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CITY OF BENSON
CITY COUNCIL
DECEMBER 14, 2015-7:00 P.M.
REGULAR MEETING

A REGULAR MEETING OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF BENSON, ARIZONA
WILL BE HELD ON DECEMBER 14, 2015 AT 7:00 P.M.,
AT BENSON CITY HALL,
120 W. 6TH STREET, BENSON, ARIZONA

Vicki L. Vivian, CMC, City Clerk
AGENDA
The Council may discuss, direct, consider and take possible action as indicated below pertaining to the following:
CALL TO ORDER: The Call to Order will consist of the Mayor calling the Council to order. The Mayor or his

designee shall then lead those present in the Pledge of Allegiance before introducing the invocation speaker, who will
offer the invocation.

ROLL CALL: The City Clerk shall call the roll of the members, and the names of those present shall be entered in
the minutes.

EMPLOYEE RECOGNITION: The Mayor shall use this time to present employment awards to those City
employees or to present recognition awards for specific acts regarding public service, if any.

PROCLAMATION: None

PUBLIC HEARING: None

CALL TO THE PUBLIC: Communications and comments from the citizens regarding the City of Benson or other
matters properly addressed to the City Council shall be heard by the Council. Such remarks shall be addressed to the
Council as a whole and shall be limited to five (5) minutes unless this time is adjusted in the discretion of the Mayor or
Council. **

CITY MANAGER REPORT: The City Manager will announce meetings and events taking place regarding matters
involving or related to the City of Benson.

NEW BUSINESS:

1. Discussion and possible action on the Consent Agenda: ***
la. Minutes of the October 12, 2015 Worksession *
1b. Minutes of the October 26, 2015 Worksession *
1c. Minutes of the October 26, 2015 Regular Meeting *
1d. Resignation of Lupe Diaz from the Transit Advisory Committee (TAC)
le. Appointment of Kirk Sorenson to the Transit Advisory Committee (TAC) *
1f.  Appointment of Kathleen Bushman to the Benson Library Advisory Board *
1g. Invoices processed for the period from November 13, 2015 through December 3, 2015 *

2. Discussion and possible action regarding the purchase of a banner to be placed at the Benson Union School
Track advertising the City of Benson — William Stephens, City Manager

3. Discussion and possible action regarding a Commercial Lease Agreement between the Benson Area Food Bank
and the City of Benson for a portion of space upon real property located at 370 S. Huachuca Street, Benson,
Arizona — William Stephens, City Manager *

4. Discussion and possible action regarding Ordinance 579 of the Mayor and Council of the City of Benson,
Cochise County, Arizona, pertaining to the National Flood Insurance Program, adopting by reference Flood
Insurance Study, Flood Insurance Rate Maps and Floodplain Management Regulations; providing for repeal of
conflicting ordinances; providing for severability; and providing penalties — Brad Hamilton, P.E., Public
Works Director/City Engineer *

5. Discussion and possible action regarding Resolution 30-2015 of the Mayor and Council of the City of Benson,
Arizona, approving an Intergovernmental Agreement with the Arizona Department of Fire, Building and Life
Safety, Office of Manufactured Housing (OMH) — Brad Hamilton, P.E., Public Works Director/City
Engineer *

Page 1 of 2





6. Discussion and possible action Resolution 31-2015 of the Mayor and Council of the City of Benson, Arizona,
providing a fee and rate schedule for ground leases and aircraft parking at the Benson Municipal Airport —
Dustin DeSpain, Finance Director *

7. Discussion and possible action to purchase a bronze sculpture as a memorial for the Police Department K-9,
Officer Riggs — Councilmember David Lambert *

8. Discussion and possible action regarding the purchase of a mascot suit for the City of Benson -
Councilmember David Lambert *

9. Discussion and possible action regarding the cancellation of the December 28, 2015 Regular Council Meeting —
William Stephens, City Manager

10. Discussion and possible action regarding the Community Facilities Districts policies and procedures — Dustin
DeSpain, Finance Director *

EXECUTIVE SESSION: Pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.03 (A)(3), discussion or consultation for legal advice with the
attorney(s) of the public body regarding the Villages at Vigneto project

DEPARTMENT REPORTS: Written Department Reports will be provided to Councilmembers as part of the
Council packet monthly, discussion and direction to Staff, if any, may ensue.

ADJOURNMENT

POSTED this 10th day of December, 2015

Material related to the City Council meeting is available for public review the day before and the day of the meeting,
during office hours, at the City Clerk’s Office located at 120 W. 6th Street, Benson, Arizona, 520-586-2245 x 2011.

All facilities are handicapped accessible. If you have a special accessibility need, please contact Vicki L. Vivian, City
Clerk, at (520) 586-2245 or TDD: (520) 586-3624, no later than eight (8) hours before the scheduled meeting time.

Any invocation that may be offered before the start of regular Council business shall be the voluntary offering of a
private citizen, for the benefit of the Council and the citizens present. The views or beliefs expressed by the invocation
speaker have not been previously reviewed or approved by the Council, and the Council does not endorse the religious
beliefs or views of this, or any other speaker.

Executive Sessions - Upon a vote of the majority of the City Council, the council may enter into Executive Sessions
pursuant to Arizona Revised Statues §38-431.03 (A)(3) to obtain legal advice on matters listed on the Agenda.

* Denotes an Exhibit in addition to the Council Communication
** Call to the Public

Arizona Revised Statutes 838-431.01(H) provides that “A public body may make an open call to the public during a
public meeting, subject to reasonable time, place and manner restrictions to allow individuals to address the public
body on any issue within the jurisdiction of the public body. At the conclusion of an open call to the public, individual
members of the public body may respond to criticism made by those who have addressed the public body, may ask
staff to review a matter or may ask that a matter be put on a future agenda. However, members of the public body
shall not discuss or take legal action on matters raised during an open call to the public unless the matters are properly
noticed for discussion and legal action.” As such, a Call to the Public, if on the agenda, is provided as a courtesy.

In order to speak during the Call to the Public, please complete the Call to the Public form requesting to do so.
*** Consent Agenda

The Consent Agenda will be the first item under New Business and shall list separately distinct items requiring action
by the City Council that are generally routine items not requiring Council discussion. A single motion will approve all
items on the Consent Agenda, including any resolutions or ordinances, or claims/invoices that are of a routine nature.
A Councilmember may remove any issue from the Consent Agenda, and that issue will be discussed and voted upon
separately, immediately following the Consent Agenda under its proper regular category of New Business.

NOTICE TO PARENTS: Parents and legal guardians have the right (with certain exceptions) to consent before the
City of Benson makes a video or voice recording of a minor child. A.R.S. 81-602(A)(9). Regular and Special Meetings
of the Mayor and Council for the City of Benson are recorded, and that recording is usually posted on the City’s
website. If you permit your child to participate in a Regular or Special Meeting of the Mayor and Council for the City
of Benson, a recording will be made. If your child is seated in the audience your child may be recorded, but you may
request that your child be seated in a designated area to avoid recording. Please submit your request to the City Clerk.
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City of Benson

DECEMBER 2015

FOR MORE INFORMATION VISIT WWW.CITYOFBENSON.COM

Sun | Mon Tue Wed | Thu Fri Sat
1 2 3 4 5
Planning & Zoning
Public Hearing
& Meeting
7:00 p.m.
6 7 | 9 10 .
Library Advisory Festival of Lights —
Board 4:00 p.m. Light Parade,
"The Musical Magic
of Christmas"
6:30 p.m.
13 14 15 16 17 18 19
City Council Meeting Community Watershed Planning & Zoning
7:00 p.m. Alliance 6:30 p.m. Public Hearing
7:00 p.m.
20 21 22 23 24, 25 26
Special City Council . . Christmas Day -
Meeting — City Offices Closed City Offices Closed
Public Hearing
7:00 p.m.
27 28 29 30 31 1
New Year's Day -
City Council Meeting City Offices Closed City Offices Closed

7:00 p.m.




http://WWW.cityofbenson.com



Meetings

Wednesday, December 16, 2015 - Community Watershed Alliance, 6:30 p.m., City Hall
Monday, December 21, 2015 — Special City Council Meeting — Public Hearing,
7:00 p.m., City Hall
Monday, December 28, 2015 — City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m., City Hall
Events
Thursday and Friday, — Christmas Holidays — City Offices Closed

December 24 and 25, 2015

Thursday, December 31, 2015 — New Year's Holidays — City Offices Closed
and Friday January 1, 2016

For other Events happening in Benson go to www.cityofbenson.com “What to do Today”




http://www.cityofbenson.com/
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City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To: Mayor and Council Consent Agenda Item # la

From: Vicki Vivian, CMC, City Clerk

Subject:

Minutes of the October 12, 2015 Worksession

Discussion:

Attached are the minutes of the October 12, 2015 Worksession.

Staff Recommendation:

Council pleasure






THE WORKSESSION
OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF BENSON, ARIZONA
HELD OCTOBER 12, 2015 AT 5:30 P.M.
AT CITY HALL, 120 W. 6TH STREET, BENSON, ARIZONA

CALL TO ORDER:

Mayor King called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. with the Pledge of Allegiance.

ROLL CALL.:

Present were: Mayor Toney D. King, Councilmembers Pat Boyle, Jeff Cook, Joe Konrad and David Lambert.
Absent were: Vice Mayor Lori McGoffin, Councilmember Chris Moncada.

NEW BUSINESS:

1.

Presentations and discussion regarding Community Facilities District (CED) Policy and Procedures and
the process for creating and establishing a CED/SD (Special District); discussion may include but not be
limited to the selection of a CED Board, the roles and selections left to be made in support of the CFD
Board and issuing of bonds

City Manager William Stephens stated Councilmember Konrad requested a worksession to discuss the next
steps in the Community Facilities District (CFD) process. Mr. Stephens then stated there has been no
submission for an application to form a CFD, but the Council needs to be thinking about the process of
forming both a CFD and policies and procedures, so once an application is submitted, they can move forward
with those items in place. Mr. Stephens then stated the worksession will allow the bond attorney, Ken
Gukenberger of Kutak Rock and the contracted bond underwriter, Mark Reader of Stifel, Nicolas & Company,
to sit before Council to explain from their vast experiences, their ideas and thoughts, as well as help fuel the
discussion and answer questions the Council may have as they begin to formulate the processes on the CFD.

Mayor King asked Mr. Guckenberger and Mr. Reader to come forward to the table at the front of the Council
chambers and introduce themselves one more time. Mr. Guckenberger stated he was with Kutak Rock and is
acting as the City’s bond counsel with respect to the formation of the CFD. Mr. Reader then stated he was
with Stifel, Nicolas & Company, serving as the bond underwriter, adding his role is to help with the
structuring of the bond transaction and assist with all aspects of that and ultimately to sell bonds to investors.

Councilmember Konrad stated the City has never done this before and doesn’t have any policies or procedures
in place, adding he hopes to get educated so the Council can move forward. Councilmember Konrad then
stated he was a big fan of simplicity, adding when it comes to formulating policies and procedures, he would
have to assume most of it is covered under state law. Mayor King then interjected, asking Mr. Guckenberger
and Mr. Reader to speak one at a time, adding he wanted the meeting to go well and if Mr. Guckenberger and
Mr. Reader disagreed, to be polite about it and not speak over each other.

Mr. Guckenberger stated the first question to ask was whether the Council needed to have policies and
procedures, adding Councilmember Konrad was correct that CFDs are governed by state law and is fairly
specific, adding the Council could go through the process and not have them. Mr. Guckenberger then stated
other cities do have them and he knows the Council went to Buckeye, where they have a very detailed set
which he thinks was one of the sources for the draft. Mr. Guckenberger then stated one of the struggles for
Benson, because the development is a large contemplated project that will happen over multiple years, is that
if the Council chooses to have policies and procedures, it could be problematic if they are inflexible. Mr.
Guckenberger then stated it would be up to Staff and Council to think about that if they think policies and
procedures are worth doing ends up deciding to have them, he thinks the Council should take some time to get
them in place and he would recommend erring on the side of being general and having some flexibility so they
don’t have to be amended a lot.
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Mr. Reader stated he agreed it was not a state requirement to establish CFD policies and procedures and it was
up to the Council, adding in his experience in Arizona, not every city or town that has CFDs have adopted
policies and procedures. Mr. Reader then stated one advantage to having them is the Council will learn a lot as
they go through them page by page, adding the policies and procedures are not super-technical and they
contain important public policy information in them. Mr. Reader then stated if the Council did choose to have
policies and procedure, they would probably continue to learn as questions are addressed while the policies
and procedure are reviewed.

Mayor King stated the Council has the Town of Buckeye’s CFD policies and procedures and he knows there
are others; then asked if those had been received with Finance Director Dustin DeSpain stating he had received
4 total. Mr. Stephens then stated one of the things the Council should consider that both Mr. Guckenberger
and Mr. Reader pointed out is that should the Council decide to have policies and procedures in place, the
Council needs to decide whether they would want more restrictive and detailed policies and procedures, which
would be less flexible or to have more general policies and procedures and may want to explore how those
differences may affect the Council with their decision-making and required meetings. Mayor King then asked
both Mr. Guckenberger and Mr. Reader to elaborate on the matter from their experiences.

Mr. Guckenberger stated he noticed some municipalities’ policies and procedures required a financial plan at
the time of the application submission, adding some call the plan a formal feasibility study. Mr. Guckenberger
stated this could be a little tricky, because at the time of application, the process is still in the early stages and
to get a bond feasibility study is a little harder to obtain, but more than an educated guess would be an
appropriate request from the City as far as the size and scope of the project, how much infrastructure the
applicant thinks they might be able to finance with bonds and what other financial tools they have. Mr.
Guckenberger then stated those are good questions and he would emphasize not to set the bar too high on the
feasibility study. Mr. Guckenberger then stated another thing to consider is how the City is going to get its
costs covered and whether that is done through an application fee and if so, how that fee is set, such as per
district or per application, adding on the other side of that, many cities will have a fee that is ongoing to cover
staff costs. Mr. Guckenberger then stated the Council will have to decide how to set that fee, adding he
doesn’t think anyone knows how large and what the scope of the project will become, but the Council will
want to set those policies to protect the City and as opposed to thinking in terms of dollar figures and
application fees, to think in the terms of covering costs and deposits from the applicant to make the Council’s
life easier in administering this process.

Mr. Reader then spoke stating if the Council chooses to move forward with policies and procedures; the
Council will need to consider what kind of fee structure they want to set up and paid by developer to pay the
City’s cost, in connection with the valuation of the application submitted and in his experience, there has been
only one fee for that. Mr. Reader then stated he wanted to clarify that around the State, the application fees in
a set amount range from $25,000 to $150,000, noting the City doesn’t have to charge an application fee, which
is a policy decision made by Council, but he sees these around the state and there is a wide variety in the
amount charged. Mr. Reader then stated Staff spends a fair amount of time and the attorneys spend a fair
amount of time analyzing the application and there are other types of costs, adding if more funding is needed
to evaluate the application, the policies can lay it out to ask for that from the developer. Mr. Reader then
stated as far as the policies and procedures being flexible, he thinks the Council could work hard to make it
practical, adding he didn’t think anyone wanted developers to spend hundreds of thousands of dollars on
feasibility studies or pay money just to pay money, but he did think that cities asking for an application fee that
was reasonably thought out was fine. Mr. Reader then stated the Council wants to have a product that makes
sense, adding in his experience, adopted policies and procedures don’t change or get amended much, but noted
Florence recently amended theirs. Mr. Reader then stated Florence has a big master-planned community;
Merrill Ranch and the Town changed its definition on how to use bond money in order to address some issues
and be able to use bond money for a specific purpose, but again stated in his experience in the last 10 years,
adopted policies and procedures haven’t been amended too many times around the State.

Councilmember Lambert asked Mr. Reader who could change the policies and procedures once they were
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adopted by the Council and if an outside board, if created by Council, could change the policies and
procedures or if the changes would have to come back to the Council with Mr. Reader stating that was more of
a legal question and he would defer to the attorney. City Attorney Paul Loucks stated the answer would
depend on the content of the policies and procedures, adding for example, if the content dictates the
application fee and when Council would consider the formation of a district, then it would go back to the
Mayor and Council. Mayor King then asked about being 2 years into the process and something coming up at
that point requesting a change and if an outside board would be able to make the change or if it would be
something that would come back to the Council with Mr. Loucks stating it would depend on the type of
change, adding if a policy says, for example, bond funds won’t be spent on a certain type of improvement, and
that is a change being considered, the attorneys would have to look at it. Mr. Loucks then stated the Council
will probably be asking the developer to agree with the policies and if they do, then it really depends on
whether that agreement is assigned over to the CFD board, adding if it isn’t, then the change would have to
come back to Council for approval.

Mr. Guckenberger stated he thinks it’s going to be the City’s policies that will be in place, adding one of the
overwhelming sentiments is rather than getting too specific and reciting the current statutory provisions, he
thinks the Council should be thinking in terms more of setting general policies and what the Council envisions
these districts to look like and from there, the Council can hold the developer accountable to that. Mr.
Guckenberger then stated the point of an outside board was mentioned, and he thinks an outside board has 2
implications, the first being what the standards would be for an outside board, adding there is a statutory
requirement in terms of the size of the district that could qualify for it and he thinks he has seen policies that
recite those types of current provisions. Mr. Guckenberger then stated the second implication of an outside
board is that there are slight impacts on carrying costs, because the board would not be holding their board
meetings with the City Council; it would be a separate board with a separate costs structure. Mr.
Guckenberger then stated he thinks one of the arguments for an outside board is that it takes the burdens off
the City Council, adding if and when the Council adopts policies and procedures, they should think about how
to account for costs if the Council approves having an outside board because in theory, there should be less
costs if there is an outside board.

Mayor King stated there are both strict and more lenient policies and procedures in other cities and asked
which type are more successful as far as working best for everyone. Mr. Guckenberger stated his experience is
in multiple states, adding he is litigating a case in Colorado right now. Mr. Guckenberger then stated when
cities try to get too specific in their documents that oversee districts, they sometimes end up shooting
themselves in the foot. Mr. Guckenberger then stated he recommends trying to stay away from parroting State
law language, adding it doesn’t need to be repeated in the Council’s policies and procedures unless there is a
specific reason or issue the Council is concerned about, such as if the Council decided they only wanted to
have CFD boards that are the City Council sitting ex-officio and wanted that as a policy. Mr. Guckenberger
then stated if that were the case, it should be detailed in the policies and procedures, but absent that, his belief
is that the Council is going to be better off in the general and not try to restate State law. Mr. Guckenberger
then said when Councils restate State law, they end up getting cross-wise and are at odds with State statues
instead of being complimentary to State law or the State statutes change and the Council has to come back and
modify the policies and procedures to conform. Mr. Guckenberger then stated those are the 2 reasons he
would err on the side of general vs. specific, adding he would think in terms of general vs. specific as opposed
to more lenient vs. strict.

Mr. Reader then stated all the policies and procedures he has seen are for the most part, good, thorough, well
thought out and user-friendly, adding some have a little more strict language in places, such as being more
restrictive in what they want bond money spent on and he would tend to agree they need to be practical, but in
his experience, it’s more important what happens after the policies and procedures, when the application is
submitted. Mr. Reader then stated when an application for a district formation is submitted, it is reviewed by
Council and Staff, adding Staff and advisors as well as Council will have questions in reviewing the
application and in his experience, a lot of times being successful comes down to taxes. Mr. Reader then stated
CFDs are a taxing entity and public finance tool, adding they have the authority to issue general obligation and
special assessment bonds resulting in taxes, which is a sensitive issue. Mr. Reader then stated in his
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experience, the successful communities have done a good job of answering questions up front instead of down
the road and in educating and informing those people on districts and why the taxes the people in the district
pay benefit them. Mr. Reader then stated other things to consider are insurance issues, legal indemnification
issues, disclosure-related issues and subsidy issues, adding in his experience in Arizona working with CFDs,
which he does daily, the policies and procedures adopted by cities have been for the most part user-friendly
and flexible, adding he would suggest proposing the same thing in Benson. Mayor King asked Mr. Reader to
explain flexible with Mr. Reader stating the policies and procedures should not be too stringent on the
applicant, adding they shouldn’t try to make the requirements so expensive that it’s unreasonable to comply
with, adding he thinks there is a way to design a policy that allows the City to get the right information from
the applicant with respect to what the City wants to see in the application for formation with a variety of
information that will make the process easier and to see what other questions there may be.

Councilmember Cook then stated Benson was just under 5,100 in population and if the project goes as
planned, the population can quickly increase to 6,500, not including all the other businesses attracted to this
growth, adding right now, the City’s parks, Community Center, Visitor Center, Library and City Hall are all
basically sized for 5,100 instead of 6,500. Councilmember Cook then asked if the City would be able to use
some of the bond money to expand and improve existing City facilities that are outside the district and will
face an increased burden due to growth.

Mr. Guckenberger stated the fundamental reason these development districts exist is to make growth pay for
itself and the bond finance is going to be within the district. Mr. Guckenberger then stated there can be
intergovernmental agreements with the City and with other regional entities to the extent the Council needs to
meet growth in other places that will serve those residents, but reminded the Council that the City will also
have the overall tax base grow as part of this population growth.

Mr. Reader then stated he thinks Councilmember Cook’s question is if the CFD could issue bonds and some of
the bond proceeds be used to perhaps finance a library or other public infrastructure that would be strained by
the additional population with Councilmember Cook confirming this. Mr. Reader then stated the public
infrastructure is paid for by the people in that district and they would benefit from that infrastructure; then
stated it’s kind of a grey area and he would lean on the lawyers, to the extent that people outside benefit from
that, but the people inside the district boundaries pay the taxes.

Mr. Guckenberger then stated if there is a public park or open trails in the district, those would be open to the
district as well as being open to all residents, adding there will clearly be some infrastructure within the project
that the developer will need to attract residents and will be public in nature. Mr. Guckenberger then stated
taxing residents in the district to pay for benefits or things outside the district may have some resistance,
adding the law is not set up that way, but is actually set up the opposite way; to make the new residents in the
development pay for their own growth. Mr. Guckenberger then stated the Council needed to remember the
district would be layering this tax burden on top of the normal property tax being paid by residents today and
that there will be more taxpayers in the City, resulting in increased property tax revenue also.

Mayor King stated he wanted to make it clear that the infrastructure in the district, such as a fire house and
parks basically meant for the development can still be used by everyone, but are being paid for by the special
taxing district with Mr. Guckenberger confirming this.

Councilmember Cook stated one of the speakers indicated the City Council could possibly use development
agreements to encourage the developer’s participation with improving our City facilities that have an increased
burden from that growth. Mr. Guckenberger stated under State Statutes, the City can enter into an
intergovernmental agreement that makes sense if the City is going to expand a water plant which will be used
in part by the residents inside the district and also serves other city residents.

Mayor King stated he wanted to make it clear that the new residents will be paying for the bonds and the
current property owners will not. Both Mr. Guckenberger and Mr. Reader stated Mayor King was correct.
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Councilmember Cook stated multiple CFDs have been proposed and there may only be a need for 1 or maybe
2 police substations, but there could be 6 or 8 CFDs, then asked how to get all districts to pay for these over a
20-year period since the last district may not be developed for 20 years and expressed concern over getting all
the districts participating in paying the costs of the new fire station, new park and new police substation.

Mr. Guckenberger stated he thought this was jumping ahead a few meetings and these were questions the
Council would be asking when they receive the application; then stated if the Council wants this in their
policies and procedures, they could have a statement to the effect that the Council expects the districts that will
be created will be formed in a way to be able to pay for the costs that are going to be incurred by the City,
adding that is the kind of general policy he was talking about earlier. Mr. Guckenberger then stated the
Council would then have to see what the developer’s financial plan is, what their timeframe is and how many
CFDs they are proposing, adding those are all things the Council gets to when they review the application.

Councilmember Cook stated he wasn’t sure he was being clear; then stated his thought is if the Council creates
the first of 8 or 10 districts, at a point when there is a certain number of citizens there, it will trigger building a
fire station and there would only be 1 district paying for it; then subsequently there would be other CFDs that
would also need to be participating in paying for it.

Mr. Guckenberger then stated he doesn’t know if there would be 7 or 8 districts requested, adding he heard 3
might be a better number; then stated they’re going to want some kind of an equalization agreement among
those districts to make sure the last district is paying the same as the first, adding they don’t want one district
with a burden that is misaligned in terms of taxes or assessments or whatever their method is for phase 1
versus phase 2 or phase 3. Mr. Guckenberger then stated those are all details the Council will see in the
application and he thinks in the policies and procedures, the Council could say it is Benson’s desire to not have
districts with radically different taxing assessment burdens. Mr. Guckenberger then stated the application
should try to accommodate those goals when it’s submitted. Councilmember Cook asked if this would be
something the Council would make part of the policies and procedures with Mr. Guckenberger stating it could,
adding in multiple districts structure, the Council would expect to see plans and financial models that will
show tax burdens that are nondescript and that are in some measure equal amongst equally situated people.
Mr. Guckenberger then stated this is an example of why it would be better to create a policy in general terms,
adding there might be a district with a special assessment and special burdens for special benefits, stating this
may be something in the development model. Mr. Guckenberger then stated that may be ok with the Council,
and this is why he would recommend not getting too specific and instead, creating a general policy that would
address districts being equal and not having drastically different taxes in order to prevent residents from
showing up and complaining about their different assessments if there is a multiple district structure with
significantly disparate taxing or assessment burdens.

Mr. Reader then stated Festival Ranch in Buckeye is 5,000 or 6,000 acres, Merrill Ranch in Florence is 6,000
or 7,000 acres and Vistancia in Peoria is several thousand acres, adding he generally sees 1 district with a
finance plan of fairness and equity in tax rates and assessments. Mr. Reader then stated the bonds are
generally issued long-term with a 25-year amortization, adding this is fair in allowing future people to help pay
for that public infrastructure over time, noting everyone pays their fair share over time. Mr. Reader then stated
with multiple bond issues in one district, everyone works together as a collaborative team with a common goal
to effectuate a way to move forward with the plan of finance so that everyone is treated fairly and the same
over the 20- or 25-year period, adding he believes this is probably what the developer wants also. Mr. Reader
then stated as new residential homes are built, the tax base is growing, adding hopefully there is some
commercial tax base also, then additional bonds are sold to accommodate that growth.

Mr. Guckenberger stated there have been meetings where the developer has talked about a multiple districts
structure and he thinks if the Council is talking about policies and procedures, they might want to anticipate
how to handle that. Mr. Guckenberger then stated in some cities’ existing policies and procedures, the Council
would see statements to the effect that they generally prefer lesser districts over more districts for ease of
governance and cost, but that’s something he thinks the Council should anticipate given what has been heard
in prior meetings.
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Mr. Reader stated a multiple district structure situation exists in Florence for the Pulte project, adding that
project is a little unique, but generally in Arizona, projects have 1 district with a common financing plan. Mr.
Reader then stated he doesn’t know if the developer wants more than 1 district as he hasn’t seen the plan, but if
they do want more than 1 district, it’s doable. Mr. Reader then stated in Florence, there is the Merrill Ranch
CFD 1 and the Merrill Ranch CFD 2, adding there are various reasons it happened 15 years ago, but they have
the same common plan of finance and they want fairness and equity within the boundaries of each district so
people all feel they are being treated fair and equitably.

Councilmember Cook stated he understood the intent of the response to his question and those are his
concerns, adding since it would be appropriate to address the issue in the policies and procedures, the Council
would likely rely on Mr. Guckenberger and Mr. Reader for the legal enforceable language. Mr. Guckenberger
stated he thought Councilmember Cook was articulating an equal protection concern for similarly situated
residents being taxed at different rates with Councilmember Cook confirming this. Councilmember Cook then
stated this question has been answered every time in an appropriate way, but he wanted to get more assurance
that when the Council creates policies and procedures, the language is done in a legal way, instead of a
conversational way.

Councilmember Boyle then asked about policies and procedures existing somewhere, a way these can be done
without reinventing the wheel and if there were some type of boiler plate the Council could use with Mr.
Guckenberger stating he has 5 or 6 policies and procedures from different cities that the Council could draft
theirs from. Mr. Guckenberger then stated he would expect something along those lines and would expect as a
Councilperson, a summary with 5 or 6 policy points arrived at with Council input, such as a fee structure, what
kind of financial information the Council wants at the time of the application, what type of involvement the
Council is going to have in terms of boards, whether the Council serve as the board or if there will be an
independent board and other points. Mr. Guckenberger then stated he didn’t think this would be a multi-
month process, adding it’s getting with Staff, cranking out a set of policies and moving on, if that is the
pleasure of the Council. Mr. Guckenberger then stated the Council needs to direct Staff if this is what they
want to do or decide if they have enough since they have been dealing with this particular development for so
long that trying to throw a net around it at this point is a fool’s error, adding that is a Council decision.

Mr. Reader then stated he was here to help and answer questions, then stated Staff could craft policies and
procedures if that was the direction the Mayor and Council wanted to go, adding they could be done in a very
timely manner and brought back to Council for their consideration and possible adoption.

Councilmember Boyle asked if the draft would be given to the developer and if the developer would be used
as part of the process in determining what they would like as well as limits and restrictions with Mr.
Guckenberger stating he would think the Council would work with the developer in creating policies and
procedures because if the Council adopts procedures the developer can’t live with, the Council will have to
come back and amend what they adopt. Mr. Guckenberger then stated with an applicant looming who has
been before the Council multiple times, he would encourage the Council to engage the (applicant) developer in
the process and get their input. Mr. Guckenberger then stated he would work with the City Attorneys and at
the Council’s direction, he would also work with the developer.

Mayor King asked if this was the practice in the past with other cities and developers with Mr. Guckenberger
stating the Council is getting input from the developer either before or after adopting policies, adding a lot of
times, it happens after. Mr. Guckenberger then stated he thought Mr. Reader was making reference to some
flexibility in the policies and trying to make them user-friendly, adding it’s a philosophical decision of the
Council. Mr. Guckenberger then stated in a development of this size, the developer was going to be the City’s
development partner and the Council is going to have to be comfortable working with the developer, adding if
the Council isn’t comfortable, they should not get in the business of CFDs. Mr. Guckenberger then stated he
didn’t think there was anything nefarious about that, noting the developer is a large landowner in the City and
if they want to develop that property and if that’s something the Council wants to encourage and work with, he
thinks it is an appropriate posture to take and is really a more efficient and cost effective way is to hear the
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developer out. Mr. Guckenberger then stated the Council is probably not going to agree with everything the
developer wants, but it’s a matter of balance and letting City Staff work at policies to produce a product the
Council can either approve or not approve.

Mayor King stated he felt it was better to have everyone involved, adding the Council can disagree and ask for
changes, but instead of having the proposed policies done over 5 or 10 different meetings, it can be reduced to
a few meetings, adding nothing is going to come before the Council perfect and it would be a lot easier in the
negotiation of the agreement that way.

Mr. Reader stated in his experience, he can’t recall working with developers in the establishment or review of
policies and procedures for CFDs, noting it’s usually done with just Staff and Council, but he wasn’t opposed
to it. Mr. Reader then stated he thinks it’s been shared that the CFD process is incredibly collaborative and
everyone will not agree on everything. Mr. Reader then stated the policies and procedures belong to the
Council and it would be their decision on sharing the process with the developer.

Mayor King stated this is something the Council isn’t going to agree with on the first step or maybe even the
second step, but eventually, there will be agreement and he would think it would be easier to try and get some
of it worked out by Staff before bringing it to the Council at a Council meeting.

Councilmember Lambert then stated Mr. Reader had prepared a presentation for the Council and he would like
to see it before continuing with Council questions.

Mr. Reader then continued his presentation, stating a lot of the information was a standard CFD presentation,
adding he was present to educate the Council and complimented both the Council and Staff for wanting to be
educated on probably the most complex issue in the current Councilmembers’ history of being on the Council
and probably one of the more complex public policy decision they will be making. Mr. Reader then stated the
Council doesn’t live and breathe CFDs everyday like his firm does, so he was at the meeting to educate the
Council. Mr. Reader then stated a CFD is a living, breathing political subdivision, and once formed, it
continues to be a living, breathing, political subdivision, probably with perpetual existence, noting CFDs are
very difficult to dissolve.

Councilmember Konrad asked what reason there would be to dissolve a CFD once it’s formed with Mr.
Reader stating the Westinghouse communities were behind the CFD legislation in the late ‘80s, and they
moved forward with forming a CFD and then entered into a contract with an engineering firm, but after a
change of ownership, nothing was developed. Mr. Reader then stated the engineering firm was never paid and
even though no bonds were ever issued for any purpose and the City wants to dissolve the CFD, the existing
obligation with the engineering firm prevents the dissolution.

Mr. Guckenberger then stated another reason to consider dissolving a CFD would be that all the debt
associated with the CFD is paid off and there would be no further need to issue bonds. Mr. Guckenberger then
stated sometimes there is an operation and maintenance component the Council may feel is appropriate, but
once the debt is paid off and the infrastructure is dedicated to the City, there may be no reason to keep the
CFD, adding a CFD is primarily a debt financing tool.

Mr. Reader then stated a CFD is a powerful financing vehicle if it is managed properly, but it can be a disaster
if it’s not, so the Council has to take them CFDs seriously. Mr. Reader then stated CFDs are a powerful and
very useful tool for master planned communities and commercial developments, but primarily in Arizona,
CFDs are used for master planned residential communities, again stating if they are done right, they can be a
great tool for all involved, including the citizens that live in the district, but if they are not done right, they can
be a disaster.

Mayor King stated Mr. Reader mentioned commercial development and asked if this was something that
would be addressed in the CFD policies and procedures with Mr. Reader stating the Council might consider
putting something in their policies and procedures that the City would consider CFDs for commercial purposes
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also, adding hopefully, the proposed development has a commercial component to it and will increase the
City’s tax base.

Councilmember Cook stated he understood a CFD could either be something very positive or a potential
disaster if not handled correctly and then asked for Mr. Reader to give the Council examples, adding these
might help guide the Council in creating their own policies and procedures. Mr. Reader stated one case
involved the Watson Road CFD in Buckeye, which was residential with a large component of commercial
property, noting the City of Buckeye ran out of wastewater treatment capacity and literally had no more room
in the wastewater treatment plant to give out any more building permits in 2004/2005 and didn’t have the
money to expand the treatment plant. Mr. Reader then stated the CFD issued $50 million in bonds so the City
could continue to grow and it did. Mr. Reader then stated Watson Road, they will see it’s nothing but
commercial and noted the CFD had a big part in that.

Mr. Reader then listed some of the cities that have CFDs formed in Arizona, stating approximately 20% of
about 90 cities in Arizona have used CFDs, including Marana, Sahuarita and Mesa, who is updating their CFD
policies and is a big user of CFDs. Mr. Reader then stated in Mesa, the former General Motors proving
grounds will be developed into a beautiful master planned community. Mr. Reader then continued stating
other CFDs formed in Arizona are in Rancho Sahuarita and Peoria, with Vistancia West, which is next to the
big, successful Vistancia project, adding Phase Il will have the same tax rate as Phase I. Mr. Reader then
stated from a policy stand, the Peoria Council wants the same tax rate as the original Vistancia project that was
done 12 years ago, even though the newer CFD was just formed 2 months ago. Mr. Reader then stated 2 other
cities are considering formation as we speak, adding development is happening and CFDs are being used about
20-22% by the time these are done. Mr. Reader then stated recent bond sales he is working on include the just
finished $37 million refinancing for Vistancia, adding the bonds were just issued about 90 days ago to initiate
the first property tax for the district and that tax base is growing by leaps and bounds. Mr. Reader then
continued with a list of bonds he is currently working on including Estrella Mountain, which is a very
successful project is Goodyear. Mr. Reader continued, stating he is also working on 4 bond issues for Pulte,
between Merrill and Festival, with 2 being general obligation bonds and 2 being special assessment bonds.
Mr. Reader then stated he was trying to give the Council a flavor of who is using CFDs and who is issuing
bonds after their formation, adding all of these projects have been very successful master planned residential
communities so far, with few exceptions.

Mr. Reader then continued with CFD background information, stating CFDs have been around for about 25
years, Arizona has now got some good experience and his firm knows what they are doing, but cities should
still be cautious. Mr. Reader then stated bond money can be used for virtually any public infrastructure
located within the boundaries of the district, including highways, streets, roads, public parking facilities,
landscaping, sewer, utilities, flood control, street lights, parks and recreation facilities, with the exception of
stadiums, but to include fire stations and other things. Mr. Reader then stated one of the projects for Merrill
Ranch was a fire station built with general obligation bond proceeds, pursuant to the development agreement.

Mr. Reader then stated he wouldn’t elaborate on the legal issues the Council talked about earlier unless the
Council wanted him to, adding they are mostly legal, operational financial and credit-related technical points
the Council will get into down the road. Mr. Reader then stated the nice thing about CFDs to the extent bonds
are issued and subsequent bonds are issued, is that they are on the county tax rolls, which is a nice
administrative part of it.

Mr. Reader then continued the presentation on the general benefits of a CFD, stating there are 2 types of
bonds; general obligation bonds payable through property taxes and special assessment liens, which are
generally a per acre assessment per lot that the Council can discuss later. Mr. Reader then stated the Council
can see that his firm has done about 150 transactions in Arizona since the early ‘90s and is approaching about
$1billion in bonds issued in Arizona for projects around the state. Mr. Reader then stated the next chart in his
presentations shows the Council that CFDs come and go with the economy, adding in 2005 development was
out of control and with that came the need for public infrastructure, then came the 2008 crash and now
everything is just getting back to business. Mr. Reader then stated land secured bonds are used nationally and

Page 8 of 11





are called different things in different states, adding nationally $5.3 billion in bonds were issued in 2006, then
stated the bonds follow economic activity and Arizona follows the national economic trend.

Mr. Reader then reviewed some case studies, beginning with Merrill Ranch 1 CFD and the Merrill Ranch 2
CFD, stating these projects had multiple districts and they were able to navigate over the last 10 years and
made them work. Mr. Reader then stated Scottsdale Fashion Square was a commercial development that has a
CFD associated with it and there are some similar cases in Buckeye and Peoria. Mr. Reader then spoke about
the Show Low Bluff CFD, stating this CFD was a situation with challenges, adding the CFD was done in
2004-2005 when everything was great; the City formed the CFD, several hundred million dollars were put into
the project by the developer, but then development slowed significantly. Mr. Reader stated there is a $3.25 tax
rate levy for bonds and about an $8,500 assessment per lot, but a combination of things such as the recession,
the project being geared toward second home market, people putting second homes on hold and a reputation of
having too high of a tax rate causing real estate agents to not really market the development have caused
problems. Mr. Reader then stated the CFD is working through the them and he believes is thinking of paying
off some bonds to lower the tax rate, adding there are no defaults and there is nothing super disastrous, adding
the developers are long-term developers, but the situation was tough on them.

Mayor King stated there was about 13 minutes left before the Council would need to adjourn and asked both
Mr. Guckenberger and Mr. Reader to each give a closing statement.

Mr. Reader stated he was finished with his presentation and turned the time over to Mr. Guckenberger. Mr.
Guckenberger stated the presentation was helpful, then stated one of the presentation slides read that the
“potential for disaster if not handled properly” deserves comment, adding what the Council will see in the
statutes and in everyone’s policies and procedures, with clear enunciation, is that whatever obligations are able
to be sold on behalf of the CFD are going to be obligations that are not going to be on the City’s balance sheet.
Mr. Guckenberger stated that was a pretty clear comment he thinks goes without saying, but it doesn’t hurt to
reiterate that if and when the Council has a CFD in their community and if and when the CFD is able to issue
bonds, the CFD’s success in the paying off the bonds is not going to fall at the City’s feet. Mr. Guckenberger
then stated this goes back to his original statement that growth needs to pay for itself and not overburden and
overwhelm cities for these large projects. Mr. Guckenberger then stated this was an important point to make,
but it was also important to note that CFDs do go bad, adding it has been seen around the country. Mr.
Guckenberger then stated when CFDs go bad, there are bond holders left holding the bag who are not happy
with the firms that sold the bonds and are not happy with the bond lawyers. Mr. Guckenberger then stated
these bonds are certainly on the riskier end of the municipal debt spectrum, which is something to think about
as the Council develops their policies. Mr. Guckenberger then stated one thing he would like to see in the
policies and procedures is some requirement for a demonstration for the financial wherewithal of the CFD
applicant, adding this is something to show the developer’s proposed investment is real. Mr. Guckenberger
stated the Council will have to think about how to go about that, but he thinks the Council would want to see
that the applicant has the ability to see the project through.

Mr. Reader then stated as a bond underwriter, he is held to high professional standards not only by his firm,
but by regulatory agencies, adding his job is to always be transparent and to share lots of information with the
Council, noting he is not trying to be negative, but sometimes the information he shares will be negative. Mr.
Reader then stated he will continue to share a lot of stories, how CFDs work, when things went wrong and
why they went wrong, adding he wants to live up to the high standards he is held to and that the Council
expects. Mr. Reader then stated he will continue to make sure that he shares what he knows and answer
questions, noting he may not have all the answers, but if he doesn’t, he will find out the answers for Council
and Staff before the Council makes decisions. Mr. Reader then stated in his personal opinion, the CFD
industry in Arizona is highly respected in the investment world, adding the reason is that, even with the
recession, there haven’t been any serious meltdowns, noting a few CFDs had to be fixed and there was a major
developer that went bankrupt and exited the business, but throughout the state, CFDs have done very well.
Mr. Reader then stated if the Council were to ask around the state, he thinks they would find that people think
a good job has been done in establishing policies and procedures and reasonable underwriting standards. Mr.
Reader then stated he is aware of only 1 CFD in Arizona right now that is in a very bad bond default situation
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and it is not a CFD his firm was involved with.

Mayor King then thanked Mr. Guckenberger and Mr. Reader for being at the meeting and for the information
they gave to Council, then stated he would give each Councilmember an opportunity to make a statement.

Councilmember Konrad stated he would like to see the Council move forward with the policies and procedures
so the City can accept an application and can accommodate EI Dorado and their project and asked Mr.
Stephens what kind of a burden this would place on Staff and what kind of a timeline the Council could expect
with Mr. Stephens stating he couldn’t speculate on a timeline and this would take some time, like every other
issue Staff has, but that Staff would work with the bond counsel and the City Attorneys and no one would drag
their feet in moving this forward. Councilmember Konrad asked if this would be the time to direct Staff to
move forward with this with Mayor King stating he would defer to the City Attorney. Mr. Loucks stated the
Council is discussing what individual Councilmembers want to see and the direction they would like to pursue,
but as a collective body, the Council can’t make a decision. Mayor King asked if the Council could make
recommendations and ask for something to be brought back to Council for their consideration with Mr. Loucks
stating the Council could do so. Councilmember Konrad then stated his recommendation would be to come up
with a set of policies and procedures which protects the City, but doesn’t bog the process down, adding he
comes from a manufacturing background and in the transition from mill specs to 1SO specs, one of the things
he has learned is that you need to write down what is going to be done and do what will be written.
Councilmember Konrad then stated one of the biggest mistakes people made in the past was creating too many
regulations preventing business being done, adding he is a big fan of simplicity.

Councilmember Boyle stated as the Council develops the policies and procedures, he would like to use the best
advice and to use what’s already available for ease and to expedite the process.

Councilmember Lambert stated he would also like to see policies and procedures put together and brought to
the Council in a worksession with the developer so the Council can get their point of view on the policies and
procedures and then get other Councilmembers’ points of view, adding both can collaborate on the policies
and procedures and then the resulting document can be placed on a future agenda for Council to consider.

Councilmember Cook asked Mr. Guckenberger to verify his role and relation to the City with Mr.
Guckenberger stating he has been engaged by the City to be bond counsel with respect to the formation of the
CFD. Councilmember Cook asked Mr. Guckenberger if he was working for the CFD or the City with Mr.
Guckenberger stating he worked for the City. Councilmember Cook then stated he believes the Council wants
to avoid Mr. Guckenberger making any policies and procedures decisions for the Council but that the Council
would like to see Mr. Guckenberger’s ideas, as well as the City Attorneys’ ideas and the developer’s ideas,
adding they could even present multiple ideas so the Council can consider them and decide what they want.

Mayor King stated he would also like to see this go forward, adding he does have concerns with current City
staff levels and someone may need to be hired to help with this and asked Mr. Stephens for his thoughts. Mr.
Stephens stated it is a distinct possibility and is something he can look at, assess and make a recommendation
to the Council, adding Staff will do what they can in the City’s jurisdiction to facilitate something that is good
for the economy.

Mayor King then stated this is something that needs to be done sooner rather than later because of the impact
of the development. Mayor King then stated he didn’t want to overburden City Staff, noting Staff members
wear a lot of hats and carry a lot of tasks, but he thinks the City needs to have the Staff on hand to move
forward with the draft policies and procedures. Mayor King then stated he knows this will require more
meetings and there will be a lot of dialogue between everyone, adding he know there may be some
disagreements, but he feels there is nothing all the parties involved can’t work out. Mayor King then stated
there are a lot of different people on the Council with different thoughts and ideas, but they all want the
process to go as smoothly as possible. Mayor King then stated he wants to make sure everything is done the
best it can be and thanked Mr. Guckenberger and Mr. Reader for coming to the meeting and presenting their
information. Mayor King then stated the regular Council meeting would start at 7:05 p.m.
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DEPARTMENT REPORTS: None

ADJOURNMENT:
Councilmember Konrad moved to adjourn at 6:58 p.m. Seconded by Councilmember Lambert. Motion
passed 5-0.
Toney D. King, Sr., Mayor
ATTEST:

Vicki L. Vivian, CMC, City Clerk
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City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To: Mayor and Council Consent Agenda Item # 1b

From: Vicki Vivian, CMC, City Clerk

Subject:

Minutes of the October 26, 2015 Worksession

Discussion:

Attached are the minutes of the October 26, 2015 Worksession.

Staff Recommendation:

Council pleasure






THE WORKSESSION
OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF BENSON, ARIZONA
HELD OCTOBER 26, 2015 AT 6:00 P.M.
AT CITY HALL, 120 W. 6TH STREET, BENSON, ARIZONA

CALL TO ORDER:

Mayor King called the meeting to order at 6:03 p.m. with the Pledge of Allegiance.

ROLL CALL.:

Present were: Mayor Toney D. King, Vice Mayor Lori McGoffin (arriving at 6:09 p.m.), Councilmembers
Pat Boyle, Jeff Cook, Joe Konrad and David Lambert. Absent was: Councilmember Chris Moncada.

NEW BUSINESS:

1.

Presentation by Dr. Robert Carreira, Director of the Center for Economic Research, about the
economic impact of El Dorado’s proposed Villages of Vigneto project, and question and answer session
about that presentation and project with Dr. Carreira and El Dorado representatives

Dr. Carreira asked if he could show a powerpoint presentation to the Council. Mayor King then called for a
brief recess at 6:08 p.m. for Staff to set up equipment. Mayor King reconvened the meeting at 6:18 p.m.

Dr. Carreira addressed Council stating he was the President and Chief Economist at
www.useconomicresearch.com as well as being the Director of the Center for Economic Research for Cochise
College; however, the study he was presented was a study he completed as an independent contractor for El
Dorado. Dr. Carreira then reviewed the impacts of the proposed development, the Villages at Vigneto, stating
the total economic output of the development over the 18-year development period would be $23.8 billion.
Dr. Carreira then stated he used the U.S. Department of Commerce’s RIMS model in his study, which
accounts for both direct impacts and indirect impacts.

Dr. Carreira stated the $23.8 billion includes the homes in the development being sold for approximately
$250,000, adding he was able to compute the impact of those home sales each year, it includes the non-
residential construction, which is estimated by EI Dorado in their model for designing the community, the
infrastructure costs and new household spending, which are some of the direct impacts. Dr. Carreira then
mentioned the home sales and that each year the new home sales will make an impact, but that the Council
needed to remember that if 500 homes were sold in each year, the impact would be the result of 500 homes the
first year, but 1,000 homes the second year and so on, noting the same houses are counted in each successive
year to determine the impacts.

Dr. Carreira then briefly explained indirect impacts, which are business-to-business transactions, such as
construction companies buying construction materials, office supplies, etc. in the local economy as they build
homes. Dr. Carreira then explained that induced impacts are the household spending impacts, not as new
residents, which is actually a direct impact, but are the other households that receive money from the new
households, such as families of construction workers and others working in support of the project and those
new households.

Dr. Carreira then said over the entire 18-year period, there will be approximately $23.8 billion in impacts, but
this is more of a trend than an average, because the impacts grow each year until new construction stops. Dr.
Carreira then said that as part of that $23.8 billion, household earnings are $7.7 billion, adding the projections
are for Cochise County with the majority of the impacts occurring in Benson, but noted impacts would still
ripple out throughout Cochise County. Dr. Carreira then stated the jobs at peak construction will be 16,355 the
year before the last year of construction and would be 8,780 after construction associated with the buildout of
the development is completed.
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Mayor King asked if these projections included commercial development with Dr. Carreira stating the
projections consider all growth, including new businesses that will be built to meet the demand. Dr. Carreira
then stated when construction is over, the annual impact of spending in the economy will be just over $1.2
billion annually, which also means $315 million becomes earnings for households.

Dr. Carreira then briefly spoke about the 20 different industries that will be impacted, noting most impacted
will be the construction industy with homes and businesses being built. Dr. Carreira then stated other
industries that will be impacted are the real estate and retail industries as well as the healthcare and social
assistance industries, not only with people who live in the new development, but also with the people who
work there. Dr. Carreira then stated there will be direct, indirect and induced impacts, adding all industries
will be impacted.

Dr. Carreira then spoke about household earnings, which is about $1.23 billion in spending and sales, and
grows up to $2.15 billion in 2032, but then drops to $1.17 billion when construction is over, adding a portion
of the impact becomes household earnings when construction is over and is just the spending of new
households, which is projected to be $315 million.

Dr. Carreira then briefly discussed the projected jobs, noting Cochise County has been struggling and lost
about 5,500 jobs over the last 6 years or so, but with the development, the County is looking at these jobs
coming back, all the way up to 16,000 new jobs at the peak of construction. Dr. Carreira then noted there will
be a new economy at that point, due to a community that has developed and brings other people to the area.
Dr. Carreira then stated the number of jobs drop back down to 8,780 once new construction is gone, but stated
the growth a that point will continue to support the 8,780 jobs in the new economy.

Dr. Carreira then spoke about fiscal impacts, which takes into consideration the valuation projected for the
property to project the amount of tax revenue from the taxing districts in Benson over 18 years, noting the total
tax revenue to all taxing districts is $1.5 billion and for the City of Benson will be approximately $557.6
million. Dr. Carreira stated most of the land in the proposed development is in the St. David school district,
but the Benson hospital and other Benson taxing districts will have new revenue. Dr. Carreira did not that
people can select what schools they want their children to attend, but that wasn’t projected.

Mayor King then asked about the Cochise County Joint Technical Education District (one of the taxing
districts) with Dr. Carreira stating this district, which is a partnership between all the high schools in Cochise
County, was a voter-approved initiative for an additional tax to support certain education programs. Vice
Mayor McGoffin asked if the programs were similar to the CAN program where students can earn college
credits while they are in high school with Dr. Carreira explaning those programs are part of what is supported
by this initiative. Dr. Carreira then stated the partnership also allows the school districts to share resources for
any career type program offered through the schools.

Dr. Carreira then spoke about the City’s tax revenue and the cost of providing City services using the current
level of expenses and tax sources, adding grant funding was factored out because any grant funding would not
be expected to grow. Dr. Carreira then explained that the CFD (Community Facilities District) would meet the
proposed development’s start up and operating costs and the public works piece, adding the parks and
recreation is assumed to be funded by the development itself. Dr. Carreira then stated what is being spent in
the budget now and if the same level of per capita is maintained, the City will end up with $80 million more
over the 18-year development period. Dr. Carreira then referred to a graph that demonstrates this, stating in
the beginning the revenue will be considerably larger than expenses due to construction sales tax. Dr. Carreira
then spoke stated as people move in, there is still some surplus, but in the year 2029, expenses will exceed
revenue. Dr. Carreira then stated the City’s 2016 budget is balanced with a $700,000 carry forward in reserves
and the current tax revenues are not enough to fund the per capita expenditures, adding probably by about
2020 or earlier, the Council would need to adopt a different budget that lowers the capita expenses, adding the
development revenue and impacts buys the City until 2028, with the biggest factor being construction sales
tax, but if the City continues the current per capita level, it will reach a point where costs exceed revenues.

Vice Mayor McGoffin asked if the study considered construction sales tax being paid where construction
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materials are purchased with Dr. Carreira stating the change in the law for this tax only affected remodeling
projects and did not affect new construction, which will continue being paid where the new construction
occurs. Mayor King then stated the warning is that the current Council and future Councils need to stay
fiscally responsible, and look toward the future before the gap starts with Dr. Carreira stating the City can’t
rely on reserves and carry forward funding, but the development impact buys the City time. Dr. Carreira then
stated one of the things on the Council’s side is that the City will be transitioning to a different spending model
because the population will be increasing from about 5,000 to 60,000+, adding the $80 million surplus will
make the transition easier to do, but the Council shouldn’t wait until 2027 or they will find themselves in the
same situation and trying to balance the budget. Dr. Carreira then stated he could answer any questions the
Council may have. After no further discussion, Mayor King thanked Dr. Carreira for his presentation.

ADJOURNMENT:
Vice Mayor McGoffin moved to adjourn at 6:43 p.m. Seconded by Councilmember Konrad. Motion passed
6-0.
Toney D. King, Sr., Mayor
ATTEST:

Vicki L. Vivian, CMC, City Clerk
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THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF BENSON, ARIZONA
HELD OCTOBER 26, 2015 AT 7:00 P.M.
AT CITY HALL, 120 W. 6TH STREET, BENSON, ARIZONA

CALL TO ORDER:

Mayor King called the meeting to order at 7:02 p.m. with the Pledge of Allegiance. Mayor King then stated he
had spoken to Councilmember Chris Moncada and City Manager William Stephens and both were unable to
attend the meeting due to illness. Mayor King then introduced Bob Dix of the Baha’i Faith who offered the
invocation.

ROLL CALL.:

Present were: Mayor Toney D. King, Sr., Vice Mayor Lori McGoffin, Councilmembers Pat Boyle, Jeff Cook,
Joe Konrad and David Lambert. Absent was: Councilmember Chris Moncada.

EMPLOYEE RECOGNITION:

Mayor King recognized Louis Lopez and Nelda Lopez for each having 5 years of service with the City of Benson.

PROCLAMATION:

Mayor King read a proclamation of the Mayor and Council declaring November 1, 2015 as “Extra Mile Day.”

PUBLIC HEARING: None

CALL TO THE PUBLIC:

Audrey Palma, 6th Street, Benson, thanked the Council for continuing bingo for the senior citizens and stated the
senior citizens feel they are starting to be recognized and get support from the Council. Ms. Palma then stated the
person who said the number of senior citizens is declining is wrong, noting the town is over 35% seniors, but
many stay home for health issues and other reasons. Ms. Palma then stated people should take the time to smile
and say hello to senior citizens to let them know someone cares, adding someday everyone will be in the category
of a senior citizen and will be praying for a little social life. Ms. Palma then stated the bingo program is a way for
seniors to meet other people and not be alone and she hopes the Council will continue to support the senior
citizens, adding the senior citizens have supported the Council.

Paul Lotsof, a non-Benson resident and Manager of the CAVE FM radio station addressed Council concerning the
proposed development. Mr. Lotsof stated Mr. Reinbold was referred to as a principal in El Dorado, then asked
what position Mr. Reinbold actually had, adding he was told Mr. Reinbold was the Benson project manager. Mr.
Lotsof then asked what a principal was and if Mr. Reinbold owned stock, stating that was a basic question no one
thought to ask. Mr. Lotsof then stated last month he revealed that Mr. Reinbold was a defendant in a massive
lawsuit and was accused of misrepresenting the demand for airport hangars which were built using a pension fund
that was ultimately out over $60 million. Mr. Lotsof then stated during the September 14, 2015 meeting, Mr.
Reinbold stated the courts ruled in his favor. Mr. Lotsof then stated he obtained the court document, which was
posted on his radio’s website, adding that Mr. Reinbold had agreed to pay $7 million’ $6 million to the pension
fund and $1 million for legal fees. Mr. Lotsof then stated he also learned of a more recent lawsuit Mr. Reinbold
was a part of; a 30-year cable service contract in Maricopa in which the HOA sued for a conflict of interest and
sought $1 million in damages. Mr. Lotsof then stated there are at least a dozen L.L.C.s formed by El Dorado and
based on what he knows from the past, the companies serve two purposes; to create complexity so it’s difficult to
track money and to be pawns in a chess game where they are sacrificed to protect the king, which is El Dorado,
adding other innocent people get rooked. Mr. Lotsof then stated he has read EI Dorado wants more than one CFD
(Community Facilities District) and asked why, what the amount of money is that will be requested, who will get
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it and who will make sure the money is not squandered and will not go to crooks. Mr. Lotsof then stated during
the worksession, it was said that CFDs could be disastrous and his opinion is that the task to find a good CFD
board isn’t possible. Mr. Lotsof then stated building over 1,000 homes each year is questionable and asked if the
Council wanted Benson to become a haven for white-collar crime and what would happen if they did not form the
district.

Mayor King then publicly thanked Officer Floyd Graf for assisting Ms. Palma, who was leaving the Council
meeting.

Dave Thompson, La Cuesta Drive, Benson, stated he was going to comment on Mr. Lotsof’s comments, but Mr.
Lotsof spoke so fast and mumbled that Mr. Thompson couldn’t understand him and therefore had no comments to
add.

Barbara Nunn, La Cuesta Drive, Benson, stated she wanted to thank the Council, adding she knows how hard this
is; being pulled in every direction from different factions, but asked the Council to please do what is best for
Benson. Ms. Nunn then stated Benson is not surviving and is dying every day. Ms. Nunn then stated the Call to
the Public should be part of the solutions, not just part of the problems, adding people shouldn’t use it for their
own agenda and then scurry out the door like a rat, adding they should stay for the rest of the meeting.

Mike Reinbold of El Dorado, 426 N. 44th Street, Phoenix, stated as usual, Mr. Lotsof was half-cocked with half
the information. Mr. Reinbold then stated he was a principal of ElI Dorado and was also a development partner,
and told Mr. Lotsof that he could contact him with questions. Mayor King asked Mr. Reinbold to direct his
comments to the Council. Mr. Reinbold then stated for 20 years, he has effectively developed numerous
successful communities. Mr. Reinbold then stated Mr. Lotsof left off two pieces of information; the case was
settled in Mr. Reinbold’s favor and the balance of the cases were settled, adding in 2005 he retired and decided to
resolve the case. Mr. Reinbold stated the case was under appeal and could have gone on another 5 years, but the
opposing party just wanted their legal fees back, so he decided to give them their legal fees and settle the case.
Mr. Reinbold then stated the only truth Mr. Lotsof said regarding the lawsuit in Maricopa was that Mr. Reinbold
was the President of the HOA. Mr. Reinbold then stated after the first phase, EI Dorado sold that interest. Mr.
Reinbold then stated there is a very simple reason for the 30-year cable agreement; if services are wanted, people
who will invest must be attracted to the development, adding he would do the same thing in Benson to make sure
all available facilities are here. Mr. Reinbold then stated from a business perspective, it would seem to him that
Mr. Lotsof, who asked the FCC to waive his fees due to financial hardships, would want to further his advertising
business and would support growth to attract new customers instead of trying to kill the proposed development
and others on every front. Mr. Reinbold then stated he would never go to Mr. Lotsof for any advice, adding Mr.
Lotsof clearly doesn’t have a clue. Mr. Reinbold then stated Mr. Lotsof has asked the question of “who is going
to buy in Benson” and answered 47,000 people will.

Mayor King then asked when speakers at the Call to the Public address the Council, they need to direct their
comments to the Council and no one else.

Don Buchanan, River Road, St. David, stated he really hadn’t intended to speak tonight, but at the last meeting,
someone said that people who had been recalled shouldn’t speak and he would like to answer that. Mr. Buchanan
then stated he was the first Councilman who was recalled and it was because he was a disruptive force in the
community, adding he took that as a compliment and hopes he will continue to be that way. Mr. Buchanan then
stated when he was on the Council, the EPA was going to fine each Councilmember $15,000 because the Public
Works Supervisor, who he got fired, was ignoring the EPA’s requirement to clean up the wastewater treatment
plant. Mr. Buchanan then stated other controversial issues he was involved in included the Pioneer Construction
Company and how they found a loophole allowing them to not follow State law, adding he wrote to the State Real
Estate Commission about it and working during Apache Powder’s only strike, adding he had to work to keep his
job, but he could see how striking, hourly workers felt. Mr. Buchanan then stated he was also involved with
positive things, adding he took the first City employee retirement plan to Council and got it approved and he was
behind the new wastewater treatment plant that was used for 10 or 15 years, which saved the taxpayers a lot of
money. Mr. Buchanan then stated a lot of people who speak at the Call to the Public haven’t contributed to
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Benson and he has. Mr. Buchanan then stated he wanted to thank Mike Reinbold and others who like to speak
after he does to combat what he says, adding it is a compliment to him and he must be saying something
important that worries others or they wouldn’t need to be the last speaker.

CITY MANAGER REPORT:

Public Works Director Brad Hamilton addressed Council, giving the dates of upcoming meetings and events.

Tuesday, November 3, 2015 — Planning & Zoning Meeting, 7:00 p.m., City Hall
Wednesday, November 4, 2015 — Benson Economic Development Committee, 6:00 p.m., City Hall
Monday, November 9, 2015 —  City Council Meeting, 7:00 p.m., City Hall

Mr. Hamilton then stated for more events in Benson, the public could visit the City’s website:
www.cityofbenson.com under “What to do Today.”

NEW BUSINESS:

1.

Discussion and possible action on the Consent Agenda

la. Minutes of the July 13, 2015 Regular Meeting

1b. Authorization of expenditures to lease/purchase Police Department Patrol vehicles under approved budget
CIP Project PD 07-1

1c. Invoices processed for the period from October 1, 2015 through October 16, 2015

Councilmember Cook stated he would like to remove Item 1b from the Consent Agenda for Council discussion.
Vice Mayor McGoffin then moved to approve the remaining Consent Agenda. Seconded by Councilmember
Lambert. Motion passed 6-0.

Consent Agenda — Items Removed:

1b. Authorization of expenditures to lease/purchase Police Department Patrol vehicles under approved budget
CIP Project PD 07-1

Councilmember Cook asked if this was in the budget with Finance Director Dustin DeSpain stating it was. Mr.
DeSpain then stated the CIP listed separate purchases; 2 unmarked vehicles and 3 marked vehicles, then stated by
combining the purchases, the City was able to secure a lower interest rate of 3.9% instead of 6%. Mr. DeSpain
then stated, if approved, 2 vehicles will be obtained now and 3 will be obtained in February, adding the City will
only be paying for the first 2 vehicles until February, when the 3 other vehicles are obtained. Councilmember
Cook stated he hoped some of the vehicles being retired could be used by the City for City business, meetings and
training that occurs out of the City with Mr. Hamilton stating most of the vehicles being retired are at the end of
their life, but the ones that can be used and are economically viable will be repurposed for City use.

Mayor King stated the lease/purchase program is nothing new to the Council, adding it’s been done many times
over the years, adding at the end of the lease, the City retains the vehicles. Mayor King then stated he felt it was
time to replace the old police vehicles and moved to approve the authorization of the expenditures to
lease/purchase the Police Department patrol vehicles under the approved budget CIP Project PD 07-1. Seconded
by Vice Mayor McGoffin. Councilmember Konrad then thanked Mr. DeSpain for researching the issue and find
the City a better interest rate. Motion passed 6-0.

Discussion and possible action regarding Colby & Powell, PLC Letters of Engagement with the City of
Benson for Audit Services

Finance Director Dustin DeSpain stated the City advertised for proposals and had received 8 responses. Mr.
DeSpain then stated the responses were reviewed by a committee, who found Colby & Powell exceeded the
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expectations. Mr. DeSpain then stated Staff is now asking for Colby & Powell to be engaged to perform the
City’s audit, which includes the audit and the financial statements. Vice Mayor McGoffin moved to approve the
Colby & Powell, PLC letters of engagement with the City of Benson for audit services. Seconded by
Councilmember Konrad. Motion passed 6-0.

3. Discussion and possible action regarding the transfer of the Hangar Agreement between the City of Benson
and Cliff Deane Aviation, L.L..C. to Flying Fletchers, L.L.C.

Public Works Director Brad Hamilton stated this item is for the transfer of a ground lease at the airport with a
hangar built on it, adding the only change is who the City will bill for the lease. Councilmember Konrad moved
to approve the transfer of the Hangar Agreement from Cliff Deane Aviation, L.L.C. to Flying Fletchers, L.L.C.
Seconded by Councilmember Boyle. Motion passed 6-0.

DEPARTMENT REPORTS: No comments from Council.

ADJOURNMENT:

Vice Mayor McGoffin moved to adjourn at 7:35 p.m. Seconded by Councilmember Lambert. Motion passed 6-0.

Toney D. King, Sr., Mayor
ATTEST:

Vicki L. Vivian, CMC, City Clerk
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City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To: Mayor and Council Agenda Item # 1d

From: Dustin DeSpain, Finance Director

Subject:

Resignation of Lupe Diaz from the Transit Advisory Committee (TAC)

Discussion:

Lupe Diaz has submitted his resignation from the Transit Advisory Committee. This will leave 1 vacancy on the
committee.

Staff Recommendation:

Approval of the Resignation of Lupe Diaz from the Transit Advisory Committee (TAC)






City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To: Mayor and Council Agenda Item # le

From: Dustin DeSpain, Finance Director

Subject:

Appointment of Kirk Sorenson to the Transit Advisory Committee (TAC)

Discussion:

The Transit Advisory Committee’s (TAC) role is to advise the grantee agency on the operation of the transit
system. This includes ensuring the service responds to the changing local needs, commenting on service
quality and effectiveness, soliciting community participation and helping the system achieve financial
sustainability and related issues.

With the recent resignation of Lupe Diaz from the committee, Mr. Sorenson, if approved, will fill Mr. Diaz’
position.

Staff Recommendation:

Appointment of Kirk Sorenson to the Transit Advisory Committee (TAC)
















City of Benson

City Council Communication

Regular Meeting

December 14, 2015

To: Mayor and Council

From: Dustin DeSpain, Finance Director

Consent Agenda Item # 1g

Subject:

Invoices processed for the period from November 13, 2015 through December 3, 2015

Discussion:

Attached is a list of large and/or unusual invoices processed by the Finance Department during the period from
November 13, 2015 through December 3, 2015. The total of the invoices is $354,860.81.

Arizona Public Safety Retirement
Arizona State Retirement

AZ Municipal Risk Retention Pool
Benson Volunteer Fire

Blue Cross Blue Shield

Cochise County Treasurer - Waste
Executech

GM Financial

H & E Equipment Senvices
Mesch, Clark & Rothschild
Senergy Petroleum

Simplot Partners

Southwest Disposal

SSVEC

TOTAL LARGE INVOICES

Bi-weekly retirement contribution
Bi-weekly retirement contribution
Quarterly Insurance Premium
Monthly Contribution

Monthly Health Insurance Premium P&z
Monthly Solid Waste Expense
Software Maintenance

Police Vehicle Leases

Fire Engine Expenses - Grant
Attorney Fees

Diesel & Fuel

Seed & Fertilizer

Monthly Garbage Collection
Monthly City Electric Bill

Invoices listed above as a percentage of all invices processed

12,499.65
20,354.70
46,760.50
6,600.00
41,439.55
14,918.04
5,756.47
28,700.96
9,030.65
11,518.35
5,062.00
10,127.42
30,260.27
30,186.67
273,215.23
77%

Staff Recommendation:

Approval of invoices processed for the period from November 13, 2015 through December 3, 2015






CITY OF BENSON Check Register - Council Packets Page: 1

Check Issue Dates: 11/13/2015 - 12/3/2015 Dec 03, 2015 03:21PM

Report Criteria:
Report type: Summary
Check.Type = {<>} "Adjustment"

GL Period Check Issue Date Check Number Vendor Number Payee Amount
11/15 11/20/2015 489 6756 SOUTHERN ARIZONA DISTRIBUTING 986.50 M
11/15 11/20/2015 490 6765 SOUTHERN WINE & SPIRITS OF ARIZONA 44380 M
11/15 11/13/2015 4085 3651 ETS CORPORATION 617.20 M
11/15 11/13/2015 4086 1136 AMERICAN EXPRESS 52.02 M
11/15 11/13/2015 7039 4118 GREYHOUND 37521 M
11/15 11/20/2015 7040 4118 GREYHOUND 207.10 M
11/15 11/20/2015 7187 1490 AZ STATE RETIREMENT ACC REC 20,354.70 M
12/15 12/01/2015 8001 1130 AMERICAN FAMILY LIFE ASSURANCE 1,801.13 M
11/15 11/25/2015 45604 2327 BRADLEY QUIRING 200.00- V
11/15 11/13/2015 45693 1095 AIRGAS USA, LLC 199.82
11/15 11/13/2015 45694 1216 AMERIPRIDE SERVICES INC 153.73
11/15 11/13/2015 45695 1326 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE 10.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45696 1195 AUTO CHLOR 221.34
11/15 11/13/2015 45697 1690 AZ DEPT OF REVENUE - SALES TAX 8,846.05
11/15 11/13/2015 45698 1728 AZ MUN RISK RETENTION POOL 46,760.50
11/15 11/13/2015 45699 1901 BARNETTS PROPANE 13.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45700 3051 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL 667.89
11/15 11/13/2015 45701 2592 CENTRAL ALARM INC 95.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45702 2599 CENTURYLINK 1,899.77
11/15 11/13/2015 45703 2751 CITY OF BENSON - SALES TAX 3,666.63
11/15 11/13/2015 45704 2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 2,803.99
11/15 11/13/2015 45705 3074 COPPER STATE BOLT & NUT CO. 279.11
11/15 11/13/2015 45706 3119 COX COMMUNICATIONS 1,095.62
11/15 11/13/2015 45707 3124 COX MEDIA - WEST 828.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45708 3129 CREATIVE COMMUNICATIONS 610.96
11/15 11/13/2015 45709 3137 CROP PRODUCTION SERVICES INC 365.13
11/15 11/13/2015 45710 3410 DIGGINS & SONS POWER SWEEPING 1,900.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45711 3466 DUSTIN DESPAIN 391.30
11/15 11/13/2015 45712 3648 ESG CORP 2,900.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45713 3983 GEORGE'S AUTOMOTIVE 1,048.14
11/15 11/13/2015 45714 4352 1IMC 250.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45715 4419 INTERACTIVE CONTROLS, INC 1,389.60
11/15 11/13/2015 45716 4464 J. MICHAEL MORGAN 590.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45717 11725 JESSE INGRAM 140.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45718 5989 LEGALSHIELD 119.55
11/15 11/13/2015 45719 11739 MARK A DEWITT 72.26
11/15 11/13/2015 45720 5190 MATTSON QUALITY PRODUCTS, INC 416.22
11/15 11/13/2015 45721 5224 MERIT FOODS OF ARIZONA 1,006.28
11/15 11/13/2015 45722 5268 MESCH, CLARK & ROTHSCHILD PC 11,518.35
11/15 11/13/2015 45723 5544 NIKE USA, INC 1,018.46
11/15 11/13/2015 45724 3151 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENTERS 56.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45725 5661 O'REILLY AUTOMOTIVE INC 28.11
11/15 11/13/2015 45726 6252 RIKERTEK 390.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45727 6701 SIMPLOT PARTNERS 10,127.42
11/15 11/13/2015 45728 6774 SOUTHWEST DISPOSAL 30,260.27
11/15 11/13/2015 45729 6802 STAMBACK SEPTIC SERVICE 208.24
11/15 11/13/2015 45730 1415 STOTZ EQUIPMENT 550.52
11/15 11/13/2015 45731 6975 SUMMIT SUPPLY CORP OF CO 1,016.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45732 7040 TEXAS CANYON ROCK & SAND, INC. 167.72
11/15 11/13/2015 45733 7510 UNITED FIRE EQUIPMENT COMPANY 296.03
11/15 11/13/2015 45734 7403 US HEALTHWORKS MEDICAL GROUP AZ PC 118.00
11/15 11/13/2015 45735 7667 VERIZON WIRELESS 358.11
11/15 11/20/2015 45736 1117 ALL CREATURES VETERINARY SVC 159.75

M = Manual Check, V = Void Check





CITY OF BENSON

Check Register - Council Packets

Check Issue Dates: 11/13/2015 - 12/3/2015

Page: 2
Dec 03, 2015 03:21PM

GL Period Check Issue Date Check Number Vendor Number Payee Amount
11/15 11/20/2015 45737 1129 ALLTECH GATE SYSTEMS LLC 197.50
11/15 11/20/2015 45738 1063 ANIMAL RURAL KLINIC 836.25
11/15 11/20/2015 45739 1430 AZ PUBLIC SAFETY RETIREMENT 12,499.65
11/15 11/20/2015 45740 2350 BUG-WISER EXTERMINATING CO 1,181.00
11/15 11/20/2015 45741 2784 CNG 1,330.00
11/15 11/20/2015 45742 2839 COCA COLA REFRESHMENTS 499.74
11/15 11/20/2015 45743 2870 COCHISE COUNTY TREASURER 14,918.04
11/15 11/20/2015 45744 3119 COX COMMUNICATIONS 30.81
11/15 11/20/2015 45745 3340 DEMCO INC. 149.73
11/15 11/20/2015 45746 3709 FARONICS 625.00
11/15 11/20/2015 45747 3904 GM FINANCIAL 28,700.96
11/15 11/20/2015 45748 4032 GOLF ARIZONA LLC 750.00
11/15 11/20/2015 45749 4094 H & E EQUIPMENT SERVICES 9,030.65
11/15 11/20/2015 45750 4333 HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS 655.94
11/15 11/20/2015 45751 11725 JESSE INGRAM 140.00
11/15 11/20/2015 45752 4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICES 694.00
11/15 11/20/2015 45753 5157 MARYLAND CHILD SUPPORT ACCOUNT 69.81
11/15 11/20/2015 45754 5224 MERIT FOODS OF ARIZONA 1,809.87
11/15 11/20/2015 45755 5295 MICROMARKETING, LLC 75.67
11/15 11/20/2015 45756 5418 MR ROOTER PLUMBING 450.25
11/15 11/20/2015 45757 5495 NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SOLUTION 780.00
11/15 11/20/2015 45758 5645 OFFICE DEPOT, INC 64.24
11/15 11/20/2015 45759 5847 PET DOCTOR 755.75
11/15 11/20/2015 45760 5978 POSTAL PROS INC 1,503.88
11/15 11/20/2015 45761 6180 RECORDED BOOKS, LLC 42415
11/15 11/20/2015 45762 6564 SENERGY PETROLEUM 5,062.00
11/15 11/20/2015 45763 1415 STOTZ EQUIPMENT 831.97
11/15 11/20/2015 45764 6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY ELEC 30,186.67
11/15 11/20/2015 45765 2791 SUPPORT PAYMENT CLEARINGHOUSE 523.33
11/15 11/20/2015 45766 7969 THE TORO COMPANY - NSN 151.00
11/15 11/20/2015 45767 7219 TIAA-CREF AS AGENT FOR JPM 150.00
11/15 11/20/2015 45768 7253 TITLEIST 259.45
11/15 11/20/2015 45769 7279 TRANSWORLD NETWORK CORP 218.92
11/15 11/20/2015 45770 7510 UNITED FIRE EQUIPMENT COMPANY 384.59
11/15 11/20/2015 45771 7402 US FOODS 1,953.60
11/15 11/20/2015 45772 7697 WAXIE SANITARY SUPPLY 566.26
11/15 11/20/2015 45773 7882 ZOETISUSLLC 327.00
11/15 11/25/2015 45774 1334 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 648.00
11/15 11/25/2015 45775 2075 BENSON NAPA 1,865.90
11/15 11/25/2015 45776 2327 BRADLEY QUIRING 200.00
11/15 11/25/2015 45777 2558 BRIAN WILLIAMS 88.50
11/15 11/25/2015 45778 2304 BROWN & ASSOCIATES 1,179.46
11/15 11/25/2015 45779 2599 CENTURYLINK 47.19
11/15 11/25/2015 45780 2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 452.86
11/15 11/25/2015 45781 2842 COCHISE COUNTY TREASURER 2,502.75
11/15 11/25/2015 45782 3119 COX COMMUNICATIONS 191.98
11/15 11/25/2015 45783 3421 DIRECTV 187.98
11/15 11/25/2015 45784 3610 EMPIRE SOUTHWEST, LLC 43.59
11/15 11/25/2015 45785 3677 EXECUTECH 5,756.47
11/15 11/25/2015 45786 3704 FARMER BROTHERS COFFEE 173.80
11/15 11/25/2015 45787 11725 JESSE INGRAM 140.00
11/15 11/25/2015 45788 5618 L & E AUTO PARTS LLC 664.71
11/15 11/25/2015 45789 5212 MCI COMM SERVICE 32.42
11/15 11/25/2015 45790 5544 NIKE USA, INC 905.98
11/15 11/25/2015 45791 6066 PUBLIC SURPLUS 5.69
11/15 11/25/2015 45792 6252 RIKERTEK 435.00
11/15 11/25/2015 45793 6480 SAN PEDRO VALLEY NEWS 770.86

M = Manual Check, V = Void Check





CITY OF BENSON

Check Register - Council Packets

Check Issue Dates: 11/13/2015 - 12/3/2015

Page: 3
Dec 03, 2015 03:21PM

GL Period Check Issue Date Check Number Vendor Number Payee Amount
11/15 11/25/2015 45794 6570 SHANNON'S AUTO PARTS 314.43
11/15 11/25/2015 45795 7089 THE COCHISE TRADING POST 46.00
11/15 11/25/2015 45796 7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 935.60
11/15 11/25/2015 45797 7536 USA BLUEBOOK 389.99
11/15 11/25/2015 45798 7753 WICK COMMUNICATIONS 155.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45799 8913 ALBERT ESTAVILLO 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45800 1216 AMERIPRIDE SERVICES INC 141.02
12/15 12/01/2015 45801 5551 ANICLETO D MALDONADO 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45802 2160 BENSON VOLUNTEER FIRE DEPT INC 6,600.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45803 2250 BLUE CROSS-BLUE SHIELD 41,439.55
12/15 12/01/2015 45804 2970 COLONIAL LIFE ASSURANCE 71.05
12/15 12/01/2015 45805 3050 COMMUNITY FOOD PANTRY OF 130.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45806 3240 DARRELL FOSTER 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45807 3975 GEOFFREY MCGOFFIN 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45808 8909 HAMILTON, RICHARD 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45809 4332 HUMANA 2,568.99
12/15 12/01/2015 45810 7895 JAMES HANSEN JR. 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45811 4505 JERRY FINK 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45812 4573 JOE RODRIGUEZ 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45813 8914 JOE ROTHERMICH 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45814 4840 LARRY NAPIER 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45815 4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICES 286.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45816 5191 MAX JONES 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45817 6010 PRINCIPAL LIFE 679.46
12/15 12/01/2015 45818 6144 RAY JOHNSON I 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45819 6777 SOUTHWESTERN AVIATION LLC 1,000.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45820 8907 THELANDER, JAMES 200.00
12/15 12/01/2015 45821 7536 USA BLUEBOOK 236.12
12/15 12/01/2015 45822 7652 VISION SERVICE PLAN 340.57
12/15 12/01/2015 45823 7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 1,995.68
12/15 12/01/2015 45824 7790 WILLIAM BRANDT 200.00

Grand Totals: 354,860.81

Report Criteria:
Report type: Summary
Check.Type = {<>} "Adjustment"

M = Manual Check, V = Void Check





CITY OF BENSON Payment Approval Report - by GL Account

Report dates: 11/13/2015-12/3/2015

Page: 1
Dec 03, 2015 03:23PM

Report Criteria:
Detail report.

Invoices with totals above $0.00 included.

Only paid invoices included.

Vendor Vendor Name Invoice Number Description Invoice Date Net Amount Paid Date Paid Voided
Invoice Amount
10-22250
1490 AZ STATE RETIREMENT ACC 111315 RETIREMENT CONTRIBUTION 11/20/2015 20,354.70 20,354.70  11/20/2015
5495 NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SO 111315 DEFERRED COMPENSATION 11/20/2015 780.00 780.00 11/20/2015
7219 TIAA-CREF AS AGENT FORJP 111315 #403743 - VOLUNTARY RETIRE 11/20/2015 150.00 150.00 11/20/2015
Total 10-22250: 21,284.70 21,284.70
10-22255
1430 AZ PUBLIC SAFETY RETIREME 111315 P.D. RETIREMENT 11/20/2015 11,955.45 11,955.45 11/20/2015
1430 AZ PUBLIC SAFETY RETIREME  111315A F.D. RETIREMENT 11/20/2015 544.20 544.20 11/20/2015
Total 10-22255: 12,499.65 12,499.65
10-22265
5157 MARYLAND CHILD SUPPORT A L-111315 #340002729 11/20/2015 69.81 69.81 11/20/2015
2791 SUPPORT PAYMENT CLEARIN  A-111315 #0002160133-00 11/20/2015 52.93 52.93 11/20/2015
2791 SUPPORT PAYMENT CLEARIN  B-111315 0001716217-00 11/20/2015 140.77 140.77  11/20/2015
2791 SUPPORT PAYMENT CLEARIN  K-111315 #001347635700 11/20/2015 148.61 148.61 11/20/2015
2791 SUPPORT PAYMENT CLEARIN  L-111315 #000508942900 11/20/2015 181.02 181.02  11/20/2015
Total 10-22265: 593.14 593.14
10-22280
2250 BLUE CROSS-BLUE SHIELD 111615 HEALTH INSURANCE - AAA 11/16/2015 36,657.24 36,657.24 12/01/2015
2250 BLUE CROSS-BLUE SHIELD 111615A HEALTH INSURANCE - #AAC 11/16/2015 4,782.31 4,782.31 12/01/2015
3648 ESG CORP 35446 MONTHLY FSA ADMINSTRATIO 11/09/2015 1,663.50 1,663.50 11/13/2015
Total 10-22280: 43,103.05 43,103.05
10-22281
1130 AMERICAN FAMILY LIFE ASSU 675570 EMPLOYEE INSURANCE 11/12/2015 1,801.13 1,801.13  12/01/2015
Total 10-22281: 1,801.13 1,801.13
10-22282
2970 COLONIAL LIFE ASSURANCE 8248601-1205 EMPLOYEE INSURANCE 11/25/2015 71.05 71.05 12/01/2015
Total 10-22282: 71.05 71.05
10-22285
4332 HUMANA 415781782 MONTHLY INSURANCE 11/13/2015 1,664.67 1,664.67 12/01/2015
4332 HUMANA 415781782A MONTHLY INSURANCE 11/13/2015 904.32 904.32 12/01/2015
Total 10-22285: 2,568.99 2,568.99
10-22287
7652 VISION SERVICE PLAN 111915 MONTHLY PAYMENT 11/19/2015 340.57 340.57 12/01/2015
Total 10-22287: 340.57 340.57
10-22290
6010 PRINCIPAL LIFE 111715 LIFE INSURANCE 11/17/2015 679.46 679.46  12/01/2015
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Total 10-22290: 679.46 679.46
10-22293
5989 LEGALSHIELD 110515 PRE-PAID LEGAL SERVICE 11/05/2015 119.55 119.55  11/13/2015
Total 10-22293: 119.55 119.55
10-301-65
6066 PUBLIC SURPLUS 103115 AUCTION FEE 10/31/2015 5.69 5.69 11/25/2015
Total 10-301-65: 5.69 5.69
10-41-230
3648 ESG CORP 35446 COBRA ADMINISTRATION 11/09/2015 127.50 127.50 11/13/2015
Total 10-41-230: 127.50 127.50
10-41-310
3151 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH CENT 158385575 PRE EMPLOYMENT DRUG TES 10/28/2015 56.00 56.00 11/13/2015
Total 10-41-310: 56.00 56.00
10-41-330
3677 EXECUTECH 26980 IT MAINTENANCE 11/01/2015 4,550.00 4,550.00 11/25/2015
3677 EXECUTECH 26980 IT MAINTENANCE 11/01/2015 1,206.47 1,206.47  11/25/2015
Total 10-41-330: 5,756.47 5,756.47
10-41-340
3466 DUSTIN DESPAIN 102915A MILEAGE/PER DIEM - GRANT W  10/29/2015 303.15 303.15 11/13/2015
3466 DUSTIN DESPAIN 110915 LIQUOR LICENSE TRAINING - 11/09/2015 88.15 88.15 11/13/2015
Total 10-41-340: 391.30 391.30
10-41-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 110615 UTILITIES 11/06/2015 193.54 193.54 11/13/2015
3119 COX COMMUNICATIONS 110115A CABLE 11/01/2015 25.95 2595 11/13/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 709.02 709.02 11/20/2015
Total 10-41-410: 928.51 928.51
10-41-415
2599 CENTURYLINK 110115 MONTHLY SERVICE 11/01/2015 58.03 58.03 11/13/2015
3119 COX COMMUNICATIONS 110115A MONTHLY INTERNET SERVICE 11/01/2015 214.00 214.00 11/13/2015
3119 COX COMMUNICATIONS 110115A TELEPHONE 11/01/2015 661.67 661.67 11/13/2015
Total 10-41-415: 933.70 933.70
10-41-430
2350 BUG-WISER EXTERMINATING 117321 EXTERMINATING 10/06/2015 62.00 62.00 11/20/2015
Total 10-41-430: 62.00 62.00
10-41-520
1728 AZ MUN RISK RETENTION POO 9662/9663 INSURANCE 09/09/2015 14,495.74 14,495.74  11/13/2015
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Total 10-41-520: 14,495.74 14,495.74
10-41-640
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 MATS 10/26/2015 65.37 65.37 11/25/2015
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 94.43 94.43 12/01/2015
Total 10-41-640: 159.80 159.80
10-41-670
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 147.95 147.95 11/25/2015
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 64.25 64.25 11/25/2015
Total 10-41-670: 212.20 212.20
10-43-300
2304 BROWN & ASSOCIATES 28334 PLAN REVIEW 10/28/2015 79.46 79.46 11/25/2015
2304 BROWN & ASSOCIATES 28334 BUILDING INSPECTIONS - OCT 10/28/2015 1,100.00 1,100.00 11/25/2015
Total 10-43-300: 1,179.46 1,179.46
10-43-470
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 UNIFORMS 10/26/2015 29.28 29.28 11/25/2015
Total 10-43-470: 29.28 29.28
10-43-670
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 64.24 64.24 11/25/2015
Total 10-43-670: 64.24 64.24
10-45-300
3129 CREATIVE COMMUNICATIONS 369245 REPAIRS 10/13/2015 5.00 5.00 11/13/2015
4464 J. MICHAEL MORGAN 101315 PRE EMPLOYMENT 10/13/2015 590.00 590.00 11/13/2015
7403 US HEALTHWORKS MEDICAL G 100915 PREPLACEMENT 10/09/2015 118.00 118.00 11/13/2015
Total 10-45-300: 713.00 713.00
10-45-340
2558 BRIAN WILLIAMS 102715 PER DIEM - IDENTITY THEFT T 10/27/2015 88.50 88.50 11/25/2015
11725 JESSE INGRAM 110515A PER DIEM - 11/15 - 11/19/15 11/05/2015 140.00 140.00 11/13/2015
11725 JESSE INGRAM 110515B PER DIEM - ACADEMY 11/05/2015 140.00 140.00 11/20/2015
11725 JESSE INGRAM 110515C PER DIEM ACADEMY - 11/29-12/  11/05/2015 140.00 140.00 11/25/2015
Total 10-45-340: 508.50 508.50
10-45-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 103015 UTILITIES 10/30/2015 53.32 53.32  11/13/2015
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 110615 UTILITIES 11/06/2015 125.21 125.21  11/13/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 124.49 124.49 11/20/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 619.94 619.94 11/20/2015
Total 10-45-410: 922.96 922.96
10-45-415
2599 CENTURYLINK 110115 MONTHLY SERVICE 11/01/2015 366.16 366.16  11/13/2015
2599 CENTURYLINK 110115 MONTHLY SERVICE 11/01/2015 165.82 165.82  11/13/2015
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2599 CENTURYLINK 110115 MONTHLY SERVICE 11/01/2015 69.93 69.93 11/13/2015
3119 COX COMMUNICATIONS 110115 MONTHLY INTERNET SERVICE 11/01/2015 194.00 194.00 11/13/2015
7279 TRANSWORLD NETWORK COR 13555267 INTERNET SVC 11/10/2015 53.73 53.73 11/20/2015
Total 10-45-415: 849.64 849.64
10-45-430
2350 BUG-WISER EXTERMINATING 117333 EXTERMINATING 10/01/2015 29.00 29.00 11/20/2015
Total 10-45-430: 29.00 29.00
10-45-594
1117 ALL CREATURES VETERINARY 139057 CANINE RABIES 10/23/2015 24.00 24.00 11/20/2015
1117 ALL CREATURES VETERINARY 139065 CANINE RABIES 10/23/2015 12.00 12.00 11/20/2015
5847 PET DOCTOR 23388 CANINE SPAY, RABIES 10/15/2015 152.80 152.80 11/20/2015
5847 PET DOCTOR 23780 CANINE/FELINE VOUCHER 10/21/2015 81.75 81.75 11/20/2015
5847 PET DOCTOR 23781 CANINE NEUTER, RABIES & M 10/21/2015 180.40 180.40 11/20/2015
5847 PET DOCTOR 24491 FELINE SPAY/NEUTER, CANINE 11/04/2015 340.80 340.80 11/20/2015
7882 ZOETISUSLLC 9000754613 MEDICINE 10/05/2015 44.75 4475 11/20/2015
7882 ZOETISUSLLC 9000815642 MEDICINE 10/19/2015 282.25 282.25 11/20/2015
Total 10-45-594: 1,118.75 1,118.75
10-45-595
1117 ALL CREATURES VETERINARY 139052 SURGERY VOUCHER 10/23/2015 123.75 123.75 11/20/2015
1063 ANIMAL RURAL KLINIC 101515 CAININE NEUTER, RABIES 10/15/2015 71.25 71.25 11/20/2015
1063 ANIMAL RURAL KLINIC 101515A FELINE SPAY 10/15/2015 101.25 101.25 11/20/2015
1063 ANIMAL RURAL KLINIC 102115 FELINE SPAY, NEUTER 10/21/2015 67.50 67.50 11/20/2015
1063 ANIMAL RURAL KLINIC 102115A CANINE NEUTER, RABIES, MED  10/21/2015 135.00 135.00 11/20/2015
1063 ANIMAL RURAL KLINIC 102215 CANINE SPAY,NEUTER 10/22/2015 232.50 232.50 11/20/2015
1063 ANIMAL RURAL KLINIC 102915 CANINE SPAY, RABIES 10/29/2015 75.00 75.00 11/20/2015
1063 ANIMAL RURAL KLINIC 102915A CANINE NEUTER, RABIES 10/29/2015 153.75 153.75 11/20/2015
Total 10-45-595: 960.00 960.00
10-45-640
3051 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL 102615 SUPPLIES 10/26/2015 96.85 96.85 11/13/2015
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 MATS 10/26/2015 20.92 20.92 11/25/2015
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 62.42 62.42 12/01/2015
Total 10-45-640: 180.19 180.19
10-45-670
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 321.64 321.64 11/25/2015
3983 GEORGE'S AUTOMOTIVE 37005 #17 - FRONT END ALIGNMENT 10/22/2015 70.00 70.00 11/13/2015
3983 GEORGE'S AUTOMOTIVE 37008 #25 - LUBE, BRAKE ROTOR, PA  10/22/2015 350.02 350.02 11/13/2015
3983 GEORGE'S AUTOMOTIVE 37067 #20 - LUBE, BATTERY, TIRE MT 11/02/2015 270.66 270.66 11/13/2015
3983 GEORGE'S AUTOMOTIVE 37094 #28 - MISC REPAIRS 11/05/2015 357.46 357.46  11/13/2015
Total 10-45-670: 1,369.78 1,369.78
10-45-715
3904 GM FINANCIAL ADVANCE/101 3 CHEVROLET TAHOES/2 CHEV  10/28/2015 28,700.96 28,700.96  11/20/2015
Total 10-45-715: 28,700.96 28,700.96
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10-46-300
2160 BENSON VOLUNTEER FIREDE 97 MONTHLY PAYMENT 12/01/2015 6,600.00 6,600.00 12/01/2015
Total 10-46-300: 6,600.00 6,600.00
10-46-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 110615 UTILITIES 11/06/2015 125.21 125.21  11/13/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 638.09 638.09 11/20/2015
Total 10-46-410: 763.30 763.30
10-46-415
2599 CENTURYLINK 110115 MONTHLY SERVICE 11/01/2015 154.92 154.92  11/13/2015
3119 COX COMMUNICATIONS 110615 TELEPHONE 11/06/2015 30.81 30.81 11/20/2015
7667 VERIZON WIRELESS 9754426277 AIR CARDS 10/23/2015 280.07 280.07 11/13/2015
Total 10-46-415: 465.80 465.80
10-46-431
7510 UNITED FIRE EQUIPMENT COM 625348 TURN OUT CLEANER 11/04/2015 176.03 176.03  11/13/2015
Total 10-46-431: 176.03 176.03
10-46-432
2350 BUG-WISER EXTERMINATING 117334 EXTERMINATING 10/01/2015 37.00 37.00 11/20/2015
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 MATS, SHOP TOWELS 10/26/2015 31.80 31.80 11/25/2015
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 SUPPLIES 10/26/2015 33.46 33.46 11/25/2015
7510 UNITED FIRE EQUIPMENT COM 625197 AIR QUALITY REPORT 11/03/2015 120.00 120.00 11/13/2015
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 58.56 58.56 12/01/2015
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 305.98 305.98 12/01/2015
Total 10-46-432: 586.80 586.80
10-46-670
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 24.71 24.71  11/25/2015
5618 L & EAUTO PARTS LLC 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 8.33 8.33 11/25/2015
Total 10-46-670: 33.04 33.04
10-49-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 110615 UTILITIES 11/06/2015 258.94 258.94 11/13/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 680.33 680.33 11/20/2015
Total 10-49-410: 939.27 939.27
10-49-430
2350 BUG-WISER EXTERMINATING 117327 EXTERMINATING 10/01/2015 47.00 47.00 11/20/2015
Total 10-49-430: 47.00 47.00
10-49-640
3340 DEMCO INC. 5732879 SUPPLIES 11/05/2015 149.73 149.73  11/20/2015
3709 FARONICS INUS0152694  DEEP FREEZE 3 YEAR MAINTE 10/30/2015 625.00 625.00 11/20/2015
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 MATS 10/26/2015 60.13 60.13  11/25/2015

7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 25.85 25.85 12/01/2015
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Total 10-49-640: 860.71 860.71
10-49-696
5295 MICROMARKETING, LLC 589934 DVD 09/14/2015 4.99 4.99 11/20/2015
5295 MICROMARKETING, LLC 596568 DVD 11/09/2015 70.68 70.68 11/20/2015
6180 RECORDED BOOKS, LLC 75234423 BOOK ON CD 11/03/2015 173.20 173.20 11/20/2015
6180 RECORDED BOOKS, LLC 75236691 BOOK ON CD 11/06/2015 250.95 250.95 11/20/2015
Total 10-49-696: 499.82 499.82
10-50-305
1334 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF CO COB PPE1023 DOC LABOR - 10/10-10/23/15 11/02/2015 153.00 153.00 11/25/2015
Total 10-50-305: 153.00 153.00
10-50-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 103015 UTILITIES 10/30/2015 325.35 325.35 11/13/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 1,529.73 1,629.73  11/20/2015
Total 10-50-410: 1,855.08 1,855.08
10-50-430
5618 L & E AUTO PARTS LLC 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 33.72 33.72  11/25/2015
Total 10-50-430: 33.72 33.72
10-50-470
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 UNIFORMS 10/26/2015 85.72 85.72 11/25/2015
Total 10-50-470: 85.72 85.72
10-50-640
5618 L & E AUTO PARTS LLC 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 47.46 47.46  11/25/2015
6975 SUMMIT SUPPLY CORP OF CO 77738 SUPPLIES 10/28/2015 1,016.00 1,016.00 11/13/2015
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 52.42 52.42 12/01/2015
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 19.53 19.53  12/01/2015
7697 WAXIE SANITARY SUPPLY 75615025 SUPPLIES 11/06/2015 566.26 566.26  11/20/2015
Total 10-50-640: 1,701.67 1,701.67
10-50-670
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 64.25 64.25 11/25/2015
Total 10-50-670: 64.25 64.25
10-56-300
3648 ESG CORP 35446 FSA MONTHLY 11/09/2015 264.00 264.00 11/13/2015
3648 ESG CORP 35446 HRA MONTHLY ADMINISTRATI 11/09/2015 845.00 845.00 11/13/2015
Total 10-56-300: 1,109.00 1,109.00
10-56-640
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 3.80 3.80 12/01/2015
Total 10-56-640: 3.80 3.80
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10-57-410
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 502.27 502.27 11/20/2015
Total 10-57-410: 502.27 502.27
10-57-412
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 111315 UTILITIES 11/13/2015 305.03 305.03 11/25/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 565.78 565.78 11/20/2015
Total 10-57-412: 870.81 870.81
10-57-417
3119 COX COMMUNICATIONS 111015 MONTHLY INTERNET SERVICE 11/10/2015 114.00 114.00 11/25/2015
3119 COX COMMUNICATIONS 111015 TELEPHONE 11/10/2015 77.98 77.98 11/25/2015
Total 10-57-417: 191.98 191.98
10-57-432
2350 BUG-WISER EXTERMINATING 117320 EXTERMINATING 10/01/2015 32.00 32.00 11/20/2015
5418 MR ROOTER PLUMBING 4020 REPAIRS TO KITCHEN SINKDR  11/12/2015 285.30 285.30 11/20/2015
Total 10-57-432: 317.30 317.30
10-57-590
1326 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF RE 111215 CLASS A LICENSE FEE - BINGO 11/12/2015 10.00 10.00 11/13/2015
Total 10-57-590: 10.00 10.00
10-57-610
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 1.27 1.27 12/01/2015
Total 10-57-610: 1.27 1.27
10-57-640
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 111.96 111.96  12/01/2015
Total 10-57-640: 111.96 111.96
10-58-545
3050 COMMUNITY FOOD PANTRY O 93 MONTHLY ASSISTANCE 12/01/2015 130.00 130.00 12/01/2015
Total 10-58-545: 130.00 130.00
10-58-546
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 110615 UTILITIES 11/06/2015 45.20 4520 11/13/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 327.12 327.12  11/20/2015
Total 10-58-546: 372.32 372.32
10-58-579
3124 COX MEDIA - WEST 1216946 COMMERCIALS - BUTTERFIELD 10/26/2015 828.00 828.00 11/13/2015
6480 SAN PEDRO VALLEY NEWS 103115B #4108 - BUTTERFIELD ADS 10/31/2015 257.87 257.87 11/25/2015
7753 WICK COMMUNICATIONS 103115 #2552 - BUTERFIELD ADS 10/31/2015 155.00 155.00 11/25/2015
Total 10-58-579: 1,240.87 1,240.87
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10-60-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 110615 UTILITIES 11/06/2015 39.33 39.33 11/13/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 141.44 141.44 11/20/2015
Total 10-60-410: 180.77 180.77
10-60-415
2599 CENTURYLINK 110115 MONTHLY SERVICE 11/01/2015 234.11 234.11  11/13/2015
Total 10-60-415: 234.11 234.11
10-60-430
2350 BUG-WISER EXTERMINATING 117363 EXTERMINATING 10/05/2015 37.00 37.00 11/20/2015
Total 10-60-430: 37.00 37.00
10-60-540
2842 COCHISE COUNTY TREASURE 110315 2ND QTR PMT ADVERTISING 11/03/2015 2,502.75 2,502.75 11/25/2015
Total 10-60-540: 2,502.75 2,502.75
10-60-610
5645 OFFICE DEPOT, INC 804293941001 OFFICE SUPPIES 11/05/2015 64.24 64.24 11/20/2015
Total 10-60-610: 64.24 64.24
10-60-640
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 MATS 10/26/2015 23.50 23.50 11/25/2015
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 SUPPLIES 10/26/2015 33.46 33.46 11/25/2015
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 21.55 21.55 12/01/2015
Total 10-60-640: 78.51 78.51
10-61-300
5268 MESCH, CLARK & ROTHSCHILD 211100 OCTOBER BILLING 11/12/2015 11,518.35 11,5618.35  11/13/2015
Total 10-61-300: 11,518.35 11,518.35
10-62-590
4352 1IMC 111215 2016 MEMBERSHIP DUES - CIT 09/15/2015 155.00 155.00 11/13/2015
4352 1IMC 111215A 2016 MEMBERSHIP DUES - DEP  09/15/2015 95.00 95.00 11/13/2015
Total 10-62-590: 250.00 250.00
10-64-540
6480 SAN PEDRO VALLEY NEWS 103115A # 6- ADVERTISING 10/31/2015 455.41 455.41  11/25/2015
Total 10-64-540: 455.41 455.41
10-65-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 103015 UTILITIES 10/30/2015 16.86 16.86  11/13/2015
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 103015 UTILITIES 10/30/2015 85.07 85.07 11/13/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 175.59 175.59 11/20/2015
Total 10-65-410: 277.52 277.52
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10-65-415
2599 CENTURYLINK 110115 MONTHLY SERVICE 11/01/2015 154.74 154.74  11/13/2015
7279 TRANSWORLD NETWORK COR 13555269 INTERNET SVC 11/10/2015 57.73 57.73 11/20/2015
Total 10-65-415: 212.47 212.47
10-65-640
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 MATS, MOP, SHOP TOWELS 10/26/2015 77.79 77.79 11/25/2015
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 105.48 105.48 12/01/2015
Total 10-65-640: 183.27 183.27
14-20300
4118 GREYHOUND 111315 TICKET SALES 11/13/2015 375.21 375.21 11/13/2015
4118 GREYHOUND 112015 TICKET SALES 11/20/2015 207.10 207.10 11/20/2015
Total 14-20300: 582.31 582.31
14-40-415
7667 VERIZON WIRELESS 9754487881 VIDEO CARDS 10/23/2015 78.04 78.04 11/13/2015
Total 14-40-415: 78.04 78.04
14-40-520
1728 AZ MUN RISK RETENTION POO 9662/9663 INSURANCE 09/09/2015 2,805.63 2,805.63 11/13/2015
Total 14-40-520: 2,805.63 2,805.63
14-40-670
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 90.19 90.19 11/25/2015
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 64.25 64.25 11/25/2015
2784 CNG 0403 #7003 - COMPLETE SERVICE 10/31/2015 175.00 175.00 11/20/2015
Total 14-40-670: 329.44 329.44
20-40-300
2350 BUG-WISER EXTERMINATING 117583 WEED CONTROL 10/06/2015 807.00 807.00 11/20/2015
2870 COCHISE COUNTY TREASURE 21709 YARD WASTE 10/31/2015 4.00 4.00 11/20/2015
3410 DIGGINS & SONS POWER SWE 53172 SWEEP STREETS - 10/15 10/31/2015 1,900.00 1,900.00 11/13/2015
6802 STAMBACK SEPTIC SERVICE 5794 PORT A POTS 11/3 - 12/1/15 11/03/2015 208.24 208.24 11/13/2015
Total 20-40-300: 2,919.24 2,919.24
20-40-305
1334 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF CO COB PPE1023 DOC LABOR - 10/10-10/23/15 11/02/2015 157.50 157.50 11/25/2015
Total 20-40-305: 157.50 157.50
20-40-410
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 6,697.46 6,697.46  11/20/2015
Total 20-40-410: 6,697.46 6,697.46
20-40-470
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 UNIFORMS 10/26/2015 90.39 90.39 11/25/2015
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Total 20-40-470: 90.39 90.39
20-40-520
1728 AZ MUN RISK RETENTION POO  9662/9663 INSURANCE 09/09/2015 2,805.63 2,805.63 11/13/2015
Total 20-40-520: 2,805.63 2,805.63
20-40-640
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 525.23 525.23  11/25/2015
5190 MATTSON QUALITY PRODUCT 28657 SUPPLIES 10/20/2015 64.21 64.21  11/13/2015
6570 SHANNON'S AUTO PARTS 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 284.43 284.43 11/25/2015
7040 TEXAS CANYON ROCK & SAND 103115 6.08 TONS CONCRETE MIX 10/31/2015 167.72 167.72  11/13/2015
Total 20-40-640: 1,041.59 1,041.59
20-40-670
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 6.59 6.59 11/25/2015
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 64.25 64.25 11/25/2015
2784 CNG 0404 #153 - BIXED BRAKE LIGHTS 10/29/2015 105.00 105.00 11/20/2015
2784 CNG 0407 #154 - COMPLETE SERVICECH  11/08/2015 210.00 210.00 11/20/2015
2784 CNG 110815 #2701 - PERFORMED FEDERAL 11/08/2015 140.00 140.00 11/20/2015
3610 EMPIRE SOUTHWEST, LLC EMPS3747094 GAS CAP 11/05/2015 43.59 43.59 11/25/2015
6570 SHANNON'S AUTO PARTS 103115 SHOP LABOR 10/31/2015 15.00 15.00 11/25/2015
Total 20-40-670: 584.43 584.43
46-41-730
4094 H & E EQUIPMENT SERVICES 92367413 GRANT - EQUIPMENT 10/05/2015 9,030.65 9,030.65 11/20/2015
Total 46-41-730: 9,030.65 9,030.65
50-22900
11739 MARK A DEWITT 110915 REFUND GAS DEPOSIT 11/09/2015 72.26 72.26  11/13/2015
Total 50-22900: 72.26 72.26
50-24500
1690 AZ DEPT OF REVENUE - SALES  10/15 UTILITY SALES TAX 10/31/2015 5,837.85 5,837.85 11/13/2015
2751 CITY OF BENSON - SALES TAX  10/15 CITY SALES TAX 10/31/2015 2,414.73 2,414.73 11/13/2015
Total 50-24500: 8,252.58 8,252.58
50-40-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 110615 UTILITIES 11/06/2015 186.15 186.15  11/13/2015
Total 50-40-410: 186.15 186.15
50-40-440
1095 AIRGAS USA, LLC 9931301113 CYLINDER RENTAL 10/31/2015 199.82 199.82  11/13/2015
Total 50-40-440: 199.82 199.82
50-40-470

7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 UNIFORMS 10/26/2015 90.29 90.29 11/25/2015
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Total 50-40-470: 90.29 90.29
50-40-520
1728 AZ MUN RISK RETENTION POO 9662/9663 INSURANCE 09/09/2015 11,690.13 11,690.13  11/13/2015
Total 50-40-520: 11,690.13 11,690.13
50-40-620
5978 POSTAL PROS INC 2050 UTILITY BILLS 10/31/2015 375.97 375.97 11/20/2015
Total 50-40-620: 375.97 375.97
50-40-640
3129 CREATIVE COMMUNICATIONS 369995 RADIO INSTALLED 10/28/2015 201.99 201.99 11/13/2015
5190 MATTSON QUALITY PRODUCT 28657 SUPPLIES 10/20/2015 64.21 64.21 11/13/2015
Total 50-40-640: 266.20 266.20
50-40-670
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 64.25 64.25 11/25/2015
Total 50-40-670: 64.25 64.25
51-40-301
4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICE 1516058 TESTING 11/04/2015 128.00 128.00 12/01/2015
4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICE 1516060 TESTING 11/04/2015 32.00 32.00 12/01/2015
4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICE 1516064 TESTING 11/04/2015 41.00 41.00 12/01/2015
Total 51-40-301: 201.00 201.00
51-40-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 110615 UTILITIES 11/06/2015 127.71 127.71  11/13/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 7,276.71 7,276.71  11/20/2015
Total 51-40-410: 7,404.42 7,404.42
51-40-430
4333 HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS E738145 PARTS 10/30/2015 655.94 655.94  11/20/2015
7536 USA BLUEBOOK 795655 REPAIR PARTS FOR HYDRANT 11/05/2015 389.99 389.99 11/25/2015
Total 51-40-430: 1,045.93 1,045.93
51-40-470
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 UNIFORMS 10/26/2015 148.86 148.86  11/25/2015
Total 51-40-470: 148.86 148.86
51-40-520
1728 AZ MUN RISK RETENTION POO 9662/9663 INSURANCE 09/09/2015 2,338.03 2,338.03 11/13/2015
Total 51-40-520: 2,338.03 2,338.03
51-40-620
5978 POSTAL PROS INC 2050 UTILITY BILLS 10/31/2015 375.97 375.97 11/20/2015
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Total 51-40-620: 375.97 375.97
51-40-640
1690 AZ DEPT OF REVENUE - SALES  10/15 MUNI WATER SALES TAX 10/31/2015 125.97 125.97 11/13/2015
1901 BARNETTS PROPANE 103115 PROPANE 10/31/2015 13.00 13.00 11/13/2015
3074 COPPER STATE BOLT & NUT C 101394423 PARTS 10/09/2015 25.50 2550 11/13/2015
3074 COPPER STATE BOLT & NUT C 101394424 PARTS 10/09/2015 221.54 221.54 11/13/2015
3074 COPPER STATE BOLT & NUT C 101394425 PARTS 10/09/2015 32.07 32.07 11/13/2015
3129 CREATIVE COMMUNICATIONS 369995 RADIO INSTALLED 10/28/2015 201.99 201.99 11/13/2015
5190 MATTSON QUALITY PRODUCT 28657 SUPPLIES 10/20/2015 64.21 64.21  11/13/2015
Total 51-40-640: 684.28 684.28
51-40-670
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 65.74 65.74 11/25/2015
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 64.25 64.25 11/25/2015
2784 CNG 0402 #128 - VARIOUS REPAIRS 11/19/2015 245.00 245.00 11/20/2015
6570 SHANNON'S AUTO PARTS 103115 SHOP LABOR 10/31/2015 15.00 15.00 11/25/2015
Total 51-40-670: 389.99 389.99
52-40-300
4419 INTERACTIVE CONTROLS, INC 15124-2 TROUBLE SHOOT UV MACHINE 11/02/2015 1,389.60 1,389.60 11/13/2015
Total 52-40-300: 1,389.60 1,389.60
52-40-301
4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICE 1515691 TESTING 10/28/2015 15.00 15.00 11/20/2015
4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICE 1515741 TESTING 10/29/2015 15.00 15.00 11/20/2015
4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICE 1515886 TESTING 10/31/2015 15.00 15.00 11/20/2015
4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICE 1515894 TESTING 10/31/2015 15.00 15.00 11/20/2015
4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICE 1516029 TESTING 11/04/2015 15.00 15.00 12/01/2015
4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICE 1516130 TESTING 11/05/2015 40.00 40.00 12/01/2015
4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICE 1516157 TESTING 10/31/2015 634.00 634.00 11/20/2015
4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICE 1516173 TESTING 11/06/2015 15.00 15.00 12/01/2015
4907 LEGEND TECHNICAL SERVICE 1516284 TESTING 11/09/2015 15.00 15.00 12/01/2015
Total 52-40-301: 779.00 779.00
52-40-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 103015 UTILITIES 10/30/2015 64.21 64.21  11/13/2015
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 110615 UTILITIES 11/06/2015 127.71 127.71  11/13/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 5,820.86 5,820.86 11/20/2015
Total 52-40-410: 6,012.78 6,012.78
52-40-415
2599 CENTURYLINK 110115 MONTHLY SERVICE 11/01/2015 97.04 97.04 11/13/2015
5212 MCI COMM SERVICE 111115 LONG DISTANCE - WWTP 11/11/2015 32.42 32.42 11/25/2015
7279 TRANSWORLD NETWORK COR 13550817 INTERNET SERVICE - PERK PL 11/06/2015 53.73 53.73 11/20/2015
7279 TRANSWORLD NETWORK COR 13555270 INTERNET SVC 11/10/2015 53.73 53.73 11/20/2015
Total 52-40-415: 236.92 236.92
52-40-470
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 UNIFORMS 10/26/2015 73.12 73.12  11/25/2015
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Total 52-40-470: 73.12 73.12
52-40-520
1728 AZ MUN RISK RETENTION POO 9662/9663 INSURANCE 09/09/2015 7,014.08 7,014.08 11/13/2015
Total 52-40-520: 7,014.08 7,014.08
52-40-620
5978 POSTAL PROS INC 2050 UTILITY BILLS 10/31/2015 375.97 375.97 11/20/2015
Total 52-40-620: 375.97 375.97
52-40-630
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 17.47 17.47  12/01/2015
Total 52-40-630: 17.47 17.47
52-40-640
3129 CREATIVE COMMUNICATIONS 369995 RADIO INSTALLED 10/28/2015 201.98 201.98 11/13/2015
5618 L & E AUTO PARTS LLC 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 25.24 25.24 11/25/2015
5190 MATTSON QUALITY PRODUCT 28658 SUPPLIES 10/20/2015 223.59 223.59 11/13/2015
7536 USA BLUEBOOK 797980 #71229 - WWTP SUPPLIES 11/09/2015 236.12 236.12 12/01/2015
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 67.52 67.52  12/01/2015
Total 52-40-640: 754.45 754.45
52-40-670
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 169.86 169.86  11/25/2015
2075 BENSON NAPA 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 64.25 64.25 11/25/2015
2784 CNG 0401 #2010 - REPLACED BATTERIES, 11/07/2015 350.00 350.00 11/20/2015
2784 CNG 0405 #2009 - PERFORMED FEDERAL 11/07/2015 105.00 105.00 11/20/2015
Total 52-40-670: 689.11 689.11
53-40-620
5978 POSTAL PROS INC 2050 UTILITY BILLS 10/31/2015 375.97 375.97 11/20/2015
Total 53-40-620: 375.97 375.97
53-40-665
2870 COCHISE COUNTY TREASURE 21709 TRANSFER STATION EXPENSE 10/31/2015 14,914.04 14,914.04  11/20/2015
Total 53-40-665: 14,914.04 14,914.04
53-40-667
6774 SOUTHWEST DISPOSAL 1441918 RESIDENTIAL / COMMERICAL P 10/31/2015 16,690.68 16,690.68 11/13/2015
Total 53-40-667: 16,690.68 16,690.68
53-40-668
6774 SOUTHWEST DISPOSAL 1441918 COMMERCIAL PICK UP 10/31/2015 13,569.59 13,669.59  11/13/2015
Total 53-40-668: 13,569.59 13,569.59
55-24500
1690 AZ DEPT OF REVENUE - SALES  10/15 RETAIL SALES TAX 10/31/2015 2,882.23 2,882.23 11/13/2015
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2751 CITY OF BENSON - SALES TAX 10/15 SALES TAX 10/31/2015 1,251.90 1,251.90 11/13/2015
Total 55-24500: 4,134.13 4,134.13
55-40-300
1216 AMERIPRIDE SERVICES INC 1700502699 MATS 10/28/2015 23.76 23.76  11/13/2015
1216 AMERIPRIDE SERVICES INC 1700502703 LINENS 10/28/2015 129.97 129.97 11/13/2015
1216 AMERIPRIDE SERVICES INC 1700504668 MATS 11/04/2015 23.76 23.76 12/01/2015
1216 AMERIPRIDE SERVICES INC 1700506569 MATS 11/11/2015 23.76 23.76 12/01/2015
1216 AMERIPRIDE SERVICES INC 1700508541 MATS 11/18/2015 23.76 23.76  12/01/2015
2350 BUG-WISER EXTERMINATING 117370 EXTERMINATING 10/03/2015 60.00 60.00 11/20/2015
2592 CENTRAL ALARM INC 822300 ALARM SERVICE 11/01/2015 67.00 67.00 11/13/2015
5418 MR ROOTER PLUMBING 3963 LIFT STATION 10/28/2015 164.95 164.95 11/20/2015
Total 55-40-300: 516.96 516.96
55-40-310
5544 NIKE USA, INC 975252582 INVENTORY 08/20/2015 121.09 121.09 11/13/2015
5544 NIKE USA, INC 975509070 INVENTORY 08/25/2015 897.37 897.37  11/13/2015
5544 NIKE USA, INC 975925864 INVENTORY 09/02/2015 905.98 905.98 11/25/2015
7253 TITLEIST 901485437 INVENTORY 10/16/2015 259.45 259.45 11/20/2015
Total 55-40-310: 2,183.89 2,183.89
55-40-350
1136 AMERICAN EXPRESS 10/15A CREDIT CARD CHARGES 10/30/2015 14.34 14.34 11/13/2015
3651 ETS CORPORATION 10/15 CREDIT CARD FEES 10/31/2015 365.21 365.21  11/13/2015
3651 ETS CORPORATION 10/15B FEE 10/31/2015 1.00 1.00 11/13/2015
Total 55-40-350: 380.55 380.55
55-40-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 103015 UTILITIES 10/30/2015 782.84 782.84 11/13/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 1,497.27 1,497.27 11/20/2015
Total 55-40-410: 2,280.11 2,280.11
55-40-415
2599 CENTURYLINK 110115 MONTHLY SERVICE 11/01/2015 533.38 533.38  11/13/2015
Total 55-40-415: 533.38 533.38
55-40-520
1728 AZ MUN RISK RETENTION POO 9662/9663 INSURANCE 09/09/2015 1,870.42 1,870.42 11/13/2015
Total 55-40-520: 1,870.42 1,870.42
55-40-540
4032 GOLF ARIZONA LLC 044 ADVERTISING 09/01/2015 750.00 750.00 11/20/2015
Total 55-40-540: 750.00 750.00
55-40-660
6564 SENERGY PETROLEUM 244465 GASOLINE 11/11/2015 1,192.18 1,192.18  11/20/2015
Total 55-40-660: 1,192.18 1,192.18
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55-50-300
2327 BRADLEY QUIRING 101515A CONSULTING - GREENS 10/15/2015 200.00 200.00 11/25/2015
2350 BUG-WISER EXTERMINATING 117386 EXTERMINATING 10/07/2015 35.00 35.00 11/20/2015
2592 CENTRAL ALARM INC 822301 ALARM SERVICE 11/01/2015 28.00 28.00 11/13/2015
7969 THE TORO COMPANY - NSN 110115 SOFTWARE SUPPORT 11/01/2015 151.00 151.00 11/20/2015
Total 55-50-300: 414.00 414.00
55-50-305
1334 ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF CO COB PPE1023 DOC LABOR - 10/10-10/23/15 11/02/2015 337.50 337.50 11/25/2015
Total 55-50-305: 337.50 337.50
55-50-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 103015 UTILITIES 10/30/2015 247.34 247.34 11/13/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 1,635.03 1,635.03 11/20/2015
Total 55-50-410: 1,882.37 1,882.37
55-50-415
2599 CENTURYLINK 111015 TELEPHONE 11/10/2015 47.19 47.19 11/25/2015
Total 55-50-415: 47.19 47.19
55-50-470
7493 UNIFIRST CORPORATION 102615 UNIFORMS 10/26/2015 71.51 71.51  11/25/2015
Total 55-50-470: 71.51 71.51
55-50-600
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 65.48 65.48 12/01/2015
Total 55-50-600: 65.48 65.48
55-50-602
6701 SIMPLOT PARTNERS 209017398 FERTILIZER 08/27/2015 1,566.29 1,666.29 11/13/2015
Total 55-50-602: 1,566.29 1,566.29
55-50-604
3137 CROP PRODUCTION SERVICES 28605010 CHEMICALS 10/29/2015 365.13 365.13  11/13/2015
Total 55-50-604: 365.13 365.13
55-50-609
6701 SIMPLOT PARTNERS 209017398 SEED 08/27/2015 8,561.13 8,561.13  11/13/2015
Total 55-50-609: 8,561.13 8,561.13
55-50-660
6564 SENERGY PETROLEUM 244468 GASOLINE/DIESEL 11/11/2015 3,869.82 3,869.82  11/20/2015
Total 55-50-660: 3,869.82 3,869.82
55-50-670
5618 L & E AUTO PARTS LLC 103115 PARTS 10/31/2015 549.96 549.96 11/25/2015
5661 O'REILLY AUTOMOTIVE INC 102815 PARTS 10/28/2015 28.11 28.11  11/13/2015
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1415 STOTZ EQUIPMENT P19636 PARTS 09/26/2015 70.44 70.44 11/13/2015
1415 STOTZ EQUIPMENT P19641 PARTS 09/26/2015 480.08 480.08 11/13/2015
1415 STOTZ EQUIPMENT P20432 PARTS 11/04/2015 831.97 831.97 11/20/2015
Total 55-50-670: 1,960.56 1,960.56
55-60-300
1216 AMERIPRIDE SERVICES INC 1700504671 LINENS 11/04/2015 69.74 69.74 12/01/2015
Total 55-60-300: 69.74 69.74
55-60-310
3051 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL 102615 FOOD 10/26/2015 328.67 328.67 11/13/2015
2839 COCA COLA REFRESHMENTS 0235055009 DRINKS 10/08/2015 150.69 150.69 11/20/2015
2839 COCA COLA REFRESHMENTS 0235057708 DRINKS 11/12/2015 349.05 349.05 11/20/2015
3704 FARMER BROTHERS COFFEE 6271442280 FOOD 11/04/2015 173.80 173.80 11/25/2015
5224 MERIT FOODS OF ARIZONA 178721B FOOD 10/20/2015 291.14 291.14 11/13/2015
5224 MERIT FOODS OF ARIZONA 179868B FOOD 10/28/2015 715.14 715.14  11/13/2015
5224 MERIT FOODS OF ARIZONA 181063B FOOD 11/03/2015 667.34 667.34  11/20/2015
5224 MERIT FOODS OF ARIZONA 181721B FOOD 11/07/2015 419.69 419.69 11/20/2015
5224 MERIT FOODS OF ARIZONA 182285C FOOD 11/11/2015 722.84 722.84 11/20/2015
7402 US FOODS 3143859A CREDIT 10/12/2015 35.29- 35.29- 11/20/2015
7402 US FOODS 3529231 FOOD 11/02/2015 1,124.59 1,124.59  11/20/2015
7402 US FOODS 3725859 FOOD 11/12/2015 659.99 659.99 11/20/2015
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 FOOD 11/16/2015 882.71 882.71 12/01/2015
Total 55-60-310: 6,450.36 6,450.36
55-60-315
6756 SOUTHERN ARIZONA DISTRIB 269968 BEER COSTS 11/06/2015 460.75 460.75 11/20/2015
6756 SOUTHERN ARIZONA DISTRIB 270869 BEER COSTS 11/13/2015 525.75 525.75 11/20/2015
Total 55-60-315: 986.50 986.50
55-60-320
6765 SOUTHERN WINE & SPIRITS O 1050040 LIQUOR COSTS 11/05/2015 443.80 443.80 11/20/2015
Total 55-60-320: 443.80 443.80
55-60-350
1136 AMERICAN EXPRESS 10/15 CREDIT CARD FEES 10/30/2015 37.68 37.68 11/13/2015
3651 ETS CORPORATION 10/15A CREDIT CARD FEES 10/31/2015 249.99 249.99 11/13/2015
3651 ETS CORPORATION 10/15C FEES 10/31/2015 1.00 1.00 11/13/2015
Total 55-60-350: 288.67 288.67
55-60-420
3421 DIRECTV 27187625149 DIRECTV 11/19/2015 187.98 187.98 11/25/2015
Total 55-60-420: 187.98 187.98
55-60-430
7510 UNITED FIRE EQUIPMENT COM 092915 INSPECT WATER BASED ANNU  09/29/2015 145.00 145.00 11/20/2015
7510 UNITED FIRE EQUIPMENT COM 102715 EXTINGUISHER INSPECTION 10/27/2015 239.59 239.59  11/20/2015

Total 55-60-430: 384.59 384.59
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55-60-440
1195 AUTO CHLOR 155200300293 DISHWASHER 10/21/2015 221.34 221.34 11/13/2015
Total 55-60-440: 221.34 221.34
55-60-540
6480 SAN PEDRO VALLEY NEWS 103115 #2102 - ADVERTISING 10/31/2015 57.58 57.58 11/25/2015
7089 THE COCHISE TRADING POST 13823 ADVERTISING 11/03/2015 46.00 46.00 11/25/2015
Total 55-60-540: 103.58 103.58
55-60-603
3051 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL 102615 SUPPLIES 10/26/2015 242.37 242.37 11/13/2015
7402 US FOODS 3725860 SUPPLIES 11/12/2015 54.91 54.91  11/20/2015
Total 55-60-603: 297.28 297.28
55-60-605
7402 US FOODS 3529232 SUPPLIES 11/02/2015 149.40 149.40 11/20/2015
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 18.47 18.47  12/01/2015
Total 55-60-605: 167.87 167.87
55-60-610
7675 WAL-MART BUSINESS 111615 SUPPLIES 11/16/2015 80.78 80.78 12/01/2015
Total 55-60-610: 80.78 80.78
56-40-300
6252 RIKERTEK 1946 REPAIRS AT AIRPORT - GATES 11/06/2015 390.00 390.00 11/13/2015
6252 RIKERTEK 1955 REPAIRS TO GATE CARDS 11/20/2015 435.00 435.00 11/25/2015
6777 SOUTHWESTERN AVIATION LL 67 CONTRACTUAL PAYMENT 12/01/2015 1,000.00 1,000.00 12/01/2015
6777 SOUTHWESTERN AVIATION LL 67 12/01/2015 .00 .00
Total 56-40-300: 1,825.00 1,825.00
56-40-410
2750 CITY OF BENSON - UTILITIES 111315 UTILITIES 11/13/2015 147.83 147.83  11/25/2015
6970 SULPHUR SPRINGS VALLEY EL 111015 POWER 11/10/2015 1,245.54 1,245.54  11/20/2015
Total 56-40-410: 1,393.37 1,393.37
56-40-415
2599 CENTURYLINK 110115 MONTHLY SERVICE 11/01/2015 65.64 65.64 11/13/2015
Total 56-40-415: 65.64 65.64
56-40-430
1129 ALLTECH GATE SYSTEMS LLC 26523 REPAIRS TO GATE 10/29/2015 197.50 197.50 11/20/2015
2350 BUG-WISER EXTERMINATING 117366 EXTERMINATING 10/01/2015 35.00 35.00 11/20/2015
Total 56-40-430: 232.50 232.50
56-40-520

1728 AZ MUN RISK RETENTION POO 9662/9663 INSURANCE 09/09/2015 3,740.84 3,740.84  11/13/2015
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Total 56-40-520: 3,740.84 3,740.84
70-40-660

8913 ALBERT ESTAVILLO 97 FIREMEN'S PENSION 12/15/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
5551 ANICLETO D MALDONADO 36 FIREMEN'S PENSION 12/15/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
3240 DARRELL FOSTER 4 Pension Payment 12/01/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
3975 GEOFFREY MCGOFFIN 97 FIREMEN'S PENSION 12/15/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
8909 HAMILTON, RICHARD 97 FIREMEN'S PENSION 12/15/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
7895 JAMES HANSEN JR. 97 FIREMEN'S PENSION 12/15/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
4505 JERRY FINK 107 FIREMEN'S PENSION 12/15/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
4573 JOE RODRIGUEZ 10 FIREMEN'S PENSION 12/01/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
8914 JOE ROTHERMICH 97 FIREMEN'S PENSION 12/15/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
4840 LARRY NAPIER 80 FIREMEN'S PENSION 12/15/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
5191 MAX JONES 97 FIREMEN'S PENSION 12/15/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
6144 RAY JOHNSON I 94 FIREPENSION 12/15/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
8907 THELANDER, JAMES 97 FIREMEN'S PENSION 12/15/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015
7790 WILLIAM BRANDT 3 FIRE PENSION PAYMENT 12/01/2015 200.00 200.00 12/01/2015

Total 70-40-660: 2,800.00 2,800.00

Grand Totals: 355,060.81 355,060.81

Dated:

Mayor:

City Council:

City Recorder:

Report Criteria:
Detail report.

Invoices with totals above $0.00 included.

Only paid invoices included.






		Consent 1a - CC - Minutes - 10-12-15 Worksession

		Consent 1a - Exhibit 1 - 10-12-15 Worksession

		CALL TO ORDER:

		NEW BUSINESS:

		DEPARTMENT REPORTS:  None

		ADJOURNMENT:

		Toney D. King, Sr., Mayor

		ATTEST:

		Vicki L. Vivian, CMC, City Clerk



		Consent 1b - CC - Minutes - 10-26-15 Worksession

		Consent 1b - Exhibit - 10-26-15 Worksession

		CALL TO ORDER:

		NEW BUSINESS:

		ADJOURNMENT:

		Toney D. King, Sr., Mayor

		ATTEST:

		Vicki L. Vivian, CMC, City Clerk



		Consent 1c - CC - Minutes - 10-26-15 Regular Meeting

		Consent 1c - Exhibit 1 - 10-26-15 Regular Meeting

		CALL TO ORDER:

		EMPLOYEE RECOGNITION:

		Mayor King recognized Louis Lopez and Nelda Lopez for each having 5 years of service with the City of Benson.

		CALL TO THE PUBLIC:

		Audrey Palma, 6th Street, Benson, thanked the Council for continuing bingo for the senior citizens and stated the senior citizens feel they are starting to be recognized and get support from the Council.  Ms. Palma then stated the person who said the ...

		Paul Lotsof, a non-Benson resident and Manager of the CAVE FM radio station addressed Council concerning the proposed development.  Mr. Lotsof stated Mr. Reinbold was referred to as a principal in El Dorado, then asked what position Mr. Reinbold actua...

		Mayor King then publicly thanked Officer Floyd Graf for assisting Ms. Palma, who was leaving the Council meeting.

		Dave Thompson, La Cuesta Drive, Benson, stated he was going to comment on Mr. Lotsof’s comments, but Mr. Lotsof spoke so fast and mumbled that Mr. Thompson couldn’t understand him and therefore had no comments to add.

		Barbara Nunn, La Cuesta Drive, Benson, stated she wanted to thank the Council, adding she knows how hard this is; being pulled in every direction from different factions, but asked the Council to please do what is best for Benson.  Ms. Nunn then state...

		Mike Reinbold of El Dorado, 426 N. 44th Street, Phoenix, stated as usual, Mr. Lotsof was half-cocked with half the information.  Mr. Reinbold then stated he was a principal of El Dorado and was also a development partner, and told Mr. Lotsof that he c...

		Mayor King then asked when speakers at the Call to the Public address the Council, they need to direct their comments to the Council and no one else.

		Don Buchanan, River Road, St. David, stated he really hadn’t intended to speak tonight, but at the last meeting, someone said that people who had been recalled shouldn’t speak and he would like to answer that.  Mr. Buchanan then stated he was the firs...

		CITY MANAGER REPORT:

		NEW BUSINESS:

		Toney D. King, Sr., Mayor

		ATTEST:

		Vicki L. Vivian, CMC, City Clerk



		Consent 1d - CC - TAC Resignation - Lupe Diaz

		Consent 1e - CC - TAC Appointment - Kirk Sorenson

		Consent 1e - Exhibit - TAC Appointment - K Sorenson

		Consent 1g - CC - Processed Invoices 151214

		Consent 1g - Exhibit - Check Register 11-13-15 thru 12-03-15

		Consent 1g - Exhibit - Payment Approval Report 11-13-15 thru 12-03-15




City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To: Mayor and Council Agenda Item # 10

From: Dustin DeSpain, Finance Director

Subject:

Discussion and possible action regarding the Community Facilities Districts policies and procedures

Discussion:

For Council consideration and possible approval are the Community Facilities Districts policies and procedures.

Staff Recommendation:

Approval of the Community Facilities Districts policies and procedures






CITY OF BENSON ARIZONA
POLICY GUIDELINES AND APPLICATION PROCEDURES
FOR
COMMUNITY FACILITIES DISTRICTS

In order to secure for the City of Benson, Arizona (the "City") the benefits of the
Community Facilities Act (the "Act") enacted by the Arizona Legislature in 1988 and to support
projects that address a public need and provide a public benefit as well as to promote the best interests
of the City, the following Policy Guidelines and Application Procedures are adopted by the City
Council.

Community facilities districts (the "CFD") provide a funding mechanism to finance
construction, operation, and maintenance of public infrastructure within the boundaries of the CFD,
and to better enable the City to provide public services within the boundaries of the CFD. The
underlying principles behind this policy are the protection of the public interest and benefit, assuring
fairness in the application of special taxes, incurring creditworthiness of any formed special taxing
districts and issued bonds, protecting the City’s creditworthiness and financial position, and assuring
that applicants for special taxing districts pay all costs associated with the formation of the CFD. It is
for these reasons that the City Council has established these Policy Guidelines and Application
Procedures.

Considering that the establishment of a CFD is the legal equivalent of the establishment
of an entirely new municipal entity within the boundaries of the City, the City Council believes that the
formation of the CFD should be entered into carefully, to ensure its lasting success.

ARTICLE 1
General Policies

1.1  CFD's should be utilized primarily in connection with the financing of
infrastructure for development of public infrastructure and improvements.

1.2 Priority should be given to CFD's that provide an enhanced level of public
infrastructure amenities and/or services. Public Improvements financed by a CFD should be in
conformance with the City's General Plan in order to encourage orderly growth and development.
Facilities to be financed must be public facilities for which the City or another public entity will be the
owner or will have maintenance and operating responsibilities.

1.3  All costs incurred by the City or the CFD in connection with the CFD
application, formation and administration and operation expenses appurtenant thereto, will be paid by
the applicant/landowner through advance payments as provided herein (unless initiated by the City).
Payment shall include payment for services rendered by City, CFD staff and services rendered by
outside consultants who may be retained by the City or CFD, including but not limited to bond
counsel, special tax consultants, financial advisors, engineers and appraisers. If the City or CFD uses
outside consultants as "staff", such as attorneys or engineers, those consultants will also be paid their
normal rate for services. If authorized by the CFD board, exercising its sole discretion, all or part of
such costs may be paid by a CFD tax levy or reimbursed to the developer/landowner from a CFD tax
levy, CFD assessments, CFD revenues or CFD bond proceeds provided such reimbursement is in
conformance with federal law, state law and these guidelines.
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1.4 The City will encourage an area to be governed by as few CFD's as possible, and
a preference will be given to one master CFD. This policy is adopted to provide ease of administration
and the largest tax/revenue base possible. The decision to form a CFD shall be a decision of the City
Council exercised in its sole and absolute discretion.

1.5  Unless otherwise agreed to by the City or modified by state law, the CFD will be
governed by a board of directors comprised [pa1jof the members of the City Council. The day-to-day
responsibilities of the CFD will be performed, pursuant to a contract by outside personnel or by City
staff. The City Council will accept an application to allow an outside board of directors to govern the
CFD for CFDs over six hundred acres or that meet the statutory size requirements, whichever is
greater, where the applicant can demonstrate to the satisfaction of the City, reviewing the application
with its absolute discretion, that adequate safeguards and controls are in place to ensure the soundness
of any CFD financing program.

1.6 Unless otherwise agreed to by the City, the CFD must be self-supporting from
the standpoints of financing, operations and maintenance, and no City funds will be used (except on a
reimbursement basis as otherwise approved by the Mayor and Council) for CFD purposes.
Notwithstanding anything contained herein, neither the property, the full faith and credit nor the taxing
power or any other revenues of the City shall be pledged or utilized for the payment of any CFD
obligation or indebtedness.

1.7  The CFD board will determine, in its sole and absolute discretion, the amount,
timing and form of financing to be used by a CFD after review of the project feasibility report.

1.8 The CFD will construct all improvements utilizing public bidding procedures
mandated by applicable law.

1.9  The CFD will not use bond proceeds or other CFD funds to purchase rights-of-
way or other real property to be used for infrastructure improvements.

1.10  Unless otherwise agreed to by the City, all costs of administration and operation
of the CFD and the operation and maintenance of public infrastructure in the CFD shall be the
responsibility of the CFD, the developer/landowner, applicable homeowners associations, or any
combination of the foregoing, as may be acceptable to the City and the CFD. The City will consider
accepting public roadways and other improvements only after the completion of applicable warranty
periods.

1.11  These Policy Guidelines and Application Procedures may be modified from time
to time by the City Council to address special circumstances. Each application for establishment of a
special taxing district must comply with the applicable goals and policies contained herein unless the
City expressly grants an individual exception to an identified policy. Any applicant will be given the
opportunity to propose alternative approaches to those provided herein, with the understanding that
concerns of the City must be adequately addressed before the staff of the City will recommend
approval of a CFD to the City Council.

1.12  The City will not consider an application to form a CFD on a property on which

the City Manager determines that a Development Agreement is necessary to identify any factor
allowed by State statute until after the Development Agreement is adopted by all parties.
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ARTICLE 2
Content of Application

The application shall contain the following:

2.1 A description of the proposed CFD including a legal description of its
boundaries and addresses of all persons or entities with any interest in the property, and the names and
addresses of any qualified electors located within the proposed boundaries. A current title report and a
certificate from the county elections department shall be submitted as evidence of the names of persons
with any interest in the land and qualified electors, respectively. The description must contain an
analysis of the appropriateness of the CFD boundaries and discuss public need and benefit.

2.2 A description of the types of public infrastructure to be financed by the CFD,
including the estimated construction or acquisition costs of the public infrastructure, the annual
operation and maintenance costs of public infrastructure such as traffic control, water, or wastewater
and the governmental approvals that will be required for both the public and private improvements to
be constructed and operated.

2.3 A proposed project schedule for commencement and completion of (a) the
public infrastructure and (b) the private development.

24 A financing plan for the public infrastructure, including both capital and
operating/maintenance costs.

2.5 A financial pro forma for the entire project (or such phases of the project that
are expected to be constructed within five (5) years of submission of the Application) covering both
the public infrastructure and the private development. The study may be conducted by the Developer
and should include:

a. An analysis of how the proposed debt financing, operation and
maintenance costs, user charges and other CFD costs will be allocated and what will be the impact to
the ultimate end users of the property, specifically projected property taxes and property tax rates,
special assessments, fees, charges and any other costs that would be borne by property in the CFD.
The analysis should also address the impact these costs will have on the marketability of the private
development and a comparison of proposed tax rates or charges within the proposed CFD contrasted to
the tax rates and charges in adjoining and similar areas outside of the proposed CFD. It will be
necessary to include within this analysis a proposed schedule for the sale of bonds.

b. A financing plan for the private development in the CFD.
C. A market absorption study for the private development in the CFD.
Such study shall include estimates of the revenue to be generated by the development and an estimate

of the ability of the market to absorb the development as wells as a market absorption calendar for the
private development.

SWR:par 557098 -3-





2.6 If not otherwise included in the financing plan, a description of the proposed
equity contribution(s) from the applicant/landowner and a calendar showing the timing and sources of
such equity contribution(s).

2.7 A description of the applicant's professional experience and evidence
demonstrating its financial capacity (including financial statements) to undertake the development
associated with the public infrastructure and the private development.

2.8 A disclosure form which will be used to explain the expected and possible tax,
assessment and other financial burdens of the CFD to prospective CFD landowners. Upon each sale of
property in the CFD, the developer/landowner shall file with the City a receipt, signed by the
purchaser, that acknowledges the purchaser's receipt of the disclosure form. (Landowners/developers
are required to describe in their promotional material the financial and other relative impacts on the
development being included in a CFD.)

2.9  An operating plan for the CFD, i.e., what functions the CFD would provide and
how the operation and maintenance of the infrastructure and all other services in the CFD would be
provided.

2.10  Unless the Developer has already submitted such information through a zoning,
plan amendment, CMP or other similar process, a description of how the proposed CFD meets the
existing development objectives of the City, including the degree to which the CFD is consistent with
the goals of the City's General Plan for promoting orderly development, consistent with growth
management policies and zoning requirements and the degree to which the land use plan for the CFD
is consistent with the City's General Plan Map for the area.

ARTICLE 3
Application Procedures

3.1  Five copies of the application for the formation of a CFD shall be submitted to
the City Manager of the City who will coordinate an inter-departmental analysis of each application.

3.2 At the time of submission of the application, the applicant shall pay a non-
refundable application fee of $50,000 [paziand shall deposit an additional $25,000 as a deposit on
account to be applied by the City in its sole discretion to the costs incurred in connection with the
processing of the application, the formation and administration of the CFD (the “Reimbursement
Funds”). When the Reimbursement Funds are expended, an accounting will be made to the applicant
for all costs incurred by the City and an additional $25,000 will be requested and must be promptly
paid as additional Reimbursement Funds. In a single application requesting the formation of multiple
districts to serve one project, the City shall charge only one non-refundable application fee. The
unexpended balance of the Reimbursement Funds will be transferred to the CFD following its
formation as a basis for its operating fund.

3.3  If the City Council approves the formation of a CFD and there are existing
agreements with developers/landowners for the provision of infrastructure proposed to be furnished by
the CFD, the land owner shall agree that such infrastructure shall be constructed in addition to the
improvements required by the development agreement. The amendments will reflect that such
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infrastructure improvements will be provided (including by acquisition) by either the
developer/landowner or the CFD.

3.4  After the application fee and deposit are submitted, the City Manager shall
arrange a pre-application conference with the appropriate City staff (and/or consultants) for the
purpose of reviewing the application for conformity with City policies.

3.5 If, following the pre-application conference or any other time during the
application process City staff requests additional information, the applicant shall provide any and all
supplemental information requested.

3.6  After analysis of an application as supplemented, City staff, under the direction
of the City Manager shall prepare a report including recommendations relating to the CFD and an
analysis of the impact of the formation of the CFD and its effects on the City. This report may provide
a recommended disposition of the application and any additional requirements that will be placed on
the developer/landowner and the CFD.

3.7 If all costs billed have been paid and all other required agreements are submitted
by the applicant to the City by a date at least fifteen days prior to the date of the meeting of the council
at which the application is to be considered and if the application meets the qualifications provided
herein, the application, along with any report and recommendations by City staff, will be forwarded to
the City Council.

3.8 If the City Council approves an application for formation of a CFD, the applying
developer/landowner and the staff of the City shall coordinate a schedule of events for formation of the
CFD and shall negotiate an appropriate agreement between the City and the developer/landowner
which shall be entered into prior to formation of the CFD, which shall incorporate the requirements of
any report, recommendations of the City staff relating to such CFD, the requirements of these policy
guidelines and any other restrictions, provisions and agreements required by the City.

3.9 For new development, the applicant or property owner must demonstrate its
financial plan for the property within the District and ability to pay all special taxes during the build-
out period. Additional security such as credit enhancement may be required by the City in certain
instances. If the City requires letters of credit or other security, the credit enhancement shall be issued
by an institution in a form and upon terms and conditions satisfactory to the City. All fees payable on
the letter of credit or other security shall be the sole responsibility of the applicant or developer, not the
City or District.

ARTICLE 4
CED Operations and Debt Financing

4.1  Upon formation of a CFD the developer/landowner shall deposit with the CFD a
nonrefundable administrative expense fee in the amount of $25,000 for a first CFD covering a
designated parcel and [an additional [pai3$10,000 for each additional CFD covering serving the same
development. Any unexpended amounts deposited with the City to pay for City expenses (not
including the nonrefundable application fee) may be transferred by the City to the CFD as an offset to
the CFD administrative expense fee deposit. The administrative expense fee shall be applied by the
CFD to the costs and expenses incurred in connection with the formation, review of any feasibility
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study, election costs, administration, operation and maintenance of the CFD or its public
improvements. From time to time, upon depletion of the administrative expense fee, the CFD may
request, and the developer/landowner shall promptly deposit with the CFD, additional $5,000.00
deposits to be applied to the purposes contemplated in this Section 4.1.

4.2 In order to assist the CFD to be self-supporting for its administrative, operation
and maintenance expenses the City and the CFD, unless otherwise agreed, will require the imposition
of a $.30 per $100 of assessed value ad valorem tax upon the CFD taxable property. Failure to impose
such tax will relieve the City and the CFD from undertaking any obligations or operations. Any
unexpended administrative assessment will be used to pay down the outstanding balance of issued
bonds.

4.3 In connection with any request for debt financing, applicant shall provide a
current appraisal of the fair cash market value of the property within the proposed CFD which is to be
taxed or assessed, prepared by a person who is designated as a Member Appraisal Institute ("MAI")
and a certified general real estate appraiser (such person hereafter referred to as an "MAI Appraiser"),
such appraisal to be in form and substance acceptable to the City, in its sole discretion. Generally, the
appraisal shall be based on the Mholesale, bulk sale \[pa|4]0f the property in the CFD.

4.4  The amount of debt of a CFD may not have any substantial direct or indirect
negative impacts on the debt or financing capabilities of the City.

4.4  The debt imposed on the CFD shall not impose an unreasonable financial burden
on future owners of property included within the district. If an applicant seeks to establish multiple
CFDs for the same development (either in separate zones or overlapping districts), the financial impact
of all proposed debt financing shall not impose disparate financial burdens on similarly-situated
properties.

45  General obligation bonds of the CFD are secured by an ad valorem tax on all
taxable property located within the CFD. An applicant for general obligation bonds should describe in
each project feasibility report the following:

a. The current direct and overlapping tax and assessment burden on the
taxable property that is proposed to be taxed and the full cash value and assessed valuation of the
taxable property as shown on the most recent assessment roll.

b. The amount and timing of CFD general obligation bonds to be issued.
C. The expected market absorption of development within the CFD.
d. The effect of the CFD bond issuance on CFD tax rates, calculated as of

the beginning, midway through and at the end of the market absorption period or based on the phasing
of the project to be financed, as applicable.

e. Estimated savings, if any, to residents in the form of reduced sales prices
which are projected to result from CFD financing.

f. Any plan for subsidizing CFD tax rates.
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g. Whether the bonds will be publicly offered or privately placed. Publicly
offered bonds must be rated in one of the four highest investment grade ratings from either Standard &
Poor's Corporation, Moody's Investors Services, Inc., or other nationally recognized bond rating
services. Privately placed bonds need not be rated; however, the purchases of such general obligation
bonds must be "qualified institutional buyers” (as such term is defined in Rule 144A of the Securities
and Exchange Commission), an "accredited investor" (as such term is defined in Rule 501 of
Regulation D of the Securities and Exchange Commission) or a sophisticated municipal market
participant ("SMMP") and must agree not to resell the bonds except to such entities in a private
placement, provided, however, that a purchaser of general obligation bonds in a private placement may
sell the bonds in a public offering if the CFD board approves the public sale and the bonds have an
investment grade rating.

4.6  Revenue bonds shall be payable from a CFD revenue source. An applicant for
revenue bonds must describe in each project feasibility report, the following:

a. The current direct and overlapping tax and assessment burdens on the
taxable property within the CFD and the full cash value and assessed valuation of that taxable property
as shown on the most recent assessment roll.

b. The revenue source from which bonds will be payable. The City
reserves the right to require the applicant to produce such independently prepared feasibility studies or
reports as it deems necessary to confirm the amount and availability of revenues.

C. The expected market absorption of development within the CFD.
d. The amount and timing of CFD revenue bonds to be issued.
e. The financial impact of the proposed issue(s) on prospective residents.

f. Whether the bonds will be publicly offered or privately placed. Publicly
offered revenue bonds must be rated in one of the four highest investment grade ratings from either
Standard & Poor's Corporation, Moody's Investors Service, Inc., or other nationally recognized bond
rating services. Privately placed bonds need not be rated; however, the purchasers of such revenue
bonds must be "qualified institutional buyers" or an "accredited investor" (as such term is defined in
Rule 501 of Regulation D of the Securities and Exchange Commission) and must agree not to sell the
bonds except to qualified institutional buyers, an accredited investor or SMMP in a private placement,
provided, however, that a purchaser of a revenue bond in a private placement may sell the bonds in a
public offering if the CFD board approves the public sale and the bonds have an investment grade
rating.

4.7  Assessment bonds shall be secured by first lien (subject only to the lien for
general taxes and prior special assessments) on the property benefited. Applicants for assessment
bonds should describe in each project feasibility report, the following:

a. The current direct and overlapping tax and assessment burdens on real

property to comprise the CFD and the full cash value and assessed valuation of that property as shown
on the most recent assessment roll.
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b. The amount and timing of CFD assessment bonds to be issued.

C. The expected market absorption of development within the CFD.
d. The assessment burden to be placed on prospective residents.
e. Whether the assessment bonds will be publicly offered or privately

placed. Publicly offered assessment bonds must be rated in one of the four highest investment grade
ratings from either Standard & Poor's Corporation, Moody's Investors Service, Inc., or other nationally
recognized bond rating services or in an unrated public offering, an appraisal of the land to be
encumbered, prepared by an MAI Appraiser and in form and substance acceptable to the CFD board,
in its sole discretion, shall indicate a land value (prior to improvements being installed) to debt ratio of
at least 46 to 1 prior to the issuance of debt. Privately placed bonds need not be rated; however the
purchasers of such assessment bonds must be "qualified institutional buyers", an "accredited investor"
(as such term is defined in Rule 501 of Regulation D of the Securities and Exchange Commission) or a
SMMP who must agree to hold the bonds for their own account or agree not to sell the bonds except

o0 "qualified institutional buyers", "accredited investor" or SMMP. Further, in connection with the sale
of unrated privately placed assessment bonds, the CFD board must have received an appraisal of the
land to be encumbered, prepared by an MAI Appraiser and in form and substance acceptable to the
City, in its sole discretion, indicating a land value to debt ratio of at least 4 to 1 as of a date prior to the
issuance of debt.

4.8  Notwithstanding the restrictions pertaining to public sales and private
placements of the bonds set forth in this Article 4, the restrictions may be modified if other financing
structures are presented which, in the sole discretion of the CFD board, provide other means to address
CFD concerns.

ARTICLES
Financing Considerations

5.1 The applicant or developer/landowner shall provide at least $0.25 in
infrastructure or community improvements for each $1.00 of debt to be issued by a CFD to finance
public infrastructure purposes. If agreed to by the CFD, prior infrastructure and community
improvements constructed or acquired by the applicant or the developer/landowner and benefiting the
property within the CFD may be included in calculating the applicant's or developer/landowner’s
compliance with this Section 5.1.

5.2  All bond issues shall include a debt service reserve fund in an amount
acceptable to the CFD board.

5.3 A CFD’s general obligation bond authorization shall expire no later than thirty
years from the date of voter authorization.

5.4  The applicant, developer/landowner (or such other third party acceptable to the

City and CFD) for any CFD bonds, shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the City and the CFD
and their agents, consultants, officers and employees for, from and against any and all liabilities,
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claims, costs and expenses, including attorneys' fees, incurred in any challenge or proceeding to the
formation, operation, administration of the CFD, the offer and sale of CFD bonds, the levying by the
CFD of any tax, assessment or charge and the operation and maintenance of public infrastructure
financed or owned by the CFD.

5.5  Unless otherwise provided to the City pursuant to other requirements, prior to
CFD financing and acquisition by the CFD or City, the CFD or City will require an independent
environmental report or assessment of any real property which will be dedicated to or otherwise
owned, leased or operated by the City or the CFD and a proposed form or indemnity agreement with
respect to all environmental law liability.

TONEY D. KING, SR., MAYOR

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

VICKI L. VIVIAN, CMC, City Clerk MESCH, CLARK & ROTHSCHILD
By GARY J. COHEN
City;s Attorney

2213285
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City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To: Mayor and Council Agenda Item # 2

From: William D. Stephens, City Manager

Subject:

Discussion and possible action regarding the purchase of a banner to be placed at the Benson Union School
Track advertising the City of Benson

Discussion:

This item has been placed on the agenda to allow the Council to consider and possibly take action on the
purchase of a banner to be placed at the Benson Union School Track advertising the City of Benson.

The banner could recognize the 2015-16 Benson High School Football team’s achievement of State Champion
Runner-up and advertise the City, the Golf Course and the DARE program.

Staff Recommendation:

Council pleasure







City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To: Mayor and Council Agenda Item # 3

From: William D. Stephens, City Manager

Subject:

Discussion and possible action regarding a Commercial Lease Agreement between the Benson Area Food
Bank and the City of Benson for a portion of space upon real property located at 370 S. Huachuca Street,
Benson, Arizona

Discussion:

Attached is a letter, per the contract, from the Benson Area Food Bank requesting the continuation of the lease
for the real property located at 370 S. Huachuca Street for the period beginning January 1, 2016 and ending
December 31, 2016.

There have not been any issues with the lease of this property to the Benson Area Food Bank.

Staff Recommendation:

Approval of the Commercial Lease Agreement between the Benson Area Food Bank and the City of Benson for
a portion of space upon real property located at 370 S. Huachuca Street, Benson, Arizona











COMMERCIAL LEASE AGREEMENT

This Commercial Lease Agreement is entered into this __ day of December, 2015 by
and between the CITY OF BENSON, an Arizona body politic, acting through its duly
authorized City Manager, hereinafter referred to as “CITY”, City Hall being located at
120 W. 6th Street, Benson, Cochise County, Arizona, 85602, telephone number
(520)586-2245, herein referred to as “LESSOR,” and BENSON AREA FOOD BANK,
whose headquarters is located at 370 S. Huachuca Street, Benson, Cochise County,
Arizona, 85602, herein referred to as “LESSEE.”

LESSEE hereby offers to lease from LESSOR the real property located at 370 S.
Huachuca, Benson, Cochise County, Arizona, that portion not presently occupied by the
Friends of the Benson Library, upon the following terms and conditions:

1.

TERM: The term hereof shall commence on the 1st day of January, 2016 and
expires on the 31st day of December, 2016.

RENT: The total rent shall be $1.00 dollar, to be paid at 120 W. 6th Street,
Benson, Arizona, 85602 or at such other places as the LESSOR may designate
from time to time.

USE OF BUILDING: The premises being rented herein are to be used only for
the purpose of operating LESSEE’s Food Bank business, otherwise known as
BENSON AREA FOOD BANK. Any alternative use must be approved in writing
by the LESSOR.

USES PROHIBITED: LESSEE shall not use any portion of the premises for
purposes other than those specified hereinabove, and no use shall be made or
permitted to be made upon the premises, nor acts done, which will increase the
existing rate of insurance upon the property, or cause cancellation of insurance
policies covering said property.

ASSIGNMENT AND SUBLETTING: LESSEE shall not assign this lease or
sublet any portion of the premises without prior written consent of the LESSOR.
Any such assignment or subletting without consent shall be void and, at the
option of the LESSOR, gives the LESSOR the right immediately terminate this
lease. Should LESSOR consent in writing to such assignment of sublease,
LESSEE shall still remain primarily liable to LESSOR for payment of the total
rental due under the terms of this lease.

ORDINANCES AND STATUTES: LESSEE shall comply with all statues,
ordinances and requirements of all municipal, state and federal authorities now
in force, or which may hereafter be in force, pertaining to the premises,
occasioned by or affecting the use thereof by LESSEE.
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7. MAINTENANCE, REPAIRS, ALTERATIONS: LESSEE shall, at its own
expense, and at all times, maintain the premises in a similar condition as said
premises were at the initiation of this Lease Agreement, including any plate
glass, electrical wiring, plumbing and heating installations and any other system
or equipment upon the premises and shall surrender the same, at termination
hereof, in as good condition as received, normal wear and tear excepted.
LESSEE shall be responsible for all repairs required, excepting the roof, exterior
walls, and structural foundations, which shall be maintained by LESSOR. No
improvement or alteration of the premises shall be made without the prior written
consent of the LESSOR. Prior to the commencement of any improvement,
alteration, substantial repair, or alteration, LESSEE shall give LESSOR at least
two (2) days written notice in order that LESSOR may post appropriate notices
to avoid any liability for liens. LESSEE shall not commit any waste upon the
premises, or any nuisance or act which may disturb the quiet enjoyment of any
tenant or owner in or near the leased building, at issue herein.

8. ENTRY AND INSPECTION: LESSEE shall permit LESSOR or LESSOR’s
agents to enter upon the premises at reasonable times and upon reasonable
notice, for the purpose of inspecting the same, and will permit LESSOR at any
time within sixty (60) days prior to the expiration of this lease, to place upon the
premises any usual “For Lease” signs, if necessary, and permit persons desiring
to lease the same inspect the premises thereafter.

9. DEFENSE, INDEMNIFICATION AND HOLD HARMLESS OF LESSOR:
LESSOR shall not be liable for any damage or injury to LESSEE, or any other
person, or to any property, occurring on the leased premises or any part thereof,
and LESSEE agrees to fully defend, indemnify and hold LESSOR completely
harmless from any and all claims for such damages, no matter how caused.

10.POSSESSION: If LESSOR is unable to deliver possession to the premises at
the commencement hereof, LESSOR shall not be liable for any damage caused
thereby, nor shall this lease be void or voidable, but LESSEE shall not be liable
for any rent until possession is delivered. LESSEE may terminate this lease if
possession is not delivered within ten (10) days of the commencement of the
term hereof.

11.UTILITIES: LESSOR shall be responsible for the payment of all utilities,
including, but not limited to, water, gas, electricity, heat and other services
delivered to the premises.

12.SIGNS: LESSOR reserves the exclusive right to the roof, side and rear walls of
the premises. LESSEE shall not construct any projecting sign or awning without
the prior written consent of LESSOR.

13.ABANDONMENT OF PREMISES: LESSEE shall not vacate or abandon the
premises at anytime during the term hereof, and if LESSEE shall abandon or
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vacate the premises, or be dispossessed by process of law, or otherwise, any
personal property belonging to LESSEE left upon the premises shall be deemed
to be abandoned, at the option of the LESSOR.

14. CONDEMNATION: In the event that the demised premises are condemned in
whole, or that such portion is condemned that the remainder is not susceptible
for use hereunder, this lease shall terminate upon the date upon which the
condemner acquires possession. All sums which may be payable on account of
any condemnation shall belong to the LESSOR, and LESSEE shall not be
entitled to any part thereof, provided however, that LESSEE shall be entitled to
any part thereof, provided however, that LESSEE shall be entitled to retain any
amount awarded to him for his trade fixtures or moving expenses.

15.TRADE FIXTURES: Any and all improvements made to the premises during the
term hereof shall belong to the LESSOR, except trade fixtures of the LESSEE.
LESSEE may, upon termination hereof, remove all his trade fixtures, but shall
repair or pay for all repairs necessary for damages to the premises occasioned
by removal.

16.DESTRUCTION OF PREMISES: In the event of a partial or total destruction of
the premises during the term hereof, from any cause, LESSOR and LESSEE
shall, at that time, determine whether to continue or terminate this agreement.

17.REMEDIES OF LESSOR ON DEFAULT: In the event of any breach of this
lease by LESSEE, LESSOR may, at his option, terminate the lease and recover
from the LESSEE: (a) the worth at the time of award of the unpaid rent which
was earned at the time of termination; (b) the worth at the time of award of the
amount by which the unpaid rent which would have been earned after
termination until the time of the award exceeds the amount of such rental loss
that the LESSEE proves could have been reasonably avoided; and/or (c) any
other amount that reasonably compensates LESSOR for all detriment
proximately caused by LESSEE’s failure to perform his obligations under the
lease or which in the ordinary course of things would be likely to result
therefrom.

LESSOR may, in the alternative, continue this lease in effect, as long as
LESSOR does not terminate LESSEE'’s right to possession, and LESSOR may
enforce all his rights and remedies under the lease, including the right to recover
the rent as it becomes due under the lease. If said breach of lease continues,
LESSOR may, at any time thereafter, elect to terminate the lease. Nothing
contained herein shall be deemed to limit any other rights or remedies which
LESSOR may have.

18. SECURITY: There shall be a _(N/A) security deposit to secure the
performance of the LESSEE’s obligations hereunder.

Page 3 0of 5





19.ATTORNEY’'S FEES: In case suit should be brought by one of the parties for
recovery of the premises, or for any sum due hereunder, or arising from any act
or omission related to this Lease Agreement, the prevailing party shall be
entitled to all reasonable costs incurred in connection with such action, including
a reasonable attorney’s fees.

20.WAIVER: No failure of LESSOR to enforce any term hereof shall be deemed to
be a waiver.

21.NOTICES: Any notice which either party may or is required to give, shall be in
writing and shall be delivered served by personal delivery or by certified mail
upon the other party at the following addresses, or at such other places as may
be designated in writing by the parties from time to time.

LESSOR LESSEE

City of Benson Benson Area Food Bank
120 W. 6th Street 370 S. Huachuca Street
Benson, AZ 85602 Benson, AZ 85602

22.HOLDING OVER: Any holding over after the expiration of this lease with the
consent of LESSOR, shall be construed as a month-to-month tenancy at a rental
rate of _(N/A) Dollars per month, otherwise in accordance with the terms
hereof, as applicable.

23.TIME: Time is of the essence of this lease.

24.HEIRS, ASSIGNS, SUCCESSORS: This lease is binding upon and inures to the
benefit of the heirs, assigns and successors in interest to LESSOR.

25.PROPERTY TAXES: LESSOR shall pay all real property taxes and any
assessments of any nature levied on the property leased by an authorized
governmental agency.

26.0PTION TO RENEW: Provided that LESSEE is not in default in the
performance of this lease, LESSEE shall have the option to renew the lease for
an additional term of 1 year commencing at the expiration of this lease term. All
of the terms and conditions of the lease shall apply during the renewal term.
The option shall be exercised by written notice given to LESSOR not less than
thirty (30) days prior to the expiration of this lease term. If notice is not given in
the manner provided herein within the time specified, this option shall expire.

27.TERMINATION: Either party may terminate this lease by giving thirty (30) days
written notice to the other party delivered in person or by mail addressed to the
addresses in as directed in Section 21.
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28.NOTICE OF CONFLICT OF INTEREST CANCELLATION: This Agreement may
be cancelled for conflict of interest pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-511.

The foregoing constitutes the entire agreement between the parties and may be
modified only by a writing signed by both parties.

The undersigned LESSEE hereby acknowledges receipt of a copy hereof.

Dated this day of , 2015.

Name of Representative,
Benson Area Food Bank, LESSEE

The undersigned LESSOR hereby acknowledges receipt of a copy hereof.

Dated this day of , 2015.

Toney D. King, Sr., Mayor

ATTEST:

Vicki L. Vivian, CMC, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Gary J. Cohen, City Attorney

20K1720.docx
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City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To:  Mayor and Council Agenda ltem # 4

From: Bradley J. Hamilton, P.E. City Engineer

Subject:

Discussion and possible action regarding Ordinance 579 of the Mayor and Council of the City of
Benson, Cochise County, Arizona, pertaining to the National Flood Insurance Program, adopting by
reference Flood Insurance Study, Flood Insurance Rate Maps and Floodplain Management
Regulations; providing for repeal of conflicting ordinances; providing for severability; and providing
penalties

Discussion:

The National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) is the federal agency under FEMA responsible for
providing homeowner flood insurance. The agency regularly updates information via a Physical Map
Revision, a process which looks at the physical terrain to determine flood risk zones, flood elevations,
floodplains and floodway delineations. These constant updates affect whether or not a specific
property becomes listed as having potential flood hazards, as shown on the Flood Insurance Rate
Maps (FIRM), which are accessible via FEMA’s Flood Map Service Center. Whether or not your
property is shown, and in what degree of hazard area, determines your personal flood insurance rate.
New FIRM maps for this area are to be published on February 3, 2016.

The City of Benson operates as a District-dependent community in regard to floodplain management.
This means the City does not have its own floodplain management program and assumes no
responsibility for floodplain management actions. Instead, with Resolution 43-2006, the City operates
under the existing Flood Control District of Cochise County.

Resolution 43-2006 no longer meets the NIFP requirements for district-dependent communities
because it does not clearly define authority, duties and responsibilities of Benson, the district-
dependent community. Therefore, the City needs to adopt an ordinance that is in compliance with
NFIP requirements PRIOR to the publishing of new FIRM maps on February 3, 2016. The proposed
ordinance was created by FEMA and ADWR as the State Model Ordinance, designed to address all
NFIP and state requirements for district-dependent communities.

Staff Recommendation:

Approval of Ordinance 579






ORDINANCE 579

AN ORDINANCE OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENSON,
COCHISE COUNTY, ARIZONA, PERTAINING TO THE NATIONAL FLOOD
INSURANCE PROGRAM, ADOPTING BY REFERENCE FLOOD INSURANCE STUDY,
FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAPS, AND FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT
REGULATIONS; PROVIDING FOR REPEAL OF CONFLICTING ORDINANCES;
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING PENALTIES

The City of Benson, located in Cochise County, has elected NOT to assume floodplain management
responsibility as authorized in A.R.S. 8 48-3610 and shall be known as District Dependent. The
City of Benson shall appoint a Floodplain Administrator who will be responsible for (1)
coordinating with County Flood Control District staff regarding floodplain management and (2)
verifying that the Community’s participation in the National Flood Insurance Program is maintained
and remains in good standing through adoption and enforcement of these Regulations.

The Community Floodplain Administrator shall also be, at a minimum, responsible for the
following:
1. Keep and maintain current Flood Insurance Studies and Flood Insurance Rate Map(s)
applicable to their community;
2. Keep and maintain copies of the most current “Cochise County Floodplain Regulations” at
the office of the City Clerk;
3. Keep and maintain elevation certificates (or acceptable records of lowest floor elevations)
for all structures within the Special Flood Hazard Areas; and
4. Repeal or modify all existing local ordinances that conflict with these Regulations.

WHEREAS, the City of Benson, Arizona joined the National Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP) as a separate community on June 25,1976, and under the NFIP, is the entity responsible for
floodplain management within the City, and,

WHEREAS, the continued participation in the NFIP is in the best interest of the citizens of
the City of Benson; and,

WHEREAS, the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) published a countywide
Flood Insurance Study (FIS) and Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMSs), Cochise County, Arizona
and Incorporated Areas Dated February 3, 2016, and each community that participates in the NFIP
is required to adopt floodplain management regulations consistent with Federal and State criteria;
and,

WHEREAS, A.R.S. § 48-3609 assigns powers and duties for floodplain management to the
Flood Control District of Cochise County and the City of Benson has elected NOT to assume those
powers and duties as provided for in A.R.S. § 48-3610; and,

WHEREAS, the Flood Control District of Cochise County has adopted Floodplain
Regulations that meet the minimum requirements of the NFIP and,
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WHEREAS, those certain documents entitled “Cochise County, Arizona and Incorporated
Areas Dated February 3, 2016 and “Cochise County Floodplain Regulations”, dated July 30, 1984
and all subsequent amendments and/or revisions are hereby designated as public records.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and Council of the City of
Benson, Arizona, as follows:

Section 1. The City of Benson elects NOT to assume the responsibility of floodplain management
from the Flood Control District of Cochise County as provided for in A.R.S. 88 48-3609 - 3610.
The City Engineer is appointed as the NFIP Floodplain Administrator for the City, is responsible for
coordinating with the Flood Control District of Cochise County, and will serve as the community
point of contact on NFIP issues for County, State and Federal officials.

Section 2. Those public records entitled “Flood Insurance Study for Cochise County, Arizona and
Incorporated Areas” dated February 3, 2016 with accompanying FIRMs dated February 3, 2016 and
all subsequent amendments and/or revisions, at least three copies of which shall be kept on file in
the office of the City Clerk, are hereby adopted by reference as the basis for establishing the Special
Flood Hazard Areas in the City of Benson. The Special Flood Hazard Areas documented in the FIS
and FIRMs are the minimum area of applicability of the floodplain management regulations and
may be supplemented by studies for other areas as allowed in the regulations.

Section 3. That public record designated as the “Cochise County Floodplain Regulations,” dated
July 30, 1984, and all subsequent amendments and/or revisions, copies of which shall be kept on
file in the office of the City Clerk, is hereby adopted as the legal basis for implementing floodplain
management in this community.

Section 4. Repeal of conflicting ordinances. All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict with
this ordinance are hereby repealed.

Section 5. Severability. If any portion of this ordinance is determined by a court of competent
jurisdiction to be invalid, all remaining portions of this ordinance shall remain in full force and
effect.

Section 6. Violations and Penalties. It shall be a violation of this Chapter to develop land contrary
to or in violation of any provision of this Chapter, to violate any provision or requirement of this
Chapter, or to fail to comply with the Floodplain Management Regulations:
1. A person who violates this Chapter is guilty of a Class 2 Misdemeanor.
2. In addition to the penalties set forth in the above paragraph, if the Floodplain
Administrator determines that there has been a violation of this Chapter, the Building
Official is authorized to issue a stop work order, or to withhold, suspend or revoke a
Certificate of Occupancy, Certificate of Completion, or Temporary Certificate of
Occupancy issued under the provision of Chapter 7 of the Benson City Code.
3. A violation of this Chapter shall also be deemed to be a violation of Title 48, Chapter 21,
Article 1 of the Arizona Revised Statutes and is subject to penalties described in A.R.S.
848-3615; and the City shall be entitled to seek injunctive and all other applicable legal
and equitable remedies as provided by law for any development that diverts, retards or
obstructs the flow of waters in a watercourse or Special Flood Hazard Area without the
written authorization of the Flood Control District of Cochise County.
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4. Nothing in this Chapter precludes any private or public right of action by any person or
entity damaged by another’s unauthorized diversion, retardation or obstruction of a
watercourse.

Section 7. Warning and Disclaimer of Liability. The degree of flood protection required by this
Chapter and applicable state and county regulations is considered reasonable for regulatory
purposes. Flood heights may be increased by man-made or natural causes. This section does not
imply that land outside the areas of Special Flood Hazard or uses permitted within such areas will
be free from flooding or flood damages. This Chapter shall not create liability on the part of the
City or any officer or employee thereof.

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF BENSON, COCHISE COUNTY, ARIZONA, this 11th day of December, 2015.

TONEY D. KING, SR., Mayor

ATTEST:

VICKI L. VIVIAN, CMC, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

MESCH, CLARK & ROTHSCHILD
by GARY J. COHEN
City’s Attorney
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City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To:  Mayor and Council Agenda Item # 5

From: Brad Hamilton

Subject:

Discussion and possible action regarding Resolution 30-2015 of the Mayor and Council of the City of
Benson, Arizona, approving an Intergovernmental Agreement with the Arizona Department of Fire,
Building and Life Safety, Office of Manufactured Housing (OMH)

Discussion:

Under former Building Official Luis Garcia, the City of Benson signed an Intergovernmental
Agreement with the Arizona Department of Fire, Building and Life Safety, Office of Manufactured
Housing (DFBLS OMH) to allow the City of Benson Building Department to issue permits and perform
manufactured housing inspections under the authority of DFBLS OMH. Resolution 70-2010 was
signed on December 13, 2010 and became effective on January 11, 2011. The term of this
agreement was 5 years, thus expiring on January 10, 2016.

DFBLS OMH provided the City of Benson with the attached contract to renew the IGA for another 5
year term. This contract is slightly different than the 2010 contract. Specifically, this contract:

1) requires monthly reporting to DFLBS. This reporting is already required as an
auditing method and has been performed continuously over the past 5 years. DFLBS
provides the form.

2) requires training as coordinated by DFBLS. The Building Inspector has already been
going to training mandated by DFBLS, usually once a year.

3) requires the City to participate in E-Verify. The City already participates in E-Verify.

Staff Recommendation:

Approval of Resolution 30-2015






RESOLUTION 30-2015

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENSON,
ARIZONA, APPROVING AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH THE
ARIZONAN DEPARTMENT OF FIRE, BUILDING AND LIFE SAFETY, OFFICE OF
MANUFACTURED HOUSING (OMH)

WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. 41-2151 the purpose of OMH is to maintain standards
of quality and safety for manufactured homes, factory-built buildings, mobile homes and the
installation of the same; and

WHEREAS, A.R.S. 41-2153(B) (5) directs the Deputy Directory of OMH to enter into
agreements with local enforcement agencies to enforce the installation standards in their
respective jurisdictions consistent with the installation standards of OMH; and

WHEREAS, it is the desire of OMH and the City of Benson to eliminate unnecessary
duplication of inspections regarding installation standards within the Agency’s jurisdiction.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of
Benson as follows:

1. The Intergovernmental Agreement with the Office of Manufactured Housing, attached
hereto as Exhibit A, is hereby approved and adopted.

2. The City Manager is hereby authorized to execute the Intergovernmental Agreement
on behalf of the City of Benson.

3. City Staff are directed to take such necessary and reasonable actions to put into effect
the terms and conditions of the Intergovernmental Agreement.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
BENSON, ARIZONA, this 14th day of December, 2015.

TONEY D. KING SR., Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

VICKI L. VIVIAN, CMC, City Clerk MESCH, CLARK & ROTHSCHILD
By GARY COHEN
City’s Attorney
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AGREEMENT
BETWEEN

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF FIRE, BUILDING AND LIFE SAFETY
OFFICE OF MANUFACTURED HOUSING

AND
CITY OF BENSON
TO ENFORCE INSTALLATION STANDARDS
This AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is entered into this___ day of ,
by and between the ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF FIRE, BUILDING AND LIFE

SAFETY, OFFICE OF MANUFACTURED HOUSING (“OMH”) and the Town of Queen
Creek (“Agency”).

WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-2151 the purpose of OMH is to maintain standards
of quality and safety for manufactured homes, factory-built buildings, mobile homes, and the
installation of the same.

WHEREAS, AR.S. 8 41-2153(B) (5) directs the Deputy Director of OMH to enter into
agreements with local enforcement agencies to enforce the installation standards in their
respective jurisdictions consistent with the installation standards of OMH; and

WHEREAS, it is the desire of both parties to eliminate unnecessary duplication of
inspections regarding installation standards within the Agency’s jurisdiction;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and mutual promises and
undertakings herein contained, and for other good and valuable consideration, the parties agree
as follows:

1. Monitoring and Enforcement. For the duration of this Agreement, the Agency will
monitor and enforce the installation standards set forth in A.R.S. § 41-2195 and A.A.C. R4-34-
102 as they apply to installation standards and accessory structures.

2. Term. The term of this Agreement shall be for five (5) years from the date of this
Agreement.
3. Standards of Performance. In exercising the authority delegated hereunder the

Agency shall perform to the same standards of performance that the law imposes upon OMH in
exercising the authority described in section 1 hereof. In addition, the Agency shall not approve
any installation unless the installer affixes a State Insignia of Approval as required by A.A.C.
R4-34-802.A and pays to the Agency the fee established by OMH pursuant to the authority by
A.A.C. R4-34-501 and as permitted by A.A.C. R4-34-506.

4, Monthly Reporting. The Agency in this Agreement shall submit a Monthly IGA Report
to OMH. A copy of each closed mobile home/HUD manufactured home or FBB permit shall be
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submitted with the monthly report. The monthly report with copies of permits shall be submitted
by mail, fax, or email, on or before the 15" of the following month. OMH will provide the
monthly report format which will require the following be collected and documented:

ARZ HUD label number(s) or FBB manufacturers insignia number
Unit serial number

Installation insignia or FBB plan approval number

Address of installation

Date of approved final installation inspection

Pop o

5. Fees Charged by the Agency. Permit fees charged by the Agency shall be the same

as the Fee Schedule created by OMH pursuant to its authority under A.R.S. § 41-2144 (4) and
A.A.C. R4-34-501 and no more than permitted by R4-34-801(E). All fees collected by the
Agency shall be kept by the Agency as compensation for the services performed by the Agency
under this agreement. The Agency shall not be entitled to any other compensation for services
rendered by it under this Agreement.

6. Termination. Either party may terminate this Agreement at any time without cause by
giving the other party thirty (30) days written notice prior to the date of termination.
Additionally, OMH may terminate this Agreement immediately and without notice, if OMH
determines that the installation standards required in the Agreement are not being maintained, or
that local fees are not consistent with the inspection fees established by the Board of
Manufactured Housing.

7. Qualifications of Personnel. The personnel that perform the functions delegated to
the Agency in paragraph 1 hereof shall each have no less than one year of experience as a
building code inspector or manufactured housing installation inspector.

8. Inspector Training. All Agency Inspectors performing under this Agreement shall
participate in required initial and/or periodic training as set and coordinated by the State.

9. Duties of OMH. Should OMH require inspections of any portion of the installation

of mobile, manufactured homes, accessory structures or factory built buildings not required by
the Rules referred to herein and not covered under this Agreement, OMH shall be responsible for
the inspections and enforcement thereof.

10. Notices. All notices shall be mailed or delivered to the party to receive such notice to
the following address.

a. If intended for OMH to:

Department of Fire, Building and Life Safety
Office of Manufactured Housing

1110 West Washington, Suite #100

Phoenix, AZ 85007-2935

Attn: Debra Blake
Title: Interim Director
Phone: (602) 364-1022






b. If intended for Agency, to:

City of Benson
120 W. Sixth Street
Benson, Arizona 85602

Attn: William D Stephens
Title: City Manager
Phone: (520) 586-2245

11. Interpretation and Amendments. This Agreement contains the entire agreement
between the parties hereto. This Agreement shall not be amended or modified in any manner,
except by an instrument in writing signed by the parties hereto.

12, Headings. Headings are for convenience only and are not to be construed as part of
this Agreement.

13. Invalidity of a Term. The parties agree that in the event any term, covenant or

conditions herein contained should be held to be invalid or void, the invalidity of any such term,
covenant or condition shall in no way affect any other term, covenant or condition of this
Agreement.

14, Dispute. In the event of any dispute between the parties under this Agreement, the
parties agree that they shall submit the dispute to arbitration pursuant to A.R.S. 8§88 12-133(D)
and 12-1518.

15. Inspection and Audit. Pursuant to A.R.S. 88 35-214 and 35-215, all books, accounts,
reports, files and other records relating to this Agreement shall be subject at all reasonable times
to inspection and audit by the State of Arizona for five (5) years after completion of this
Agreement. Such records shall be produced at the Auditor General’s Office or such other office
as the parties hereto may mutually agree within a reasonable time after request.

16.  Conflict of Interest. The parties acknowledge that this Agreement is subject to
cancellation by the Governor of Arizona pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-511, the provisions of which
are incorporated herein.

17. Prohibition Against Discrimination. In the event that it applies, the parties agree to
comply with the Arizona Governor’s Executive Order No. 2009-009.

18.  Governing Law and Venue. This Agreement shall be governed by and interpreted in
Accordance with the laws of the State of Arizona. The exclusive venue for any litigation,
arbitration, administrative hearing or the like concerning this Agreement or any matter arising
therefrom shall be in Maricopa County, State of Arizona.

19. Unavailability of Funding. Every payment or financial obligation of the parties under this
Agreement is conditioned upon the availability of funds appropriated or allocated for the
payment of such obligation. If funds are not allocated and available for the continuance of this
Agreement, this Agreement may be terminated by any party at the end of the period for which
funds are available. No liability shall accrue to any party in the event this provision is exercised,






and neither the OMH or Agency shall be obligated or liable for any future payments nor for any
damages as a result of termination under this paragraph.

20.  E-verify. To the extent applicable under A.R.S. 8 41-4401, each party and its respective
subcontractors warrant compliance with all federal immigration laws and regulations that relate
to its employees and compliance with the E-verify requirements under A.R.S. 8 23-214(A). Each
party has the right to inspect the papers of the other party or its subcontractors participating in
this Agreement and may result in the termination of the Agreement by a non-breaching party
under terms of this Agreement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto agree to carry out the terms of this
Agreement and have executed this Agreement the day, month and year first written
above.

OFFICE OF MANUFACTURED HOUSING CITY OF BENSON:

Name: Name:

Debra Blake, Deputy Director William D Stephens, City Manager
Department of Fire, Building and Life Safety

Office of Manufactured Housing

ATTEST:

Vicki L Vivian, City Clerk

APPROVED this day of ,

This Intergovernmental Agreement has been reviewed by the undersigned attorney for the
Agency who has determined that it is in appropriate form and within the powers and authority
granted by law to the Agency designed herein.

BY:

Gary J Cohen, City Attorney

This Intergovernmental Agreement has been reviewed pursuant to A.R.S. 8§ 11-952 by the
undersigned Assistant Attorney General, who has determined that it is in the proper form and is
within the powers granted under the laws of the State of Arizona to those Parties to the
Agreement represented by the Attorney General.

Dated this ___ day of ,

BY:
Mary D. Williams,
Assistant Attorney General






AGREEMENT
BETWEEN

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF FIRE, BUILDING AND LIFE SAFETY
OFFICE OF MANUFACTURED HOUSING

AND
CITY OF BENSON
TO ENFORCE INSTALLATION STANDARDS
This AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is entered into this___ day of ,
by and between the ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF FIRE, BUILDING AND LIFE

SAFETY, OFFICE OF MANUFACTURED HOUSING (“OMH”) and the Town of Queen
Creek (“Agency”).

WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-2151 the purpose of OMH is to maintain standards
of quality and safety for manufactured homes, factory-built buildings, mobile homes, and the
installation of the same.

WHEREAS, AR.S. 8 41-2153(B) (5) directs the Deputy Director of OMH to enter into
agreements with local enforcement agencies to enforce the installation standards in their
respective jurisdictions consistent with the installation standards of OMH; and

WHEREAS, it is the desire of both parties to eliminate unnecessary duplication of
inspections regarding installation standards within the Agency’s jurisdiction;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and mutual promises and
undertakings herein contained, and for other good and valuable consideration, the parties agree
as follows:

1. Monitoring and Enforcement. For the duration of this Agreement, the Agency will
monitor and enforce the installation standards set forth in A.R.S. § 41-2195 and A.A.C. R4-34-
102 as they apply to installation standards and accessory structures.

2. Term. The term of this Agreement shall be for five (5) years from the date of this
Agreement.
3. Standards of Performance. In exercising the authority delegated hereunder the

Agency shall perform to the same standards of performance that the law imposes upon OMH in
exercising the authority described in section 1 hereof. In addition, the Agency shall not approve
any installation unless the installer affixes a State Insignia of Approval as required by A.A.C.
R4-34-802.A and pays to the Agency the fee established by OMH pursuant to the authority by
A.A.C. R4-34-501 and as permitted by A.A.C. R4-34-506.

4, Monthly Reporting. The Agency in this Agreement shall submit a Monthly IGA Report
to OMH. A copy of each closed mobile home/HUD manufactured home or FBB permit shall be
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submitted with the monthly report. The monthly report with copies of permits shall be submitted
by mail, fax, or email, on or before the 15" of the following month. OMH will provide the
monthly report format which will require the following be collected and documented:

ARZ HUD label number(s) or FBB manufacturers insignia number
Unit serial number

Installation insignia or FBB plan approval number

Address of installation

Date of approved final installation inspection

Pop o

5. Fees Charged by the Agency. Permit fees charged by the Agency shall be the same

as the Fee Schedule created by OMH pursuant to its authority under A.R.S. § 41-2144 (4) and
A.A.C. R4-34-501 and no more than permitted by R4-34-801(E). All fees collected by the
Agency shall be kept by the Agency as compensation for the services performed by the Agency
under this agreement. The Agency shall not be entitled to any other compensation for services
rendered by it under this Agreement.

6. Termination. Either party may terminate this Agreement at any time without cause by
giving the other party thirty (30) days written notice prior to the date of termination.
Additionally, OMH may terminate this Agreement immediately and without notice, if OMH
determines that the installation standards required in the Agreement are not being maintained, or
that local fees are not consistent with the inspection fees established by the Board of
Manufactured Housing.

7. Qualifications of Personnel. The personnel that perform the functions delegated to
the Agency in paragraph 1 hereof shall each have no less than one year of experience as a
building code inspector or manufactured housing installation inspector.

8. Inspector Training. All Agency Inspectors performing under this Agreement shall
participate in required initial and/or periodic training as set and coordinated by the State.

9. Duties of OMH. Should OMH require inspections of any portion of the installation

of mobile, manufactured homes, accessory structures or factory built buildings not required by
the Rules referred to herein and not covered under this Agreement, OMH shall be responsible for
the inspections and enforcement thereof.

10. Notices. All notices shall be mailed or delivered to the party to receive such notice to
the following address.

a. If intended for OMH to:

Department of Fire, Building and Life Safety
Office of Manufactured Housing

1110 West Washington, Suite #100

Phoenix, AZ 85007-2935

Attn: Debra Blake
Title: Interim Director
Phone: (602) 364-1022






b. If intended for Agency, to:

City of Benson
120 W. Sixth Street
Benson, Arizona 85602

Attn: William D Stephens
Title: City Manager
Phone: (520) 586-2245

11. Interpretation and Amendments. This Agreement contains the entire agreement
between the parties hereto. This Agreement shall not be amended or modified in any manner,
except by an instrument in writing signed by the parties hereto.

12, Headings. Headings are for convenience only and are not to be construed as part of
this Agreement.

13. Invalidity of a Term. The parties agree that in the event any term, covenant or

conditions herein contained should be held to be invalid or void, the invalidity of any such term,
covenant or condition shall in no way affect any other term, covenant or condition of this
Agreement.

14, Dispute. In the event of any dispute between the parties under this Agreement, the
parties agree that they shall submit the dispute to arbitration pursuant to A.R.S. 8§88 12-133(D)
and 12-1518.

15. Inspection and Audit. Pursuant to A.R.S. 88 35-214 and 35-215, all books, accounts,
reports, files and other records relating to this Agreement shall be subject at all reasonable times
to inspection and audit by the State of Arizona for five (5) years after completion of this
Agreement. Such records shall be produced at the Auditor General’s Office or such other office
as the parties hereto may mutually agree within a reasonable time after request.

16.  Conflict of Interest. The parties acknowledge that this Agreement is subject to
cancellation by the Governor of Arizona pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-511, the provisions of which
are incorporated herein.

17. Prohibition Against Discrimination. In the event that it applies, the parties agree to
comply with the Arizona Governor’s Executive Order No. 2009-009.

18.  Governing Law and Venue. This Agreement shall be governed by and interpreted in
Accordance with the laws of the State of Arizona. The exclusive venue for any litigation,
arbitration, administrative hearing or the like concerning this Agreement or any matter arising
therefrom shall be in Maricopa County, State of Arizona.

19. Unavailability of Funding. Every payment or financial obligation of the parties under this
Agreement is conditioned upon the availability of funds appropriated or allocated for the
payment of such obligation. If funds are not allocated and available for the continuance of this
Agreement, this Agreement may be terminated by any party at the end of the period for which
funds are available. No liability shall accrue to any party in the event this provision is exercised,






and neither the OMH or Agency shall be obligated or liable for any future payments nor for any
damages as a result of termination under this paragraph.

20. E-verify. To the extent applicable under A.R.S. § 41-4401, each party and its respective
subcontractors warrant compliance with all federal immigration laws and regulations that relate
to its employees and compliance with the E-verify requirements under A.R.S. 8 23-214(A). Each
party has the right to inspect the papers of the other party or its subcontractors participating in
this Agreement and may result in the termination of the Agreement by a non-breaching party
under terms of this Agreement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto agree to carry out the terms of this
Agreement and have executed this Agreement the day, month and year first written
above.

OFFICE OF MANUFACTURED HOUSING CITY OF BENSON:

Name: Name:

Debra Blake, Deputy Director William D Stephens, City Manager
Department of Fire, Building and Life Safety

Office of Manufactured Housing

ATTEST:

Vicki L Vivian, City Clerk

APPROVED this day of ,

This Intergovernmental Agreement has been reviewed by the undersigned attorney for the
Agency who has determined that it is in appropriate form and within the powers and authority
granted by law to the Agency designed herein.

BY:

Gary J Cohen, City Attorney

This Intergovernmental Agreement has been reviewed pursuant to A.R.S. 8§ 11-952 by the
undersigned Assistant Attorney General, who has determined that it is in the proper form and is
within the powers granted under the laws of the State of Arizona to those Parties to the
Agreement represented by the Attorney General.

Dated this ___ day of ,

BY:
Mary D. Williams,
Assistant Attorney General
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City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To: Mayor and Council Agenda Item # 6

From: Dustin DeSpain, Finance Director

Subject:

Discussion and possible action regarding Resolution 31-2015 of the Mayor and Council of the City of Benson,
Arizona, providing a fee and rate schedule for ground leases and aircraft parking at the Benson Municipal
Airport

Discussion:

Resolution for Airport fee Structure for Launch fees and Tie-Downs.

Staff Recommendation:

Approval of Resolution 31-2015






RESOLUTION 31-2015

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENSON, ARIZONA,
PROVIDING A FEE AND RATE SCHEDULE FOR GROUND LEASES AND AIRCRAFT
PARKING AT THE BENSON MUNICPAL

WHEREAS, the Benson Municipal Airport is established as an Enterprise Fund and therefore it
should sufficient generate revenues to be self-supporting; and,

WHEREAS, FAA grant assurances require that the City charge fair market rates for all airport
uses so as to generate money to maintain this FAA funded public airport; and,

WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Council of the City of Benson are authorized to set fees and
rates associated with the Benson Municipal Airport.

WHEREAS, these rates will start January 1, 2016 for Tie-Downs/Launch fees and will be
adjusted automatically annually by the “Consumer Price Index” every December 1% from this time
forward.

WHEREAS, the Mayor and City Council may increase, decrease or postpone the annual
“Consumer Price Index” adjustment to the fees by resolution.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the City of Benson,
Arizona, that the fees and rates for the Benson Municipal Airport are established as attached hereto as
Exhibit “A”

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BENSON,
ARIZONA, this 14th day of December, 2015.

TONEY D. KING, SR., Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

VICKI L. VIVIAN, CMC, City Clerk MESCH, CLARK & ROTHSCHILD
By GARY J. COHEN
City’s Attorney
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Exhibit “A”
Municipal Airport Fee Schedule

Tie-Down Sites 2016 Daily Fee 2016 Monthly Fee
Small (Single Engine) $5.00 $45.00
Large (Twin Engine) $6.00 $65.00
Oversized (Special) $20.00 $200.00
Jet $10.00 $90.00
Helicopter $10.00 $100.00
Launch Fees Fee
Balloon Fee $5000.00
Fee
UAYV Fee $500.00 for one day; $300.00 for 2-5 consecutive days; $200.00

for 6 or more consecutive days

Late payments and terms of lease will be contained within the Benson Municipal Airport Tie-
Down.
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City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To: Mayor and Council Agenda ltem # 7

From: William D. Stephens, City Manager

Subject:

Discussion and possible action to purchase a bronze sculpture as a memorial for the Police Department K-9,
Officer Riggs

Discussion:

This item is on the agenda at the request of Councilmember Lambert.

Staff Recommendation:

Council pleasure






Custom Order
Quote

Taxpayer ID #: 20-4070193

FABULOUS, FOUNDRY-DIRECT
BRONZE SCULPTURE, FOUNTAINS & MARBLE STATUARY

WHOLESALE % DISCOUNT RETAIL * DESIGNER/BUILDER * SCHOOLS & PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS

Invoice Payment Estimated

Number Terms Ship Date
N e e
128R-15 121715 20% Deposit/ Spring 2016 - est 22 weeks

Balance upon Customer Acceptance

Ship-to Address: Bill-to:
Sgt. Floyd Graf TBD
Benson Police Department

Benson, AZ

520-586-2211

Description
CUSTOM 1 Custom, Life-size Bronze German — K-9 Memorial $4,995
Crating 150
Shipping — From San Diego warehouse to client location — Normal shipping ranges from $350-480 depending on 150

location — 50%+ discount provided.

Totall $5,295

TO INITIATE ORDER, A 20% DEPOSIT OF $1000 IS REQUIRED.






NOTES & REQUIREMENTS:

1.) PRICE QUOTE BASED ON LIFE-SIZE CASTING; MONUMENTAL SIZED CASTING COST WILL VARY DEPENDING ON SIZE.

2.) IF CASTING AND PATINA PRICING COMES IN LOWER, WE WILL CHARGE LESS TO CLIENT; IF HIGHER, BWI WILL ABSORB
DIFFERENCE.

3.) CUSTOMER TO CONFIRM POSE AND “FACIAL EXPRESSION"” OF GERMAN SHEPHERD.

4.) **CAN BE MOUNTED ON FLAT BRONZE BASE AT NO ADDITIONAL COST; SAMPLE IMAGES WILL BE PROVIDED.

5.) PRICES FOR SCULPTED/MORE ELABORATE BASES WILL VARY.

6.) PRICE INCLUDES WAX MODEL DEVELOPMENT; CASTING; AND PATINA FINISH.

7.) PRICE IS FOB SAN DIEGO AND INCLUDED IN PRICE; COMMON CARRIER FREIGHT AND CRATING CHARGES ARE EXTRA
AS NOTED ON PAGE 1 OF QUOTE.

8.) APPROXIMATE DEVELOPMENT TIME: 22 WEEKS.

9.) CUSTOMER ACCEPTANCE WILL BE BASED ON IMAGES OF FINISHED SCULPTURE PROVIDED BY FOUNDRY.

Mailing Address: 1042 N. EI Camino Real, Suite B-383, Encinitas, CA 92024
T: (760) 444-2647 C: (760) 960-0612

info@BronzeWestImports.com

Bronze West Imports, Inc. is a Registered Trademark of the U.S. Patent & Trademark Office
BBB A+ Rated Since 2003




mailto:info@BronzeWestImports.com
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City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To: Mayor and Council

From: William D. Stephens, City Manager

Agenda Item # 8

Subject:

Discussion and possible action regarding the purchase of a mascot suit for the City of Benson

Discussion:

This item is on the agenda at the request of Councilmember Lambert.

Staff Recommendation:

Council pleasure
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City of Benson
City Council Communication

Regular Meeting December 14, 2015

To: Mayor and Council Agenda ltem # 9

From: William D. Stephens, City Manager

Subject:

Discussion and possible action regarding the cancellation of the December 28, 2015 Regular Council Meeting

Discussion:

The second Regular Council meeting falls on December 28, right after Christmas. In the past, if there were no
pressing issues that needed to come before the Council, this meeting would be cancelled.

If a critical issue would arise, the Mayor could call for a Special Meeting.

Staff Recommendation:

Council pleasure






