TOWN COUNCIL OF DEWEY-HUMBOLDT
REGULAR MEETING NOTICE
Tuesday, August 4, 2015, 6:30 P.M.
COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING COUNCIL CHAMBERS, TOWN HALL
2735 S. HWY 69 DEWEY-HUMBOLDT, ARIZONA
AGENDA

The issues that come before the Town Council are often challenging and potentially divisive. In order to make sure we benefit
from the diverse views to be presented, the Council believes that the meeting be a safe place for people to speak. With this in
mind, the Council asks that everyone refrain from clapping, heckling and any other expressions of approval or disapproval.
Council may vote to go into Executive Session for legal advice regarding any matter on the open agenda pursuant to A.R.S. 38-
431.03 (A) (3), which will be held immediately after the vote and will not be open to the public. Upon completion of Executive
Session, the Council may resume the meeting, open to the public, to address the remaining items on the agenda. Agenda items
may be taken out of order. Please turn off all cell phones. The Council meeting may be broadcast via live streaming video on
the internet in both audio and visual formats. One or more members of the Council may attend either in person or by
telephone, video or internet conferencing. NOTICE TO PARENTS: Parents and legal guardians have the right to consent before
the Town of Dewey-Humboldt makes a video or voice recording of a minor child. A.R.S. § 1-602.A.9. Dewey-Humboldt Council
Meetings are recorded and may be viewed on the Dewey-Humboldt website. If you permit your child to participate in the
Council Meeting, a recording will be made. You may exercise your right not to consent by not permitting your child to
participate or by submitting your request to the Town Clerk that your child not be recorded.

1. Call To Order.

2. Opening Ceremonies.
2.1.Pledge of Allegiance.
2.2.Invocation.

3. Roll Call. Town Council Members Arlene Alen, Mark McBrady, Dennis Repan, Doug Treadway, Nancy
Wright; Vice Mayor Jack Hamilton; and Mayor Terry Nolan.

4. Announcements Regarding Current Events, Guests, Appointments, and Proclamations.
Announcements of items brought to the attention of the Mayor not requiring legal action by the

Council. Guest Presentations, Appointments, and Proclamations may require Council discussion and
action.

4.1.Volunteers of the Year 2014 appreciation formal Council presentation of certificates.
Mayor Nolan to present the five VOTY’s with certificates of appreciation.

4.2.Public Safety Quarterly Report - 2nd Quarter 2015.

4.2.1. Yavapai County Sheriff’'s Office report presented by Lt. Auvenshine. Topics for
possible discussion include: Overview - Self-Initiated, Calls for Service, Traffic Stops including
number of citations, Arrests (Family Fight, Disorderly, DUI/Drugs); Criminal Investigation;
Animal Control - Calls for Service; Calls for Service Comparison-Days of Week, Time of Day;
Average Response Times; Part 1 Crimes Comparison.

4.2.2. Central Yavapai Fire District report presented by Rick Chase. Topics for possible
discussion include: calls responded; outreach programs and services, construction
permitting.

4.2.3. Magistrate Court report presented by Judge Catherine Kelley. Topics for possible

Page discussion include: citations, procedures, services.

S 4.3. America the Beautiful Proclamation.

5. Town Manager’s Report. Update on Current Events.
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10.

5.1. Community Development Department staffing level update

Consent Agenda.

6.1. Minutes. Minutes from the July 7, 2015, Regular Council Meeting and July 14, 2015, Special Study
Session.

Comments from the Public (on non-agendized items only). The Council wishes to hear from

Citizens at each meeting. Those wishing to address the Council need not request permission or give
notice in advance. For the official record, individuals are asked to state their name. Public comments
may appear on any video or audio record of this meeting. Please direct your comments to the Council.
Individuals may address the Council on any issue within its jurisdiction. At the conclusion of Comments
from the Public, Council members may respond to criticism made by those who have addressed the
public body, may ask Town staff to review a matter, or may ask that a matter be put on a future
agenda; however, Council members are forbidden by law from discussing or taking legal action on
matters raised during the Comments from the Public unless the matters are properly noticed for
discussion and legal action. A 3 minute per speaker limit may be imposed. The audience is asked to
please be courteous and silent while others are speaking.

Public Hearing Agenda.

8.1. Public Hearing regarding application for a new “Series 10 Beer & Wine Store” Liquor
License for Mortimer Farms, located at 12907 E. State Route 169, Dewey, 86327.

Discussion Agenda - New Business. Discussion and Possible Action on matters not previously
presented to the Council.

9.1. Consideration and possible action of the Council to give a recommendation to the
Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control (ADLLC) for the application for
new “Series 10 Beer & Wine Store” Liquor License for Mortimer Farms. Council to make
a recommendation to approve or disapprove to the Liquor Board.

9.2.Council advisability of Arizona Commerce Authority (ACA) Rural Economic
Development Grant- Round 1. Council direction whether to apply for the grant.

Discussion Agenda - Unfinished Business. Discussion and Possible Action on any issue which was
not concluded, was postponed, or was tabled during a prior meeting.

THIS CONCLUDES THE LEGAL ACTION PORTION OF THE AGENDA.

11.

12.

Comments from the Public. The Council wishes to hear from Citizens at each meeting. Those
wishing to address the Council need not request permission or give notice in advance. For the official
record, individuals are asked to state their name. Public comments may appear on any video or audio
record of this meeting. Please direct your comments to the Council. Individuals may address the
Council on any issue within its jurisdiction. At the conclusion of Comments from the Public, Council
members may respond to criticism made by those who have addressed the public body, may ask Town
staff to review a matter, or may ask that a matter be put on a future agenda; however, Council
members are forbidden by law from discussing or taking legal action on matters raised during the
Comments from the Public unless the matters are properly noticed for discussion and legal action. The
total time for Public Comment is 3 minutes per person. The audience is asked to please be courteous
and silent while others are speaking.

Adjourn.

For Your Information:
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Next Town Council Meeting: Tuesday, August 18, 2015, at 6:30 p.m.
Next Planning & Zoning Meeting: Thursday, August 6, 2015, at 6:00 p.m.
Next Town Council Work Session: Tuesday, August 11, 2015, at 2:00 p.m.

If you would like to receive Town Council agendas via email, please sign up at AgendalList@dhaz.gov and
type Subscribe in the subject line, or call 928-632-7362 and speak with Judy Morgan, Town Clerk.

Certification of Posting
The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the attached notice was duly posted at the following locations: Dewey-

Humboldt Town Hall, 2735 South Highway 69, Humboldt, Arizona, Chevron Station, 2735 South Highway 69, Humboldt, Arizona,
Blue Ridge Market, Highway 69 and Kachina Drive, Dewey, Arizona, on the day of , 2015, at

p.m. in accordance with the statement filed by the Town of Dewey-Humboldt with the Town Clerk, Town of Dewey-Humboldt.
By: , Town Clerk’s Office.

Persons with a disability may request reasonable accommodations by contacting the Town Hall at 632-7362 at least 24 hours
in advance of the meeting.
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“America the Beautiful”
Proclamation

“Designation of the 37 Saturday of February, May, August and
November for Quad City Communities to promote and participate in
litter removal events”

WHERFEAS, the Mayors and councils of the Quad Cities recognize the value of keeping
our streets and highways free from litter, do hereby encourage each community to promote
and participate in litter removal events at least four equally spaced times each year; and

WHERFEAS, the benefits of having multiple partnerships at focused times throughout the

year are duly noted and encouraged; and

WHERFEAS, it is recommended the recognition rewards system be utilized by using the
ADOT Activity Reports requested by individual communities. These reports are issued by
ADOT Risk, Management verifying the level of participation by the various ADOT
Adopt-A-Highway groups; and

WHERFEALS, it is intended to encourage the attendance at Council meetings by all of the
ADOT Adopt-A-Highway groups at the end of each year to receive recognition for their
efforts and impact upon the local economy and bring the ongoing education of the benefits
of such a litter removal program; and

WHERFEAS, enlisting local businesses to encourage their local youth groups to use the
“America the Beautiful and Bag Ready Jobs” opportunity to earn their funding needs or
to perform a community service requirement; and

WHERFEAS, that all Mayors and Councils hereby join together within the Quad-Cities in
declaring that Litter Removal events be held at least four times per year beginning on the
third Saturday of the following months: February, May, August and November.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Terry Nolan, Mayor of the Town of Dewey-Humboldt, do
hereby proclaim that the month of August 2015 be known as:

“America the Beautiful and Bag Ready Jobs Month”

and encourage all citizens to join this effort to restore the true and pure beauty to Arizona
and America the Beautiful.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 4 day of August 2015.

ATTEST:

Terry Nolan, Mayor Judy Morgan, CMC, Town Clerk,
Town of Dewey-Humboldt
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TOWN OF DEWEY-HUMBOLDT
TOWN COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
JULY 7, 2015, 6:30 P.M.

A REGULAR MEETING OF THE DEWEY-HUMBOLDT TOWN COUNCIL WAS HELD ON
TUESDAY, JULY 7, 2015, AT TOWN HALL AT 2735 S. HIGHWAY 69, DEWEY-HUMBOLDT,
ARIZONA. MAYOR TERRY NOLAN PRESIDED.

1.
2.

Call To Order. The meeting was called to order at 6:32 p.m.

Opening Ceremonies.

2.1.Pledge of Allegiance. Done.
2.2.Invocation. Given by Councilmember Nancy Wright.

Roll Call. Town Council Members Arlene Alen, Mark McBrady, Dennis Repan, Doug
Treadway, Nancy Wright; Vice Mayor Jack Hamilton; and Mayor Terry Nolan were present.

Announcements Regarding Current Events, Guests, Appointments, and Proclamations.

Mayor Nolan announced the Volunteer of the Year picnic will be held on August 7 from 5-
7pm.

Town Manager’s Report. Update on Current Events.

Town Manager Kimball spoke on a DVD made, called “Legends of Whiskey Row” that used
the Humboldt Station boardwalk for the depiction of “Turn of the century Prescott”. A copy of
the DVD was provided to the Town by Mr. Frisk.

Consent Agenda.

6.1. Minutes. Minutes from the April 30, 2015 Special Budget Meeting, May 5, 2015 Regular
Meeting and May 12, 2015 Special Study Session.

Councilmember Wright made a motion to approve the April 30, 2015 Special Budget
Meeting, May 5, 2015 Regular Meeting and May 12, 2015 Special Study Session minutes,
as presented. Councilmember Repan seconded the motion and it passed by a unanimous
vote in favor.

6.2.Notice of Intention to establish a $750 non-refundable application fee for Right-of-
Way Vacation applications and direct the Town Clerk to publish as required by law.
Possible council declaration of the intention to establish the fee (directed at the June 9,
2015 meeting).

Town Manager Kimball gave an overview of the process to date and explained a
declaration of intention to establish a fee and publish as required by state law. A formal
resolution will need to be adopted with this scheduled for the first meeting in September.

Vice Mayor Hamilton made a motion to accept the declaration intention to establish the
fee and direct the Town Clerk to publish by law, seconded by CM Wright. It was approved
unanimously.

Comments from the Public (on non-agendized items only).

Jerry Brady spoke on GIS public land management information.
Public Hearing Agenda.
8.1.Public Hearing on the FY2015-16 Budget.

The public hearing was opened at 6:47 p.m.
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Town Council Regular Meeting Minutes, July 7, 2015
Earl Goodwin spoke on increasing town services; using more of the town funds rather than
banking it for emergencies; recommended they set a work session to discuss a plan for
these funds and if not spending the money, then reducing the sales tax.

Jerry Brady spoke on state funding, using these monies for infrastructure, roads, etc.,
reduction of debt or building reserves.

Paul Manganella spoke against supporting the museum but suggested building a musuem
on the town’s land.

Public hearing was closed at 6:53 p.m.

9. Discussion Agenda — Unfinished Business. Discussion and Possible Action on any issue
which was not concluded, was postponed, or was tabled during a prior meeting.

9.1.Resolution 15-117 to adopt the FY15-16 Budget in the amount of $3,978,062 in total
expenditure in all funds. (Budget document posted separately online) Discussion and
possible adoption, rejection and/or postponing adoption.

Mayor Nolan recommended increasing the amount paid to Dewey-Humboldt Historical
Society (DHHS) for museum rent to $600 per month.

There was discussion on what amount was budgeted for elections, in the event a recall
election is called.

Mayor Nolan made a motion to approve increasing the funding to the DHHS for museum
rent of $600 per month, seconded by CM McBrady.

There was discussion on the recall effort and the perceived connection to the Dewey-
Humboldt Historical Society; supporting the museum effort but with a path toward self-
sufficiency; whether the DHHS is backing the recall effort or if it is just an individual;
whether to consider decreasing the town’s support for the museum rent.

Public comment was taken on this item.

Jerry Brady spoke on the election process for recall; General Development
Comprehensive Plan for the County; importance of history-based tourism for this region;
Intermodal Transportation plan; funding for the town’s use.

Earl Goodwin spoke on decisions made to support certain services such as the library and
museum; staying out of the museum’s business but contributing to it as a community
based non-profit group; considering contribution to museum rather than “reimbursing their
rent”.

Bart Brush spoke in support of the Council’s continued financial support for the museum.
Jerry Brady spoke on funding for museum if done through the town.

Bart Brush spoke on the progress of the museum over the last three years and its
fundraising efforts.

Councilmember Repan spoke on the Council’s desire to wean the DHHS off from public
funds, and then a recall effort is being done by an executive member of the DHHS. He
spoke on keeping a reserve for a rainy day to safeguard against economic fluctuations
and stated he is not being able to vote on this issue at all right now.

There was discussion on funding other non-profits; cost for a recall election; whether the
DHHS is being punished for one man’s recall effort.

Page 2 of 5
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9.2.

Town Council Regular Meeting Minutes, July 7, 2015
CM Repan spoke on a recent decision by GPREP to not accept a reduction in contributions
by any government entity for membership and a decision will probably need to be made
before the end of the year whether to stay in or get out of this membership.

A vote was taken on the motion to approve increasing funding to DHHS for museum rent
of $600 per month. The motion failed by a 2-5 vote, Councilmembers Alen, Repan,
Treadway, Wright and Vice Mayor Hamilton voting against.

Mayor Nolan spoke on giving staff raises up to 5% (combined COLA and merit). There
was discussion on the prior decision to allow a pool of money for a bonus rather than a
merit raise and approving a COLA raise of 1.75%; whether to open the budget back up for
modifications or to keep it as is.

Mayor Nolan made a motion to increase the salary raises for staff up to 5%. The motion
failed for lack of a second.

Vice Mayor Hamilton spoke on meeting protocol rules not allowing opening the meeting
back up to the public for comments. Mayor Nolan stated he was chairing the meeting and
would allow more discussion as the code is not clear on this. VM Hamilton stated he would
file another ethics complaint against the mayor. VM Hamilton called a point of order. A
vote was taken on this which passed by a 6-1 vote in favor, Mayor Nolan voting against.

VM Hamilton called a point of order to follow the code that says the public speaks one
time on the issue before the council, and the discussion is on the resolution to adopt the
budget. It passed by a 5-2 vote in favor, CM McBrady and Mayor Nolan voting against.

Vice Mayor Hamilton spoke on adopting the budget as it is with the option of amending it
at a later date.

Jerry Brady called a point of order stating accountability standards, not adopting the
budget as a whole; if the Council is not performing its fiduciary duties it is a felony.

Vice Mayor Hamilton called a point of order on the public comment by Jerry Brady.
Jerry Brady stated this could be referred to the Attorney General for his opinion.

Vice Mayor Hamilton stated Mayor Nolan was in violation of the town code as a point of
order can only be raised by the public body. Mayor Nolan explained he is chairing the
meeting and wants to listen to the public on issues.

Town Manager Kimball explained the discussion is not related to the budget and asked
for Council to resume budget discussion.

Councilmember Repan pointed out a grammatical error on the resolution (2014 reference
should be changed to 2015). TM Kimball explained that would be corrected.

Councilmember Treadway made a motion to adopt the FY 2015-16 Budget (in the amount
of $3,978,062 in total expenditure in all funds) as presented through resolution 15-117,
seconded by Vice Mayor Hamilton. It was approved by a 5-2 vote in favor, Council
members McBrady and Wright voting against.

Town Manager Kimball asked for and received clarification on two items regarding the
budget as was discussed at this meeting: COLA is 1.75%; one-time bonus will be used as
a management tool at the Town Manager's discretion to distribute, and the Town
Manager’s bonus is at the Council’s discretion.

To appoint a Council Member to the (AMRRP) Risk Fund Committee. [CAARF
requested by Mayor Nolan]

Page 3 of 5
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Town Council Regular Meeting Minutes, July 7, 2015
Mayor Nolan gave an overview and asked if any Council was interested in being
nominated.

There was discussion on whether a staff member or a Council member should be on the
committee; advisory committee versus board of trustees with the board containing elected
officials and staff members.

Councilmember Alen stated she would be willing to do it if there is an opening.

Councilmember Wright made a motion to provide CM Alen’s name as a nominee to the
committee, seconded by CM Repan. It was approved unanimously.

Town Manager Kimball asked if the Mayor will prepare the nomination paper and CM Alen
would need to provide a one paragraph bio to submit with the paper. Staff will prepare the
nomination notification.

10.Discussion Agenda — New Business. Discussion and Possible Action on matters not
previously presented to the Council.

10.1. Transaction Privilege Tax (TPT) Collection Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA)
with Arizona Department of Revenue (ADOR). Possible approval, modification or
rejection.

Councilmember Repan made a motion to accept the Transaction Privilege Tax (TPT)
Collection Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) with Arizona Department of Revenue
(ADOR), seconded by CM Alen. It was approved unanimously.

10.2. IGA with Yavapai County Flood Control District for FY 2015-16 drainage project.
Possible approval, modification or rejection.

Councilmember Wright made a motion to approve the IGA with Yavapai County Flood
Control District as presented, seconded by CM Treadway. It was approved unanimously.

10.3. Nomination of designated representative and alternate to NACOG for new Fiscal
Year. [Letter from Chris Fetzer/NACOG regarding annual designation of representative
to NACOG]

Mayor Nolan gave an overview and then nominated Councilmember Doug Treadway,
who accepted the nomination. Councilmember Wright (the current representative to
NACOG) explained she had asked to have this on the agenda as she does not wish to
continue on as the representative due to the time commitment involved.

Mayor Nolan made a motion to nominate Councilmember Doug Treadway as the
designated representative to NACOG for the new Fiscal Year, seconded by CM
McBrady. It was approved unanimously.

Councilmember Wright explained there are only 5 meetings a year. Mayor Nolan spoke
on choosing an alternate to NACOG also. Mayor Nolan nominated Councilmember
Repan as alternate to NACOG. CM Repan accepted the nomination.

Mayor Nolan made a motion to designate Councilmember Dennis Repan as the
alternate representative to NACOG for the new Fiscal Year, seconded by CM Wright. It
was approved unanimously.

10.4. Renewal of the Franchise Agreement with Cable One for the period from July 2015
to July 2025. Possible approval, modification or rejection.

Page 4 of 5
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Town Council Regular Meeting Minutes, July 7, 2015
Mayor Nolan made a motion to approve the Renewal of the Franchise Agreement with
Cable One for the period from July 2015 to July 2025, as presented. Councilmember
McBrady seconded the motion. It was approved unanimously.

10.5. Discussion and possible action on cancelling all Town Council meetings for the
Month of August. [CAARF requested by CM Wright]

Councilmember Wright gave an overview explaining her suggestion. Council reviewed
those items scheduled for Council meetings in August and considered the timeliness of
them; the need to change the town code if considering permanently not holding meetings
in August; cancelling the August 18" Regular Council meeting as the Council will be
attending the League Conference.

Vice Mayor Hamilton made a motion to approve cancelling the August 18" Regular
Council meeting due to the League Conference, seconded by Councilmember Wright. It
was approved unanimously.

10.6. Consideration to apply for a Fire Break on the West side of Town. [CAARF
requested by Mayor Nolan]

Mayor Nolan gave an overview of his request explaining last year they were not granted
funding for this request but they could re-apply for this year, as he heard money will be
available. There were questions on whether this was a reimbursement grant and if it
needed a NEPA study.

Public comment was taken on this item.

Jerry Brady spoke on a firebreak (fire protection) being part of the funding for the
trailhead, which will reduce costs and better utilize funding.

Mayor Nolan made a motion to approve applying for a grant for a firebreak, seconded
by Councilmember Treadway. It was approved unanimously.

Town Manager Kimball asked for clarification for expectations of staff. Once the
application comes out then staff will move forward on applying for the grant, but not until
then.

11.Comments from the Public.

Jerry Brady spoke on fire protection on private lands; changes to the way you apply for
firebreak grants; funding in August for these grants.

12. Adjourn.
The meeting was adjourned at 8:38 p.m.

Terry Nolan, Mayor

ATTEST:

Judy Morgan, Town Clerk
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TOWN OF DEWEY-HUMBOLDT
TOWN COUNCIL
STUDY SESSION MINUTES
JULY 14, 2015, 2:00 P.M.

A STUDY SESSION OF THE DEWEY-HUMBOLDT TOWN COUNCIL WAS HELD ON
TUESDAY, JULY 14, 2015, AT TOWN HALL AT 2735 S. STATE ROUTE 69, DEWEY-
HUMBOLDT, ARIZONA. MAYOR TERRY NOLAN PRESIDED.

1. Call To Order. The meeting was called to order at 2:00 p.m. Vice Mayor Jack Hamilton

2.

presided.

Roll _Call. Town Council Members Arlene Alen, Mark McBrady, Dennis Repan, Doug
Treadway, Nancy Wright; and Vice Mayor Jack Hamilton were present. Mayor Terry Nolan
was absent.

Study Session. No legal action to be taken.

3.1. Citizen Survey proposal by Yavapai College Regional Economic Development

Center (REDC) and next steps.

Alexandria Wright, Director of REDC Yavapai College, was in attendance and discussed
the process for the citizen survey. She answered questions regarding how to obtain the
survey responses; avoiding duplications; refinement of survey questions.

Council reached consensus to move forward with having REDC/Ms. Wright conduct the
citizen survey and instructed staff to put this on a future agenda for formal approval and
to prepare a letter of intent.

Special Session. Legal action can be taken.

4.1. Modification of Dewey-Humboldt Town Code 30.107 Time of Adjournment. [CAARF

requested by CM Repan]

Councilmember Wright recommended changing the first paragraph to read: These times
shall be referred to as the normal times of adjournment. A majority of the Council may vote
to consider some or all of the remaining agenda items.

Councilmember Alen made a motion to replace the current code with the amended code
recommendations, seconded by CM Treadway. It was approved unanimously (6-0 vote).

4.2. Modification of Dewey-Humboldt Town Code 30.109 titled “Protocol at meetings”.

[CAARF requested by CM Repan]

Councilmember Repan gave an overview and spoke on the most recent changes to this
portion of code not being reflected in this recommendation (Ordinance 15-111), but
incorporating it in prior to approval.

There was discussion on reasons for adjusting the code (proactive, not reactive);
addressing prior concerns with meeting protocol in the code; where this wording came
from (Mesa example). Councilmember McBrady spoke on his concerns with these
changes being similar to the ethics code with disturbing verbiage and limiting the Mayor
specifically. If this code amendment is approved at this meeting it will still come back to
Council in the form of an ordinance for approval at a regular meeting.

Councilmember Treadway made a motion to approve the amended code with the inclusion
of “or any other member of Council” and incorporating changes made with Ordinance 15-
111, seconded by Vice Mayor Hamilton. It was approved by a 5-1 vote in favor,
Councilmember McBrady voting against.
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Town Council Special Study Session Minutes, July 14, 2015
4.3. Modification of Dewey-Humboldt Town Code 30.031 titled “Mayor and Vice Mayor;
Appointment, Power and Duties”. [CAARF requested by CM Repan]

CM Repan explained Mayor Nolan had asked him if Council would hold off on reviewing
this agenda item to a future meeting where he could be present for the discussion. CM
Repan asked the Council’s preference on this request. Council members Alen and Wright
both indicated they wanted to proceed with discussion of this item at this meeting.

CM Repan gave an overview explaining it gives more detail of what is expected of the
Mayor and how he operates in his realm. He explained how he researched this subject,
and stating he had problems with two of the paragraphs (C & D). CM McBrady spoke on
how stringent this wording is and not seeing anything this strict in other cities and towns
in the area.

Other Council members spoke on problems with sections C & D as well.

Councilmember Wright made a motion to send this to the attorney to bring back as an
ordinance, seconded by CM Repan. The motion was withdrawn and a second motion was
made to send these modification to town code 30.031, to the Attorney to come back to
Council in the form of an ordinance, but leave off sections C & D.

Public comment was taken on this item.

Shelley White spoke on the importance of council deliberations and decisions being done
in public.

A vote was taken on the motion, which passed by a 5-1 vote in favor, CM McBrady voting
against.

Councilmember Repan made a motion to give Sections C & D to the Town Attorney for an
opinion, especially how it applies to the code of ethics, seconded by CM Wright. It was
approved by a 5-1 vote in favor, CM McBrady voting against.

4.4.Whether to hold additional special session(s) this month. This is an established
agenda item for Council’s discussion on whether to add an additional special study session
and if so, to set the date.

No Council member indicated a need to hold an additional session so none shall be
scheduled.

5. Comments from the Public.

Shelley White spoke against the Council’s decision to limit public speaking and participation.
She spoke in support of getting feedback from the public for deliberation on town issues.

6. Adjourn.
The meeting was adjourned at 3:41 p.m.

Terry Nolan, Mayor

ATTEST:

Judy Morgan, Town Clerk
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csenery=.  TOWN OF DEWEY-HUMBOLDT

. P.0.BOX 69

)-; HUMBOLDT, AZ 86329

%/ Phone 928-632-7362 = Fax 928-632-7365

PAI” COY

TOWN COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING
August 4, 2015 - 6:30 p.m. Town Council Meeting Chambers

Agenda Item # 8.1. Public Hearing regarding application for a new “Series 10 Beer &
Wine Store” Liquor License for Mortimer Farms, located at 12907 E. State
Route 169, Dewey, 86327.

# 9.1. Consideration and possible action of the local governing body to
give a recommendation to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and
Control (ADLLC) for the application for new Series 10 Beer & Wine Store
Liquor License for Mortimer Farms.

To: Mayor and Town Council Members
From: Judy Morgan, Town Clerk
Date submitted: July 9, 2015
Recommended action:

(a) Hold Public Hearing.

(b) Review and give a recommendation to ADLLC to approve the application for a new
“Series 10 Beer and Wine Store” Liquor License for Mortimer Farms, located at 12907 E.
State Route 169, Dewey, 86327.

Summary:

A.R.S. § 4-201 provides that a person desiring a liquor license shall apply with the State Liquor
Board. Upon receipt of an application, the State forwards the application to the local governing
body, which is tasked with making a recommendation to the Board for granting or denying the
license. If the recommendation is for disapproval, a statement of the specific reasons
containing a summary of the testimony or other evidence supporting the recommendation for
disapproval must be provided to the Liquor Board.

Sharla D. Mortimer has applied with the State for a new Series 10 Beer and Wine Store Liquor
License for Mortimer Farms. The Sheriff’s Department, Central Yavapai Fire District and
Community Development Department have all reviewed the application and recommended
approval with the following comments:

D-H CDD - Location is within C2 zoning districts; sale of beer and wine is an allowed use.
YCSO — Based on the application, | see that most of this appears correct and legitimate.
CYFD —CYFD doesn’t have any special requirements for this to be approved at this time.

Staff posted the establishment with the necessary notices to meet the required 20-day period
from July 10, 2015 to August 3, 2015. As of the date of this report, staff has not received any
written arguments in favor of or in opposition to the application.

Attachments: Series 10 Beer and Wine Store definition
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Beer and Wine Store Application Kit - Series 10

This non-transferable, off-sale retail privileges liquor license allows a retail
store to sell beer and wine (no other spirituous liquors), only in the original
unbroken package, to be taken away from the premises of the retailer and
consumed off the premises. A retailer with off-sale privileges may deliver
spirituous liquor off of the licensed premises in connection with a retail sale.
Payment must be made no later than the time of delivery. Series 10 (beer
and wine store) licensees and applicants may apply for unlimited sampling
privileges by completing the Sampling Privileges form. Internet sale of
liquor is not permitted in the state of Arizona. Liquor must be delivered to
an Arizona liquor-licensed wholesaler, then an Arizona liquor-licensed
retailer prior to delivery to the consumer.
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. TOWN OF DEWEY-HUMBOLDT
\ P.0.BOX 69

| HUMBOLDT, AZ 86329

Phone 928-632-7362 = Fax 928-632-7365

TOWN COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING

August 4,2015 - 6:30 p.m. Town Council Meeting Chambers
Agenda Item # 9.2. ACA grant

To: Mayor and Town Council Members

From: Yvonne Kimball, Town Manager

Date submitted: July 30, 2015

Recommended action: not to pursue the grant.

Summary:

Through GPREP, | was made aware that the ACA Rural Economic development Grant has
become available and Dewey-Humboldt was eligible to apply for the up to $1,000,000 grant. In
reading the grant RFP, | am not recommending applying for the grant. To elucidate my
reasoning:

1. | am not aware of any eligible projects to fit in the nature and intent of the grant. The
grant’s focus is for base industry job creation. Base industry in general refers to
manufacture. Retail and small businesses are excluded from “base industries”.

2. DH does not provide water, sewer or other utility services, which limits the possibilities
of the town obtaining grants for many grants or loans are designed for utility
improvement. Road maintenance, which the town needs the most, would not be an
eligible cause for the grant. New road development may be applicable if the road can
be tied to a base industry development. (As a side note to grants, public safety and
recreation are two other areas that grant dollars are offered frequently; DH does not
directly provide those services either)

3. Unfavorable past experience with ACA grants. At council’s direction, the town twice
applied for ACA Rural development grants in the past three years. It is possible that the
current grant is of a different category from those in the past. Our applications were for
Mortimer Farm’s expansion. We did not receive any funding although the time spent on
the applications were substantial. | had extensive conversations with ADA afterwards
and found out that ACA promotes base industry and DH applications were not for base
industry development. | am also aware of other municipalities that were able to obtain
ACA grants. Their applications were related to municipal utility expansion or
improvement.

| seek Council direction on the ACA grant. If Council directs staff to pursuing the grant with an
eligible project, the deadline for the grant is September 11.

Attachment: ACA Rural Development grant material
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS

Solicitation Number: 2016-01

Arizona Commerce Authority

333 North Central Avenue
Suite 1900
Phoenix, Arizona 85004
(602) 845-1216

NOTICE OF REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS

Solicitation Number:
Solicitation Type:

Solicitation Title:

Solicitation Release Date:
Questions Due Date:

Questions & Answers Release Date:
Submission Due Date/ Time:
Award Notification Date:

Contract Term:

Total Funding Amount for Round 1:

Solicitation Point of Contact:

ACA Authorized Representative:

Signature:

2016-01
Request for Proposals (“RFP”)

Arizona Rural Economic Development Grant
FY 2016 —Round 1

July 16, 2015

August 24, 2015

August 31, 2015 (target)

September 11, 2015 4:00 p.m. Arizona Time
October 23, 2015 (target)

Project must be completed within 18 months of execution of Grant
Agreement. Reporting is required from execution of Grant Agreement
through 36 months following Project completion.

$1,000,000

Carmella Aja

Program Manager

(602) 845-1216
carmellaa@azcommerce.com

Sandra Watson
President and CEO
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A Arizona Commerce Authority RFP # 2016-01

1. FY 2016 ACA RURAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT GRANT - ROUND 1

Reflective of its commitment to the economic strength and competitiveness of Arizona’s rural communities
which are a vital part of the State’s heritage, economy and society, and of its understanding of and
appreciation for the opportunities and challenges confronted by rural development generally, the Arizona
Commerce Authority (“ACA”) hereby establishes Round 1 of the FY 2016 Arizona Rural Economic Development
Grant (the “REDG” or “Program”).

1.1. Grant Nature and Intent

The REDG is a competitive grant program designed to help rural Arizona communities develop
infrastructure that strengthens their capacity and competitiveness for economic growth, and thereby
ultimately improves economic conditions and quality of life in rural Arizona. To that end, and as more
particularly described herein, the REDG provides grants to partially fund qualifying rural infrastructure
projects that will generate private sector job creation (or retention) and capital investment, particularly
in base industries.!

The REDG is offered in conjunction with other ACA programs that support the development of
infrastructure in rural Arizona. Specifically, the REDG is offered to complement the ACA’s Arizona
Certified Sites Program, which identifies on the ACA’s website “development ready” sites in rural
Arizona? and the Economic Strength Projects Program (the “ESP Program”), which provides funding
exclusively for road projects in rural Arizona.

1.2. Available Funding — Funding Schedule
The available funding for FY 2016 REDG Round 1 is $1,000,000

The total funds available for FY 2016 REDG is $2,000,000. Any unawarded funds from Round 1 will roll
forward into Round 2.

The ACA reserves the right to award less than the available funding depending on the number and
quality of Proposals received.

An individual REDG award cannot exceed $250,000. There is no prescribed minimum REDG award.
Multiple REDG awards are anticipated in each Round.

1.3. Eligible Applicants

1 The term “base industries” refers to businesses that bring net new wealth into the Arizona community in which they operate by exporting
products or services out of the State and, therefore, excludes retail, tourism, hospitality and entertainment-oriented businesses.
2 Detailed information regarding the ACA’s “Certified Sites Program” is available at www.azcertifiedsites.com.
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A Arizona Commerce Authority RFP # 2016-01

Applicants eligible for the REDG Program are limited to the following:

e Arizona incorporated cities and towns with populations of /ess than 150,000 (based on U.S. Census
Bureau 2010 population data) not contiguous with or situated within a Metro Area3

e Arizona counties with populations of less than 750,000 (based on U.S. Census Bureau 2010
population data)

e Federally recognized Indian tribes situated in Arizona

Incorporated cities and towns situated in Metro Areas, unincorporated communities (irrespective of
location or population) and all other persons and entities not specifically identified herein as eligible
Applicants are not eligible to apply for or receive grants under the Program.

A private, non-profit economic development organization (“EDO”) may be identified as a “co-sponsor”
on and serve as a point of contact for any Project roposal (“Proposal”) submitted by an eligible Applicant.
However, in any such case, only the eligible Applicant is eligible for an REDG award and may enter into
an Agreement with the ACA.

An Applicant must be capable of executing a contract with the ACA within 60 days of notification of a
grant award.

In the interest of promoting a diversified economic development effort across the State, an Applicant
may seek funding for only one Project during each REDG round. For this purpose, an otherwise eligible
county Applicant is not precluded from seeking funding for a Project in a particular round because one or
more incorporated cities and towns (or Indian tribes) within such county is/are also seeking funding for a
Project in such round. Similarly, an otherwise eligible city, town or Indian tribe is not precluded from
seeking funding for a Project because the county in which the city, town or Indian tribe is situated is also
seeking funding for a Project.

An Applicant that submits a Proposal in Round 1, but does not receive an REDG award in Round 1, is not
precluded from submitting the same Proposal or a different Proposal in Round 2. Awardees in Round 1
may not apply for funding in Round 2. Current grantees of REDG funding are not eligible Applicants.

Grantees of outstanding ESP Program grants may apply for REDG funding if the ESP Grants are not
funding the same infrastructure improvements for which REDG funding is sought. Similarly, applicants
seeking ESP Program grants may apply for REDG funding if the ESP Grant proposals are not seeking
funding for the same infrastructure improvements for which REDG funding is sought.

1.4. Eligible Projects

3 For this purpose, the term “Metro Area” refers to a city with a population of 750,000 or more and its contiguous and surrounding communities.
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Arizona Commerce Authority RFP # 2016-01

Proposals must be for projects that, within 18 months of the award date, will: (i) directly enhance an
Arizona Certified Site/Building (Gold, Silver or Bronze) and/or (ii) directly benefit a planned (i.e., non-
speculative) private investment in one or more affected properties.

1.4.1.

1.4.2.

1.4.3.

Arizona Certified Site/Building

Applicants that submit Proposals under this eligibility criterion must demonstrate that the
Project will benefit a property actively enrolled in the Arizona Certified Sites Program. The
proposed Project improvements must resolve one or more deficiencies that were identified in
the Certified Sites application process or otherwise increase the capacity or likelihood of
development at the site. As examples, e, a grant may be awarded for a Project that will help a
community provide infrastructure essential to upgrading a “Silver” or a “Bronze” Certified Site
to a “Gold” certification or essential to upgrading a “Bronze” Certified site to a “Silver”
certification.

Properties can be enrolled in the Arizona Certified Sites Program at: www.azcertifiedsites.com.
Properties must be fully enrolled and have completed the online questionnaire to be eligible to
participate in the REDG grant process under this eligibility criterion. Properties with partially
completed enrollment Proposals are not eligible for consideration under this eligibility criterion.
Properties must be certified as either certified “Gold,” “Silver,” or “Bronze” at the time of the
Proposal submittal. A copy of the auto-generated brochure must be included in the Applicant’s
Proposal as evidence of certification.

Private Investment

Applicants that submit Proposals under this eligibility criterion must demonstrate that the
planned private investment will occur because of the REDG award. Evidence of the planned
private investment can take the form of an executed Letter of Intent, a Lease Agreement, or a
Development Agreement between the Applicant and the private investor/developer. (See RFP
Section 2.4.5.) Applicants must also demonstrate how the infrastructure enhancement will
affect and advance the community’s overall economic strategic course and general plan. Private
investment entities must be established enterprises with operating histories of at least two (2)
years.

Other Eligibility Criteria for All Applicants

e The Project must involve the construction of public infrastructure. Such public infrastructure
could include, but is not limited to: roads, drainage systems (including storm drains), water
or wastewater systems or dry utilities (including enhancements to or extensions of electrical
and broadband utility services).

¢ REDG funds may not be used for Projects on private property except in limited situations in
which the infrastructure improvements are demonstrated, to the satisfaction of the ACA, to
be public in nature and thereby provide benefits to parties other than the private
landowner.

e The Project must be administered by and through an eligible Applicant.
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e At least 10 percent of the gualifying project costs, as determined under Section 1.5, must be
payable by the Grantee (and/or by one or more parties working in conjunction with the
Grantee). Documentation of the committed sources and amounts of the match must be
provided. A cash “match” of qualifying expenses in excess of 10 percent is encouraged in
order to maximize the number of REDG awards and is also a positive factor taken into
consideration in evaluating an REDG Proposal. Funds obtained or available from other
State-funded programs, including the ESP Program, cannot be used as matching funds for
the REDG.

e The Proposal must demonstrate that the Project would not, in the absence of an REDG
award, occur within the same time frame or would not otherwise be as effective in
advancing the goals of the Program. Accordingly, Applicants should generally exhaust other
potential sources of funding (whether governmental or private) before seeking REDG
funding.

e Except in compelling circumstances, as determined by the ACA, the Project must commence
within six (6) months after the date of an executed Grant Agreement and must be
completed within 18 months of an executed Grant Agreement.

e Construction of the Project must, when required by law, be performed by a licensed and
bonded contractor and must be accomplished in accordance with all applicable
procurement laws and regulations.

e Upon completion of the Project, the Grantee must, as applicable, approve and accept the
project and provide maintenance thereto.

e REDG funds may not be used for Projects principally involving landscaping, beautification or
maintenance.

1.5. Qualifying Project Costs

REDG funds may be used only to reimburse the costs of infrastructure improvements performed during
the term of an REDG award. Such costs may include, but are not limited to: contractor and subcontractor
fees, materials, and supplies.

Project-related costs that cannot be funded by the REDG include, but are not limited to:

e Costs associated with applying for REDG funds or managing a REDG grant award
e Pre-construction design, engineering and similar costs

e Environmental assessments

e Post-construction maintenance costs

e Costs of construction occurring before the date of an executed Grant Agreement
e Property purchase or easement costs

e Contingency fees
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Permit fees

0 Note, however, that the equivalent costs of waived permit fees may be included as
matching fund contributions. (See RFP Sections 1.4.3, 2.4.3.1 and 3.2.1.2 for discussion of
matching fund contributions.)

1.6. Other REDG Grant Terms and Conditions of General Applicability

1.6.1.

1.6.2.

Changes to the Program. The ACA reserves the right to modify or change the contents of the
REDG at its discretion. However, no such modification or change will modify or change the
terms of a previously executed Grant Agreement.

Public Records. Because the ACA is subject to Arizona’s public records laws (A.R.S. §§ 39-101, et
seq.), information submitted to the ACA may be subject to disclosure in response to public
records requests. However, the public records laws provide exceptions for business information
that, if released, would undermine the Applicant's competitive position and for proprietary or
trademark (or copyright) protected information. The public records laws also permit the ACA to
redact (block out) personal information before documents are released. The ACA will attempt
to preserve the confidentiality of information to the extent permitted by law, but cannot
guarantee that such information will not be disclosed, and is not responsible for the
consequences of any such disclosure. Additionally, the ACA specifically hereby reserves the
right to use the following information in its marketing materials, including without limitation in
press releases: (i) the name and type of a project, (ii) the name of a Grantee, (iii) the projected
economic impact of a project including without limitation the number of jobs to be created and
the extent of capital investment contemplated, (iv) the uses of an REDG award, and (v) the
amount or other terms of an REDG award.
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2. SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS FOR PREPARING AND SUBMITTING PROPOSALS

Proposals must be prepared according to the following instructions. Applicants are strongly encouraged to
carefully read the entire RFP. Proposals are subject to the ACA’s Uniform Instructions for Solicitations located
at: http://www.azcommerce.com/about-us/aca-policies

2.1. Proposal Submissions
Proposal submissions must include:

e Two (2) paper hard copies of the Proposal and
e One (1) electronic copy of the Proposal such as a CD-R or USB flash drive

Any binding of individual hardcopy Proposals must be capable of easy removal (no spiral or fixed
binding).

Proposal submissions must be delivered by mail, shipping service, or hand delivery to:

Arizona Commerce Authority

333 North Central Avenue

Ground Floor Lobby

Phoenix, AZ 85004

Hours: Monday — Friday 8:00 a.m. — 5:00 p.m. Arizona Time

Proposal submissions must be delivered in a sealed package and labeled:

Arizona Commerce Authority
Attn: Carmella Aja

2016-01 REDG RFP Response
Applicant Name and Organization

Both the hard copies and electronic copy of the Proposal must be received by the ACA by the Submission
Due Date/Time listed on the Notice of Request for Proposals on the first page hereof. Late Proposals will
not be considered. Delivery or other logistical problems will not excuse lateness.

2.2. Applicant Questions

In the event of questions regarding this RFP, the only person to contact directly is Carmella Aja, via email
only, at carmellaa@azcommerce.com. The ACA cannot respond to inquiries regarding the evaluation
status of a response submission or the pendency of awards.

ACA answers to questions will be responded to the requesting individual as they are received. Questions
must be submitted in writing by the Questions Due Date listed in the Notice of Request for Proposals on
the first page hereof. All Applicant questions will be collected and answers will be released in writing to
all Applicants that requested the RFP. The ACA reserves the right to modify any answers supplied before
the final response is released at or after the Questions & Answers Release Date. Questions must include
the following information:

e RFP2016-01
e Applicant’s detailed question
e Reference to the section or page number related to the question
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e Applicant’s name

2.3. Format
Proposals must be prepared in the following format:
e MS Word or Adobe PDF file
e Type written
¢ New Times Roman or Arial font
e 12 pt. font size
e One (1) inch margins
o Where page limits are specified, any information provided in excess of limit will not be considered
as part of the Proposal.

2.4. Proposal Contents and Organization

Proposals must include the documents and sections described below. No other documents or sections
will be considered. Failure to provide all the required documents and sections may result in rejection of a
Proposal. The documents and sections must be provided in the order listed below.

2.4.1.  Cover Letter (optional)

The cover letter is limited to one (1) single-sided page.

2.4.2.  Proposal Form (required)

The Application Form provided in Section 5 must be completed and included within the
Proposal.

2.4.3.  Project Narrative (required)

The Project Narrative section of a Proposal must not exceed eight (8) pages (single-spaced) and
must include the sections described below in the order indicated. Applicants are strongly
encouraged in their Proposals to be clear, concise and to the point.

2.4.3.1. Project Description and Timeline - Infrastructure Matters (required)

Project Narratives must include a “Project Description and Timeline - Infrastructure
Matters” section which provides a detailed description of the infrastructure
improvements for which REDG funding is requested, including all of the following:

e The nature of the improvements

e The economic development benefit anticipated to be achieved by construction
of such improvements

e The party or parties that will perform the infrastructure construction (if known)

¢ The intended uses of the REDG funds in respect to the construction
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e The specific information required under Section 1.4 (to the extent relevant)

e Atimeline for completion of the improvements

The Project Description should also describe the amount of the cash “match”
contribution to be provided, as well as all of the following:

e The timing of such match
e The intended uses of the match

e The identity of sources other than the Applicant responsible for such match or
portions thereof

e The nature of the commitment by the Applicant or other parties to deliver the
match including whether such commitment is in writing and binding in all
circumstances.

If there is not a description of at least a 10 percent cash match contribution, the
Proposal will be deemed incomplete and excluded from consideration.

This section must also explain the circumstances as to why, in the absence of REDG
funding, the proposed Project would not proceed within the same time frame or
would not otherwise be as effective in advancing the objectives of the Program,
including a description of the efforts to obtain funding for the Project from other
sources and the status thereof.

2.4.3.2. Project Description and Timeline — Development Matters (required)

Project Narratives must include a “Project Description and Timeline —Development
Matters” section which must contain a detailed description of any and all
development that is intended to be benefited by the proposed infrastructure
improvements, including, as applicable, a timeline for the Project.

This section should also identify, to the extent known, all of the following:

e The business(es) or types of business(es) located, or that will locate, at the
development(s) and will directly or indirectly benefit from the infrastructure
improvements

e Whether such business(es) exports or will export goods and hence whether such
business constitutes a “base industry” business*

¢ The extent of the capital investment anticipated to be expended by each such
business within one (1) year and within three (3) years of the completion of the
infrastructure improvements or the commencement of the business (as the case
may be) which, if possible, should be certified by the owner of such business

e The number of jobs anticipated for creation (or retention) by each such business
within one (1) year and within three (3) years of the completion of the

4 As noted, “base industry” businesses exclude retail, tourism, hospitality and entertainment-oriented businesses.
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2.4.4.

infrastructure improvements or the commencement of the business (as the case
may be) including the estimated wages payable and the benefits to be provided
which, if possible, should be certified by the owner of such business.

The Proposal must set forth anticipated capital investment and jobs creation (or
retention) information in this section even if the Applicant is unable to identify
specific businesses that will incur the investment and create the jobs. If the
capital investment and job information are not supported by certifications by
businesses intending to locate at the development(s) benefited by the
infrastructure improvements, the Applicant must indicate the basis for the
investment and job investment projections.

In addressing the foregoing matters, Applicants should note the following
general considerations: (i) an Applicant must furnish at least some information
regarding the private sector job creation and capital investment that is projected
to occur as a result of the infrastructure improvements in order that that the
Project can be evaluated and compared with other Proposals and the basis used
to arrive at those projections; (ii) an Applicant is not required to obtain
certifications from businesses regarding the amount of job creation and capital
investment that each business projects, but such certifications can be helpful
and (iii) as a general matter, the more information and the more detailed the
information that is furnished by an Applicant regarding the private sector job
creation and capital investment and that is projected to occur as a result of the
infrastructure improvements, the better.

Applicants seeking REDG funding for Projects in which job retention is the
principal motivation must provide written documentation demonstrating the
potential loss of existing jobs as a result of the relevant employer’s bona fide
threat to leave the State.

2.4.3.3. Other Project Outcomes (optional)

Project Narratives must also include an “Other Project Outcomes” section which
includes a description of any intended Project outcomes not described in other
sections. The outcomes should be described in terms of how the Project will support
or enhance private sector job creation (or retention) and capital investment.

Project Budget (required)

The Project Budget section must include a line-item budget for the Project and the proposed
use of both (i) the REDG funds sought and (ii) the cash match committed to the Project by the
Applicant or other parties. This section should identify all line items for which REDG
reimbursement is sought and also identify the source of funding for all pending Project costs
that are ineligible for funding by the REDG and the nature of the commitments therefor.

A sample Project Budget is provided in Section 5.
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2.4.5. Documentation of Commitments (required)

In this section, Applicants should submit documentation reflecting statements of commitments
of any of the following: (i) cash match funds, (ii) capital investment, (iii) job creation/retention
and (iv) resolutions to approve and maintain the Project. For example: (a) if a private company
is providing match funds, the Applicant must provide a Letter of Commitment/Intent from the
company attesting to its commitment and (b) if a government entity has passed a resolution to
approve, accept, and maintain the Project, the Applicant should provide a copy of the
resolution. This section should also include any evidence of private investment as referenced in
Section 1.4.2.

2.4.6.  Aerial Image or Map of Site and Surrounding Area (required)

Proposals must include an aerial image or map of the site and surrounding area. Affected
businesses and infrastructure must be clearly marked.

2.4.7. Letters of Support (optional)

Letters of support of the proposal may be submitted, up to a maximum of six (6) letters, each
no longer than two (2) pages. The letters may be written by members of local business,
community, and elected leadership, and attest to the merits of, and anticipated benefits
provided by, the Project.

2.4.8. Certified Site/Building Brochure (if applicable)

Applicants applying under the Arizona Certified Site/Building criteria described in Section 1.4.1
must include a copy of the auto-generated brochure as evidence of certification.

10
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3. EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

3.1. Proposal Review Process

Complete Proposals submitted by eligible Applicants for eligible Projects will be reviewed in a
competitive process, with each Proposal comprehensively analyzed by one (1) or more evaluation
committees. There is no guarantee of funding for Proposals that meet all minimum requirements for
eligibility.

The ACA may, at its discretion, waive informalities and minor irregularities in Proposals. However,
Proposals that have material omissions, in the ACA’s judgment, with respect to Proposal requirements
set forth herein will be precluded from consideration for funding.

At any point during the review process, ACA staff may, at its discretion, communicate with an Applicant
about the Applicant’s Proposal. Such communications may include, but are not limited to, requests for
clarification of information or additional information, or negotiations relating to any prospective terms of
an REDG award.

3.2. Evaluation Criteria

Proposals will be evaluated on the basis of the following enumerated criteria, in the order of significance
corresponding to the numbered priorities set forth below, as well as any additional criteria deemed
relevant by the ACA and the REDG Program evaluation committees:

3.2.1. The economic impact of the Project including the following:

3.2.1.1. The Project’s anticipated “return on investment,” as generally measured by the
relationship between (i) the benefits resulting from the private sector job creation (or
retention) and capital investment in relation to (ii) the amount of REDG funds
requested and contemplating (a) the period of time over which the “return on
investment” may accrue, (b) the likelihood of the private sector job creation (or
retention) and capital investment being realized, (c) whether the private sector
development is in a base industry and (d) the wages of the jobs to be created or
retained

3.2.1.2. The extent of a committed cash match by the Applicant (or other sources) in excess of
10 percent of the total qualifying construction costs

3.2.1.3. Whether the Project, in the absence of REDG funding, would proceed within the same
time frame and otherwise be as effective in advancing the goals of the Program

3.2.1.4. Ifrelevant, whether the Project advances a private site towards certification under the
Arizona Certified Sites Program or advances the status of a site already certified under
the program (i.e., from “Silver” status to “Gold” status).
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3.2.2. The Applicant’s history of REDG funding

3.2.2.1. Whether the Applicant and/or community has previously been a recipient of REDG
funding.

3.2.3. Demonstrated local support
3.2.3.1. Support letters from local business, community and elected leadership
3.2.4. The quality of the Project plan as outlined in the Proposal

3.2.4.1. The accuracy, thoroughness and appropriateness of the Proposal.

12
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4. AWARD ADMINISTRATION INFORMATION

4.1. Notice of Award and Agreement
Upon selection of a Proposal for a REDG award, a notice of award letter and a Grant Agreement setting
forth the terms and conditions of the REDG funding will be forwarded to the successful Applicant.

The Grant Agreement will be subject to the ACA’s Uniform Terms and Conditions set forth at:
http://www.azcommerce.com/about-us/aca-policies

The Grant Agreement must be signed and returned to ACA within 60 days of notification of a grant
award.

As noted in Section 1.4, REDG funds may be used only for reimbursement of costs for construction
occurring after the successful Applicant enters into a Grant Agreement with the ACA. Therefore,
Applicants are encouraged not to procure, contract for, or otherwise incur costs prior to entering into a
Grant Agreement with the ACA unless such costs will be paid independent of REDG funds.

Eligible costs must be incurred during the 18 months allowed for Project completion.

4.2. Program Reports; Outcomes Tracking

For a period of 18 months from execution of the Grant Agreement, each Grantee will be required to
provide a quarterly activity report to ACA that sets forth updates on performance measures outlined in
the Grantee’s Proposal. These reports are due to the ACA not later than 20 calendar days after the close
of each calendar quarter. The Grantee is required to use the forms provided by the ACA to submit these
quarterly activity reports. The reports must contain all information as deemed necessary by the ACA. The
forms will be provided to the Grantee upon receipt of the signed Grant Agreement. The ACA will track
Project outcomes relative to goals based on these activity reports.

The quarterly statements will contain, but are not limited to, the following items:

e An overall description of the status of the Project

e The construction progress made up to and including the current quarter, including costs expended
to date on the Project

e A current timeline addressing the work remaining to complete the Project

e The name of the construction contractor and a copy of the pricing and signature pages of the
contract, if not provided in previous statements

e A breakdown reflecting private sector development generated by the Project to date, including
information relating to job creation (or retention) and capital investment

e Any other benefits resulting from the Project to date

For a period of 36 months after Project completion, an annual outcomes report will also be required.
This report will include but, not be limited to, information similar to that provided in the quarterly
progress reports
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Site Visits

The ACA may conduct one or more site visits during Project construction or after Project completion.
Grantees must provide site access to the ACA in any such case.

Financial Reimbursement

Grantees will be paid on a cost-reimbursement basis; i.e., the ACA will reimburse the Grantee for Project
costs already paid by the Grantee.

Reimbursement requests must be submitted by the Grantee to the ACA no more frequently than
monthly and no less frequently than quarterly. Reimbursement requests are encouraged to be made in
conjunction with quarterly reporting as described in Section 4.2. Requests must be made on forms
provided by the ACA, and must include all information and attachments required by such forms,
including but not limited to copies of invoices paid and evidence of payment. Subcontractor invoices to
the general contractor managing the project may be required to demonstrate that reimbursement is
being requested only for qualifying project costs, as determined under Section 1.5.

All costs reflected in the requests for reimbursement must have been projected in the Project Budget
section of the Project Narrative.

A Contractor Disclosure Form must be provided to the ACA at the time the Grantee enters into a contract
with a vendor to perform work that is eligible for reimbursement. Copies of all contracts with vendors
for approved project costs may be required by the ACA.

Fiscal Responsibility

It is understood and agreed that the total amount of REDG funds identified in the Grant Agreement will
be used for the Project as outlined in the Proposal. Therefore, should the Project not be completed, be
partially completed, or be completed at a cost lower than the original budget called for, the amount
reimbursed to the Grantee will be only for the amount of approved funds actually spent by the Grantee.
For any funds received under a Grant Agreement for which expenditure is disallowed by an audit
exception by the State, the Grantee is required to reimburse said funds to the ACA within fifteen (15)
business days.

Grantee Compliance with Administration Requirements

Notwithstanding any other provision described herein, a Grantee’s failure to (i) submit required reports
when due, (ii) to provide access to the ACA for inspection of a Project site, or (iii) to perform any other
material REDG obligation will result in withholding of payment under the Grant Agreement or other
sanction (including liability for repayment of REDG funds and/or restrictions on eligibility for future REDG
funding) unless such failure is demonstrated to arise due to causes beyond the control and without the
fault or negligence of the Grantee.
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5. SAMPLE BUDGET FOR PROPOSALS

RFP # 2016-01

Applicants are not required to submit their budgets in this format. However, Proposal Budgets must

include each of the elements of this sample.

REDG Sample Budget

Applicant:

Costs Budget

Eligible REDG Project Costs

[list line items] S[TBD]
Total Eligible REDG Project Costs S[TBD]
Costs ineligible for REDG reimbursement

[list line items] S[TBD]
Total costs ineligible for REDG reimbursement S[TBD]
Total Project Costs S[TBD]

Funding . cudst|

REDG Funds Requested for Cost Reimbursements S[TBD]

Match Contributions

[list cash match sources] S[TBD]

Total Match Contributions S[TBD]

Match Percent of Total Eligible REDG Project Costs [TBD]%

Other funding for costs ineligible for REDG reimbursement

[list other funding sources] S[TBD]
S[TBD]

Total funding for ineligible costs S[TBD]

Total Project Funding S[TBD]
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6. APPLICATION FORM

The Application Form is provided in electronic format on the following page. Applicants are required to
complete all fields, print, sign in ink, and include the original signed form with their Proposal submission.

16
Town Council Regular Meeting Packet August 4, 2015 Page 35 of 38



A

Arizona Commerce Authority

RFP # 2016-01

ACA RFP 2016-01

FY 2016 Rural Economic Development Grant (REDG) — Round 1

Application Form

APPLICANT INFORMATION

Organization Name

Entity Type

Arizona incorporated city or town with a population of less than
150,000 and not contiguous with or situated within a Metro Area

Arizona county with a population of less than 750,000

Federally recognized Indian tribe situated in Arizona

FEIN

Mailing Address

Website

Proposal Contact: The contact person for clarifications and communications regarding the Proposal.

Name

Organization

Title

Mailing Address

Phone Number

Email

Co-Sponsor: The person authorized to sign the Grant Agreement and any amendments on behalf of the
Applicant in the absence of the principal authorized signatory named above.

Name

Organization

Title

Mailing Address

Phone Number

Email
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PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Name

Brief Project Description

Arizona Certified Site/Building
Designation [ Gold L]

Silver

[l

Bronze

D None

Name(s) and NAICS Code(s) of
Direct Private Beneficiary

Name(s) and NAICS Code(s) of
Indirect Private Beneficiary

Project Budget

Total Eligible Project Costs

Total Ineligible Project Costs

Total Project Costs

Amount of REDG Grant Funds Requested

Total Match Contributions for Eligible Costs

Match Percent of Total Eligible Costs

Total Other Funding for Ineligible Costs

Total Project Funding
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Projected Project Outcomes (36 months after project completion)

Full-time
Number of New Jobs :
Part-time
Full-time
Number of Retained Jobs :
Part-time
Full-time
Average Annual Salary -
Part-time

New Payroll

Percentage of employer-
provided healthcare costs

Capital Investment

AFFIRMATION

As the authorized representative of the Applicant, | certify under penalty of perjury that the information
contained herein and attached hereto is true and correct according to the best of my knowledge and belief
after a reasonable investigation of the facts.

Authorized Representative

Signature

Printed Name

Title

Date

Co-sponsor (if applicable)

Signature

Printed Name

Title

Date
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