to acquire said property. 

 
 Adopted this __________ day of ____________________, 2010. 
 
  APPROVED: 
        
       _________________________ 
       Alan L. Krieger 

     Mayor 
 ATTESTED: 
  
 _________________________ 
 Brigitta M. Kuiper    
 City Clerk 
 
 
 APPROVED AS TO FORM:       
  
 _________________________ 
 Steven W. Moore 
 City Attorney 
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     Exhibit A   
 

The South 32.50 feet of the North 45.00 feet of the South 881.00 feet of the 
Northeast Quarter of the Southwest Quarter of Section 27, Township 8 South, 
Range 23 West of the Gila & Salt River Base & Meridian, Yuma County, 
Arizona, lying easterly of the Interstate 8 easterly right-of-way line. 
 
Except the East 40.00 feet.  
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009 
 
City Engineering    
 
Administration    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Right-of-Way Acquisition:  12th Street - Lot 209 of Magnolia Village Unit No. 3   

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Authorize the acquisition of Lot 209 of Magnolia Village Unit No. 3 for 12th Street widening and 
reconstruction, between Avenue B and Avenue A. 

REPORT:     
Capital Improvement Program Project No. 5.9811 was developed to address the widening, 
reconstruction and extension of 12th Street, between Avenue B and Avenue A.  The street will be 
upgraded from its current 2-lane, discontinuous configuration to that of a 3-lane street and will provide 
another east-west City street connection across the East Main Canal. 
 
To accomplish these roadway improvements, acquisition of Lot 209 of Magnolia Village Unit No. 3 
subdivision will be necessary, for emergency vehicle access to the Magnolia Village subdivision and for 
a stormwater collection basin.   
 
The Owner of that parcel desires to sell the property to the City at this time.  Funding is available for 
this single property purchase in Fiscal Year 2010.  A location map for the subject site is attached. 
 
For the reason addressed above, staff requests that City Council adopt the attached ordinance, 
authorizing the acquisition of property for 12th Street widening and reconstruction, between Avenue B 
and Avenue A. 
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CITY FUNDS: $75,000.00 BUDGETED: $100,000.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

FY 2010 CIP No. 5.9811  
 
TOTAL:  $75,000.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
      

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       

A
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/9/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/8/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
Paul Brooberg    

DATE: 
11/23/2009 S

IG
N

A
TU

R
E

S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Teresa Blackburn    

DATE: 
11/2/2009 
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ORDINANCE NO. O2010-03  

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUMA,  
ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THAT A CERTAIN PARCEL OF 
REAL PROPERTY, HEREINAFTER DESCRIBED, BE ACQUIRED BY THE 
CITY OF YUMA, BY GIFT, EASEMENT, PURCHASE OR UNDER THE 
POWER OF EMINENT DOMAIN, FOR THE REASON THAT SUCH 
PROPERTY IS REQUIRED TO IMPROVE THE PUBLIC ROADWAY AND 
UTILITY INFRASTRUCTURE AND OTHER PUBLIC PURPOSES AS MAY BE 
RELATED THERETO, AND AUTHORIZING PAYMENT THEREFOR, 
TOGETHER WITH COSTS NECESSARY FOR THE ACQUISITION OF SAID 
PARCEL OF REAL PROPERTY 
   
 

 WHEREAS, the City of Yuma (City) is authorized, pursuant to the City Charter, Article III, Section 
 2, to acquire real property; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City has identified the acquisition of a certain parcel of property as necessary for 
public improvements to 12th Street, between Avenue B and Avenue A.   

 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Yuma as follows: 
 

SECTION 1: That it is deemed necessary and essential, as a matter of public necessity and public 
welfare, that a certain parcel of real property described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and by this 
reference made a part hereof, be acquired by the City of Yuma, as such acquisition is required to 
extend and improve public roadway and utility infrastructure for the public interest of the City and 
would be of public benefit.  
     
SECTION 2: That the City staff is hereby authorized and directed to acquire said real property by 
gift, easement or purchase, and, in the event the City of Yuma, at its sole discretion, is unable to 
acquire said property upon satisfactory terms, the staff is hereby authorized and directed to perform 
all acts necessary to acquire title to and possession of said property under the power of eminent 
domain, for the City of Yuma.      
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SECTION 3: That the duly authorized disbursing officers of the City of Yuma are hereby authorized 
and directed to pay all sums necessary to acquire said property, together with recording fees, escrow, 
title insurance, closing and all other costs necessary in the acquisition of said property. 

 
 Adopted this __________ day of ____________________, 2010. 
 
  APPROVED: 
 
       _________________________ 
       Alan L. Krieger 

     Mayor 
 
    
 ATTESTED: 
 
 _________________________ 
 Brigitta M. Kuiper    
 City Clerk 
 
 
 APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
       
 _________________________ 
 Steven W. Moore 
 City Attorney 
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     Exhibit A 
 
 
A parcel of land located in the Northwest Quarter of Section 29, Township 8 South, 
Range 23 West, Gila & Salt River Base & Meridian, Yuma County, Arizona, more 
particularly described as follows: 
 
Lot 209, MAGNOLIA VILLAGE UNIT NO. 3 subdivision, as recorded in  
Book 6 of Plats, Page 39, Records, Yuma County, Arizona and according to  
Affidavit of Correction, recorded in Book 12 of Plats, Page 18. 
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REQUEST FOR CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MEETING DATE: 
 
DEPARTMENT: 
 
DIVISION: 

December 16, 2009    
 
Finance    
 
Purchasing    

 
 
 
 

  Motion 
 

  Resolution 
 

  Ordinance - Introduction 
 

  Ordinance - Adoption 
  

  Public Hearing 
 
 
 

TITLE: 
Yuma City Code Amendment:  Bidder's Preference  

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: 
Authorize amendment to the Yuma City Code, Title 3, Chapter 36, Section 36-37 - Bidder's Preference 
to allow the City Administrator or designee the discretion to grant a monetary preference to local 
bidders. 

REPORT:     
On December 1, 2009, at the City Council Worksession, City staff made a presentation to City Council 
on local preference.  Currently the Yuma City Code specifically identifies that the application of local 
preference can only be granted by City Council.  After discussion on the topic, City Council directed 
staff to pursue options to make changes to the City Charter and the Yuma City Code in regards to local 
preference and the City's purchasing policies. 
 
One change to the current City Code concerns the application of local preference on bids for materials, 
equipment and supplies under the formal competitive bid limit amount ($50,000.00).  One of the options 
presented was to amend the Yuma City Code to allow for a monetary preference on expenditures 
between the informal competitive bid limit ($2,500.00) and the formal competitive bid limit.  This would 
be the quickest way to change some aspect of the local preference code on smaller purchases.   
 
City staff reviewed City Code Section 36-37 - Bidder's Preference.  This section was adopted in the 
early 1980's.  The City's needs require more flexibility concerning the application of local preference on 
the purchase of materials, equipment and supplies to support the local community.  The Yuma City 
Code of Ordinances should be amended and the following change is being recommended to the 
section indicated.   
 
      Section 36-37 - Bidder’s Preference. 

 
A. The City Council may grant a monetary preference to local bidders providing such 
preference is in the best interest of the city, further providing that such preference is stated in 
the bid offer and the bid exceeds the formal competitive bid amount.  Such preference shall not 
be granted where federal or state purchasing policies preclude such preference.  
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B. The City Administrator or designee may grant a monetary preference to local bidders 
providing such preference is in the best interest of the city, further providing that such 
preference is stated in the bid offer and the bid is between the informal competitive bid amount 
and the formal competitive bid amount.  Such preference shall not be granted where federal or 
state purchasing policies preclude such preference. 
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CITY FUNDS: $0.00 BUDGETED: $0.00
STATE FUNDS: $0.00 AVAILABLE TO TRANSFER:  $0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS: $0.00 IN CONTINGENCY:  $0.00
OTHER SOURCES: 
 
 

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

FUNDING FOR THIS ITEM IS FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING 
ACCOUNT / FUND / CIP:  

       
 
TOTAL:  $0.00
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT:  
      

 
SUPPORTING INFORMATION NOT ATTACHED TO THE CITY COUNCIL ACTION FORM THAT IS ON FILE IN 
THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK:  
  1.       
  2.       
  3.       
  4.       
  5.       
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IF CITY COUNCIL ACTION INCLUDES A CONTRACT, LEASE OR AGREEMENT, WHO WILL BE RESPONSIBLE 
FOR ROUTING THE DOCUMENT FOR SIGNATURE AFTER CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL? 
 

  Department
  

  City Clerk's Office
   

 
 

CITY ADMINISTRATOR:  
 
Mark S. Watson    

DATE: 
 12/14/2009 

REVIEWED BY CITY ATTORNEY:  
 
Steven W. Moore    

DATE: 
12/14/2009 

RECOMMENDED BY (DEPT/DIV HEAD):   
 
      

DATE: 
      S
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N

A
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S
 

WRITTEN/SUBMITTED BY:  
 
Bill Pfannenstiel    

DATE: 
12/14/2009 
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ORDINANCE NO. O2010-04 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUMA,  ARIZONA, 
AMENDING TITLE 3, CHAPTER 36, SECTION 36-37 OF THE YUMA CITY CODE TO 
ALLOW  THE CITY ADMINISTRATOR OR DESIGNEE TO GRANT A MONETARY 
PREFERENCE TO LOCAL BIDDERS NOT CONFLICT WITH OTHER LAW 
 

 WHEREAS, Section 36-37 of the Yuma City Code currently provides the City Council discretion to 
grant a monetary preference to local bidders; and, 

 
 WHEREAS, the City Council desires to allow staff discretion to grant a monetary preference to local 

bidders for amounts between the informal competitive bid amount (currently $2,500) and the formal 
competitive bid amount (currently $50,000) where such award does not conflict with other law; and, 
  

 WHEREAS, it is deemed desirable to amend the City Code to effectuate this change. 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Yuma that Title 3, 
Chapter 36, Section 36-37 is amended to read as follows: 
 
Section 36-37 Bidder’s Preference.  

 
A. The City Council may grant a monetary preference to local bidders providing such preference is in 
the best interest of the city, further providing that such preference is stated in the bid offer and the bid 
exceeds the formal competitive bid amount.  Such preference shall not be granted where federal or 
state purchasing policies preclude such preference.  
 
B. The City Administrator or designee may grant a monetary preference to local bidders providing 
such preference is in the best interest of the city, further providing that such preference is stated in the 
bid offer and the bid is between the informal competitive bid amount and the formal competitive bid 
amount.  Such preference shall not be granted where federal or state purchasing policies preclude such 
preference.     

 
 
 Adopted this __________ day of ____________________, 2010. 
 
  APPROVED: 
 
       _________________________ 
       Alan L. Krieger 

     Mayor 
   
 ATTESTED: 
 
 _________________________ 
 Brigitta M. Kuiper    
 City Clerk 
 
 APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
       
 _________________________ 
 Steven W. Moore 
 City Attorney 104
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