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CITY OF KINGMAN 

MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL 
Council Chambers 
310 N. 4th Street 

 
5:30 P.M.                AGENDA                  Tuesday, February 17, 2015 
 

  REGULAR MEETING 
 
CALL TO ORDER & ROLL CALL 
INVOCATION will be given by Phillip Shaw of Trinity Episcopal. 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
THE COUNCIL MAY GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR LEGAL COUNSEL IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
A.R.S.38-431.03(A) 3 TO DISCUSS ANY AGENDA ITEM. THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MAY  BE 
DISCUSSED, CONSIDERED AND DECISIONS MADE RELATING THERETO: 
 
1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

The Regular Meeting and Executive Session minutes of February 3, 2015. 
 
2. APPOINTMENTS 

Consideration of reappointing William Wales to the Economic Development and Marketing 
Commission (EDMC). 
William Wales served on the EDMC in 2014 after the resignation of a commissioner. Mr. Wales 
expressed interest in continuing to serve at the commission’s Regular Meeting on February 11, 
2015. There was one other application in the talent bank; however, the applicant has since 
withdrawn the application due to work schedule conflicts. The commission recommends 
reappointing William Wales to serve on the EDMC for a term ending December 31, 2018.  
 

3. CALL TO THE PUBLIC - COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
 Those wishing to address the Council should fill out request forms in advance. Action taken as a 
 result of public comments will be limited to directing staff to study the matter or rescheduling the 
 matter for consideration and decision at a later time. Comments from the Public will be restricted 
 to items not on the agenda with the exception of those on the Consent Agenda. There will be no 
 comments allowed that advertise for a particular person or group. Comments should be limited to 
 no longer than 3 minutes. 
 
4. CONSENT AGENDA 
 All matters listed here are considered to be routine by the City Council and will be enacted by one 
 motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items. If discussion is desired, that  item 
 will be removed from the CONSENT AGENDA and will be considered separately. 

a. Recommendation from the Tourism Development Commission (TDC) for the quarterly 
payment to Kingman Visitor Center, Inc. for tourism services 
The tourism funding agreement between the City of Kingman and the Kingman Visitor 
Center, Inc. specifies that a quarterly payment be made in the amount of $51,250 upon 
submission and acceptance of the tourism quarterly report. The most recent quarterly report 
was submitted and accepted by TDC at the February 5, 2015 meeting. Staff supports the 
TDC recommendation for Council approval of the quarterly payment to Kingman 
Visitor Center, Inc. for tourism related services. 
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b. Consideration of a development agreement with William L. Nugent for street 
improvements on Kino Avenue, ENG15-005 
William L. Nugent is developing a residential subdivision known as the Legacy at Walleck 
Ranch Tract 1965-E.  This subdivision is located north of Kino Avenue and east of Legacy 
Drive. The area of Kino Avenue adjacent to the subdivision is very flat and has drainage 
problems. In addition, this segment of Kino Avenue was constructed with recycled asphalt 
millings and has experienced pavement failures. The developer is required to reconstruct the 
north half of Kino Avenue as part of their development. There is consensus among staff that 
it is best to construct the entire segment of Kino Avenue with the subdivision. Staff is 
proposing a Development Agreement with William L. Nugent to participate with the south 
half of the Kino Avenue improvements. Mohave Engineering has provided a letter and 
proposal from Desert Construction showing the cost for City participation to be $30,830.00.  
Staff has reviewed the costs and recommends entering the Development Agreement with Mr. 
Nugent. Staff recommends approving the Development Agreement utilizing up to 
$30,830.00 of Flood Control Funds. 
 

c. Authorization to approve a contract with Houston-Galveston Area Council (H-GAC) 
Cooperative Purchasing Program for the purchase of a new Trailer Mounted Hydro-
Jetter for the Waste Water Department. 
Staff is requesting Council authorize a contract with H-GAC for the purchase of a 700 gallon, 
Model 747-FR2000 Trailer Jet for the Wastewater department. Section 2-160(e) of the City’s 
Procurement Code allows cooperative purchasing without a formal bidding process when 
other government units have done so pursuant to competitive bidding for the same item or 
service if, in the opinion of the purchasing agent, a separate bidding process is not likely to 
result in a lower price for such items or services. Staff is recommending authorization to 
contract with the H-GAC Cooperative Purchasing Program because the City currently has an 
indefinite Interlocal Contract with them since 2012, and has utilized this service in the past to 
purchase equipment. The H-GAC is a regional planning commission and political subdivision 
of the state of Texas operating under Chapter 391, Texas Local Government Code.  Staff is 
recommending Council approve a contract with H-GAC Cooperative Purchase Program for 
$80,345.00. Staff recommends Council authorize the purchase of a new Trailer Mounted 
Hydro-Jetter from H-GAC Cooperative Purchasing Program. 
 

d. Authorization for the purchase of a used Bucket Truck 
Staff is requesting Council authorize the purchase of used Bucket Truck.  This used 
International 4300 with a working height of 45 feet would replace our current 1997 Ford with 
a reach of 32 feet. The additional height is needed for safe street light maintenance.  Section 
2-160(g) of the City’s Procurement Code allows purchase of used items without the formal 
bidding process. Prices for comparable new units ranged from $150,000 to $250,000.  This 
vendor has a solid reputation in the industry for thorough service and component replacement 
and certification prior to re-sale. They also offer a limited warranty. Staff is recommending 
Council authorize the purchase of a used Bucket Truck from I-80 Equipment for a price 
of $55,600.00. 
 

e. Authorization to declare Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) as surplus so that it may 
be donated to Firefighters Crossing Borders Organization 
The Kingman Fire Department has Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) that is currently out 
of compliance with NFPA 1971: Standard on Protective Ensembles for Structural Fire 
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Fighting and Proximity Fire Fighting which states that PPE shall be removed from service 
after ten (10) years of service and shall not be utilized during live–fire response. The 
department has approximately 70 bunker coats and 68 bunker pants that are older than 10 
years.  In addition, there are approximately 15 sets of wildland gear in the same age range and 
condition.  As such, the departments PPE replacement ensures that all front line/suppression 
personnel are in compliance with this standard to ensure safety and to eliminate liability 
issues. The Firefighters Crossing Borders (FFCB) is a US based non-profit organization 
founded by active Firefighters working to assist Firefighters in Mexico. The organization 
accepts donations that will be utilized in Mexico to outfit firefighters from that country. Other 
organizations, including neighboring districts and Mohave Community College, have been 
contacted but are not interested due to compliance with NFPA 1971. The Kingman Fire 
Department recommends the declaration of the specified personal protective equipment that 
is out of compliance with the NFPA standard as surplus and of no value to the U.S Fire 
Service. The alternative to this donation is to destroy the PPE. The City Attorney and Finance 
Director reviewed the request to surplus this Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) for 
donation to the Firefighters Crossing Borders Organization. Staff recommends declaring 
the PPE surplus and donating it to the Firefighters Crossing Borders Organization. 
 

f. Resolution 4932, Authorization to submit HOME grant application. 
The City of Kingman is eligible for and intends to apply to the Arizona Department of 
Housing (ADOH) for FY 2014-15 HOME grant funding in the amount of $275,000 
($250,000 in program funds and $25,000 in Administration funds) to partner with Mohave 
County to conduct Housing Rehabilitation Activities within the City, including private 
property sewer connections. The City intends to continue our successful Housing 
Rehabilitation Program through the use of HOME program grant funds rather than the regular 
use of CDBG funding for this popular activity. For this grant cycle, the City opted to utilize 
our entire CDBG allocation to fund the new sewer extension project on Beverly, Berk and 
Simon Avenues and utilize this HOME grant to conduct housing rehab services and sewer 
connections in this same area. Staff is asking council to adopt Resolution #4932 authorizing 
the submission of this HOME grant application. The Kingman City Council must authorize 
the submission and implementation of each HOME application by resolution, confirm and 
approve the HOME program applicant certifications and submit the required program 
disclosure report identifying all funds associated with each project. Staff recommends 
adopting Resolution 4932. 
 

g. Resolution 4933, Enter Intergovernmental Agreement with Mohave County for HOME 
grant activities. 
The City of Kingman is eligible for and intends to apply to the Arizona Department of 
Housing (ADOH) for FY 2014-15 HOME grant funding in the amount of $275,000 
($250,000 in program funds and $25,000 in Administration funds). The City intends to 
continue our successful Housing Rehabilitation Program through the use of HOME program 
grant funds by partnering with Mohave County to conduct Rehabilitation activities within the  
City, including sewer connections. By adopting Resolution 4933 entering into an IGA with 
Mohave County, the City will allocate administration funds to the County to conduct 
specialized weatherization and energy efficiency duties under our Rehab program. Mohave 
County currently has the specialized energy efficiency equipment and trained staff to 
properly conduct this portion of the rehab program. Staff is asking council to adopt 
Resolution #4933 to enter into an IGA with Mohave County to conduct certain elements of 
the City’s Owner Occupied Housing Rehabilitation program under our FY 2014-15 HOME 
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grant contract. Staff recommends adopting Resolution 4893 authorizing an IGA with 
Mohave County to conduct certain housing rehab administration activities of the City 
HOME grant program. 
 

5. OLD BUSINESS 
None. 
 

6. NEW BUSINESS 
None. 
 

7. REPORTS 
a. Open Meeting Law and Conflict of Interest Presentation 

The City Clerk’s Office will provide its annual presentation on Arizona Open Meeting Laws 
including information on conflicts of interest. 

 
b. Board, Commission and Committee Reports by Council Liaisons  

 
8. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY MAYOR, COUNCIL MEMBERS, CITY MANAGER 

Limited to announcements, availability/attendance at conferences and seminars, requests for 
agenda items for future meetings. 
If needed. 

 
ADJOURNMENT 
 

Posted_________________ _by____________________________ 
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  CITY OF KINGMAN  
MEETING OF THE COMMON COUNCIL 

Council Chambers 
310 N. 4th Street 

 
5:30 P.M. MINUTES              Tuesday, February 3, 2015  
 

REGULAR MEETING 
Members Officers Visitors Signing in 

Richard Anderson – Mayor John Dougherty, City Manager See attached list 
Mark Wimpee, Sr. – Vice 
Mayor 

Robert DeVries, Chief of Police  

Mark Abram Carl Cooper, City Attorney  
Larry Carver Jake Rhoades, Fire Chief 
Jen Miles Greg Henry, City Engineer  
Stuart Yocum Jackie Walker, Human Resource 

Director 
Carole Young Mike Meersman, Parks and 

Recreation Director 
 Coral Loyd, Financial Services 

Director 
 

 Gary Jeppson, Development 
Services Director 

 

 Rob Owen, Public Works Director  
 Sydney Muhle, City Clerk  and 

Recording Secretary 
 

 Erin Roper, Deputy City Clerk  

 Frank Marbury, Assistant 
Engineer 

 

 
CALL TO ORDER & ROLL CALL 
Mayor Anderson called the meeting to order at 5:29 P.M. and roll call was taken. All councilmembers 
were present. The invocation was given by Tracie Padilla of Praise Chapel after which the Pledge of 
Allegiance was said in unison. 
 

THE COUNCIL MAY GO INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR LEGAL COUNSEL IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH A.R.S.38-431.03(A) 3 TO DISCUSS ANY AGENDA ITEM. THE 
FOLLOWING ITEMS MAY BE DISCUSSED, CONSIDERED AND DECISIONS MADE 
RELATING THERETO: 

 
1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

The Regular Meeting minutes of January 20, 2015. 
 
Councilmember Abram made a MOTION to APPROVE the Regular Meeting Minutes of January 20, 
2015. Vice Mayor Wimpee SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0. 
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2. Proclamation 
a. Women Making History Month 

 
Mayor Anderson said that this proclamation was presented before the meeting then read it for 
the record. 

 
b. Career and Technical Education proclamation 

 
Mayor Anderson read the proclamation and presented it to the Career and Technical 
Education (CTE) representatives present.  
 
Joint Technical Education District (JTED) Superintendent Betsy Parker introduced JTED 
Board members Tom Duranceau and Jim Cave, as well as teacher Jean Meersman and several 
students who were present. 

 
3. Appointments 

Appointment to the Clean City Commission 
Currently there is one vacancy on the Clean City Commission. On January 15, 2015, the Clean City 
Commission reviewed a Boards and Commissions application from Margie Hicks previously served 
on the CCC, but resigned due to her work scheduling issues. Those issues have been resolved and 
Ms. Hicks is asking to be reinstated on the commission. The commission members voted 
unanimously, 6-0, to recommend that the City Council appoint Margie Hicks to serve on the Clean 
City Commission. The commission recommends appointing Margie Hicks to serve on the Clean 
City Commission for a term ending December 31, 2015. 
 
Margie Hicks addressed the Council and said that she is a 14 year resident of Kingman. She said that 
she has seen a lot of positive changes. She said that she knows the goals and challenges and wants to 
be a part of Kingman moving forward. 
 
Vice Member Wimpee Sr. made a MOTION to APPOINT Margie Hicks to the Clean City 
Commission for a term ending December 31, 2015. Councilmember Miles SECONDED and it was 
APPROVED by a vote of 7-0. 
 

4. CALL TO THE PUBLIC - COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
 Those wishing to address the Council should fill out request forms in advance. Action taken as a 
 result of public comments will be limited to directing staff to study the matter or rescheduling the 
 matter for consideration and decision at a later time. Comments from the Public will be restricted 
 to items not on the agenda with the exception of those on the Consent Agenda. There will be no 
 comments allowed that advertise for a particular person or group. Comments should be limited to 
 no longer than 3 minutes. 
 

Resident Cere Tabbert addressed the Council and said that she was appointed to the Transit Advisory 
Commission (TAC) in 2013. She said that the purpose of TAC is to advise the transit program, or 
KART (Kingman Area Regional Transit). She said that she is grateful to serve on this commission 
and is excited about improving KART. She said that there are problems with the commission and 
several members not seeking additional terms. She said that one of the outgoing members would need 
a super-majority vote of the Council to be reappointed. She said that the commission cannot meet 
right now and that staff is aware of this. She said that she was told there is a possibility the 
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commission could transfer to a committee. She said that this does not make sense. She said that the 
commission does not have enough members to meet and the program is dependent on these meetings. 
She said that she wanted to bring this to the attention of Council and hopes TAC can begin having 
regular meetings again. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked City Manager John Dougherty to review this matter and report back to 
Council. 

 
5. CONSENT AGENDA 
 All matters listed here are considered to be routine by the City Council and will be enacted by one 
 motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items. If discussion is desired, that  item  will 
 be removed from the CONSENT AGENDA and will be considered separately. 

a. Acceptance of Grant of Public Sidewalk Easement for street improvements along Sunshine 
Drive completed for the Mohave County fueling island at 3540 Sunshine Drive, parcel 320-
02-007C (Project No. ENG12-005) 
Reconstruction of the Mohave County fueling island at 3540 Sunshine Drive required street 
improvements on Sunshine Drive.  The street improvements included curb, gutter, pavement 
widening, driveway entrances and sidewalk fronting the site.  A section of sidewalk was located 
outside on the existing right-of-way for Sunshine Drive.  Mohave County is offering to grant a 
public sidewalk easement to accommodate the small section of sidewalk which falls outside of 
the existing right-of-way. Staff recommends accepting the easement and authorizing the 
Mayor to sign the Acceptance Statement for the Grant of Public Sidewalk Easement on 
behalf of the City. 
 

b. Consideration of a Professional Services Agreement with EPS Group, Inc. for engineering 
services to prepare a study for the Downtown Outfall Sewer Main. (ENG14-113) 
The adopted budget includes an engineering study to analyze the Downtown Sewer Outfall Main.  
The primary outfall main consists of 2 branch lines.  One was constructed in 1972 and the other 
was constructed in 1984.  Both branch lines are constructed above ground and are located in 
washes and railroad property.  As these lines age it will be necessary to replace them, however 
their current locations make them difficult to access for maintenance and the system would need 
to be brought to current codes and regulations.  The objective of this study is to evaluate possible 
relocation, re-alignment or other alternatives that would make the mains more accessible and 
allow for replacement to meet codes and regulations.  The study would document the different 
alternatives and estimated costs and identify a recommended alternative. Staff has been in 
negotiations with EPS Group, Inc. regarding a proposal for the study.  EPS Group, Inc. has 
submitted a proposal for $57,680 to complete all of the tasks associated with the Downtown 
Sewer Outfall Main study.  The adopted budget includes $60,000 for this work. Staff 
recommends approving the agreement and authorizing the Mayor to sign the agreement on 
behalf of the City. 
 

c. Consideration of a Professional Services Agreement with EPS Group, Inc. for engineering 
services to design surge tanks at the Well 11, Rattlesnake and Castlerock pump stations. 
(ENG15-002) 
As part of the adopted budget, water system enhancements at the City’s existing pump stations 
were identified.  Pressure surges can occur in the water system as a result of normal pumping 
operations or during power failures that occur during pumping operations.  These pressure surges 
can cause damage to either distribution/transmission systems or to the pumping facilities.  Surge 
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tanks located at the pumping stations are recommended to protect the water system and mitigate 
the effects these pressure surges.  The Capital Improvement Program identifies the Well 11, 
Rattlesnake, Castlerock, Hualapai and Long Mountain 4 pump stations to have surge tanks.  Staff 
recommends that we begin designs for Well 11, Rattlesnake and Castlerock. Staff has been in 
negotiations with EPS Group, Inc. to provide engineering services for the surge tank systems at 
the three pump stations.  EPS Group, Inc. has submitted a proposal for $60,180 to complete the 
design and prepare construction plans for each pump station.  The adopted budget includes 
$65,000 for surge tanks. Staff recommends approving the agreement and authorizing the 
Mayor to sign the agreement on behalf of the City. 
 

d. Special Event Liquor License Application 
Applicant Yvonne Woytovich of the Kingman Area Chamber of Commerce has applied for a 
Series 15 Special Event Liquor License for an event to take place Saturday, May 30, 2015 from 
6:00 P.M. to 9:00 P.M. at 201 N 4th Street in Kingman. Staff recommends approving the 
special event liquor license application. 
 

e. Application for Liquor License 
Applicant Luan-Cheng Peng of ABC Buffet Corporation has applied for a Series 12 (Restaurant) 
Liquor License for a restaurant at 2890 E. Andy Devine Avenue in Kingman. Staff recommends 
approval. 
 

f. Authorization to Accept a Warranty Deed for a Property in Kingman Airport Tract/Banks 
Airport Addition Improvement District and Use Contingency Funds to Payoff the 
Associated Assessment 
The owners of a vacant property within the city’s Kingman Airport Tract/Banks Airport Addition 
Improvement District recently contacted the city advising they want to deed their vacant property 
to the city.  The assessment on the property described as 320-06-340 Block 16, Lot 6, totals 
$7,084.59. The city could accept a warranty deed for the property and use contingency funds to 
payoff the assessment; then utilize the parcel for a property exchange outside the improvement 
district for flood control and drainage purposes. Staff recommends Council authorize 
acceptance of a warranty deed and authorize contingency funds to payoff the associated 
assessment in the city’s Kingman Airport Tract/Banks Airport Addition Improvement 
District. 

 
g. Park & Recreation Fee Adjustments; Athletic Fields, Ramada’s and Pools 

The Parks and Recreation Department has recently implemented online registrations for 
programs, park Ramada’s, and field rentals. To utilize the Rec 1 Software Program System to its 
fullest and complement all it can do, there needs to be some adjustments on the department side 
in order to implement the online changes. By adding the software and proposed fees, the public is 
able to access parks and programming from the convenience of their own home. These changes 
are necessary for the advancement and development of the department. Staff recommends 
approving the Proposed Rate Adjustments effective May 1, 2015.  This will improve the 
registration process, provide more efficient reports and increase revenue. 

 
h. Authorization to Sell Surplus 1992 Pierce Arrow Fire Engine to Yucca Fire District for 

$3,500 
The fire apparatus replacement schedule for front line apparatus states that fire engines will serve 
13 years in front line service and another five (5) years in reserve status.  As a result, Unit 208, a 
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1992 Pierce Arrow, was placed out of service in 2014.  Once the unit was placed out of service, 
the fire department attempted to sell the apparatus for a minimum of $10,000 on two (2) separate 
occasions and no interest for the apparatus was expressed. The Yucca Fire Department has since 
expressed interest and agreed to the amount of $3,500 for the apparatus.  Although a lower 
intended price, this benefits the city of Kingman through mutual aid opportunities as a direct 
partner and increases the level of service capabilities for the Yucca Fire District along the I-40) 
corridor. In addition, since this unit is out of service, it is currently being stored and depreciates in 
value and increase in maintenance costs will be experienced in order to maintain it in the future. 
The Kingman Fire Department recommends the sale of Unit 208, 1992 Pierce Arrow, for the 
amount of $3,500.  The department seeks approval to declare this the 1992 Pierce Arrow as 
surplus and approve the sale to the yucca Fire District in the amount of $3,500. Staff 
recommends approval. 
 
Councilmember Abram made a MOTION to APPROVE the Consent Agenda as presented. Vice 
Mayor Wimpee Sr. SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0. 
 

6. OLD BUSINESS 
a. Consideration of the City of Kingman Initiating an Application to Amend the Project Land 

Use Map of the City of Kingman General Plan Update 2030 to designate 159.8-acres of the 
168-acres located in the south portion of Section 9, Township 21 North, Range 16 West, Gila 
and Salt River Meridian from "Open Space/Parks" to "Regional Commercial". The 
location of this property is located south of lnterstate-40, north of the Airfield Avenue 
alignment, between the Sage Street and Cherokee Street alignments.  
The Kingman General Plan designates the 168.42-acres located south of 1-40, north of the 
Airfield Avenue alignment, and between the Sage Street and Cherokee Street alignments as 
“Open Space/Parks”. The current Projected Land Use Map was adopted on March 4, 2014 with 
the adoption of the City of Kingman General Plan Update 2030. The citizens ratified the General 
Plan Update on November 4, 2014, 3249 (55.43%) in the affirmative to 2612 (44.57%) in the 
negative. An element of the General Plan Update is the Transportation Element. This element 
adopts the Kingman Area Transportation Study Update (KATS), which was adopted May 3, 
2011. The KATS Study identified two new traffic interchanges on 1-40. One interchange is the 
Kingman Crossing Interchange and the other is the Rancho Santa Fe Parkway Interchange. 
Neither interchange has been funded. The City owns approximately 168-acres south of the 
proposed Kingman Crossing Interchange. On May 7, 2007, the City Council adopted Resolution 
#4425 which amended the General Plan to designate the City’s land “Regional Commercial”. The 
citizens repealed Resolution #4425 by referendum on November 6, 2007 by a vote of 1498 
(39.35%) “for” and 2309 (60.65%)” against”. The Design Concept Report for the Kingman 
Crossing Traffic Interchange was subsequently amended to have no access south of the 
interchange across the City’s property. Since that time, there has been concern with adequate 
access from the southeastern quadrant of the City to the remainder of the City. A closure on 
Hualapai Mountain Road at the railroad crossing bridge spurred interest in providing better access 
than what Eastern Street provides. Staff was asked to place this item on the agenda for the City 
Council to consider initiating an application for a major plan amendment to change this 
designation. A major plan amendment can only be considered once a year and that time, by 
ordinance is the month of May. At least 60-days prior to the Planning and Zoning Commission 
public hearings (it must have at least two hearings in different locations), notification must be 
provided to Mohave County Development Services Department., WACOG, the Arizona 
Commerce Authority, and the Arizona Department of Water Resources. The first public hearing 
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for the Planning and Zoning Commission is April 14th. Council direction. 
 
Development Services Director Gary Jeppson gave a PowerPoint presentation. 
 

   
 
Slide 1 – This was an introductory slide. 
 
Slide 2 – This slide showed the projected land use map. 
 

   
 
Slide 3 – This slide showed a map of the Kingman Crossing area with the considered area 
highlighted.  
 
Slide 4 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of the proposal for the General Plan Amendment. Mr. 
Jeppson also gave information concerning zoning on the north side of Kingman Crossing.  
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Slide 6 – This slide showed a map of the proposal. 
 
Slide 7 – Mr. Jeppson gave a synopsis of the ordinance requirements for a General Plan 
Amendment. He said that the agencies listed on the slide must be notified of the amendment 
request and that the application for the amendment needs to be submitted by February 12, 2015. 
He said that the draft application was included in the Council packets for this meeting. 
 
Mr. Dougherty said that a lot of people are getting stirred up over something that is not there yet. 
He said that right now staff is only asking if Council wants to set up public hearings, which there 
will be a total of three where people can speak on the topic. He said that there are a lot of rumors 
and that the City is not close to deciding what access roads will be or what will go in at this 
location. He said that staff is recommending asking the public for input and use that for direction. 
He said that once direction is given the City can give definitive answers to developers who 
inquire about the property. He said that the property is vacant land right now and the plan has 
always been to develop it. He said that it is not recommended to put a park along the interstate 
and he recommends using the funds from the sale of this land to purchase property elsewhere for 
needs such as a fire station. He said that the City lives and dies on sales tax revenues. He said that 
there is no property tax in the City of Kingman and the taxes paid do not come to the City. He 
said that the City needs to expand its tax base. He said that the City’s budget is good right now, 
but it is behind on paying a prevailing wage, noting that Finance Director Coral Loyd was going 
to be working for Mohave County as they can pay her more than the City ever could. He said that 
it is unfortunate that the City lost her. He said that he is asking the Council to send this to the 
Planning and Zoning (P&Z) Commission to get public input. He said that this would go on the 
ballot for the November 2016 Election. He said that the discussion needs to start early and get 
input. He said that he asked staff members for their opinion and Kingman Crossing is 100 percent 
supported with one staff member saying that he didn’t care whether Kingman Crossing or the 
Rattlesnake Wash interchange went through, but one of them needed to happen. He said that if 
Rattlesnake Wash goes in Kingman Crossing will happen, but it will take longer. He said that 
both safety services chiefs would prefer that Kingman Crossing go through to provide better 
access to that area. 
 
Councilmember Carver asked if a motion can be made on this to move forward with the public 
hearings since there will be three opportunities for public comment. 
 
City Attorney Carl Cooper said that this item is not a public hearing so that is up to Council. 
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Councilmember Carver said that he knows everyone in attendance wanted to give their opinions 
and this item is to set the public hearings for this.  
 
Councilmember Carver made a MOTION to APPROVE setting public hearings to get input on 
the proposed General Plan Amendment. Councilmember Yocum SECONDED. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that he understood where Councilmember Carver was coming from. He 
said that in good faith and transparency, which the Council has worked hard to achieve, he cannot 
support the motion. 
 
Councilmember Miles agreed. 
 
Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. agreed and said that a lot of people showed up for this meeting. He 
reminded everyone that this is not a proposal to rezone the property and is for pushing the matter 
forward to public hearings. 
 
Councilmember Abram agreed and said that out of respect those who wished to speak the Council 
should listen. He asked that those representing a group limit their comments to one person to 
represent the group. 
 
Mayor Anderson called for a vote on the MOTION.  
 
The MOTION was DENIED by a vote of 1-6 with Mayor Anderson, Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr., 
Councilmember Abram, Councilmember Miles, Councilmember Yocum, and Councilmember 
Young voting NAY.  
 
Mayor Anderson said that it is at the discretion of the Mayor on how to run the meeting.  
 
Councilmember Carver said that the Council just denied the motion and asked Mr. Cooper if the 
matter should continue to move forwad. 
 
Mr. Copper said that the City of Kingman does not follow Robert’s Rules of Order and Council 
has the discretion to make another motion or a motion to reconsider. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that he wanted to make sure that everyone in the public understood what 
this item was for. He said that this item is not for Kingman Crossing or Rattlesnake Wash; it is 
only to send the draft text amendment to go through the public hearing process. He said that the 
proposal is not to rezone the property or how the money will be spent. He said that this item is not 
for an interchange. He said that it is to decide whether to go through the public hearing process 
and give the community a chance to speak on this matter. He said that any comments that start to 
go off topic will be shut down and comments should be limited to whether speakers are in favor 
of proceeding with the public hearing process. He said that he had received a number of requests 
to speak and asked that if anyone is a part of a group that they go through one person to state the 
opinion of the group. 
 
Jacob Oldham addressed the Council and said that he appreciated the opportunity to speak. He 
said that he is in favor of moving forward with the public hearings and the public deserves to 
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have the opportunity to speak on this topic. 
 
Chris Johansen addressed the Council and said that he would like to echo Mr. Oldham’s 
comments. He said that he supports the community having a say on this matter and on economic 
development in the community. He said that it is good for the community to support this. He said 
that it is hard to get support in health services as the lack of economic development has deterred 
professionals from coming to Kingman. He said that it is good for the public to have the option to 
speak. 
 
Mike Bihuniak addressed the Council and thanked them for tabling this item so the public could 
come. He said that he would abide by the parameters set by the Mayor. He said that this was 
brought up seven or eight years ago and the community spoke out against this and were not 
listened to. He said that the referendum on this matter was overwhelmingly approved and he is 
afraid that this may go through. He said that he understands the need for growth, but fears that the 
people will not be heard and what they say won’t matter. He said that people don’t want this. 
 
Rad Green addressed the Council and read a prepared statement. He said that he has lived in 
Rancho Santa Fe for 14 years and supports the public hearing process. He said that he came to 
this meeting to support keeping Kingman a small town. He said that some people say they want 
economic development and asked the Council to think about what comes with that. He said that 
this is a nice town and does not need to grow into the 21st Century. He said that the tax payers 
would have to pay for this. He suggested cleaning up downtown which he said is a disgrace right 
now. He said that the Rhodes wells are still an issue and the City cannot build without 
replenishment of the water. 
 
Tyler Angle addressed the Council and said that he supports initiating the application and putting 
this matter to public hearing. He said that he is a CPA so is driven assess this matter from that 
standpoint. He said that this property is an asset on the City’s balance sheet and it should be put to 
the best possible use. He said that the property is most valuable as commercial land. He said that 
he has kids and wants parks, but there are better places for them than along the interstate. He said 
that this proposal would bring more sales tax revenue. 
 
Jim Byrne addressed the Council and said that he is a resident of Rancho Santa Fe. He said that 
he was speaking for several of his neighbors and hopes that the Council will keep the current 
designation. He said that there is a lot of recreational activity on the property right now. He said 
that the great thing about Kingman is the small town attitude which is being lost as the town 
grows. He said that this needs to all be open space and hoped the Council would keep it that way. 
 
Harley Pettit addressed the Council and read recent headlines from the Kingman Daily Miner on 
this matter. He said that the voters overturned this matter to keep it the way it is. He then listed 
several potential uses for the property. He said that taking this away would be a big disservice. He 
said that the Parks Department is always asking for more space. He said that this development is 
better served at Rattlesnake Wash. 
 
Mayor Anderson reminded Mr. Pettit that this item is only on the General Plan Amendment. 
 
Mr. Pettit said that part of the City owned property is for flood control. He said that he went to the 
International Council of Shopping Centers (ICSC) conference a few years ago and talked to 
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marketing reps. He said that their response has not been well received. He said that on the zoning 
the public has no idea what the plan for the property is or who the developer is. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that several developers have asked about the property and that is not 
germane at this time.  
 
Mr. Pettit said that with not knowing who they are dealing with, they cannot vote on changing the 
zoning. He said that the General Plan 2030 was approved in November and now the City is 
asking to change it. He said that this is not what was voted on by the people and it should have 
been presented at that time. He also said that there is a water issue concern due to Rhodes 
development. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that Mr. Pettit had gone over his allotted time and asked that he take his 
seat. 
 
Justin Chambers addressed the Council and said that he was born and raised in Kingman. He said 
that he wants to see Kingman move forward. He said that he moved back here for opportunities 
and has seen a lot of changes, both good and bad. He said that the community needs jobs and 
several members of the community were negatively affected by the mine closing. He said that this 
will help the area gain jobs. He said that he is asking for the opportunity to give this generation a 
chance to continue to live here. 
 
George Francuski addressed the Council and said that he has served on several City boards and 
commissions including the Economic Development and Marketing Commission (EDMC). He 
said that he spearheaded the first ICSC booth to increase retail. He said that retail in the area is 
weak and cautioned the Council on changing the General Plan. He said that once this is changed 
the property can be used for anything from a marijuana dispensary to anything else. He said that 
this is not needed for the interchange. He said that he supports growing retail and wants to see this 
done with high paying jobs. He said that these jobs will be largely minimum wage jobs with little 
disposable income. He said that this would be best at Rattlesnake Wash. 
 
Mayor Anderson reminded Mr. Francuski that this item is not on an interchange. He said that this 
is about setting public hearings for the General Plan Amendment and asked Mr. Francuski if he 
was in favor of this. 
 
Mr. Francuski said that he is not in favor of changing the General Plan. 
 
George Cook addressed the Council and said that this was voted on for open space. He said that 
there are several concerns. He said that his understanding of the regional commercial designation 
is that anything can be put there and gave a list of possible businesses. He then asked about noise 
pollution and traffic. He showed photos of the 3 large retention ponds on the property. He said 
that these ponds are needed during the rainy season. He asked what would happen with this land. 
He said that his other concern is surveying. He said that leaving the property as it is will cost 
nothing for future generations. 
 
Carol Decker-Noli addressed the Council and read a prepared statement. She said that she does 
not want to see the General Plan changed. She said that the citizens voted to leave this and asked 
why the City was attempting to change it. She said that the area needs open space. She said that 
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the retention ponds are not full right now and this area is more suitable for walking trails and the 
like. She said that the golf course is located along the interstate and there are other properties 
available in the city now. She asked by developers are interested in this property when the area 
does not have the population for it. She said that she is leery of people who don’t want to share 
their plans. She said that the area just lost a large employer and asked if people can’t find 
employment how can they spend money. She said that the area needs industries to come here with 
good paying jobs. She also asked about the water issues when developers can cause further issues. 
 
Lisa Bruno addressed the Council and said that she is not in favor of the rezoning or Kingman 
Crossing. She said that people need to consider this and not be hoodwinked by headlines. She 
said that it does not work like that. She then explained the process for selection of market by 
companies. She said that the City should focus on things like the industrial park. She said that 
there is over 500,000 square feet of available space at the industrial park. She said that there is a 
feeling that there is some demand for sales. She said that several retailers have left this area 
because they cannot meet their quotas. She said that the area is filling up with low end retail and 
the demographics do not support large retail. She said that she wished the City would focus on 
filling current vacant space. She said that the interchange would burden future generations and 
will not change the demographics. She said that by believing the request from staff and ignoring 
the voters shows that staff and the community learned nothing during the recession. She said that 
this will ask the tax payers to incur millions in debt and is not a sound business decision. 
 
Doug Angle addressed the council and said that he is in support of moving forward to the public 
hearings. He said that he serves on the hospital’s planning committee and the hospital’s plan is to 
have an interchange there for growth. He said that this is the best value for the City to move 
forward and bring more tax revenue. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked if anyone who had not signed up would like to speak. 
 
Abe Martinez addressed the Council and stated that his comments did not reflect those of anyone 
who works for him. He said that Ms. Bruno did a great job, but he wanted to speak to a couple of 
points. Mr. Martinez said that this land could be sold at any time and a land swap can be done. He 
said that it is a “real pie in the sky” to try to sell this property right now and asked what big box 
stores were expanding right now. He said that everyone is trying to get things under control. He 
asked who was pushing so hard for this to go through. He said that there is no path to pipe the 
traffic through this area. He said that the traffic will have to go off of Interstate 40 and through 
the residential communities. He said that Southern Avenue and Louise Avenue will bear the brunt 
of the traffic. He said that the community needs growth and he wants his kids to live here 
someday, but this is hard to get right now. He said that no one can say how this will be paid for. 
 
Tim Woods addressed the Council and said that he represents Kingman Terminal Railroad and 
EDMC. He said that this matter needs public input. He said that he would like to get more public 
input so everyone can have a chance to speak on this matter and they would have three public 
hearings. 
 
Theodor Stenson addressed the Council and said that he is in favor of public input on this item. 
He said that we live in a free democracy and citizens have the right to speak and be heard and go 
through the process to give everyone an opportunity to have a voice. He said that someone spoke 
about the 500,000 square feet of available space at the industrial park. He said that the people 
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who could work there would need a place to live and shop. He said that this will take growth. He 
said that right now this property is not bringing value to the community. He said that there is a lot 
of space here. He asked that the Council give the community the opportunity to speak and urged 
them to vote yes on this item. 
 
Councilmember Miles said that several people noted that ratification of the General Plan just took 
place in November. She asked Mr. Jeppson if public hearings were conducted prior to that and 
asked him to explain the process. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that there were public hearings on the General Plan Update in 2013 and was 
approved by Council in 2014. He said that in addition to the public hearings there were 
discussions at a town hall meeting and other meetings. He said that the Council meeting in which 
it was approved was also a public hearing. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that there were two public hearings held by the City and one by the 
Chamber and no one attended the first one. 
 
Councilmember Miles asked Mr. Jeppson about the zoning designation north of the property. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that this was zoned a C3-Plan Development District. 
 
Councilmember Miles asked for clarification that this could not be developed without the 
interchange. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that this was correct and that the north side is linked to the interchange. He said 
that Council asked that the interchange take place before development in the area. 
 
Councilmember Miles said that the two sides would ultimately have to link. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that this was correct unless Council changed the ordinance. 
 
Councilmember Young asked for clarification that the south side would not have conditions if it 
were sold. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that this was never addressed as the proposal has not gone through that process. 
He said that Council can have restrictions at that time. He said that he would think Council would 
want this outlined before the sale. He said that Council can ask that this take place. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that this was not on the zoning and is just the General Plan amendment. He said 
that the zoning would be addressed later. 
 
Councilmember Young said that she could see the concern with this not being on the ballot. She 
said that she thought the direction to so was provided to staff and did not know why direction was 
not followed. 
 
Councilmember Abram asked if Kingman Crossing was ever discussed at the public hearings for 
the General Plan Update. 
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Mr. Jeppson said that the plan was presented with no proposed changes. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked for clarification on the drainage issues and if the sale of this land would 
create any drainage issues. 
 
Mr. Jeppson showed the map of the area again and said that the area shown does not seek a 
change and would remain open area. He said that this is the area with the ponds. He said that 
there may be additional drainage issues but those have to be addressed anywhere in the City.  
 
Mayor Anderson asked if Mr. Jeppson was aware of any issues that would need to be addressed. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that the highlighted 17 acres are not proposed to change. 
 
Councilmember Young asked who was responsible for the drainage. 
 
Mr. Jeppson said that the property owner is responsible. 
 
Councilmember Miles said that the Council is looking at the property and not the interchange 
with no plan driving that at this meeting. She asked what type of access will take place or 
infrastructure will develop. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that the issue is only to send this matter forward to the public hearing 
process. He said that the rest was outside of the purview of this item. 
 
Councilmember Miles said that she believed this has been take forward to the public. 
 
Councilmember Miles made a MOTION to DENY the proposal for the General Plan amendment. 
Councilmember Young SECONDED. 
 
Councilmember Carver said that this item is not to change the General Plan. He said that this is 
just to get public input. 
 
Councilmember Miles AMENDED the MOTION to be to not move forward with the process to 
change the General Plan at this time. Councilmember Young SECONDED. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that his concern is the same as it was at the beginning of this discussion to 
remain transparent. He said that this agenda item was not for a public hearing, though the Council 
did allow public comment. He said that what is being moved is to deny the public a right to a 
public hearing process. He said that he considers this to be unilateral. He said that a public 
hearing would be advertised. He said that of the sixteen people who spoke at this meeting, seven 
spoke for it and nine spoke against it. He said that he took the liberty to go to the Kingman Daily 
Miner website and the two articles on this topic on there. He said that he took a tally of the 
comments for and against this matter on there and included emails he has received on this matter. 
He said that of those results there were 35 people in favor of it and eight who were not. He said 
that he did not include people that he spoke to around town about this, which there were some 
who were for it, some who were against it, and some who did not say. 
 
Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. asked for clarification of the MOTION. 
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City Clerk Sydney Muhle reread the MOTION as being: MOTION to DENY moving forward 
with the process to change the General Plan. 
 
Councilmember Young said that she has always been a proponent for and has advocated 
economic development. She asked why this was being recommended now when it could have 
been on the ballot last year. She asked why not put it on the ballot and see what the voters want to 
do. 
 
Councilmember Carver said that if this was put into the General Plan Update it would have been 
approved with everything else. He said that as a single item everyone will get to have their input. 
He said that the motion right now is denying the process. He said that if this moves forward 
everyone gets to have input. He said that if it does not then no one does. 
 
Councilmember Miles said that she has more faith in the General Plan process than that. She said 
that the motion was in honor of the process and the voters in November. She said that the last 
time this matter came up it took a lot of time, energy, and resources. She said that she does not 
see a compelling reason why circumstances are different now. She said that this is not the time to 
do an amendment. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that another vote is needed for the MOTION to DENY. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked for a Roll Call vote. 
 
The MOTION FAILED by a vote of 2-5 with Mayor Anderson, Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr., 
Councilmember Abram, Councilmember Carver, and Councilmember Yocum voting NAY. 
 
Mayor Anderson asked if there was another motion on this item. 
 
Mr. Cooper said that the Council does not follow Robert’s Rules of Order, but can make a motion 
to reconsider the original motion on this item. 
 
Councilmember Carver made a MOTION to RECONSIDER the original MOTION to APPROVE 
setting public hearings to get input on the proposed General Plan amendment. Vice Mayor 
Wimpee Sr. SECONDED. 
 
Mayor Anderson called for a Roll Call vote. 
 
The MOTION was PASSED by vote of 5-2 with Councilmember Miles and Councilmember 
Young voting NAY. 
 

Mayor Anderson called for a break at 6:54 P.M. 
 
Council returned from break at 7:01 P.M. 
 
Mayor Anderson said that it was encouraging to have so many people show up for the meeting and hopes 
that this will continue moving forward. 
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b. Confirm FY2015-16 Budget Calendar 
At the January 23, 2015 Council priorities meeting, the budget calendar was set as follows: March 
2, 2015 9:00 – 3:00 - pre-budget priorities and capital improvements plan workshop; April 13, 
2015 9:00 – 3:00 Council budget workshop; May 5, 2015 5:30 – discussion and adopt tentative 
budget at regular Council meeting; May 19, 2015 5:30 - public hearing and adopt final budget and 
capital improvement plan. Confirm and notify the public of the upcoming FY2015-16 budget 
workshops and meetings. 
 
Ms. Loyd said that this item is to confirm the dates set for the FY2015-16 budget calendar during 
the special Council meeting a couple of weeks ago. She then restated the dates as listed in the 
agenda item. She said that if all goes well the date for the review of the completed budget would 
be during the first Council meeting in May. She said that the final budget would then be reviewed 
and approved at the second Council meeting in May. She said that this item is to make the public 
aware of the dates and confirm the dates with the Council. 
 
Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. made a MOTION to APPROVE the FY2015-16 budget calendar as 
presented. Councilmember Abram SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0. 

 
7. NEW BUSINESS 

Resolution No. 4931 – Request to Waive Underground service requirement for a new home at 
309 Maple Street, ENG15-001 
Joe O’Neill is proposing to install electric service to his proposed residence.  The owner has requested to 
install a new secondary service overhead from across Spring Street. Section 9-5 of the Kingman Code of 
Ordinances states the following: “Except as otherwise provided herein, secondary lines and service 
drops, as defined herein, shall be installed underground in connection with all new service”. On January 
22, 2015, the Municipal Utility Commission reviewed this request to waive the requirement for 
installing underground service at 309 Maple Street.  The Commission determined that this was a 
reasonable request because other homes in the area have overhead service and the site conditions would 
make it difficult to install underground service. Since the code does not include provisions for waivers, 
all previous exceptions have been approved by separate council action. The Commission voted 7-0 to 
recommend the requirement for installing underground service be waived. Staff recommends 
approval of Resolution No. 4931. 
 
Assistant City Engineer Frank Marbury showed a map of the property and explained the request for 
overhead utilities versus underground utilities. He then quoted the municipal code relating to this 
request. He said that the Municipal Utilities Commission (MUC) reviewed this request at their January 
meeting. He said that there are limits on the property and all other properties in the area. He said that 
MUC approved this request unanimously and staff is recommending approval as well. 
 
Councilmember Young asked if there were underground utilities in this area already. 
 
Mr. Marbury referred to the map. He said that he does not know of underground services in the area, but 
was not certain. He said that he tried to highlight the power lines on the map. 
 
Councilmember Young asked if there were any objections from the power company. 
 
Mr. Marbury said that one of the members of MUC was over this matter for the power company and 
there had been no objections. He said that the distance is approximately 70 feet. 
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Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. made a MOTION to APPROVE Resolution No. 4931. Councilmember Young 
SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0. 
 

8. REPORTS 
a. Report from Parks and Recreation Department on Water Conservation and Reuse 

Mayor Anderson has requested a presentation from staff on what the City Parks department has 
been doing to conserve and reuse water. 
 
Parks and Recreation Director Michael Meersman gave a PowerPoint presentation on water 
conservation efforts at the golf course. 
 

   
 
Slide 1 – Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 2 – Mr. Meersman said that it is hard to compare year to year due to the weather. 
 
 

   
 
Slide 3 – Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide and said that there are 34 separate irrigation 
systems in the City. He said that all of the landscape areas are on standalone systems. 
 
Slide 4 – This slide showed a graph of water use. Mr. Meersman said that the last two years have 
maintained their levels, but last year was one of the hottest on record and the previous year was 
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one of the driest. He said that otherwise use is trending down. 
 

   
 
Slide 5 – Mr. Meersman said that various turf types have to be considered. He said that soil 
quality in Kingman is poor and dries out quickly. He said that healthy turf requires less water and 
they try to use reclaimed water from the treatment plants. 
 
Slide 6 – This slide showed pictures of a composted area. 
 

    
 
 
Slide 7 – Mr. Meersman explained how the sprinkler system is set up at the golf course. He said 
that previously the low lying and heavy soil areas were receiving the same water as everywhere 
else on the course. He said that this has been changed to help save water. 
 
Slide 8 – This slide showed a photo of the sprinkler system. 
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Slide 9 – Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this side. He said that the water use in the parks 
cannot be adjusted quickly as employees have to go to each park and watch the weather during 
the day. 
 
Slide 10 – Mr. Meersman said that they have adjusted the arcs on the sprinklers and have made 
other adjustments to make sure that only the turf is being hit. 
 

   
 
 
Slide 11 – Mr. Meersman said that they maintain watering during the day to reduce the run time 
at night. 
 
Slide 12 – Mr. Meersman said that the department will hand water the hard hit areas. 
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Slide 13 – Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide and said that the department tries to audit 
the irrigation monthly and make sure it is functioning properly. 
 
Slides 14 & 15 – These slides showed photos of “donut” areas. Mr. Meersman said that Monsoon 
Park is a good example of this. 
 

   
Slide 16 – Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide. He said that healthy turf uses less water 
and the department uses other agents as the budget allows. 
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Slide 17 – Mr. Meersman explained what the moisture meter is used for. 
 
Slide 18 – Mr. Meersman said that some areas not used for play have been converted back to 
desert landscaping to use less water. 
 

   
Slide 19 – Mr. Meersman said that it is expensive to convert the out of play areas back to desert 
landscaping. He said that the golf tournament in Phoenix is a good example and the process to 
change these areas is not as simple as it looks. He said that the department can look at doing more 
in the future. 
 
Slide 20 – Mr. Meersman said that he thinks the Splash Park is a good idea. He said that he would 
like to see this done with a repurpose water management system where the water used for the 
splash park is then used to irrigate the surrounding park. He said that other options include 
sending the water to the wastewater treatment plant or using recycled water. He said that the 
water for this would need to be treated as it is in a pool and has to be tested regularly. He said that 
it is important to look at water management with this project. 
 

   
 
Slide 21 – Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide. 
 
Slide 22 – Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide.  
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Slide 23 – Mr. Meersman gave a synopsis of this slide and said that these retention areas have 
worked out well. He said that storm water used to cause a lot of clean up and now the department 
uses a lot of the water from this. He said that it is important that if a flood happens these areas 
help the surrounding neighborhood. 
 
Slides 24- 32 – The remainder of the slides showed photos of Water Retention Areas. 
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Mayor Anderson said that he does not think that people realize the efforts that go into keeping 
water from flooding the neighboring areas and commended the Parks and Recreation Department 
for their work on this. He said that last year play at the golf course went up and there has been 
consistent overall water use. He said that the total consumption in the water service area has 
remained basically the same with great growth in the area. He applauded the department for their 
conservation efforts. 
 
Mr. Dougherty said that the city owned area next to the Rambling Rose has been converted for 
conservation. He said that he gave direction to Mr. Meersman to make what they can desert 
landscape and Mr. Meersman has done a great job. 
 

b. Board, Commission and Committee Reports by Council Liaisons  
 
Councilmember Young said that the TAC quarterly meeting was cancelled in January due to a 
lack of quorum so this needs to be worked on. 
 

9. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY MAYOR, COUNCIL MEMBERS, CITY MANAGER 
Limited to announcements, availability/attendance at conferences and seminars, requests for agenda 
items for future meetings. 
If needed. 
 
Mr. Dougherty said that he would be out of the office the remainder of the week. 
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Councilmember Miles thanked Ms. Loyd for her contribution to the City. 
 
Councilmember Abram said that the Badges of Courage Basketball Game would take place May 16th 
at Lee Williams High School. 
 
Councilmember Young said that she is excited about the basketball game. She said that the game 
raises money for the Youth Advisory Commission and the Lee Williams High School Student 
Council. She said that the commission used these funds to purchase a handicap swing one year. 
 
Mayor Anderson thanked Ms. Loyd for fantastic service and commended her on her promotion at 
Mohave County. He said that he appreciates her service. 

 
10. Executive Session 

In necessary, the City Attorney requests that the Mayor and Council make a motion to go into 
executive session pursuant to ARS 38-431.03(A)(4). The City Attorney wishes to discuss settlement 
terms regarding the Kingman Airport and the Dross site. 
 
Councilmember Young made a MOTION to go into Executive Session. Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. 
SECONDED and it was APPROVED by a vote of 7-0. 
 
Council went into Executive Session at 7:27 P.M. 
 

Kingman Airport Authority and the Dross Site 
 
Council returned from Executive Session at 7:38 P.M. 
 

Vice Mayor Wimpee Sr. made a MOTION to ADJOURN. Councilmember Young SECONDED and it was 
APPROVED by a vote of 7-0. 
 
ADJOURNMENT --- 7:38 P.M.  
 
 
 

ATTEST:                                                                              APPROVED: 
 
  ___________________________                                          _____________________________  
  Sydney Muhle             Richard Anderson 
  City Clerk             Mayor 
 

 STATE OF ARIZONA) 
COUNTY OF MOHAVE)ss: 
CITY OF KINGMAN) 

 
 
 
 
 
  

CERTIFICATE OF COUNCIL MINUTES 
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I, Sydney Muhle, City Clerk and Recording Secretary of the City of Kingman, Arizona, hereby certify that the 
foregoing Minutes are a true and correct copy of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the Common Council 
of the City of Kingman held on February 3, 2015. 

 
Dated this 17th day of February, 2015. 

 
 ____________________________________ 

Sydney Muhle, City Clerk and Recording Secretary 
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DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT 
BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF KINGMAN AND WILLIAM L. 

NUGENT, AUTHORIZING CITY PARTICIPATION FOR THE 
CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS IN 

KINO AVENUE 
 

This Development Agreement (the “Agreement”) has been made into as of the 
______ day of ____________, 2015 (the “Effective Date”) between the CITY OF 
KINGMAN, ARIZONA (the “City”), a municipal corporation and political subdivision duly 
organized and validly existing under the Constitution and Laws of the State of Arizona, 
and William L. Nugent, (the “Developer”). 
 

WITNESSETH: 
 
 WHEREAS, the Developer is planning a residential subdivision known as the 
Legacy at Walleck Ranch, Tract 1965-E (Mohave County Tax Parcel 320-03-226), 
which subdivision is located north of Kino Avenue and east of Legacy Drive; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Developer has submitted Subdivision Plans as shown on City 
Project SB14-007 and Street Improvement Plans as shown on City Project ENG14-048; 
and 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Kingman Streets and Sidewalk Development Rules and 
Regulations require that the Developer improve the north half of Kino Avenue; and 

 
WHEREAS, the street grades for Kino Avenue are generally flat with drainage 

issues in the area adjacent to the Legacy at Walleck Ranch subdivision; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Staff believes that is in the City’s best interest to reconstruct 
the south half of Kino Avenue in conjunction with the subject development; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council hereby determines that participation for the street 
improvements in Kino Avenue is warranted and hereby authorized; 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and the mutual obligations 
of the parties set forth in this Agreement, each of them does hereby covenant and agree 
as follows: 
 

1. The City will participate with construction costs for the south half of Kino 
Avenue street  improvements associated with the Legacy at Walleck Ranch 
Tract 1965-E (ENG14-048 and SB14-007) up to a maximum of Thirty 
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Thousand Eight Hundred Thirty Dollars and 00/100 cents ($30,830.00). 
 

2. The Developer will have twelve (12) months from the effective date above to 
complete all street improvement work contemplated under this Agreement.  

 
3. If the Developer does not complete the work within twelve (12) months, then 

this Agreement shall become void, unless the completion time is otherwise 
mutually extended by the City and Developer. 

 
4. This Agreement shall not be assigned without the acknowledgment of both 

parties by written amendments to this Agreement. 
 

5. Compliance with Federal and State Laws: 
 

The Developer will hire a contractor that is in compliance with all federal and 
state laws. THE DEVELOPER understands and acknowledges the 
applicability to it of the American with Disabilities Act, the Immigration Reform 
and Control Act of 1986 and the Drug Free Workplace Act of 1989. 

Under the provisions of A.R.S. §41-4401, the Developer hereby warrants to 
the City that its Contractor and each of its subcontractors (“Subcontractors”) 
will comply with, and are contractually obligated to comply with, all Federal 
Immigration laws and regulations that relate to their employees and A.R.S. 
§23-214(A) (hereinafter “Contractor Immigration Warranty”). 

A breach of the Contractor Immigration Warranty shall constitute a material 
breach of this agreement and shall subject the Developer and the Contractor 
to penalties up to and including termination of this Contract at the sole 
discretion of the City. 

The City retains the legal right to inspect the papers of the Developer and any 
Contractor or Subcontractor’s employee who works on this agreement to 
ensure that the DEVELOPER and the Contractor or Subcontractor is 
complying with the Contractor Immigration Warranty. The City may, at its sole 
discretion, conduct random verification of the employment records of the 
DEVELOPER and the Contractor and any of the subcontractors to ensure 
compliance with Contractor’s Immigration Warranty. The DEVELOPER 
agrees to assist the City in regard to any such inspections. The DEVELOPER 
and the Contractor and its subcontractors warrant to keep the papers and 
records open for random inspection during normal business hours by the City. 
The DEVELOPER and the Contractor and its subcontractors shall cooperate 
with the City’s random inspections including granting the City entry rights onto 
its property to perform the random inspections and waiving their respective 
rights to keep such papers and records confidential. 
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Neither the DEVELOPER or the Contractor nor any of the Subcontractors 
shall be deemed to have materially breached the Contractor Immigration 
Warranty if the DEVELOPER or the Contractor or Subcontractor establishes 
that they have complied with the employment verification provisions 
prescribed by sections 274A and 274B of the Federal Immigration and 
Nationality Act and the E-Verify requirements prescribed by A.R.S. §23-214, 
Subsection A. 

 
The following is only applicable to construction contracts: The DEVELOPER, 
the Contractor, and any Subcontractors must also comply with A.R.S. § 34-
301, “Employment of Aliens on Public Works Prohibited”, and A.R.S. § 34-
302, as amended, “Residence Requirements for Employees”. 

 
This Agreement may be cancelled in accordance with A.R.S. Title 38, 
Chapter 3, Article 8, Section 38-511. 
 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City and the Developer have each caused their 
duly authorized representatives to execute this AGREEMENT as of the date aforesaid.  
 
 

[signature lines follow] 
 

 
 
CITY OF KINGMAN, ARIZONA ATTEST: 
  
 
 

 

By:______________________________ _________________________________ 
     Richard Anderson, Mayor Sydney Muhle, City Clerk 
  
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
 
 
 
By:_______________________________ 
     Carl Cooper, City Attorney 
 
 
Date:______________________________ 
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WILLIAM L. NUGENT 
 
 
 
By:______________________________ 
     William L. Nugent 
 
 
 
STATE OF ARIZONA  ) 
      ) SS: 
County of Mohave   ) 
 
 Acknowledged before me this              day of                                       2015, 
 
 by  William L. Nugent. 
      
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal. 
 
                                                               
        Notary Public 
 
My Commission expires:                                                           
 
 



CIVIL ENGINEERING  •  LAND SURVEYING

February 3, 2015

Michel “Mike” Prior, P.E.
C.O.K. Assistant City Engineer
Phone (928) 753-8914, Fax (928) 753-8118
mprior@cityofkingman.gov

RE: Development Agreement for Legacy at Walleck Ranch, Tract 1965 E 
Portion of Lot 12, Section6, T21M, R16W
Kingman, AZ.

Dear Mr. Prior,

This is a request on behalf of the developer of the subject property (William Nugent/Pioneer 
Title Agency Trust No. 4836) to obtain approval for the City of Kingman to reimburse the re-
construction cost of a portion of Kino Avenue.

The proposed reconstruction includes the sawcutting of existing pavement, removal of existing 
deteriorating pavement, re-grading the roadway, adjusting waterline valves, and placing new 
pavement.  

The area to be reconstructed is the south side of Kino Avenue between N. Kenneth Road and 
N. Miller Street per the improvement plans from Mohave Engineering dated 12/22/2014.

The requested reimbursement amount is $30,830.00 per the attached bid from Desert 
Construction.  It is intended that, after the development agreement is approved by Council, the 
developer will pay Desert Construction for the improvements and bill the City of Kingman for this
amount upon completion.

Please contact this office if you need further information pertaining to this request.

Sincerely,

Peter Proffit, PE

2153 Gordon Drive  •  Suite I  •  Kingman , AZ 86409
TEL 928-753-2627  •  FAX 928-753-9118  •  www.mohave-engineering.com



Desert Construction, Inc.                          Proposal/ Contract 
4490 E. Hwy 66         
Kingman, AZ 86401            
christy.desertconstruction@yahoo.com    Date:  February 3 2015 
LIC. NO. 073609 GEN. A      Submitted by: Brian Short 
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TO: WLN Construction, LLC   Att:  William Nugent, managing member 

 

RE:    South half of Kino Ave  

Desert Construction, Inc. hereby proposes to furnish materials, labor, and equipment for the 
completion of: 
 

Bid Item Description of Work Qty Unit Unit Cost Total Price

1 Remove pavement 750 SY $12.00 $9,000.00

2 New Pavement, 2" A/C on 6" ABC 750 SY $25.00 $18,750.00

3 Sawcut existing pavement 52 LF $2.50 $130.00

4 Adjust water line valves 4 EA $425.00 $1,700.00

5 Barricades (half of full cost) 1 LS $1,250.00 $1,250.00

$30,830.00
**Unless specifically called out above, proposal does not include: 
Bond, surveying, engineering, drawings, testing, permits, staking, sales tax, asphalt removal, colored concrete, saw cutting, 
blasting, rock excavation, backfill, soil sterilization, traffic control, pavement marking / signage, chip seal, prime coat, utility 
adjustments, seeding/ re-vegetation, landscaping, and SWPPP.  Regarding any seal coating work, please note that any alligator 
cracking is excluded.  1/2" or wider cracks are to be addressed.  Cracks to be filled with Henry's HE093 Crack Filler.   

 
All material is guaranteed to be as specified.  All work to be completed in a workmanlike manner according to standard 
practices.  Any alteration or deviation from above specs. involving extra costs will be executed only upon written orders, and 
will become an extra charge over and above the estimate.   This proposal may be withdrawn or price increased if not 
accepted or job commenced within 30 days.  A monthly late charge of 1 ½% per month will be charged on all accounts not paid 
within 30 days from date of work and every month thereafter on the unpaid balance.  If the account is placed with an 
attorney or agency for collection, purchaser below agrees to pay reasonable attorney fees and all collection fees to Desert 
Construction, Inc. 

 
Authorized Signature:____________________________________   Date:______________ 
Acceptance of Proposal:  The above prices, specifications and conditions are satisfactory and are hereby accepted.  You are 
authorized to do the work as specified.  Payment will be made as outline above. By signing this proposal you are legally making 
this document into a binding contract. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



CIVIL ENGINEERING  •  LAND SURVEYING

February 3, 2015

Michel “Mike” Prior, P.E.
C.O.K. Assistant City Engineer
Phone (928) 753-8914, Fax (928) 753-8118
mprior@cityofkingman.gov

RE: Development Agreement for Legacy at Walleck Ranch, Tract 1965 E 
Portion of Lot 12, Section6, T21M, R16W
Kingman, AZ.

Dear Mr. Prior,

This is a request on behalf of the developer of the subject property (William Nugent/Pioneer 
Title Agency Trust No. 4836) to obtain approval for the City of Kingman to reimburse the re-
construction cost of a portion of Kino Avenue.

The proposed reconstruction includes the sawcutting of existing pavement, removal of existing 
deteriorating pavement, re-grading the roadway, adjusting waterline valves, and placing new 
pavement.  

The area to be reconstructed is the south side of Kino Avenue between N. Kenneth Road and 
N. Miller Street per the improvement plans from Mohave Engineering dated 12/22/2014.

The requested reimbursement amount is $30,830.00 per the attached bid from Desert 
Construction.  It is intended that, after the development agreement is approved by Council, the 
developer will pay Desert Construction for the improvements and bill the City of Kingman for this
amount upon completion.

Please contact this office if you need further information pertaining to this request.

Sincerely,

Peter Proffit, PE

2153 Gordon Drive  •  Suite I  •  Kingman , AZ 86409
TEL 928-753-2627  •  FAX 928-753-9118  •  www.mohave-engineering.com
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Kingman, AZ 86401            
christy.desertconstruction@yahoo.com    Date:  February 3 2015 
LIC. NO. 073609 GEN. A      Submitted by: Brian Short 
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TO: WLN Construction, LLC   Att:  William Nugent, managing member 

 

RE:    South half of Kino Ave  

Desert Construction, Inc. hereby proposes to furnish materials, labor, and equipment for the 
completion of: 
 

Bid Item Description of Work Qty Unit Unit Cost Total Price

1 Remove pavement 750 SY $12.00 $9,000.00

2 New Pavement, 2" A/C on 6" ABC 750 SY $25.00 $18,750.00

3 Sawcut existing pavement 52 LF $2.50 $130.00

4 Adjust water line valves 4 EA $425.00 $1,700.00

5 Barricades (half of full cost) 1 LS $1,250.00 $1,250.00

$30,830.00
**Unless specifically called out above, proposal does not include: 
Bond, surveying, engineering, drawings, testing, permits, staking, sales tax, asphalt removal, colored concrete, saw cutting, 
blasting, rock excavation, backfill, soil sterilization, traffic control, pavement marking / signage, chip seal, prime coat, utility 
adjustments, seeding/ re-vegetation, landscaping, and SWPPP.  Regarding any seal coating work, please note that any alligator 
cracking is excluded.  1/2" or wider cracks are to be addressed.  Cracks to be filled with Henry's HE093 Crack Filler.   

 
All material is guaranteed to be as specified.  All work to be completed in a workmanlike manner according to standard 
practices.  Any alteration or deviation from above specs. involving extra costs will be executed only upon written orders, and 
will become an extra charge over and above the estimate.   This proposal may be withdrawn or price increased if not 
accepted or job commenced within 30 days.  A monthly late charge of 1 ½% per month will be charged on all accounts not paid 
within 30 days from date of work and every month thereafter on the unpaid balance.  If the account is placed with an 
attorney or agency for collection, purchaser below agrees to pay reasonable attorney fees and all collection fees to Desert 
Construction, Inc. 

 
Authorized Signature:____________________________________   Date:______________ 
Acceptance of Proposal:  The above prices, specifications and conditions are satisfactory and are hereby accepted.  You are 
authorized to do the work as specified.  Payment will be made as outline above. By signing this proposal you are legally making 
this document into a binding contract. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 





















































 CITY OF KINGMAN, ARIZONA 
 RESOLUTION NO. 4932 
 
A RESOLUTION BY THE MAYOR AND COMMON COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
KINGMAN, ARIZONA AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION OF AN APPLICATION(S) 
FOR STATE HOUSING FUNDS (WHICH MAY INCLUDE FEDERAL FUNDING 
THROUGH THE HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM OR STATE 
HOUSING FUNDS), CERTIFYING THAT SAID APPLICATION(S) MEETS THE 
COMMUNITY’S HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT NEEDS AND THE 
REQUIREMENTS OF THE STATE HOUSING PROGRAMS, AND AUTHORIZING ALL 
ACTIONS NECESSARY TO IMPLEMENT AND COMPLETE THE ACTIVITIES 
OUTLINED IN SAID APPLICATION. 
 
WHEREAS, the Common Council of the City of Kingman is desirous of undertaking affordable 
housing development activities; and 

 
WHEREAS, the State of Arizona is administering the State Housing Fund Program; and  
 
WHEREAS, the State Housing Fund requires that State Housing Funds benefit low income 
households; and 
 
WHEREAS, the activity in the application addresses the community’s low-income population 
housing needs; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Common Council of the City of Kingman 
authorize application to be made to the State of Arizona for funding from the State Housing Fund, 
and authorize Richard Anderson, Mayor to sign application and contract or grant documents for 
receipt and use of these funds, and authorize Bill Shilling, Grant Administrator to take all actions 
necessary to implement and complete the activities submitted in said application(s); and 
  
THAT, the Common Council of the City of Kingman will comply with all State Housing Fund 
Program Guidelines, State and Federal Statutes and regulations applicable to the State Housing Fund 
Program (HOME program and/or State Housing Trust Fund) and the certifications contained in the 
(these) application(s). 
 
Passed and adopted by the Common Council of the City of Kingman this 17th day of February, 2015. 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED:                   

           ___________________    _____________________ 
Sydney Muhle, City Clerk    Richard Anderson, Mayor             
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
_______________________ 
Carl Cooper, City Attorney 



4.     STATE HOUSING FUND APPLICANT AFFIDAVIT, RELEASE AND CERTIFICATION FORM

The Applicant agrees that the Arizona Department of Housing, its successors and assigns, its agents, employees, 

attorneys, contractors and representatives will at all times be indemnified and held harmless against all losses, costs, 

damages, expenses and liabilities of whatsoever nature or kind (including, but not confined to, attorneys’ fees, litigation 

and court costs, amounts paid in settlement, and amounts paid to discharge judgments, and any loss from such 

judgments or assessments) directly or indirectly resulting from, arising out of, or related to acceptance, consideration 

and approval or disapproval of the Applicant’s application for funding.

The undersigned Applicant hereby applies to the Arizona Department of Housing, its successors and assigns (the 

“Department”), for a commitment of State Housing Funds. The undersigned is responsible for ensuring that the 

program will assist only qualified low income housing as described in the application, and will satisfy all applicable 

State and Federal requirements in the rehabilitation or construction to receive a commitment of State Housing Funds.  

The Applicant represents and certifies that the application has not requested more State Housing Funds than is 

necessary to provide the assistance described in this application.  In planning this project or program, the Applicant 

certifies that it has provided for and will continue to encourage the participation of citizens, particularly persons of low 

income who are residents of areas in which the State Housing Funds are proposed to be used.

The Applicant understands that the Department will determine the eligibility of the project or program based, at least 

in part, on the information in and submitted with the application by the Applicant and the readiness of the program to 

proceed, as presented in the application. The Applicant is responsible for the accuracy of all information submitted.  

Misrepresentations, mistakes or omissions may be the basis for the cancellation of an award.

The Applicant understands and agrees that should the Department commit more funds than the State of Arizona is 

entitled to award in any given fiscal year (whether State or Federal), and funding is not available as awarded, the 

Department shall be held harmless by the Applicant, the Applicant’s investors and anyone else relying upon the 

commitment.

The Applicant acknowledges and agrees that it will at all times cooperate with regard to request(s) for submittal of 

additional requests for information from the Department as necessary.

The Applicant acknowledges and agrees to fully comply and cooperate with all monitoring activity of the Department 

after the date of commitment.  The Applicant will give the State, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 

Development, and any State authorized representative access to and the right to examine all records, books, papers, or 

documents related to the application and any resulting funding awards.

By executing this authorization and release, the Applicant does hereby authorize the Arizona Department of Housing, 

its successors and assigns, to obtain and furnish and release, to all proper institutions and/or agencies, full and 

complete records, reports and/or information pertaining to the Applicant and its application under the State Housing 

Fund program.

The Applicant certifies that there was no participation in any aspect or manner of the due diligence, compilation, 

preparation, or submission process relating to this Application, or the project that is the subject of this Application, by 

any person(s) or entity(ies) in violation of applicable State of Arizona (such as those found at A.R.S. §§ 38‐501 ‐ 38‐511) 

or federal (such as those found at 24 CFR 92.365 relating to the administration of HOME funds or 24 CFR 570.611 

relating to the administration of CDBG funds) conflict of interest laws .  Should ADOH determine that such a conflict 

exists; the Application will be discontinued from consideration of the award at issue.  Further, violations of any other 

applicable state or federal law will similarly result in disqualification of the Application from consideration of said 

award. 
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The Applicant has caused this document to be duly executed in its name as of this day of 

, 20 .

Applicant Name:

By:

(Signed by the same person who signed the Resolution)

The Applicant hereby represents and certifies under penalty of A.R.S. 13‐2311 and 39‐161 that the information set forth 

herein, and all material submitted by the Applicant to the Department, are to the best of the Applicant’s knowledge, 

true and complete and accurately describe the proposed project. The undersigned is duly authorized to execute this 

instrument on behalf of the Applicant and possesses the legal authority to apply for an allocation of State Housing 

Funds and to execute the proposed program.  

Further, the Applicant represents that its governing body has duly adopted or passed an official act of resolution, 

motion or similar action authorizing the filing of the application, including all understandings and assurances required, 

and directing and authorizing the applicant’s chief executive officer and/or other designated official representative to 

act in connection with the application and to provide such additional information as may be required.

The Applicant understands that all representations made herein, and all documentation submitted, is subject to 

verification by the Department, and that any misrepresentations or inaccuracies, whether intentional or not, may subject 

the project to a loss of competitive scoring points or to disqualification.  For the purposes of verification, the Applicant 

and Developer hereby authorize the Department to request information on entities and individuals closely related to 

this transaction from any lender, investor, or other institution or entity named in this application. Such information 

includes but is not limited to audits, financial statements, credit history, copies of income tax returns, and other 

information deemed necessary by the Department.
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CITY OF KINGMAN 
RESOLUTION 

AUTHORIZING AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF KINGMAN AND 
MOHAVE COUNTY FOR CDBG/HOME GRANT ADMINISTRATION 

 
 RESOLUTION NO. 4933 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KINGMAN AUTHORIZING 
THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF KINGMAN AND MOHAVE 
COUNTY FOR THE ADMINISTRATION OF FY 2014-15 CDBG/HOME GRANT OWNER OCCUPIED 
HOUSING REHABILITATION PROGRAM ACTIVITIES, AND, THAT MOHAVE COUNTY HAS THE 
EQUIPMENT AND TRAINING NECESSARY TO CARRY OUT THE ACTIVITIES OF THE STATE 
HOUSING FUND (SHF) HOME GRANT HOUSING REHABILITATION PROGRAM AND AGREES TO 
COMPLY WITH ALL ARTICLES INCLUDED IN SAID INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT. 
 

 WHEREAS,  COUNTY, through Community Services Department, administers the HOME and 
Community Development Block Grant  (CDBG-RA/SSP) Housing Rehabilitation Programs for the County’s 
supervisorial districts; and  
  

WHEREAS, CITY, through the Development Services Department, has applied for HOME/CDBG 
Housing Rehabilitation Programs for the City of Kingman corporate limits; and 
 
 WHEREAS, CITY AND COUNTY, each as the authority to enter into intergovernmental agreements 
pursuant  to  ARS. Section 11-951, et.seg.; and 
 
 WHEREAS,  acting through its duly elected governing body, by Resolution hereto as Exhibit “D” , the 
County Board of Supervisor has approved the County entering into this Agreement, and authorized the 
County’s Chairman  to execute the same on behalf of the County; and  
 
 WHEREAS,  acting through its duly elected governing body, by Resolution hereto as Exhibit “C ”, the 
City Council has approved the City to enter into this Agreement, and authorized the City’s Mayor as its 
representative to execute the same on behalf of the City, and  
  
 WHEREAS, CITY AND COUNTY desire to participate jointly in the administrative and program 
activities involved in completing HOME/CDBG funded Housing Rehabilitation projects within the City  
through their respective Departments; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Kingman Development Services Department proposes to contract housing 
rehabilitation services including administration of the grant from Mohave County Community Services 
Department as outlined in Exhibit  A- Project Funding and Scope of Work and Exhibit B Mohave County’s 
Housing Rehabilitation Guidelines;  and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Project Funding and Scope of Work and Housing Rehabilitation Guidelines has been 
reviewed by CITY, COUNTY and the State of Arizona Department of Housing   (ADOH) and CITY has 
allocated funds from its FY 2014-2015 HOME/CDBG Housing Rehabilitation Program pursuant to the terms of 
this Agreement.   
 



NOW THEREFORE, LET ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENT KNOW    that the parties hereto, in 
consideration of the mutual covenants, agreements, promises and obligations set forth herein below and agree 
as follows: 

  
Passed and adopted by the City Council of Kingman Arizona this 17th day of February 2015. 
 
____________________________________ 
Richard Anderson, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
__________________________________ ___________________________ 
Sydney Muhle, City Clerk Carl Cooper, City Attorney 



When recorded return to: 
Mohave County Community Services 
Post Office Box 7000 
Kingman, Arizona 86402-7000 
 
 
 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE MOHAVE COUNTY AND 
THE CITY OF KINGMAN, KINGMAN ARIZONA,  

FOR FY 2014-2015 HOME/  
(CDBG/CDBG-SSP) HOUSING REHABILITATION SERVICES. 

 
 
 This Agreement made and entered  into this _____day of _____________, 2015 by and between MOHAVE 
COUNTY, a body politic and corporate and political subdivision of the State of Arizona, hereinafter  “COUNTY”,  and the 
City of Kingman, a municipal corporation of the State of Arizona, hereinafter “CITY”, witnesseth as follows  
 
 WHEREAS,  COUNTY, through Community Services Department,  administers the HOME and Community 
Development Block Grant  (CDBG-RA/SSP) Housing Rehabilitation Programs for the County’s supervisorial districts; and  
 WHEREAS, CITY, through the Development Services Department, has applied for HOME/CDBG Housing 
Rehabilitation Programs for the City of Kingman corporate limits; and 
 
 WHEREAS, CITY AND COUNTY, each as the authority to enter into intergovernmental agreements pursuant  to 
  ARS. Section 11-951, et.seg.; and 
 
 WHEREAS,  acting through its duly elected governing body, by Resolution hereto as Exhibit “D” , the County 
Board of Supervisor  has approved the County entering into this Agreement, and authorized the County’s Chairman  to 
execute the same on behalf of the County; and  
 
 WHEREAS,  acting through its duly elected governing body, by Resolution hereto as Exhibit “C ”, the City 
Council has approved the City to enter into this Agreement, and authorized the City’s Mayor as its representative to 
execute the same on behalf of the City, and  
  
 WHEREAS, CITY AND COUNTY desire to participate jointly in the administrative and program activities 
involved in completing HOME/CDBG funded Housing Rehabilitation projects within the City  through their respective 
Departments; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Kingman Development Services Department proposes to contract housing rehabilitation 
services including administration of the grant  from Mohave County Community Services Department as outlined in 
Exhibit  A- Project Funding and Scope of Work and Exhibit B Mohave County’s Housing Rehabilitation Guidelines;  and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Project Funding and Scope of Work and Housing Rehabilitation Guidellines has been reviewed 
by CITY, COUNTY and the State of Arizona Department of Housing   (ADOH) and CITY has allocated funds from its FY 
2014-2015 HOME/CDBG Housing Rehabilitation Program pursuant to the terms of this Agreement.   
 

NOW THEREFORE, LET ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENT KNOW    that the parties hereto, in consideration of 
the mutual covenants, agreements, promises and obligations set forth herein below and agree as follows: 
 
I. PURPOSES AND SCOPE OF WORK: 

A. The basic purpose of this Agreement is to set forth the terms and conditions of the Project  Funding and 
Scope of  Work, and the roles of City Development Services Department and County Community Services 
Department in the Housing Rehabilitation Services Project. 

B. COUNTY will provide the contracted services for the City of Kingman as set forth in Attachment A. 

C. CITY   Shall be responsible for: 

 
1 



1. Provide COUNTY with applicant files necessary to determine income and property qualification. 

2. Provide all funding necessary for COUNTY to carry out Scope of Work as per Attachment A. 

3. Responsible to submit claims for reimbursement of expenses to ADOH prepared by COUNTY. 

 

D. The COUNTY and CITY mutually agree:  

1. Nothing to the contrary withstanding, the funds to be used pursuant to this Agreement HOME/CDBG 
federal grant funds and jurisdictions will comply with the Arizona Department of Housing Rehabilitation 
Program and Weatherization guidelines and HOME/CDBG contract and program requirements.   

2. The City of Kingman Development Services and Mohave County Community Services Department will 
assign designated staff for this Agreement and shall confer at such times as may be mutually agreed 
to evaluate each housing rehabilitation project to ensure successful completion. 

3. Shall comply with all federal, state and local laws, rules and regulations and executive orders 
concerning non-discrimination in employment, education and services on the basis of sex, race, 
disability, religion, national origin or veteran’s status. 

4. To not incur legal liability for the actions of one another, other than under the terms and conditions of 
this Agreement.  Each Party will be solely and entirely responsible for its own acts and acts of its own 
Board or Council members, officials, agents, and employees during the performance of this 
Agreement. 

II.  TERMS  

A. CITY shall provide administrative funding to COUNTY for contract administration not to exceed $21,250 
during the term of this agreement.  

B. CITY shall provide program funding to COUNTY for rehabilitation services not to exceed $250,000 during 
the term of this agreement.  

C. Reimbursement will be made based on actual expenses incurred by COUNTY and CITY will process 
payments to the County in response to monthly submitted invoices and RFPS to ADOH. 

D. The funding provided pursuant to the provisions of this Agreement  will be in accordance to  Exhibit A-  
Project Funding and Scope of Work 

lll.  DURATIONS AND TERMINATION 

A. This Agreement shall become effective upon approval by the COUNTY Board of Supervisors, the CITY 
Council and the execution of Funding Agreement by the Arizona Department of Housing. 

B. Performance under this Agreement shall commence following the effective date of the HOME/CDBG-
RA/SSP contract, and it shall continue in full force and effect until the completion of the Housing 
Rehabilitation Projects, unless earlier terminated as provided herein.  

C. This Agreement shall be in effect for the duration of the HOME/CDBG Contract. 

D. Either Party may terminate this Agreement, with or without cause, by one Party serving upon the other, a 
thirty (30) day prior written Notice of Termination, with copy to the Arizona Department of Housing. 
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E. Nothing to the contrary withstanding, the termination or cancellation of this Agreement does not terminate 
the responsibility for the County’s full accounting of funding, and the continuing obligations of any legal 
compliance. Nor does it terminate the responsibility of the CITY for reimbursement of costs incurred by the 
COUNTY to date. 

IV.       RECORD RETENTION 

A. Both parties agree to prepare, retain, and permit each other to inspect all records as deemed necessary for 
the purpose of carrying out this Agreement. Further, both parties agree to carry out monitoring and 
evaluation activities as are reasonably necessary and permitted by law and that each will effectively ensure 
the cooperation of its employees, officials and governing body in such efforts.  

B. The retention of records for this project shall be in accordance to the COUNTY, CITY, State and Federal 
requirements, particularly, the HOME/CDBG-RA/SSP program. Records for this project shall be retained no 
less than Five (5) years from the date of the FY 2014-15 HOME/CDBG Housing Rehabilitation Contract 
termination. 

V. CONTRACTOR’S STATUS 

It is understood and agreed by both parties that both CITY and COUNTY shall be considered independent 
contractors under this Agreement, and neither party shall be deemed to be an employee of the other party to this 
Agreement. Moreover, this Agreement shall not be construed as creating any joint employment relationships 
between CITY and COUNTY. 

VI. CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

COUNTY and COUNTY stipulates that their officers and employees do not have a conflict of interest and further 
agrees that their officers and employees will not contract for or accept employment for the performance of any 
work or services with any individual business, corporation or government unit that would create a conflict of interest 
in the performance of its obligations pursuant to this Agreement. 

Pursuant to ARS 38-511, this Agreement is subject to cancellation by CITY if any persons significantly involved in 
initiating, negotiating, securing, drafting or creating this Agreement on behalf of CITY is, at any time while this 
Agreement is in effect, an employee of any other party to the Agreement in any capacity or a consultant to any 
other party of this Agreement. 

VII. LAWS.   

COUNTY and CITY shall each be fully responsible for compliance with all statutes, ordinances, codes and 
regulations, applicable to the performance of this Agreement.  

VIII. NOTICE.  

All notices, demands, payments and correspondences required or permitted to be given under this Agreement 
shall be given in writing and given by telefax, personal delivery, by deposit with an overnight express delivery 
service such as Federal Express, or by deposit in the United States Mail, certified mail-return receipt requested, 
postage prepaid, addressed to a Party at the address set forth below, or such other address as a Party may 
designate in writing by prior notice.   

The date notice given shall be the date on which the notice is delivered if notice is given by personal delivery or 
overnight express delivery service, or three (3) days from the date of deposit in the Mail, if the notice is sent 
through the United States Mail.  Notice shall be deemed to have been received on the date on which the notice is 
delivered, if notice is given by personal delivery or overnight express delivery service, or three (3) days following 
the date of deposit in the mail, if notice is sent through the United States Mail. 
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COUNTY 

Mail or Deliver To: 
 
Susie Parel-Duranceau, Director 
Mohave County Community Services Department 
P.O. Box 7000 
Kingman, Arizona 86402-7000 
 
    
Copy To: 

William J. Ekstrom, Deputy County Attorney 
Mohave County Attorney’s Office 
P. O. Box 7000      
Kingman, Arizona 86402-7000    

CITY: 

Mail or Deliver To: 

Bill Shilling, CDBG Administrator 
City of Kingman               
310 N 4th St  
Kingman, Arizona 86401 

Copy To: 

Carl Cooper, City Attorney 
310 N 4th St.     
Kingman, Arizona 86401 

 
IX. INDEMNIFICATION.  

 
The City agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the County, its Board of Supervisors, officers, employees, 
agents, or other representatives from any and all claims for damages or otherwise arising under this agreement 
and from any negligent acts of the City, its officers, employees, agents or other representatives. 

 
X. OTHER CONDITIONS OR PROVISIONS 
 

A. Incorporation of Exhibits.  All terms and conditions of the Exhibits not inconsistent herewith shall be and 
are incorporated herein by reference into this Agreement.  The Exhibits to this Agreement are as follows: 

 
Exhibit “A” Project Funding And Scope of Work 
Exhibit “B” Mohave County Housing Rehabilitation Guidelines 
Exhibit “C” City Resolution 
Exhibit “D” County Resolution 
 

B. Severability.   The terms of this Agreement are severable.  Any waiver by the parties of any provision herein 
shall not impair the right of any party to enforce any other provision of the Agreement.  Such provision of  
this Agreement shall be interpreted in a manner as to be effective and valid under applicable Laws.  Such 
provision shall be ineffective solely to the extent of such prohibition of invalidity.  Such prohibition or 
invalidity shall not invalidate the remainder of the provisions or any other provision. 

 
C. Voluntary Execution.  The parties acknowledge having read the Agreement in its entirety and voluntarily 
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sign the Agreement with the intended purpose that it be fully binding as set forth.   
 

D. Trust and Repose.  The CITY acknowledges the COUNTY places trust and repose in the City, its council 
members, officials, officers, employees, and agents.  The CITY avows and warrants it will faithfully and fully 
perform under the terms of this Agreement, including obtaining and maintaining or having obtained and 
maintained any State of Arizona or local licenses or permits through the entire Project in order to perform or 
have properly, timely and fully performed the services and activities required.  Therewith, the CITY shall 
maintain all bonds and insurances required by Laws and herein.   

 
XI. ENTIRE AGREEMENT 
 

This writing represents the entire Agreement of the parties hereto and merges and supersedes any and all prior 
understandings, whether oral or written, touching on the subject matter hereto and any amendment or modification 
hereof shall be effective only if in writing and signed by both parties. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the date set forth below  
 

 
 
 
 

CITY OF KINGMAN, a municipal corporation of the State of Arizona 
 
 
                                            By  ______________________________________________________ 
Date Signed         Richard Anderson, Mayor Kingman Common Council    
 
 
 
 
 

MOHAVE COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Arizona 
 

 
                                            By  ______________________________________________________ 
Date Signed         Steven C. Moss, Chairman Board of Supervisors 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

KINGMAN ATTORNEY 
 

 
                                            By  ______________________________________________________ 
Date Signed             Carl Cooper, City Attorney 
 
 
 

 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 

MOHAVE COUNTY ATTORNEY 
 

 
                                            By  ______________________________________________________ 
Date Signed             William J. Ekstrom, Deputy County Attorney 
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ATTESTATION OF CITY APPROVAL 
I, Sydney Muhle, Clerk of the City of Kingman, Arizona, hereby certify that the City Council of Kingman, Arizona, on the    
          day of                                                   , 2015, approved on behalf of City of Kingman, an Arizona municipal 
corporation, for the purposes stated, the foregoing Agreement. 
 
 

______________________________________________________ 
Sydney Muhle, City Clerk, City of Kingman, Arizona 

(Seal) 
 
 
 
ATTESTATION OF COUNTY APPROVAL   
 
I, Ginny Anderson, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of Mohave County, a body politic and corporate of the State of 
Arizona sitting as the Board of Supervisors of MOHAVE COUNTY, a political division of the State of Arizona, hereby 
certify that on the           day of                            2015, approved on behalf of the Community Services Department for the 
purposes stated, the foregoing Agreement. 
 
 

______________________________________________________ 
Clerk, Mohave County Board of Supervisors 
 

(Seal) 
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Annual Open 
Meeting Law 

Training 
Presented by the City Clerk’s Office 



Open Meeting Law 
General Provisions 

“It is the public policy of this state that meetings of 
public bodies be conducted openly and that 
notices and agendas be provided for such 
meetings which contain such information as is 
reasonably necessary to inform the public of the 
matters to be discussed or decided. Toward this 
end, any person or entity charged with the 
interpretations of this [law] shall construe any 
provision of this [law] in favor of open and public 
meetings” 



Open Meeting Law 
General Provisions 

“All meetings of any public body shall be public 
meetings and all persons so desiring shall be 
permitted to attend and listen to the deliberations 
and proceedings.” 

 
 

What does this mean? 
THE PUBLIC’S BUSINESS MUST BE CONDUCTED 

IN PUBLIC! 



Open Meeting Law 
Why Open Meeting Law matters: 
• It protects the public and preserves their right to 

participate in government. 
 
• It protects public officials and maintains integrity of 

government, ensures a better informed citizenry, 
and builds trust between government and citizenry. 



Open Meeting Law 
Who must comply with Open Meeting Law? 
 

YOU do! 
 
“Public body” is defined as “the Legislature, all boards 

and commissions of this state or political 
subdivision …all standing, special or advisory 
committees or subcommittees or, or appointed 
by, the public body. 

 



Open Meeting Law 
• This includes quasi-judicial bodies (i.e. Board of 

Adjustments, Building Board of Appeals, etc.) 
• Subcommittees are: 

o “Any entity, however designated, that is officially 
established, on motion and order of a public body, and 
whose members have been appointed for the specific 
purpose of making a recommendation concerning a 
decisions to be made or considered or a course of 
conduct to be taken or considered by the public body.” 

 



Open Meeting Law 
What constitutes a “meeting”? 

“…the gathering, in person or through 
technological devices of a quorum of 
members of a public body at which they 
discuss, propose or take legal action, 
including and deliberations by a quorum 
with respect to such action.” 



Open Meeting Law 
• A quorum is defined as: 

“a majority of the members of a board or 
commission.” 
 
 

Vacant positions do not reduce the quorum 
requirement.  



Open Meeting Law 
What constitutes a meeting? 
Technological devices includes (but is not limited to): 
 
 
 
 
Splintering the Quorum 
A meeting may also occur when less than a quorum 
of the public body discusses a matter of city business 
and one or more members later discusses the matter 
with another member of the public body. 

E-mail Website 
Blogs Tweets 
Facebook Telephone and video conferences 
Any similar technologies. 



Open Meeting Law 
Informing the Public 
No meeting may take place with less 
than 24 hours notice to the general 
public and each member of the public 
body. 
 



Open Meeting Law 
Agendas 
Agendas must include: 
• Notice of the date, time, and location of the 

meeting. 
• An agenda of “specific matters to be discussed, 

considered, or decided at the meeting”. 
• Must contain “such information as is reasonably 

necessary to inform the public of the matters to be 
discussed or decided. 

• The “other matters” must in some reasonable 
manner be “related” to an item specifically listen on 
the agenda. 

 



Open Meeting Law 
• Only items specifically listed on the agenda or 

matters related thereto may be discussed, 
considered, or decided. If it’s not on the agenda it 
cannot be discussed. 

• If a matter not specifically listed on the agenda is 
brought up during a meeting, the better practice, 
and the one to minimize subsequent litigation, is to 
defer discussion and decision on the matter until a 
later meeting when it can be properly listed on the 
agenda.  

• If action is taken on an item not properly noticed on 
the agenda, then that particular action violates 
Open Meeting Law and is null and void! 



Open Meeting Law 
Calls to the Public 
• An open call to the public is an agenda item that 

allows the public to address the public body on 
topics of concern within the public body’s 
jurisdiction, even though the topic is not specifically 
listed on the agenda. 

• These are NOT required by state statute. 
• You may impose a reasonable time limit on 

speakers. 



Open Meeting Law 
Calls to the Public 
As a public body you have four options during call to 
the public: 
• Respond to criticism after the close of the Call to 

the Public 
• Ask staff to review the item 
• Ask that a matter be placed on a future agenda so 

it can be discussed 
• Sit in silence 
**Call to the Public is only permitted if it is specifically 

listed on the agenda. 



Open Meeting Law 
The Public’s Rights 

The public has a right to: 
• Attend 
• Listen 
• Tape Record 
• Video Tape 
 

The public has no right to: 
• Speak 
• Disrupt 



Open Meeting Law 
Sanctions for Violation 
• Civil penalties of up to $500 for each violation, plus 

attorney’s fees and court injunctions against the 
offending public body or public official. 

• If the public officer intentionally violated the Law, 
the court may remove the officer from office and 
assess him or her personally with the attorney’s fee 
award. 



Open Meeting Law 
Sanctions for Violation 
• Action taken in violation of Open Meeting Law is 

null and void. 
• All sanctions can be enforced against a member of 

a public body and any person who knowingly aids, 
agrees to aid, or attempts to aid anyone in violating 
the Law. 



Conflict of Interest 
• It is illegal to fail to declare a conflict of interest 

under Arizona law or to participate or otherwise be 
involved in discussion on issues or contracts where 
such a conflict exists. 

• This covers all public officers and employees of 
incorporated cities and towns.  

• This also applies to private interests of public 
official’s or employee's relatives. 

 
Find out ahead of time what your conflicts are! 



Conflict of Interest 
In general, a conflict of interests will result when an 
officer or employee of a city or town or relative of an 
officer or employee is involved in substantial 
ownership or salaried employment with a private 
corporation doing business with the city. 
 
A public officer or an employee may sell equipment, 
material, supplies, or services to the municipality ONLY 
AFTER public competitive bidding. 



Conflict of Interest 
Remote interests are so minor that they do not 
constitute illegal conflicts of interests. 
 
If you have only a “remote interest” in a matter before 
the public body, then you can vote and participate in 
the discussion. 
 



Open Meeting Law & 
Conflict of Interest 

If you have any questions regarding Open 
Meeting Law or Conflicts of Interest, please 

feel free to contact the City Clerk’s Office or 
City Attorney’s Office. 
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